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A British military historian offers an expert introduction to The Battle of Waterloo in this essential
companion for battlefield visitors.In Belgium on June 18th, 1915, the Battle of Waterloo marked
the climax of the Napoleonic Wars—and a major turning point in world history. The combined
forces of the Duke of Wellington and Field Marshal von Blücher delivered a devastating defeat to
Napoleon. Though the outcome would have a major influence on the shape of Europe for more
than a century, the battle itself cannot be properly understood without a detailed study of the
landscape in which it was fought.Using eyewitness accounts and an intimate knowledge of the
terrain, historian David Buttery vividly reconstructs the events of Waterloo as he takes readers
across the battleground as it exists today. He provides essential context for understanding
pivotal episodes in combat, including the day-long struggle for the chateau at Hougoumont, the
massive French infantry assaults, repeated cavalry charges, the fall of La Haye Sainte, the
violent clashes in the village of Plancenoit, the repulse of the Imperial Guard and rout of the
French army.
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place.KEY TO MAP SYMBOLSThis book is dedicated to the brave men on both sides who
fought at Waterloo almost 200 years agoIntroductionTHE MOST FAMOUS OF BATTLESVisiting
battlefields has become an increasingly popular activity over the last few decades and there are
many reasons for this trend. Interest in the past has never been greater and many wish to
commemorate the achievements and sacrifices made by their ancestors among other
considerations. As the politics and events of today are shaped by past conflicts, interpreting why
battles were fought, along with who won and them and why, is essential for gaining a thorough
understanding of history. Indeed, while some view military history as a narrow and specialized
field, it is impossible to comprehend political and social changes in the world without reference
to military history.Waterloo is one of the most famous battles to take place in the last 500 years
and so its impact on European and world history is worthy of careful study. It was a decisive
battle in that it ended a long series of wars that had plunged Europe into a maelstrom of
bloodshed and destruction spanning two decades (1792–1815). The great historian David
Chandler wrote that: ‘In the long history of Western civilisation, probably only Zama (202 BC)
and Tours (AD 732) have proved of equal importance, and only Gettysburg has been written
about as often.’ His point is supported by the fact that Waterloo attracts around 300,000 tourists
every year.The magnetic appeal of the famous personalities concerned also ensures that
Waterloo continues to fascinate enthusiasts 200 years on. The mystique surrounding Emperor
Napoleon I of France is enough to draw admirers and critics alike to visit the place where he met
his final defeat, a loss that did nothing to diminish his growing legend. His principal opponent,
Arthur Wellesley, First Duke of Wellington, also occupies a unique place in military history and



the fact that these two commanders adopted different approaches to warfare has intrigued
historians ever since their confrontation on this battlefield.This was also a multinational battle,
concerning three main armies composed of soldiers from many European nations. The Prussian
Army played a valiant role during the 1815 campaign under Marshal Blücher, although historians
occasionally downplay his army’s contribution at Waterloo. He was a tactician rather than a
strategist and was somewhat overshadowed by the talented commanders of the other two
armies involved. Among the lesser ranks who fought at Waterloo (from generals down to private
soldiers) were men who had become famous in their own lifetime and it was here that veterans
of twenty years of almost uninterrupted warfare converged for the climactic struggle. Great
military reputations were made at Waterloo, a battle where many displayed incredible courage
during continuous fighting that lasted over 9 hours.Modern historians who make a study of
Waterloo are confronted with a bewildering multitude of accounts from participants,
contemporary observers and historians. Many incidents during the battle have gained an almost
mythical status and, when these are challenged, provoke howls of outrage from traditionalists.
The fame of such incidents in themselves, such as the closing of the gates at Hougoumont,
makes a visit to the battlefield even more intriguing for visitors, but this is the case with many
locations where such events have taken place.Although considerable literature exists about the
battle, many works are far from objective as it is difficult to set national and political
considerations aside when historians hail from countries directly involved in the campaign.
Some British historians tend to overemphasize the heroism of British soldiers and gloss over the
contribution of their allies. This can be traced back to the immediate reaction after the
overwhelming victory at Waterloo, which was welcomed with relief after many years of war.
William Makepeace Thackeray, who used Waterloo as a focal point in his novel Vanity Fair,
visited the battlefield in the 1840s and his writing typifies the patriotic feeling of the time:Let an
Englishman go and see that field, and he never forgets it. The sight is an event in his life; and,
though it has been seen by millions of peaceable gents – grocers from Bond Street, meek
attorneys from Chancery Lane, and timid tailors from Piccadilly – I will wager that there is not
one of them but feels a glow as he looks at the place, and remembers that he, too, is an
Englishman.Thackeray gives a good impression here of how strongly Victorian society felt about
this victory and many of his contemporaries made a pilgrimage to see the battlefield for
themselves. However, his prose would have been more accurate had it referred to Britons rather
than Englishmen, since Wellington’s Anglo-Allied Army contained many Scots, Irish and Welsh
soldiers. Yet even that consideration fails to reflect the international make-up of the Anglo-Allied
Army, two-thirds of whom hailed from Hanover, Belgium and Holland, along with other national
groups.In contrast, German historians often claim that the Prussian Army made the main
contribution to the victory and allege that Wellington let his allies down by failing to come to their
aid at the Battle of Ligny. Peter Hofschröer is one notable historian who believes that Wellington
claimed unfair credit for a victory he would not have won but for the Prussian Army. While there is
some truth to this and other theories, many historians recognize that the Allied victory was



achieved only through an effective combined effort on the part of both armies. Extolling the
virtues of one army over another provokes interesting debate between historians but tends to
obscure this fact.The perspective of the French is different again and many of their historians,
such as Henry Houssaye, concentrate on the mistakes made by Napoleon’s subordinate
commanders and are perhaps a little too generous towards the Emperor himself, who committed
grave errors of judgement both at Waterloo and during the campaign. In fact, most French
historians concentrate on Napoleon’s previous victories rather than dwelling upon the reasons
for his final defeat.For example, Victor Hugo saw Waterloo as the tragic end of a young republic
brought down by a pact between old monarchies (see Chapter 1). Although he wrote very
movingly about the tragic effect that the defeat had upon France, his work contains a number of
factual errors and can prove misleading. Yet he did visit the field for himself and saw how the site
had changed, commenting:Every one is aware that the variously inclined undulations of the
plains, where the engagement between Napoleon and Wellington took place, are no longer what
they were on June 18, 1815. By taking from this mournful field the wherewithal to make a
monument to it, its real relief has been taken away, and history, disconcerted, no longer finds her
bearings there. It has been disfigured for the sake of glorifying it. Wellington, when he beheld
Waterloo once more, two years later, exclaimed, ‘They have altered my field of battle!’ Where the
great pyramid of earth, surmounted by the lion, rises to-day, there was a hillock which
descended in an easy slope towards the Nivelles road, but which was almost an escarpment on
the side of the highway to Genappe. The elevation of this escarpment can still be measured by
the height of two knolls of the two great sepulchres which enclose the highway from Genappe to
Brussels: one, the English tomb, is on the left: the other, the German tomb, is on the right. There
is no French tomb. The whole of that plain is a sepulchre for France.Hugo’s views were very
influential on French historians. The way he described the defeat as being a tragedy for liberal
ideas, where Napoleon, representing a new form of government, was defeated by mischance,
gained widespread acceptance in France. For example, Jules Delhaize and Winard Aerts
argued succinctly in their book Waterloo: etudes relatives a la campagne de 1815 en Belgique,
published in 1919, that: ‘… there are some defeats which do not tarnish the glory of an army any
more than they dimimish a people. Waterloo is one of these.’ In the years immediately following
the battle, the majority of its visitors came from countries that had formed the Seventh Coalition
against Napoleon. From the mid-nineteenth century onwards, French tourists became
increasingly common at the battlefield despite it being the location of one of the worst French
defeats.Yet the Battle of Waterloo can only be properly understood when it is placed within the
context of the campaign itself, in which four major battles were fought in as many days between
15–18 June 1815. Therefore, the battles of Quatre Bras and Ligny are described within this
book, although not with the same level of detail as events at Waterloo, along with the almost
simultaneous conflict fought at Wavre. This battle occurred 15km (9½ miles) from Waterloo and
some knowledge of it is necessary to understand how the Prussians were able to reach
Wellington’s position in time to intervene and to explain why the French failed to prevent them.A



