| THE BAVARIAN ILLUMINUTIL

mnuary 1972 V2 .
Oh,: qy ot Ruh,”" ‘Hidet’!!' ‘Oh, well; it’s teo
late, ! i.s 18‘ WILE INY WRK WILD "W WOOLY's
datghre g ’Ihcam fee :js 34 ($3 to mambers

;'m lota of 5 or wore |
by positions are aval,‘lw T Pt -
Hauae Rule 13, - T T e
(?m) 283-1921; . F“hﬁsh- :

m GaL:
‘19312

m"t rf.mlt ycu sent me. nmz (amack, drool)
Bt R
Yo ne ny € Herrx -

be tmtoé?). Well, now you're for it. And
z"}.f;f"a.i ALy b

AUS‘L‘RIA: Charles ‘ish, Box 197‘ nmn Uni.v., !'_rwi.deme RI 02912,
: 311 Anghe ;«aﬁi %nghdéMah Kby m:am MD 20906,

» on mﬂday, 2 Mh 197

o try assignments were on the bun of the pref-

Iisxsatmted on’ m Mt: m.mgan.ﬁ
_ ter indicaves the coun

Lt ¢hoices (G, 1, a.

-' Meh‘!. racetvad hia

! g3 m ’Jl trquble. ,h"

P wa did not get England weuld
ha e to take Aust:rz.l, which both had made lower
than 4th choice (see HR 4),  There m no equi-

vgy w rmlw thig ‘digpute, save to flip a coin, whioh I did. Mer-
.won she. toss. (I toased for m. three phmo m chose England,
N t:heway -and thege you have ite

You should each--~either previously or wtth this hsm of WNW--have re-~
ceived a copy of my 15 necenmr 1971 House-Rules. If not, please write im-
medintely for a copy. Good luck to you all,

LY Rl 5 XU .
BT TS
et H.%‘*AI g, __‘_-:,

mumghygn,w
HN#%’ﬁﬂﬂfg
MR B GRS




WILE °Nf WORRY 30 page 2

JOHN McCALLUM'S LEITER (continued): "Not one of the accounts [ of Wat-
erloo by Napoleon} cver showed that a shred of blame attached to the com-
mander-in-chief wno issued corders teo Ney, Grouchy, and Soult, and who had
appointed them all in the {irst place. As has been well said, his accounts
tell us more about the character of Napoleon than they tell us about the
Waterloo campaign. '~

"My account of game 1966C that you published in [ WNW] #27, which stated
that I was interested in sceing how far a triple western alliance could be
carried, was correct so far as it went, However, I suspect that I was not
completely blind to all strategic considerations. A war between France
(Wells) and Germany (Cline, then Naus) was very much to my advantage; at

- —leastit was to My advantage so dobg ag they were more or less equal--for

[#

cene of them to have coverwhelmed the other would have Deefl a G1Saster &0 T
as any hopes of my winning the ganme were cconcerned. It was precisely at the
moment that CGermany locked &% if he might overwhelm France that I took Den-
mark. No doubt the motives which Charles Wells thought he discerned were
really there. : ' :

"Charles’ furtcher point, in the continuation of his letter, about the
defensibility of the Western Front, is very well taken. On the German. side
L don't think that it is true that even if the front is pushed well back it
can still hold. But on the French side the line Brest-Paris-Gascony-Mar-
seilles can hold morever unless outflanked by fleets; moreover, the possi-
bility of counter-attack is retained by France. This is a remarkable recre-~
ation of historical reality. Of coursé, the actual Western Front was not
nearly:-so: far»back agithat; but conceptually we had ouch the same. thingo /
German Croops accupied paris.of France continuously from August 1914 until -
the armiscice.. ! Buvenly twice ih cthat period was there any serious danger
that the line couldonot:be held, once prior to the battle of the Marne, and
again in the lasi German gamble in 1916. Calhamer is a- genius, beyond a - -
doubt:, NS T U SR T LR RN Lo o - o
"A naval exitfianking of - the: Western Front is another matter. In 1918
Naus, as Gepmany,  reieck Denmark and built a fleetr for it. 1 think it could
have beerihighily wéefulsito him, if used on the flank of thée position; ei-
ther in the Channclidi' im: the Mid-Atlantic, or in one after the other in suc-
cession.s JInstgad of thiz Hal seiled. it through both those bodies of water

= Snvo Portugate—= : - of“Cour§S I8t ono-searon, an-additiorals —— -

center. 1T was, howeven,. tbe one move that really surprised me in the game,
as 1 think the fleet would have been far more effective as a right flank ex-
tension 6f his Westerf front, However, by that time, we were all so afflic-
ted by wax gagiﬁéésrtﬁatjlﬂamgéurpfiséd-theré‘ﬂeren‘t'many'illegal orders,

- "P.S. The only peoplé to be associated with this game from opening gun
to finalenisilé“aieggglisaaﬁd myself. We have now each said our piece, 1
wice. @?@mkypu1d'alggs;fﬁb;pk you were back in 1965 or 66 when every game
was a ney, afd excitip %’fgﬁipxe.“ On second thought, the game was 19660,
S0 wgzé‘gbé‘gkb}gdg?%qui' L DT DT ) -

| Thagge you,  Jolih, for a most interesting letter. 1 would like to thank
Charles Wells' foz:#is eontribution as well. This has been an interesting
discussiome~1f eirther«of your gentlemen--otr any other person--wishes to
continue it, you may be assured of a forum in this ‘zine, **réws¥]
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