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Bernard S. Bachrach, “Charlemagne and the Carolingian General Staff,” The Journal of Military History, (April 2002), 313-357. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Thesis: In referencing (mainly) the De ordine palarii by Abbot Adalhard (Charlemagne’s primary advisor during his time being emperor) Bachrach makes the claim that Charlemagne’s consistent military success was not completely coincidental, but rather, possible through the cooperation of his “general staff”; and their intelligence tactics, access to what seemed like cartography and greatly funded military operations. 
Supporting: During Charlemagne’s reign, he utilized intelligence and interrogation in order to obtain as much information about current conflicts and those that could arise. Throughout the calendar year, the royal court collected as much domestic and foreign information as they could for the purpose of military intelligence. The information was then systematically organized by topic into extensive documents, which were given to the “general staff”, who met biannually to discuss how the information would assist in war tactics and keep peace; their ideas were then approved by the royal court. Another important aspect to the court’s preliminary process was geographical information and mapping. The maps utilized by Charlemagne’s military and staff were likely based on documents Charlemagne had in his court that indicated information on calculable distances in Rome, Constantinople, and the entire world (or what they knew of it). Bachrach is sure to mention that it would be naïve to think that Charlemagne’s success was purely attributable to Charlemagne and his staff’s skillsets and intellect. The monasteries also played a large role in the military process by financially cushioning the Carolingian military with excessive taxes, levied by the royal government. However, Charlemagne would become incomparable to future Carolingian leadership, based simply on the quantity and duration of his military achievements as emperor, regardless of what caused them. Bachrach mentions that modern scholars may discount Charlemagne’s career as emperor as “dumb luck”; however, he argues that such unfailing triumphs must force us to examine Charlemagne’s extensive military process, (“vast amounts of intelligence data, the careful examination of these data…”) and draw a connection between the them. 
Contrary: Given the evidence provided by Bachrach, I must agree with him that Charlemagne and what we would consider (by modern military references) his “general staff”, proved themselves to be extremely competent in regards to military tactics.       
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