description of the aftermath of the campaign is also included to explain the massive political
impact of the battle and how it altered the balance of power in Europe. Countries like Britain and
Prussia gained enormously from the resulting settlement, whereas France was humbled and its
military influence drastically reduced. Waterloo also represented the triumph of old reactionary
states over the new liberal philosophies emerging in Europe. The old monarchies were relieved
after the victory but Napoleon’s defeat only slowed the pace of reform and the respite it gained
for them in Europe was only temporary.The end of the wars also saw the Congress of Vienna,
interrupted by Napoleon’s return and reconvened following his final exile, attempt to put an end
to warfare as a means of settling disputes between states. Although their efforts were ultimately
unsuccessful, this was the first time that an international congress met and tried to resolve
issues at the negotiation table rather than by force of arms. This alone makes Waterloo an
immensely important event in European history.Historians entertain many views about exactly
what occurred at Waterloo and the responsibility of individuals for specific incidents on the
battlefield, reasons why Napoleon lost the battle, reasons why the Allies were victorious and
many other theories relating to the battlefield and the campaign. Some are highly controversial
and give rise to vigorous debate. While analysing this famous battle is an interesting and
engrossing subject, it is not the purpose of this book. This guidebook tries to offer an informed,
and hopefully objective, account of the battle rather than attempt to promote new ideas about
the campaign or challenge views contained in other works. Its primary intention is to act as a
helpful tool for people wishing to visit the location, allowing them to draw their own conclusions
from the experience.A thorough understanding of the difficulties facing the commanders and the
armies involved is best achieved by viewing the battlefield itself. Topography has always had a
great influence over combat and this was especially true at Waterloo, where Wellington selected
a strong defensive position and was determined to hold it until reinforced by the Prussians. The
difficulties that Napoleon encountered while attacking this deceptively strong position were
immense and only by standing on the actual ground itself can one appreciate why decisions
were made, not only due to what commanders could actually see but because some areas were
hidden from their view.Wellington, in his habitually straightforward manner, summarized this
neatly, remarking: ‘All the business of war … is to endeavour to find out what you don’t know by
what you do; that’s what I called “guessing what was at the other side of the hill.”’ Although this is
true of all Napoleonic battlefields, it is particularly so regarding Waterloo where Wellington’s
cunning deployment of troops (many being out of the line of sight of French artillery and
observers) influenced the choices Napoleon was forced to make.Waterloo is also unusual in
many ways; it covered a far smaller area than many contemporary battlefields and its
occasionally subtle geographical contours limited the effect of firepower and contributed to
some serious tactical errors on the part of some generals and officers of lesser rank. For those
who wish to gain an insight into what occurred on that fateful Sunday afternoon of 18 June 1815,
a visit to the battlefield is therefore essential. It is hoped that this work will provide a useful guide
for use on the battlefield by including information on how to get there, where to stay, viewing the



field itself and how to get the best out of the experience.Chapter 1THE RETURN OF
NAPOLEONHow had it come to this? Many soldiers must have asked that question as the sun
rose over a small area of Belgian countryside on Sunday 18 June 1815. Nearly a year ago,
Emperor Napoleon I of France had been forced to accept peace terms and went into exile,
events that signalled the end of the wars, or so many had hoped. Nonetheless, two great armies
now faced each other near the village of Waterloo only 9½ miles (15 km) from Brussels,
preparing for another day’s bitter fighting in the knowledge that many would not live to see
another sunrise.Since 1792, the Continent had been plagued by incessant wars, the influence of
which had spread well beyond the confines of Europe. The seemingly invincible French armies
had challenged and beaten most of the main European powers but were eventually forced back
into France by 1814. Their Emperor had dominated the Continent for over a decade but, after his
abdication, a new era of peace and prosperity suddenly seemed possible. Yet within a year, he
escaped from exile and deposed King Louis XVIII of France with a speed that barely seemed
credible. Although Napoleon was not the revolutionary radical he had once claimed to be, most
of Europe saw him as the representative of a dangerous new ideology, bent on overthrowing the
old order by force of arms. Shocked by his sudden reappearance on the world’s stage, his
enemies formed the Seventh Coalition (a powerful international alliance) against him.While the
Emperor now claimed to be fighting in defence of France, many felt that a French victory in this
campaign would plunge Europe back into incessant warfare and destruction as Napoleon had
always been an inveterate warmonger. Yet his grip on power was tenuous and he needed a
decisive victory and, above all, needed it quickly if his new regime was to survive. In contrast,
although the Allied powers knew that winning a major victory here might end Napoleon’s
ambitions, they still feared him as a general and knew that a serious defeat could prove
catastrophic. Other armies were marching upon France and, even if this campaign failed to stop
Napoleon, the French were still massively outnumbered. However, Napoleon’s fame as a
general was such that a major defeat might have a ruinous political effect, attracting others to his
cause and splitting the alliance ranged against him.REVOLUTION AND EMPIRE, 1792–1814To
understand what was at stake on the field of Waterloo it is necessary to examine the dramatic
events that occurred between the years 1792 and 1814. It all began with the French Revolution
in 1789. Revolutionary fanaticism witnessed the overthrow of the French Bourbon monarchy, the
dispossession of the aristocracy and eventually led to mass executions and the beginning of a
class struggle that would continue to the present day. Although the revolutionaries were split into
numerous groups and factions, almost all of them opposed kingship in any form and desired a
new and fairer society, to be created by force if necessary.Most European nations were
monarchies at this time and feared that revolutionary ideology would spread from France and
lead their own people into rebellion. Therefore, they resolved to destroy the new French Republic
before its influence could spread but the revolutionaries proved far more difficult to suppress
than anticipated. Far from being the disorganized rabble that initially swept the Bourbons from
power, their conscript-based armies were inspired by fiery rhetoric and the promise of a fairer



