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W
hen did modern war begin? Silly question: it
depends on what you mean by ‘modern’. And
there is no simple definition, because ‘modern’

is a term you apply to a process of change.
Let’s reconfigure. When did the Medieval way of war

based on dense agglomerations of warriors give way to a
modern one based on lines of professional soldiers drilled
to operate like a machine? Henry V fought the Battle of
Agincourt with an army of the first type. Marlborough,
300 years later, fought the Battle of Blenheim with an
army of the second type.

Firepower had, of course, transformed the battlefield
in the interval. But tactics had to change in line with new
weapons, and it took time for generals to catch up with
the drift of technology.

The most important tactical innovator is little known:
Maurice of Nassau. And the testing-ground of the new
tactics? The long Dutch War of Independence from
1566 to 1609.

Our special feature this issue is a detailed examination
of the reforms and generalship of the greatest soldier of
the Dutch Protestant Revolution. Our argument is that
Maurice of Nassau was really the founding-father of 300
years of linear infantry tactics.

Also in this issue we have Stephen Roberts’ analysis of
the clash of battlecruisers at the Battle of Dogger Bank in
January 1915, Dave Sloggett’s assessment of the V-1 rocket
attacks on Britain in 1944, and Robbie MacNiven’s report on
the later military exploits of Jacobite veterans of Culloden.
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ON THE COVER: Maurice of Nassau stands 
in front of a contemporary map of the 
Battle of Nieuwpoort.
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Now you can have your opinions
on everything MHM heard online 
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Twitter @MilHistMonthly, or 
take a look at our Facebook page 
for daily news, books, and article 
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MilitaryHistoryMonthly.
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PEIPER MIX-UP
The piece on the Battle of 
the Bulge in the December 
issue states that the 1st SS 
(Leibstandarte) Panzer 
Division was ‘led by the 
legendary and highly 
committed Nazi SS 
Obersturmbannführer 
Joachim Peiper’. The 
Division was, of course, 
commanded by SS 
Oberführer Wilhelm Mohnke, with Peiper in charge
of one of its four Kampfgruppe.

The article also refers to ‘Peiper’s massacre of 
US prisoners in cold blood at Malmedy’. While 
there is no doubt that elements of his Kampfgruppe 
committed the atrocity, there is evidence that Peiper 
was not present at the time, and other men directly 
under his command treated American prisoners 
properly later in the battle.

After the war, Peiper was put on trial for war 
crimes, and accepted ‘command responsibility’ for 
the actions of his men. He was imprisoned for almost 
12 years, and on his release worked for both Porsche
and Volkswagen. Peiper was eventually murdered in 
France in July 1976, probably by former members 
of the Resistance, who then burned his house to 

Your thoughts on issues raised 
in Military History Monthly 

LANGUAGE MATTERS
I am a member of a re-enactment company, portraying the household of 
Richard of Gloucester.

As a group, we avoid fi rst-person presentations because we know that 
we cannot communicate accurately as people from the 15th century, not 
only because our language knowledge is not up to it, but also because the 
people we talk to would not understand. Your excerpts from the Paston 
letters showed this excellently.

Your articles also mention ‘armour’, ‘chain mail’, and ‘fi ring arrows’ 
rather than ‘harness’, ‘mail’, and ‘shooting’ or ‘loosing arrows’. Does this 
matter? It depends on your audience and mission. Is yours a journal for 
the casual reader or the military enthusiast? Is your magazine produced 
to entertain or educate?

Language changes over time. While some embrace its evolution, others bemoan what they see as a 
‘dumbing down’ or a loss of knowledge. Certainly, in regards to Medieval English longsword technique, 
loss of vocabulary has made it hard to grasp the few references that remain.

Choice of terms is, sometimes, a hard choice to make, for both author and editor.
Tim Ryall, Birmingham

TWITTER
@MilHistMonthly

FACEBOOK
www.facebook.com/
MilitaryHistoryMonthly
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the ground. Mohnke ended the war in command 
of the troops defending the Reich Chancellery and 
the Führerbunker in Berlin, and was captured and 
imprisoned by the Russians.

