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Section 1
\ . ORIGINAL MILITARY STUDY

This section contains original contributions by graduates of The
Command and General Staff School. .

A CRITICAL ANALYSIS OF THE OPERATIONS OF THE
GERMAN FORCES OPPOSED TO THE AMERICAN
1st DIVISION FROM 1-11 OCTOBER, 1918

By Major M.S. Eddy, Infantry

FOREWORD

This is a study and a critical analysis of the tactical

operations of those forces of the German Army which were
opposed to the American 1st Division in that phase of the
Meuse-Argonne campaign of the World War, between 1
October and 11 October, 1918. It is based on the operations
of these forces as actually depicted by their respective war
diaries, combat' reports, messages, and other records, most
of which were written on the battlefield during the period
covered, the translations of which are contained in Volume
IV, World War Records, First Division, A.E.F. (German
Documents, Meuse-Argonne).
_ The study and ecritical analysis made are almost entirely
of the infantry operations. The artillery operations have
been deliberately excluded because the enormity of the subject
makes it 'one for a study in itself. It is believed that a detailed
study of the skill with which the German artillery units in
this phase of the Meuse-Argonne campaign were employed to
the maximum advantage in the face of greatly depleted per-
sonnel and material, together with the most trying and diffi-
cult ammunition supply problems, would prove of benefit to
both the Command and General Staff School and the Field
Artillery School.

Operations of aviation units and other auxiliary arms are
also excluded for the reason that similar records of these arms
are not available.

In a number of instances, the records of certain infantry

regiments and battalions are incomplete or entirely missing,.
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Why, thén,}j .with such superior leadership were these
German units fotced to steadily give ground to the attacks of
the Americans who were not nearly so well led? The answer
lies in two- lmportant factors that must always be considered
when comparing the relative value of two military forces;
namely, combat!efficiency and numerieal strength.

That the (éerman forces opposed to the 1st American
Division during ithe period covered by these operations were
superior in training it is believed goes without saying.

The divisions concerned were, in most cases, regular divi-

sions, all of whlqh up until 1918, had enviable records. Their

commissioned and noncommissioned personnel, generally speak-
ing, were products of what had been at the outbreak .of the
war in 1914 the world’s most efficient fighting machine; and
at this time all ;had been thoroughly trained in the principles
of war and th T application by the greatest of all military
teachers, war itgelf,

What, however, would appear to be a tremendous advan-
tage from the start seems to have been olfset by a great lack
of that quahty’ﬂ:hat the personnel of any military force must
possess to win b?:les a will to win and a high degree of morale.

That the rank and file of the lower German units had
reached a low degree of morale and had lost the will to win
seems most evident throughout the entire period of operations.

Coupled this fact, we find German units all very
much under strength and greatly overextended. The out-
standing example of this is the 5th Guard Division, which was
allowed to remain in the front line until after the American
attack of 4 October. This is the one great criticism that can
be made of the German higher commanders. It seems reason-
able after a stﬁdy of these operations to conclude that had
the 5th Guard Division been relieved by the 37th Division
before, instead 'of after the attack of 4 October when the
American advance had gained its momentum through the
failure and mablllty of the 5th Guard Division to hold, the
success of the Atmencan 1st Division, in the initial attack at
least, would not il have been so pronounced.

In comparing these’' German units to the American 1st
Division and it§ adjacent units we find some interesting con-
trasts: ; v
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From our own knowledge of ourselves we must admit
that regardless of what division we might have fought with
in France, the commissioned and enlisted personnel of the
American Army at this time were inferior in training to that
of the German Army. What the Americans did possess,
however, was a high state of morale and an indomitable will
to win the war. This quality was especially pronounced at
this time in the rank and file of the American 1st Division.

From the point of view of numerical strength, the Ameri-
cans had what proved to be overwhelming numbers, which
permitted units to attack on narrow fronts and in great depth.

The attack of the 26th and 28th Infantries of the American
2d Brigade, each containing approximately 2500 officers and
men, on 4 October was on fronts ranging from 1000 to 1200
yards, a great contrast to the weakly held and overextended
fronts of the German units to which the 1st Division was
opposed.

The one outstanding conclusion or lesson that can be

. drawn from this study is that regardless of how high a degree
of training a military force may possess, it must have a high
morale and sufficient numbers in order to win battles against
another military force which has that high degree of morale
and is overwhelming in numerical strength, even though it
be inferior in training. '

APPENDIX
1st Guard Division:

1st Guard Infantry Brigade
1st Foot Infantry ﬁeg:ment
2d Foot Infantry Regiment
8d Foot Infantry Regiment

1st Guard Artiliery Command

1st Guard Field Artillery Regiment
1st Detachment Light Guard Field Artillery
(1st, 2d, and 4th Batteries)

37th Division:

73d Infantry Brigade
147th Infantry Regiment
150th Infantry Regiment
151st Infantry Regiment

37th Artillery Command

73d Field Artillery Regiment _ )
2d Detachment 16th Foot Artillery Regiment
(2d, 9th, and 10th Batteries)
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#d Landwehr Dt‘ciisimig

54th Land Infantry Brigade
120th Land|Infantry Regiment
122d Land Infantry Regiment
126th Land Infantry Regiment

2d Land Field Artillery Regiment

| 41st Division: -+

L T4th Infantry Brigade

) 18th Infantry Regiment
148th Infartry Regiment
152d Infantry Regiment

41st Artillery Cemmand
79th Field Artillery Regiment
2d Detachmient 15th Foot Artillery Regiment
(5th, 'T_?;h, and 8th Batteries)
5th Guard Division: *,
2d Guard Infantry Brigade
3d Foot Infantry Regiment
. 3d Grenade Infantry Reserve
20th Infantty Regiment

I T
th Guard|Fie rtillery iment
1st Detachment 1st Guard Reserve
Foot j rtillery Regiment
45th Reserve Division
90th Reserve Infantry Brigade K
210th Reserve Infantry Regiment

211th Reserve Infantry Regiment
212th Rese’; e Infantry Regiment

45th Reserve Field Artillery Regiment
1st Detachment.20th Foot Artillery Regiment
(1st, 2d, a;ﬁl 4th Batteries)

52d Division: | §J
56th Infantry Brigade "
111th Infantry Regiment
169th Infantry Regiment
170th Infantry Regiment

52d Artillery Cothmand
104th Field-Artillery Regiment
| 84th Foot Artillery Battalion
' (1st, 2d, and 3d Batteries).
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