society and proved a match for the professional forces of the old order, not only defending their
borders but carrying the war further afield.Napoleon Bonaparte – the man who had dominated
Europe for over a decade. The 1815 campaign would be his last chance to regain power.
(Bourgeois)Napoleon Buonaparte (he would later change the spelling to Bonaparte) was the
greatest figure to emerge from the turmoil of the Revolutionary Wars. He came from the island of
Corsica, which passed from Genoa to France the year before his birth (1768), and his family was
respectable but lacked wealth or influence. He qualified as an artillery officer in the Royal Army
but, as the revolutionaries permitted promotion by merit rather than through birth and influence,
the new system allowed him to rise swiftly due to his remarkable abilities. Once he became a
general, he made a substantial contribution to ensuring that successive revolutionary
governments survived. Yet Napoleon’s effectiveness as a soldier was matched only by his
almost limitless ambition for himself, his family and friends. During 9–10 November 1799, he
seized power in a coup d’état and assumed dictatorial powers over the following years. Victories
over Austria and other successes allowed him to retain his grip on power and he was crowned
Emperor of France on 2 December 1804.Warfare continued into the Imperial period, with the
French defeating Prussia, Austria and Russia until Britain was the only major power that still
stood against him. Up to 1806, it is possible to justify some of Napoleon’s wars on the basis that
defending France and republicanism were among his primary aims. Yet after 1807, his wars took
on a more sinister tone with the acquisition of territory and power lying at the heart of his
ambitions. The Bonaparte family became a new royal dynasty and Napoleon placed his brothers
and sisters on the thrones of allied states, and even some of his more successful generals
became kings and princes. Hoping to force Britain into a peace settlement, he attempted to
close all the ports of Europe against British trade with his Continental System. He intimidated
other nations into adopting this policy, which often went against their commercial interests, and
ultimately it did little to damage the British economy. Naturally, this commercial embargo was
unpopular and its forced imposition helped alienate many nations against Napoleon.The years
1807–14 saw the French invasion of the Spanish Peninsula and Napoleon’s treatment of Spain,
his former ally, left Europe appalled by his treachery. The conflict he began there against Spain,
Portugal and Britain was unprecedented in its savagery; mass destruction of property,
widespread killing of civilians and incessant guerrilla warfare were commonplace. Thousands of
French soldiers died in a ruinous series of campaigns that drained French resources to the
extent that Napoleon called this war his ‘Spanish Ulcer’.The Austrians declared war upon France
once again and the Emperor suffered his first serious defeat at Aspern-Essling in 1809. Despite
Napoleon’s eventual victory in that campaign, his enemies were increasingly harder for him to
defeat as they had become accustomed to his style of waging war. Both sides sustained terrible
losses at the Battle of Wagram in the same year which, as well as being his last truly decisive
victory, set a new standard for carnage in Europe now that the destruction of armies was the
main objective, rather than the acquisition of territory or strategic position.Allied strategy for
June/July 1815.Napoleon’s invasion of Russia in 1812 was a serious error in his grand strategy



as he was compelled to fight on two fronts while the war in the Peninsula still raged. At the head
of the largest army ever assembled until that time, estimated at over 500,000 French and allied
soldiers, he marched into Russia hoping to force Tsar Alexander I to adopt his Continental
System. The Russians fell back before him and, while he defeated their armies and occupied
Moscow, the Tsar refused to sue for peace. The battles of this campaign dwarfed the size of the
conflicts fought elsewhere in Europe and resulted in crippling losses of men, horses and military
equipment. Eventually Napoleon felt compelled to retreat and his army endured a painful
withdrawal in terrible weather conditions; he brought fewer than 93,000 men out of Russia.
Napoleon’s Grande Armée had finally been humbled and the losses it had suffered were almost
impossible to replace.By 1813, the First French Empire was in serious decline as Napoleon’s
allies began to defect in the wake of his disastrous Russian campaign. The Battle of Leipzig in
1813 was a major defeat for Napoleon and French armies had to abandon the bulk of the
territory gained during the previous decade. The Peninsular War had also been ruinous for
France and her armies retired towards the Pyrenees after suffering a series of defeats at the
hands of British, Portuguese and Spanish forces. Although Napoleon’s enemies were massing
to destroy him, they still feared his awesome ability as a general and knew that victory would
only be possible at a high cost in lives and revenue. Therefore, they offered generous peace
settlements that would allow him to keep his crown if he relinquished his territorial gains and
restored the balance of power in Europe.Yet Napoleon’s self-confidence was unshakeable and
he believed that it was still possible to split and defeat the coalition of states formed against
France. The 1814 campaign was one of his finest; Napoleon used all his skills to win a string of
victories against the Allies during a campaign of rapid manoeuvre against fearful odds. Yet the
overwhelming number of troops set against him finally proved impossible for the French Army to
overcome. Since he had lost a huge number of horses in Russia, Napoleon’s victories ultimately
proved futile, as they could not be conclusive unless followed by an effective cavalry pursuit.
When Paris surrendered to the Allies, Napoleon’s marshals persuaded him to agree to peace
terms and abdicate his throne.Although permitted to retain the title of Emperor, Napoleon was
exiled to the small isle of Elba in the Mediterranean Sea off the western coast of Italy. Political
leaders representing all the major powers of Europe met at the Congress of Vienna, where
proposals for the redistribution of territory and power were debated. The man whose reputation
alone had recently cowed much of Europe was now derided as the ‘New Robinson Crusoe’, and
considered safely out of the way. The old reactionary regimes hoped that Europe would now
return to the state of affairs that existed before the French Revolution.Napoleon’s first abdication
at Fontainebleau, 6 April, 1814. (Etienne Prosper Berne-Bellecour)NAPOLEON
ESCAPESUnder the circumstances, Napoleon could have suffered a far worse punishment than
being exiled to Elba. Although he had not instigated all of the wars that France had become
embroiled in, his dynastic ambitions resulted in great loss of life and widespread disruption. On
Elba, he ruled over approximately 112,000 subjects and was allowed to retain a bodyguard of
several hundred men. Yet he soon became bored and frustrated with his tiny kingdom and the



limited opportunities it offered a man with his ambitions.The Bourbon Government restored by
the Allies was proving deeply unpopular in France. Returning royalist émigrés, some of whom
had fought against France, behaved arrogantly and received important promotions in the army
and government, while old soldiers and administrators were dismissed or pensioned off. The
peasantry feared that land they had gained during the Revolution would be confiscated and
returned to the Church or aristocracy and the Bourbons seemed bent upon revoking every
reform made during their absence. After a brief period of popularity following his restoration, the
corpulent and uncharismatic Louis XVIII alienated the majority of his subjects. Compared to the
man who had made France the first nation in Europe, he cut a poor figure and many were still
loyal to Napoleon. When he learnt about the situation in France, the exile took heart.To make
matters worse, the Allies reneged on several promises made to the Emperor, including the
provision of funds necessary to maintain his household. The British Prime Minister, Lord
Liverpool, wrote: ‘Buonaparte is reduced to his last shilling. He has spent the little money he
brought with him, and his pension has not been paid, although the six months have long since
expired. This is abominable.’ He also mentioned the rumour that some influential figures deemed
it unsafe to permit this dangerous man to remain close to central Europe. The remote isle of St
Helena, lying deep in the south Atlantic, would be a far better home for him they suggested. It is
possible that Napoleon heard of these plans.At the Congress of Vienna, statesmen from all over
Europe discussed how they should redistribute territory and power following the defeat of
France. Most wished to restore the regimes and borders that had existed prior to 1791 but for
many reasons this proved unrealistic. Politically Europe would never be the same again after the
French Revolution and the conflicting interests of Prussia, Russia and Britain soon led to
disagreements, which were exploited by Talleyrand, a former minister of Napoleon who now
represented France’s King Louis XVIII. The Congress’s consideration of such weighty matters
was rudely interrupted by the shocking news that Napoleon had escaped.THE FALL OF LOUIS
XVIIINapoleon left Elba on 26 February 1815 accompanied by only 1,050 soldiers. He landed in
France on 1 March where: ‘Amazement, rather than acclaim greeted his arrival.’ Although
alarmed at the news, most believed that the government would soon put an end to this
threatening venture by arresting and imprisoning him. Nevertheless, he headed determinedly
towards Grenoble and despite marching through Provence, which was a staunchly Royalist
province, no one made any serious attempt to stop him.Napoleon reached Grenoble on 7 March
where troops of the 5th Ligne Regiment stood to block his progress. Approaching them alone
and unarmed, Napoleon dramatically opened his greatcoat and invited them to shoot if they
desired to kill their Emperor. Their response was to desert to him en masse and the soldiers
flocked around his standard, cheering ecstatically. The 7th Ligne rapidly followed suit and, as
news of his progress towards the capital spread, people began to wear revolutionary cockades
on their hats and hang the tricolour flag from buildings lining his route. Marshal Ney, at the head
of a sizeable force, confronted his former master at Auxerre on 17 March but swiftly renounced
the Bourbons and joined Napoleon along with his entire command.Knowing that his reign had