Alun Granfield
Pontypridd

WARDROBE MALFUNCTION
I had been looking forward to 
reading the article concerning 
the Battle of Barnet, but as 
soon as I cast an eye over it I 
immediately spotted an error. 
The painting purporting to be 
of Elizabeth Woodville, queen 
to Edward IV, was clearly 
of her daughter, Elizabeth, 
queen to Henry VII. Her 
mode of dress, and particu-
larly headdress, should have made the error clear. 

Reading further in the article, I saw that Richard 
Neville, 5th Earl of Salisbury and father of the Earl 
of Warwick (‘Kingmaker’), was referred to each 
time as the Duke of Salisbury. Again, this was a very 
avoidable error.

Christine I Peel
Milton Keynes



WWII evacuees who fled
Guernsey were denounced as

‘cowards’ by those left behind
after the German occupation,
new research shows. Even school-
children were singled out as

Our round-up of this month’s military history news

Guernsey evacuees

TRIUMPHS, POLITICS, PASSION
12 March to 7 June 2015, explores not
only the political and military career
of the victor of this great battle,
but also his personal life through
portraits of his family and friends.

Drawn from museums and private
collections, including that of the
present Duke of Wellington, the
exhibition of 59 portraits and other
artworks has the support of the
Marquess of Douro, and includes
rarely seen loans from the family,
including a portrait by John Hoppner
of the Duke as a youthful soldier, and
a daguerreotype picture – one of the
first methods of photography – of
him by Antoine Claudet, taken on
Wellington’s 75th birthday in 1844.

The real experience of soldiers
fighting in Wellington’s armies will
be explored through eye-witness
testimony, including prints based

on sketches by 
serving soldiers,
and the illustrated
diary of a young
officer, Edmund
Wheatley, written
in a lively style
with the intention of
read by his sweetheart.

‘Wellington: Triumphs, Politics, and
Passions’ considers the attempts of
the art world to celebrate the Duke
of Wellington’s military successes.
Commemorative objects on display
will range from royal commissions
by Europe’s foremost artists and
manufacturers to more modest
souvenirs. Wellington’s eventful and
often difficult political career will
be illustrated by examples of the
many satirical prints published in the
1820s and 1830s, and the exhibition
will also examine the reappraisal of
Wellington’s life that took place at

his death and on the occasion of
his lavish state funeral.

Paul Cox, Associate Curator 
at the National Portrait Gallery, 
commented, ‘The Duke of Wellington’s 
victory over Napoleon at Waterloo is 
well known. This exhibition provides 
the opportunity to examine less 
familiar aspects of his life, including 
the long political career during which 
he saw through important forward-
looking legislation, but suff ered a 
dramatic loss of popularity. Visitors to 
the exhibition will gain a fuller picture 
of Wellington as a man, rather than 
simply as a hero.’
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disloyal when they returned 
home after the war ended.

Gillian Mawson, a social 
historian and author, has led 
the first research project to 
document the ‘forgotten’ experi-
ences of surviving evacuees 
from the island in the English 
Channel. Children, parents, and 
teachers were among 17,000 
people sent from Guernsey to 
England in June 1940, just days 
before Germany invaded. The 
Nazi occupation lasted five years, 
and many who left created new 
lives in the industrial towns 
of northern England, never 
to return home.

Started in 2008, the ongoing 
research project led by Mawson 
set out to discover how evacuees 
adjusted to life in a ‘foreign’ 
country, and how they were 
received by local communities. 
Her findings are based on inter-
views with around 400 evacuees, 
aged between 76 and 102.

Its fi rst gallery exhibition devoted to 
the Duke of Wellington will open at the 
National Portrait Gallery in London, 
to mark the 200th anniversary of the 
Battle of Waterloo. 

‘Wellington: Triumphs, Politics, 
and Passions’, which will run from 

The study has shown how 
generous local communities 
were towards evacuees, 
donating possessions 
despite their own hardships. 
Factory-workers even went 
unpaid to make beds 
for 100 children from a 
Guernsey orphanage who 
had been placed in an 
empty house in Bury.

Also highlighted is the 
importance of community spirit 
among the evacuees, and their 
will to integrate. ‘They had left 
small, close-knit communities, 
and yet managed to keep a 
sense of their own identity 
and support each other while 
integrating with the local 
community,’ says Mawson. 