begun badly, Louis XVIII realized that he could expect little or no public support for his
government in a fight against the most successful soldier of modern times. He fled Paris in the
dead of night on 19 March and headed towards the coast. Reaching Abbeville, he changed
direction and crossed the border into Belgium on 22 March. Here he sought refuge in the
Kingdom of the Netherlands, a new state founded only the previous year. Napoleon entered the
Tuileries Palace less than 24 hours after Louis had fled, receiving a rapturous welcome as he
reached the capital with crowds thronging the streets. He had regained his throne in only twenty-
three days without firing a shot in anger but it was far from certain that he would be able to keep
it.THE SEVENTH COALITIONNapoleon had been right that the majority of the French people
would welcome his return but his illusions that the rest of Europe would accept him at the head
of France were soon shattered. His first move was to justify deposing Louis and proclaim his
desire for peace. On 4 April, he wrote to all the sovereigns of Europe telling them how the
Bourbons had ignored the wishes and rights of the people to the extent that France: ‘was forced
to abandon them. The popular voice called for a liberator.’ Furthermore, he declared that Europe
was tired of war and: ‘My first and heartfelt anxiety is to repay so much affection by the
maintenance of an honourable peace.’Unfortunately, in the recent past Napoleon had made little
secret of his belief that his retention of power rested upon delivering a succession of glorious
victories to the French people. Therefore, many viewed him as a warmonger and few considered
his desire for peace to be genuine. A week before he returned to Paris, the delegates at Vienna
issued a declaration against him stating that: ‘by appearing again in France with projects of
confusion and disorder, he has deprived himself of the protection of law, and has manifested to
the universe that there can be neither truce nor peace with him’. Representatives of Austria,
France, Britain, Portugal, Prussia, Russia, Spain and Sweden signed this declaration. Looking
back with hindsight some years later, Napoleon admitted that he had misjudged the political
situation by returning too soon. He speculated that had he allowed another six months to elapse,
the Allies would not have formed such a strong alliance against him as political rifts had begun to
develop between them. Regardless of whether this was true or not, it was now abundantly clear
that another war was imminent.The Seventh Coalition was declared against Napoleon in person,
castigating him as a usurper rather than the legitimate ruler of France, and the states involved
agreed that there would be no independent settlement with France until he was overthrown.
Austria, Prussia and Russia agreed to raise 700,000 men between them, while the Duke of
Wellington received command of British, German and Dutch/Belgian troops in Flanders. A
Prussian army concentrated in the same region under Field Marshal Gebhard von Blücher, and
the two forces hoped to field around 150,000 troops in combination.Only Murat, King of Naples,
voiced his approval of Napoleon’s actions and spontaneously declared war upon Austria.
Ironically, he was probably the only head of state whose support Napoleon did not wish to gain.
This was due to his disloyalty the year before when he had failed to march his troops to support
Napoleon and defected to the Allies in order to keep his throne. Murat was rapidly defeated at
the Battle of Torentino on 2 May. He fled to France where Napoleon contemptuously spurned his



offer to serve under him, despite his skill as a cavalry general.THE DUKE OF WELLINGTON,
1769–1852Born in 1769, Arthur Wesley was the fourth son of Garret Wesley, an Anglo-Irish
aristocrat. Educated at Eton and later in Angers, he showed little promise until his family bought
him a commission in the British Army. Displaying a keen interest in all facets of military life, he
even devoted himself to studying practical aspects like logistics and supply, which most officers
of the day ignored. As his family’s status improved, they changed their surname to Wellesley, the
more aristocratic spelling reflecting their rise in fortunes.He mastered his profession in India
during successful campaigns against Tippoo Sultan and the Mahrattas. During the Peninsular
War, he acquired his reputation as a great commander. Landing in Portugal, he soon toppled the
weak regime established there by the French under General Junot and fought off two further
French invasions. The last of these owed much of its success to the construction of the
defensive ‘Lines of Torres Vedras’ made to protect Lisbon. The vast scale of this project was an
incredible military undertaking and proved so effective that it immediately halted the progress of
a large army under Marshal Massena, who was eventually forced to retreat. With Portugal
secure, Wellington crossed the frontier into Spain and fought a series of campaigns to oust the
French armies occupying that nation. In the course of this war, he defeated some of Napoleon’s
best commanders, eventually crossing the Pyrenees and invading France itself.Sir Arthur
Wellesley, Duke of Wellington. He had fought Napoleon’s Marshals in the Peninsula but in 1815
he would face the Emperor himself. (Sir Thomas Lawrence)While justly renowned for his
defensive skill, he demonstrated his offensive capability by attacking and defeating French
armies many times in the Peninsula at battles like Salamanca 1812 and Vitoria 1813. Although
some contemporaries resented his family’s political influence, by 1815 he was already Britain’s
greatest general through his own hard work and abilities with an unbroken string of victories to
his name. Wellington was meticulous in preparation and tried to foresee every possibility on the
battlefield, striving to ensure that his troops were well provisioned and supported. While warfare
is unpredictable by nature, Wellington’s careful approach usually paid off and he left little to
chance. This was in direct contrast to Napoleon, who, while he always calculated the odds, was
often prepared to take a gamble in order to win. Wellington did not believe in taking unnecessary
chances.While he had fought the French extensively, he had never faced Napoleon himself and
Waterloo would be the first battle where the two greatest commanders of the age would confront
each other.ALLIED WAR PLANSThe Allies planned to assemble vast numbers of troops along
France’s eastern frontier, which was about 600 miles (965km) long. They intended to mount two
major offensives along this border with a supporting invasion from the south. The first, under the
overall command of Field Marshal Prince Karl Schwarzenburg, would cross the Meuse and
Rhine rivers and march on Paris. The second offensive was aimed at Lyons to the south and, if
successful, would also converge on the French capital. Spanish and Portuguese forces were
massing on the Spanish border with the intention of invading over the Pyrenees and attacking in
the south. The Allies knew that Napoleon’s armies would be heavily outnumbered in all three
sectors and, if he concentrated his forces to stop any one incursion, they could be swiftly



outflanked and cut off by the others. They predicted that he would choose to delay their advance
and fight a defensive campaign focussed on defending Paris.The Allies were capable of raising
vast forces to crush Napoleon, but time was a pressing factor. Elated at the peace following
years of conflict, most nations had rushed to demobilize, the ruinous cost of the wars making
rulers keen to cut military expenditure and begin repairing the damage wrought on their
economies. Furthermore, thousands of Wellington’s Peninsula veterans were currently in
Canada and North America following the recently concluded War of 1812 (actually fought
between 1812 and 1815) against America. The Russian Army would also take several months to
reach the French border. Many of their soldiers would be inexperienced recruits and the Allies
needed time to concentrate sufficient numbers of men to overwhelm and crush Napoleon’s
armies.Ultimately, the Allies were confident about their long-term strategy as long as they
managed to deploy in sufficient numbers and maintain their nerve politically. However, they
feared that a successful pre-emptive strike by Napoleon might discourage some states from
opposing him and persuade others to switch their allegiance. A great deal depended upon how
quickly they could manoeuvre their forces into position. By mid-1815, only Wellington and
Blücher’s armies were in place and in a state of readiness. The Austrians would not reach the
Rhine before July at the earliest and the Russians would not arrive until much later. Many were
eager to march on France but, realistically, the Allies would not be able to invade until the
autumn.FIELD MARSHAL BLÜCHER, 1742–1819Born near Rostock in 1742, Gebhard
Leberecht von Blücher was a veteran of the Seven Years War. He remained in the army after
hostilities had ended but was eventually compelled to leave due to his penchant for carousing,
gambling, womanizing, duelling and occasional insubordination. He became a gentleman farmer
for a time but rejoined the army to fight in the Revolutionary Wars and, during the Imperial
period, participated in the disastrous 1806 campaign. At Auerstädt, he attacked with his typically
impetuous style but managed to fight a tenacious rearguard action to cover the Prussian retreat.
Stubborn to the last, he was one of the last to surrender to the French whose rapid defeat of the
vaunted Prussian Army shocked all of Europe.His vitriolic hatred of the French saw him
forbidden from holding military office for a time but he returned to fight in 1813 when the Sixth
Coalition was formed against France. Although defeated at the battles of Lützen and Bautzen,
he went on to play a key role in defeating Napoleon at the decisive Battle of Leipzig, the largest
single action of the Napoleonic Wars that saw 365,000 Allied troops sent into the field against
195,000 French and allied soldiers. Promoted Field Marshal by 1814, when the Allies invaded
France he pressed for a more aggressive strategy during the drive on Paris. Other Allied
commanders only managed to suppress his ruthlessness and lack of caution with difficulty.A
charismatic hussar officer of the old school, Blücher was an inspiring commander who referred
to his soldiers as his ‘beloved children’ and saw himself as the father of his army. While an
instinctive tactician and a dedicated soldier, he was no strategist. His obsessive hatred of
Napoleon and the French after what they had done to Prussia occasionally clouded his
judgement. Aged 72, he was about to retire when the news of Napoleon’s escape from Elba