The intention now is to 
create a permanent archive of 
photographs and documents 
on the Guernsey Museum and 
the Stockport Image Archive 
websites. Guernsey now holds 

an evacuation event every May, 
which did not happen prior to 
Mawson’s research, and there 
are numerous events planned to 
mark the 70th anniversary of the 
liberation of Guernsey in 2015.

‘This research has brought 
an overlooked Second World 
War evacuation story to life,’ 
continues Mawson, who has a 
newly published book out on the 
subject. ‘Many people knew that 
the Channel Islands were occu-
pied during WWII, but many had 
no idea that 17,000 evacuees had 
come to England.’



The Home Front Legacy 1914-18 project,
coordinated by the Council for British
Archaeology (CBA), is calling on volunteers
to help track down the National Munitions
Factories, which were established in the First
World War to gear up the war effort on home
territory. Sites for these 170 factories can often
be difficult to pinpoint, with existing factories
often repurposed for war work rather than
sites being purpose-built.

Dan Snow, CBA President and military
historian, said, ‘Local knowledge can really
open up our understanding of the tremendous
impact on our towns, villages, and countryside
of gearing up our country to go to war. There
was extensive activity on home soil before and
during the Great War, but many of the sites and
buildings associated with the Home Front are
little known and vulnerable. Often, very little
of the original fabric of the building survives,
so, critically, local knowledge is likely to be the
most useful source of information.’

Volunteers are being asked to identify the
location for these factories using contemporary
maps, plans, documents, and photographs,
and then to photograph and record the former
site or existing physical remains using the
Home Front Legacy project app.

You can find out more information
and get involved with the project at
www.homefrontlegacy.org.uk

Luke Smith, IWM’s Digital Lead for the
First World War Centenary, said, ‘Adding
records from the RFC and RAF is a really
important step for us. The First World War
was a conflict where men fought on land,
sea, and in the air. Incredible risks were
taken by the pilots, many of whom had
not been in a plane until the war started.
We want to keep these stories for future genera-
tions, but to do this we need your help.’

You can help piece together more life stories,
and share your First World War connections,
on www.livesofthefirstworldwar.org

MHMFRONTLINE
NEWS IN BRIEF
WAR AT SEA
Ships and boats of
all types, shapes,
and sizes played a
vital role during the
First World War, but
their contribution
– except during a
single major sea battle at Jutland – has been
largely overlooked.

Now National Historic Ships UK has received
a Heritage Lottery Fund grant of £64,700 for its
project ‘War and the Sea – A Maritime Centenary’,
which will tell the story of 60 surviving vessels.
They range from humble barges and fishing boats
to impressive fighting ships.

The project will highlight significant engage-
ments, campaigns, and events during the war
connected with each vessel’s service. Personal
stories, photographs, manuscripts, and memora-
bilia will be gathered, with the public invited to
contribute information about relatives connected
with the various vessels. The results will be used
to create a touring exhibition and a dedicated
‘War at Sea’ website.

JOINING FORCES
The Royal Air Force Museum
has partnered with Musée de
l’Air et de l’Espace (Paris) and
the Militärhistorische Museum
der Bundeswehr (Berlin) to
mark the centenary of the
First World War in the air.

Website www.3p1w.eu
will publish letters, diary
entries, and artefacts
relating to three WWI pilots over
the course of the centenary. Letters written by
Bernard Rice, Jean Chaput, and Peter Falkenstein
have been fully transcribed and translated, and
will be published exactly 100 years after they
were originally written.

CHARITY CALENDAR
COMPETITION
As the 2015 calendar for The
Soldiers’ Charity goes on sale,
the search is on for the next
set of pictures for the 2016
calendar. For the first time,
official Army photography
will not be used, as soldiers,
veterans, cadets, and their
families are all invited to submit their entries.

Fitting into eight categories – training, veterans,
reserves, serving families, cadets, sport, WWI,
and commemoration – the competition is open to
anyone with a connection to the Army. The winners
will feature in the 2016 calendar and receive a range
of photography prizes. More info at:
soldierscharity.org/photocompetition

GOT A STORY?
Let us know! editorial@military-history.org

Military History Monthly, Lamb House, 
Church Street, London, W4 2PD

020 8819 5580
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New records
The Imperial War Museum (IWM) recently 
added Royal Flying Corp (RFC) and Royal Air 
Force (RAF) records to ‘Lives of the First World 

War’, and needs your help 
complete the stories 
hose who served in 

e skies for Britain and 
e Commonwealth 
ring WWI. 
Since its launch in 
ay 2014, ‘Lives of the 
rst World War’, built 
 partnership with 
C Thomson Family 

History, has helped 
eople across the 
ountry find their 

own connection 
o the war.

By adding the men who 
served in the RFC and the early RAF to its 
digital archive, ‘Lives of the First World War’ 
will add another 410,000 records, taking the 
total held to almost 7 million. 

‘Lives of the First World War’ is asking 
everyone to help contribute to this permanent 
digital memorial, by uploading photographs 
and memories that can be linked with the 
official records.

DAN SNOW’S CALL TO ARMS



AFTER 
THE BOMB

Im
ag

e:
 C

pl
 L

yn
n 

P 
W

al
ke

r, 
Jr 

(M
ar

in
e 

Co
rp

s)



MHMBEHINDTHEIMAGE

NAGASAKI, JAPAN 
9 AUGUST, 1945
This poignant image is evidence of the miles 
of utter devastation caused when the world’s 
second atomic bomb was dropped on the city 
of Nagasaki on 9 August 1945, three days after 
the nuclear attack on Hiroshima. The atomic 
bombing of the Japanese cities of Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki was the final act of the Second 
World War, and resulted in an Allied victory, 
a Japanese surrender, and hundreds of thou-
sands of lives destroyed. 

This photograph was taken on 24 September 
1945, six weeks after the attack. We see here 
the remnants of a temple that was demolished 
in the blast. On top of a pile of burnt rubble and 
splintered wood sit two abandoned statues of 
the Buddha. The statues lean sadly forward.  
Behind them, the razed city stretches out  
towards distant mountains, a desolate waste-
land of blast-site ruins and hollowed-out shells 
of half-standing buildings.

The Manhattan Project created the first  
atomic bombs in the United States while the 
Second World War raged elsewhere. The bomb 
that was dropped on Nagasaki was a plutonium 
implosion-type fission bomb, code-named ‘Fat 
Man’. Fat Man was the second bomb of this type 
to be made, the first being ‘The Gadget’, which 
was detonated at the ‘Trinity’ nuclear test-site in 
New Mexico on 16 July 1945.

The Nagasaki bomb exploded after its nuclear 
fuel of plutonium was brought to critical mass, 
starting a chain reaction. This reaction is caused 
by neutrons hitting the plutonium nucleus, 
which splits and releases a huge amount of 
energy, as well as further neutrons, which split 
more nuclei, and so on.

The core of plutonium was surrounded by 
high-explosive, designed to explode inwards, 
crushing the plutonium core into a super-critical 
state. The bomb, which had an explosive yield 
force of about 20,000 tonnes of TNT, killed 
thousands of people outright, but left many 
more to die weeks and months later from burn 
and blast injuries, and from radiation illnesses. 

During the war, annihilationist rhetoric 
towards the Japanese became rife, as Allied 
propaganda encouraged people to see them 
as nothing but an enemy. After the nuclear 
bombings, images from Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
were censored, so as  not to show the victims 
of the attacks. It wasn’t until weeks later, when 
journalists visited the sites and sent pictures 
back to Britain and America, that the full scale of 
the atrocity that won the war began to be seen.
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This image shows the vast mushroom cloud exploding upwards from Nagasaki, following the release of the atomic bomb. About 30% of Nagasaki, including almost  
all of the city’s industrial district, was destroyed by the blast. Nearly 74,000 were killed, and a similar number injured. Residents of Nagasaki and Hiroshima con-
tinue to suffer the physical and mental consequences of radiation to this day.

The day after the bombing, one New York Times correspondent wrote, ‘Yesterday man unleashed the atom to destroy man, and another chapter in human history 
opened, a chapter in which the weird, the strange, the horrible becomes the trite and obvious.’ 





A CITIZEN ARMY
Machiavelli’s approach was different,
arguing loyalty to the cause was more
important than military professional-
ism. In 1506, he persuaded the Grand
Council of Florence – by 817 votes
to 317 – to back his idea for a citizen-
based army.