brought him back into the field.NAPOLEON’S GRAND STRATEGYIn all likelihood, despite later
protests to the contrary, Napoleon had probably taken it for granted that he would have to fight in
order to keep his throne. Yet he was surprised by the strength and unity of the Allied reaction and
only resumed the policy of conscription in France that April. This had been one of the most
unpopular impositions of his regime and had become known as the ‘blood tax’. During the latter
half of the Imperial period, the horrendous losses the army sustained in Russia and the
Peninsula justified this gruesome label and French citizens were dismayed by its
reintroduction.Nevertheless, the former Royal Army of 200,000 men had come over to Napoleon
almost to a man and around 100,000 old soldiers swiftly returned to their colours when they
heard Napoleon was back. Many young volunteers were also eager to serve for the first time but,
although his forces looked good on paper, Napoleon was well aware that he had to prove
himself anew following his disastrous campaigns between 1812 and 1814. Some of his former
marshals refused to serve under him again or renewed their allegiance with considerable
reluctance, knowing that France was economically exhausted after years of conflict. Though his
army was a well-equipped and cohesive force, it needed a swift victory to inspire it. French
historian Henry Houssaye observed that: ‘Never did Napoleon have so formidable or so fragile a
weapon in his hand.’If Napoleon’s backing among the military hierarchy was patchy, he could
expect even less from the elite among the French civilian population. Although he was currently
more popular than ever with the French people, support would evaporate if too great a strain was
placed upon France, especially among those who possessed property or influence. Many were
trying to gauge the strength of his new regime before committing themselves so he wished to
avoid a destructive campaign on French soil. He knew that if he fought defensively he was
doomed, believing that: ‘Against greatly superior forces, it is possible to win a battle, but hardly a
war.’ After years of hardship, French resources were low and the country could not hope to
sustain a long war of attrition with so many nations united against her.As France was threatened
on all borders, Napoleon faced a serious strategic dilemma. His solution was to distribute small
armies throughout France to counter potential invasions but these were spread thinly along long
frontiers. Two armies under Clausel and Decaen protected the southern frontier, with a
combined force of 14,400 men, facing a potential 80,000 Spanish and Portuguese troops.
Lamarque commanded 10,000 men in north-west France to discourage Royalist revolts, while
Marshal Davout had 20,000 troops to defend Paris. Along the eastern borders were 5,500 men
under Brune, 8,400 men under Lecourbe and 23,500 men under Marshal Suchet. These faced
three Austro/Italian armies that would soon field over 100,000 men between them. General Rapp
commanded only 23,000 men for his Armée du Rhin, which was likely to face the main Austrian
force under Schwarzenburg who hoped to amass a colossal 200,000 men. Combined with
Barclay de Tolly’s Russian army of 200,000, the Allies would soon wield massive forces to set
against France, which even a commander of Napoleon’s ability would find difficult to
match.Napoleon had committed 128,000 men, over half of his available strength, to the Armée
du Nord (Army of the North). With these he intended to invade Belgium and defeat the Anglo-



Allied and Prussian armies before the other Coalition forces were ready to invade France. He
was gambling on securing an early, decisive victory that would reassure a doubtful France and
make his enemies question their resolve to undertake a long, destructive war. Throughout his
military career, he had always tried to strike first and Napoleon habitually chose to fight on the
offensive whenever possible. Yet he needed a victory more than ever before and the outcome of
the entire war would depend upon the success of the opening campaign.Chapter 2THE
DECISIVE MOMENT OF THE CENTURYTHE FRENCH ARMYOf the three armies involved in
the Waterloo campaign, the French Armeé du Nord was the most homogeneous – both
nationally and at a practical level. Although some Poles and other nationalities formed a small
portion of this force, it consisted almost entirely of Frenchmen. Many in the army were sickened
by the dismal failure of Bourbon rule and confident that Napoleon’s military genius would bring
them victory and restore French fortunes. Thousands of veterans who had been captured by the
Allies and recently released bolstered the ranks. Many were still devoted to their Emperor and
swiftly re-enlisted once they heard he had come back. Most recent conscripts had been sent to
the armies guarding the frontiers and the majority of the soldiers in the Armée du Nord were
veterans or volunteers. Consequently, morale was high and many were eager to do battle and
avenge the recent humiliations suffered by France.Nevertheless, while the French Army was well
led overall, some of Napoleon’s new appointments were questionable. The unexpected death of
Marshal Berthier, who died under suspicious circumstances, had deprived him of his best chief-
of-staff. Marshal Soult made a poor substitute in this key role and many harboured doubts about
his loyalty to Napoleon’s new regime. A better appointment for Soult would have been as
commander of the army’s left wing instead of the fiery and intemperate Marshal Ney, whose
inconsistent performance later caused problems. The newly promoted Marshal Grouchy
received command of the right wing even though he had not held a post of such responsibility
before. Although Joachim Murat was renowned for his ability as a cavalry general and would
have been a better choice, Napoleon had rejected his services due to his treachery in 1813–
14.Napoleon had also appointed his brother, Prince Jérôme Bonaparte, to an important position
instead of employing men like Suchet and Davout to influential posts for this vital campaign, who
were great commanders in their own right. Political necessity lay at the root of such decisions.
The Emperor needed to make a strong military comeback and was unwilling to share the glory
with talented subordinates as they could potentially replace him, a fear shared by most
dictators.At around 128,000 men, the Armée du Nord possessed near parity in numbers when
compared with each of the two opposing armies, but it would be outnumbered by them if they
fought combined. Considering that Napoleon had been in power for a very short time, it was a
remarkably well-equipped and cohesive force. Indeed, with 366 cannon it had more artillery than
either of the opposing forces and the French superiority in cavalry, both in terms of quality and
numbers, stood in its favour for a campaign of manoeuvre.THE ANGLO-ALLIED ARMYIn direct
contrast, Wellington’s Anglo-Allied Army was a truly international force. It contained a
remarkable mixture of Dutch-Belgian, Nassau, Brunswick, Hanoverian and British troops. The



Dutch-Belgian troops came from the newly formed Kingdom of the Netherlands, which had been
in existence for less than a year. The British and King’s German Legion troops (German
nationals within the British Army) were probably the most reliable soldiers. However, many
Peninsula veterans, whose presence would have been welcome, were still travelling back over
the Atlantic after the recent conflict in America. Many of the regiments that were available lacked
experience in the field.A large proportion of Germans also served in the ranks since, at this time,
the monarchy hailed from the royal house of Hanover and this state enjoyed strong links with
Britain as a consequence. Hanoverian soldiers had proved very willing to serve under British
command in the Peninsula, particularly after their nation had fallen under the influence of a
foreign power.A British cartoon showing the potentially dire consequences of going to the wars
for those who served in the ranks. (The Leisure Hour, 1875)Yet the recently raised Hanoverian
forces were largely conscript based and Wellington felt obliged to distribute veterans among
them to stiffen their resolve. The Brunswicker and Nassauer soldiers were more experienced but
Wellington hestitated to rely on his Dutch-Belgian contingent. Placed under the 23-year-old
Prince of Orange, whose appointment owed more to political necessity than his military
capability, many of these soldiers had recently fought under French command and their uniforms
and tactics relied on French military doctrine. However, Wellington had been able to select some
of his own staff and had some senior officers he knew he could rely upon, such as Generals
Picton and Hill.Although Britain’s army was small, it was professional, composed of volunteers
and well trained in contrast to the largely conscript-based forces of many Continental armies.
British infantry soldiers in particular were renowned for their defensive capability and speed of
fire due to constant drilling. Unlike many armies, the British could afford to train their troops in
regular live-firing exercises, which naturally led to their greater efficiency in musketry.The army
numbered roughly 106,000 men with 216 cannon but Wellington knew that it lacked national
cohesion and, with so many of them having been recent allies or subjects of Napoleon, their
loyalty to the Allied cause was suspect. Indeed, the fact that his troops spoke a mixture of at
least four different national languages (not to mention local dialects) made internal
communication problematic. With a general lack of campaigning experience in the army,
Wellington privately referred to his command as: ‘an infamous army, very weak and ill-equipped,
and [with] very inexperienced staff’. In the event, it would actually serve him very well.THE
PRUSSIAN ARMYThe Prussian Army had suffered a series of crushing defeats during the wars
against France, but Napoleon’s aggressive foreign policy had provoked a resurgence of
nationalism in the German states and consequently many were eager to fight against France.
Half of this army consisted of twelve old regiments of regular infantry along with twelve reservist
regiments, all of which contained experienced men who were reliable soldiers. However, the
remaining 50 per cent of the army was mostly Landwehr (militia), and these were often poorly
equipped, inexperienced soldiers who lacked discipline.Some of the German states had been
members of Napoleon’s Confederation of the Rhine and therefore many troops had divided
loyalties. Even before the campaign actually began, Saxon and Silesian troops mutinied and



Westphalian units were regarded with suspicion since Jérôme Bonaparte had recently been
their king. Their subsequent lack of enthusiasm for the Allied cause was demonstrated by large-
scale desertions after the Battle of Ligny.The Prussian Army was, however, an effective force
with good-quality infantry and efficient artillery. The cavalry arm was enthusiastic and eager to
fight but lacked experience when compared with their French counterparts. Nonetheless, they
were well mounted and equipped for the most part. The Prussians fielded approximately
128,000 infantry and 312 cannon. Blücher knew that he could rely upon his regular cavalry and
infantry but also knew that his Landwehr were an unknown commodity and hoped that they
would be able to withstand the rigours of the approaching campaign.The 1815 campaign.A
Prussian hussar, 1815.NAPOLEONIC WARFARE: THE THREE ARMSThe infantry was the
backbone of most armies during this period. The limited range and inherent inaccuracy of the
smoothbore musket, their primary weapon, meant that they were usually deployed in closely
packed linear formations in order to ensure a heavy volume of fire was directed at the enemy.
This compensated for the weapon’s shortcomings to a degree but, even when fired en masse,
musketry was largely ineffective beyond 150yd (137m).At close quarters, the infantry used
bayonets (an edged weapon mounted on the muzzles of muskets or rifles), swords and
occasionally the butts of their muskets. Nonetheless, prolonged instances of hand-to-hand
fighting were rare in the open field with one side usually fleeing before a serious clash occured.
When attacked by cavalry, infantry would form squares (or more accurately rectangles), the
kneeling front ranks presenting a row of bayonets, the threat of which usually caused horses to
veer away rather than ride into such an intimidating obstacle. The rear ranks (squares were
usually three or four men deep) would fire over the heads of the kneeling men at their attackers.
While these formations were not invulnerable to cavalry attack, it was rare for infantry squares to
be broken by cavalry alone.While cavalry were considered an elite by most armies, their
battlefield role was diminishing due to the increased accuracy and lethality of artillery and
firearms. A horse and rider made a large combined target and artillery fire, along with massed
musketry at close range, could wreak bloody havoc upon a cavalry squadron. Nonetheless, a
well-timed cavalry charge could be very effective under the right circumstances, especially when
combined with the effect of other arms. Cavalry also excelled in the roles of reconnaissance,
covering an army on the march and was particularly effective in pursuing a beaten
enemy.Artillery had become the biggest killer on the battlefield by 1815. Cannon enjoyed the
longest range of any weapon of this period and could fire a variety of projectiles. Roundshot
(solid cannon balls) was the main form of ammunition used, capable of striking down numerous
targets if the ground was hard enough to allow them to bounce along the ground, cutting down
everything in their path until their momentum was spent. Shells of various kinds were also
available and were designed to explode on the ground or above targets, showering metal
fragments over a wide area. Canister (commonly known by the naval term of ‘grapeshot’) was
used at close range against cavalry or infantry. This entailed the firing of a shower of small
projectiles, which could strike numerous targets, spreading out rapidly from a gun’s muzzle in a



similar fashion to the spread of pellets when fired from a shotgun. Linear infantry formations
were vulnerable to artillery, especially when fired upon from the flank, allowing numerous men to
be hit as they stood so close to each other. The effects of firing artillery upon dense formations
like attack columns or infantry squares could be devastating.NAPOLEON INVADES
BELGIUMThe Allied armies had spread out over this wide area of Belgium due to the necessity
to feed and accommodate the troops, which relied upon billeting soldiers in towns and villages
as garrisons could not cater for the vast number of men alone. The Allied commanders also
wished to cover as much of the Belgian frontier with France as possible, suspecting that
Napoleon might attempt a pre-emptive strike against them. Consequently the border was closely
monitored as they wished to receive an early warning in the event of incursions.Wellington’s
deployment was partly influenced by a concern he shared with most British commanders who
fought on the Continent – the risk of being cut off from the sea. This would sever his supply lines
and prevent a withdrawal back to Britain. Consequently, he deployed his troops between
Brussels, Mons, Ypres and Ghent with his lines of communication leading back towards Ostend
and the Channel ports. The Prussians occupied a large area between Wavre, Charleroi, Dinant
and Liège. This would hinder a swift concentration of the two armies and their lines of
communication extended back towards the Rhine in the opposite direction to those of the Anglo-
Allied Army.Napoleon was well aware of this and intended to strike at a point between the two
armies, hoping to force them apart. If the French were successful in this, he then meant to
prevent them combining against him by blocking one army with a portion of his force while
inflicting a major defeat on the other with his main army. This was known as the ‘strategy of the
central position’, a manoeuvre he had previously used with great success in campaigns like
those in Italy in 1796. He outlined this concept in succinct fashion to Marshal Ney:For this
campaign I have adopted the following general principle – to divide my army into two wings and
a reserve. The Guard will form the Reserve, and I shall bring it into action on either wing just as
the actual circumstances may dictate. Also, according to circumstances, I shall draw troops from
one wing to strengthen my reserve.Marshal Michel Ney who tried to seize the vital crossroads at
Quatre Bras from the Allies. (François Gérard)By thrusting his army into a central position
between them, Napoleon predicted that they would instinctively retreat along their own supply
lines. This would drive them even further apart and he would then detach a portion of his force to
pursue one of the armies while he turned upon the other and defeated it in detail.The plan relied
upon achieving surprise and required careful co-ordination and timing. A less sophisticated army
than Napoleon’s could never hope to achieve success in this kind of operation. The French Army
was organized so that each corps theoretically formed a miniature army in itself, strong enough
to fight an independent action against a superior foe for some time until reinforced. Each had its
own staff, cavalry, infantry, artillery and supply train and Napoleon believed a well-led force of
25,000–30,000 men was easily capable of performing such tasks. Nevertheless, he was
attempting a bold strategy and, since it relied on adapting to events as they developed, it could
go badly wrong if he failed to keep his enemies apart.CROSSING THE FRONTIERSince



achieving surprise was vital for Napoleon’s strategy, he dispersed the Armée du Nord along a
200-mile (321km) long front, aiming to conceal his intent. He closed the borders to all civilian
traffic on 6 June as he began concentrating his forces, to prevent news from reaching the enemy.
At 2.30am on 15 June, French troops began to march toward the frontier. He directed the main
attack towards the town of Charleroi, which lay at the point where the boundary between the two
opposing armies’ positions began, subsequently running northwards from Charleroi to Brussels.
He planned to march his army along this line, effectively driving a wedge between the Allies.
Napoleon also ordered two simultaneous feints (false attacks) hoping to deceive the enemy into
believing he was invading at Mons or Namur.Prussian outposts were quickly pushed back and
the French were fortunate to seize bridges across the River Sambre before the Prussians could
destroy them. General Ziethen, commanding the Prussian I Corps, soon realized that this was a
serious attack and withdrew in the direction of Ligny. Although warning of the invasion was
quickly dispatched, the news took time to reach Blücher. In Brussels, Wellington heard vague
rumours of an attack but only received a reliable report late that afternoon. Consequently, the
Anglo-Allied Army lost valuable hours, which could have been spent in preparation.With news of
the invasion confirmed, Wellington ordered his army to concentrate in the region between
Enghien, Braine and Mons, guessing that the French intended to sever his links to the coastline
and acting exactly as Napoleon had predicted. Meanwhile, Blücher, true to his reckless hussar
reputation, ignored the supposed threat to Namur and chose to concentrate his army behind
Ziethen’s I Corps, an area dangerously close to the point of the French incursion.Despite some
logistical difficulties, the French advanced rapidly into Belgium with the two wings of the army
pressing forward in search of the enemy. Napoleon calculated that it would take the Allies at
least 12 hours to concentrate their forces and if he could catch one of them in the process of
doing so, he might gain a decisive victory. Grouchy with III Corps and the main Cavalry Corps
forged ahead on the right and began to encounter resistance. Napoleon had predicted that they
would encounter the Anglo-Allied Army first but was delighted to hear of the Prussian’s forward
concentration. Accordingly, he began to march his main body to reinforce his right wing.Picton’s
Division on the march. (W B Wollen)On the French left wing, Marshal Ney advanced along the
main Charleroi–Brussels road aiming to seize a strategically important crossroads at Quatre
Bras. His main force consisted of I and II Corps along with a cavalry detachment from the
Imperial Guard. Possession of Quatre Bras would allow the French to use an important lateral
road running through Quatre Bras towards Sombreffe. It would enable them to communicate
between their left and right wings more effectively and, potentially, sever Allied communications
at this point. If the Anglo-Allied Army continued to retreat, possession of the crossroads also left
Blücher’s forward position dangerously exposed to a flank attack.Yet here Ney encountered
resistance. Although he had received orders to the contrary, Prince Bernard of Saxe-Weimar
recognized the strategic significance of the crossroads and decided to hold his position there.
With two corps, Ney enjoyed massive superiority in numbers but Saxe-Weimar bluffed him into
thinking that Quatre Bras was held in greater strength than was actually the case. Ney halted his



advance and sent cavalry forward to probe the position but, although there was only a single
brigade of Nassauer troops present under Perponcher, he hesitated to attack. Having fought the
British before, he was aware of Wellington’s ability to mask troops from sight and feared that the
high corn and woodlands in the area concealed further Allied soldiers. He decided to halt,
ordering his men to bivouac at 8.00pm that evening, and rode to Charleroi to confer with
Napoleon.NAPOLEONIC WARFARE: THE MUSKETThe smoothbore, single-shot musket was
the main infantry weapon used by all the armies of the Waterloo campaign. It was a heavy,
muzzle-loading gun fired by means of the flintlock mechanism. To load, an infantryman bit the
end off a paper cartridge and took the musket ball it contained into his mouth. He then poured a
pinch of gunpowder from the cartridge into the priming pan before pushing the rest of the
cartridge down the barrel using an iron ramrod. He then spat the musket ball into the barrel and
rammed that down before replacing the ramrod (stored in hoops under the barrel) and pulling
the flintlock to the fully cocked position. When the trigger was pulled, the flint (held in the jaws of
the cocking lever) struck against a metal plate (called the frizzen) showering sparks into the pan.
This ignited the charge and fired the musket.It was an imprecise weapon as far as accuracy was
concerned and unlikely to hit a man at much over 100yd (91m). Colonel George Hanger wrote
on the subject in 1804 and claimed:A soldier’s musket, if not exceedingly ill-bored (as many are),
will strike the figure of a man at 80 yards; it may even at a hundred; but a soldier must be very
unfortunate indeed who shall be wounded by a common musket at 150 yards, provided his
antagonist aims at him; and as to firing at a man at 200 yards with a common musket, you may
as well fire at the moon and have the same hope of hitting your object.The weapon’s inherent
inaccuracy dictated the need for closely packed linear infantry formations so that they could be
fired simultaneously in volleys, producing a heavy volume of fire. Naturally, this was most
effective when fighting a similarly dense formation of men, who made a large target. This
increased the chances of hitting someone but muskets were also prone to misfiring, especially in
wet conditions.A man hit by a musket ball could expect a severe wound. Compared with more
modern bullets that often penetrate the human body entirely, a musket ball usually stayed within
the victim if it struck in the torso, using up its remaining kinetic energy on its unfortunate target.
This soft-lead projectile usually deformed upon impact and being of large calibre, was capable
of inflicting horrific wounds (British muskets fired a 0.76in ball, while the French fired 0.70in
calibre projectile).Although it was possible to load when lying prone, muskets were best loaded
when standing upright due to their length and the fact that the gun was loaded from the muzzle
rather than the breech (most modern weapons are loaded from the breech). It was a long,
elegant-looking weapon and its length was useful in a melee, where infantrymen thrust this
weapon forward in a manner akin to using a spear. Muskets were equipped with detachable
bayonets (a stabbing weapon similar to a knife), which were attached over the weapon’s muzzle
for use in hand-to-hand combat. Muskets were heavy and this, along with the complex loading
process (the description of this given previously has been simplified), dictated the need for
regular drilling among the infantry.Light infantry employed the best marksmen and most agile



infantrymen within a regiment and they often fought in more dispersed formations. Skirmishing
before a main body of infantry, they would target officers and NCOs once they had overcome
their counterparts and were capable of severely damaging the effectiveness of an enemy unit.
However, their relatively light volume of fire could not inflict as much damage as a massed unit,
the disciplined but less accurate fire of which could be devastating at close range. Rifles were
used on Napoleonic battlefields, especially for skirmishing, and these enjoyed far better
accuracy up to 200yd (182m) or more as the rifling in their barrels spun the projectile, resulting in
greater stability during flight. However, they were slower to load and the large volume of smoke
created by the gunpowder of the time limited their effectiveness as battlefields regularly became
obscured unless a breeze struck up. In 1815, the use of rifles was largely confined to elite
units.THE ALLIED RESPONSEBy late afternoon, Wellington had received more intelligence
about the French invasion but, nonetheless, decided to attend the Duchess of Richmond’s Ball
that evening, hoping to reassure observers and calm tensions in the capital. Having quietly given
orders for officers to join their commands as soon as was decently possible, Wellington
remained at the party and outwardly maintained an air of detached, aristocratic coolness. Yet
appearances were deceptive and he anxiously awaited precise intelligence so that he could
enter the field with confidence. By 9.00pm he could stand it no longer and retired to a back room
to confer with his officers.At the outset of the campaign, Wellington had anticipated that
Napoleon would adopt a defensive strategy similar to that he had fought in 1814, which would
have been the safest option for the French. He was aware that the enemy might seize the
initiative but had predicted an offensive move by Napoleon beginning in the region of Mons,
allowing a more direct march against Brussels. Therefore, he was surprised by this major attack
further south at Charleroi and at the speed with which it had been mounted. With grudging
respect, he conceded: ‘Napoleon has humbugged me, by God! He has gained twenty-four hours
march on me.’ Still convinced that his lines of communication were threatened, he only altered
his army’s point of concentration in the early hours of 16 June when he heard that Quatre Bras
still remained in Allied hands and that the Prussians meant to stand at Ligny. Picton’s Reserve
Division set off at 4.00am and Wellington and his staff left Brussels at approximately 8.00am that
day.Battle of Quatre Bras around 3.00pm.THE BATTLE OF LIGNYBlücher managed to
assemble approximately 84,000 men and 224 guns from his army and took up positions around
the village of Ligny. He stationed his army along a series of ridges to the north of Ligny brook
and strongly garrisoned ten villages and hamlets along the 7-mile (11km) front to bolster his
defence. He anticipated being attacked before the rest of his army could reach this point of
concentration.
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HMS Warspite, “The battlefield at Mont St. Jean.... Experienced historian David Buttery wraps a
concise but balanced and fascinating history of the Waterloo Campaign around this guide to the
Waterloo battlefield. The narrative lays out the chronology of the campaign, the battles, and the
personalities, while providing a welcome wealth of information about the battlefield itself as it
exists today. The graphic diagrams of the battlefield are well-arranged and easily to read. The
many photographs provide an extended understanding of the terrain.Wellington and Napoleon
are of course prominent in the narrative, but due consideration is given to the absolutely vital
and timely contribution of the Prussian Army. The author notes the lingering controversies about
the battle, including the naming of the battle after the village of Waterloo, despite the fact that
most of the fighting took place at Mont St. Jean, and does so without bogging down the general
reader in the details. The back end of the book includes tips for visiting the modern battlefield, a
useful annotated bibliography and a consolidated chronology of the battle. Highly
recommended to the general reader and the student of the Napoleonic Wars.”

Madeleine Albright, “Enhanced my battlefield experience. I don't know what I would have done
at Waterloo without this guide. I read it the entire plane ride over and was able to experience this
battlefield in the way I would experience an American Civil War battlefield. The setup is similar to
civil war guides like Reardon in that it contains vignettes about individual soldiers and inlet maps
for stops describing how to orient yourself.But it's even more in depth than your usual guide, as
Waterloo certainly demands. There are inlet maps for Hougoumount, Ney's cavalry charge, La
Haye Sainte, Plancenoit (with driving directions), and separate chapters on prelude battles
Quatre Bras and Ligny.In short, my Waterloo experience would not have been the same without
this guide.”

Curious, “The haze of the cannonfire smoke is not the only point of clouding and obscurity of the
battlefield.. Good maps as well as a quite readable text. The mix here is of both a commentary
of a part of the battle sequence of the Ligne, Quatre Bras and Main Battles of the Waterloo field
itself. The section concludes with a listing of sites on the field and pictures of selected plaques
and monuments with some information about locations and the underlying history of these
landmarks.An annoying feature is the reference to Map Numbers for reference. I have not the
faintest idea of what Reference Number 5 or 16 might be here as there is no Map that shows
these that I might be able to find, assuming that I am not daft! Perhaps this refers to some
separate Map that is not included or to some special Map given at the site or shown on some
central posting at the site.If the publishers had clarified this point, it might have made my reading
that much more enjoyable.”

Joel Pesapane, “Where It Happened and How the Terrain Influenced It. If terrain and topography
determine how you look at a battle this is the book for you. The author spent several years with



other historians going over the ground from the crossing of The Sambre to Napoleon's retreat
and abandonment of his coach. He takes into full account Wellington's comment upon seeing
what had been done to the actual field of battle, " They have ruined my battlefield," and allows
you to see what was there 200 years ago.Comprehensive and detailed its only failure is that it
should be updated to take into account new markers and downloadable signs that have been
placed beside important sites. I hope that Mr. Buttery has a chance to update a new edition that
will include everything that has been added for the bi-centennial.”

Phillip C., “Waterloo battefield understood 200 years later. I've not completed this book but I
have read it extensively in sections. Having been to Waterloo, 1983, I found it difficult to put all
into logical perspective then. David Buttery's guide has lifted the fog and opened the action to
me better that any of the other books/guides have done for me. I don't know when, or if, I'll return
to Waterloo but this guide will accompany me if I do. I cannot wait to read it thoroughly.”

Ricardo Portella, “Battle and Guide. Fantastic book that describes the battle in detail and in yet
more detail the battlefield as is today and its monuments.It also gives a very good account of the
political scene before and after the battle.If you want to visit Waterloo, take this book with you.”

Ebook Library Reader, “Very good read as it hits the highlights and probably could .... Very good
read as it hits the highlights and probably could be carried around the battlefield. I am going to
Waterloo for the 200th anniversary of the battle and am beginning to research the battlefield with
various guidebooks. This was my first purchase and I was very pleased with the content of the
volume and its detail.”

Perry A, “Worth the price and more. Excellent book. Not only does the author present a detailed
description of the phases of the battle, he provides a lot of information for the visitor to the
current places.The book was so good I brought it home instead of leaving it in Europe.”

Doodler, “The Next Best Thing to a Personal Guide. Earlier reviews have covered this book well
already, but I want to add my five stars. The books is well written and laid out, covers so much
more than just the battle and has excellent maps. I actually used it while at the bicentenary
celebrations for the Battle of Waterloo. It reinforced and added depth to everything our guide told
us during our week visiting. For those who visit without a personal knowledgeable guide, this has
to be the next best thing.”

David Cook, “One of the best Waterloo battlefield guides out there by far. One of the best guides
out there on the subject. Buttery does do it justice, but misses out many monuments and some
parts of the hundred days campaign and there aren't enough photos. But I took this with me on
during the bicentennial event and he didn't let me down. Thoroughly excellent modern account
and very easy to read with maps for ease when comparing with some of David Chandler and



Jac Weller's accounts.David Cook, author of 
  
Liberty or Death: Volume 1 (The Soldier Chronicles)”

Lynne Hopkins, “great book!. If you like me are a Waterloo fan this total overview of the
campaign and battle itself together with great travel and battlefield guide is an absolute must,
even among other titles that explore other aspects/perspectives!”

andy consumer, “Absolutely brilliant guide to the Waterloo battle field. Absolutely brilliant guide
to the Waterloo battle field, used successfully for a visit last month! This version slightly out of
date in that the 200th anniversary museums and displays are not included but this wasn’t a
problem!Amazon Prime delivery was awsome, recieved within 24 hours, on a sunday afternoon.
at no extra cost.”

Demob, “a must have book. If you are visiting Waterloo this JUNE 2015 this is a must have
book. Interesting, comprehensive, factual - a book to take with you when viewing the battlefield
or visiting Lion village .  See you there”

The book by David Buttery has a rating of  5 out of 4.8. 58 people have provided feedback.
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