He spent several months recruiting
volunteers from around Tuscany,
and had soon assembled a force
of some 5,000 volunteers. Most
were peasants with minimal training;
Machiavelli was more certain of
their patriotism than he was of their
military effectiveness.

So he sought complementary ways
to force Pisa to yield. He consulted
Leonardo da Vinci, who sketched a
plan to divert the River Arno, Pisa’s
main water-supply. But several of
Machiavelli’s men drowned trying
to implement it: Da Vinci’s hydro-
engineering project was beyond the
technology of the day.

Machiavelli was more successful
at starving Pisa out: he bought off
the besieged city’s main ally, the city
of Lucca, which had been supplying
Pisans with food. Machiavelli made
sure that, when Pisa eventually did
capitulate in June 1509, his loyal citi-
zen army distributed food among the
hungry inhabitants, welcoming the
Pisans back into the fold in an early
‘hearts and minds’ operation.

But Machiavelli’s military triumph
was short-lived. The Florentine
premier Soderini remained allied
to France, against Machiavelli’s
advice, entangling Florence in further
intrigue. Further political mis-steps
irked Spain, which invaded in 1512
with a full and professional army.

Machiavelli was many things:
a scholar and writer, a spin
doctor for the government
of his city-state of Florence,

a civil servant and diplomat, and,
later, a political prisoner denounced
as a traitor. But, for all his achieve-
ments, Machiavelli himself was most
proud of his time as a soldier.

Machiavelli was born in 1469.
His father was well established
within Florence’s aristocratic elite,
but, crucially, came from an illegiti-
mate branch of the ruling dynasty.
This meant Machiavelli was destined
to be close to power, but never to
wield it in his own name.

He was soon inducted into the
inner sanctum of Florentine author-
ity, and – following the death of
the long-time ruler of the city state,
Lorenzo Medici – rapidly gained a
reputation for political effectiveness.

Aged just 29, Machiavelli was
appointed to manage Florence’s
military affairs – an important role
in the midst of the Italian Wars, and
one which, for the mercantile city
of Florence, initially involved more
diplomacy than fighting.

ROVING DIPLOMAT
Energetic and determined, Machiavelli
journeyed to the most magnificent
courts of the day: to France, Germany,
and an exhausting number of other
city-states in Italy, including the
Vatican, often several times.

As he would disclose in his later
writings, Machiavelli felt no com-
punction to be consistent in his deal-
ings with foreign leaders. Indeed, he

Men rise from one ambition to another; first
they seek to secure themselves against attack,

then they attack others.
Niccolò Machiavelli, The Prince, 1532

regarded the art of shuttle diplo-
macy to be about putting ‘patriotic’
interests above his respect for those
he was meeting. And, anticipating
Clausewitz, Machiavelli saw a con-
tinuum between war and politics:
he regarded diplomacy and the
threat of military action as insepa-
rable, almost interchangeable.

Machiavelli survived the downfall
of his patron, Savonarola. Indeed, he
managed to consolidate his power
when Piero Soderini became head
of state in 1502. Machiavelli was
soon given responsibility for one
of Florence’s most-sensitive issues:
re-establishing authority over Pisa.

Pisa had revolted from Florentine
rule in 1495, during the French
invasion, and, though the French
had been driven out, Pisa remained
brazenly independent. Previous
attempts to reassert control had
failed – largely because the Floren-
tines had relied on Swiss and other
mercenaries, who had refused to
advance, even after their cannon
had breached Pisa’s city walls.

Iain King examines the relationship between war and thought

To describe someone as ‘Machiavellian’
is almost always to insult them: the
Renaissance scholar’s name has become
synonymous with skulduggery, cunning,
and immoral power-politics. Some of
Machiavelli’s analysis is so cynical, Jean-
Jacques Rousseau suggested it might have
been a spoof, written to expose the under-
hand tactics of his contemporaries.

Machiavelli’s two most-famous books –
The Prince and Discourses on Livy – offer
practical advice for political leaders. Machia-
velli sets out to discover the best way to
govern a state, and uses contemporary and
Classical examples to deduce brutal lessons.

To maintain power, he says, leaders
should inspire fear rather than seek popular-
ity. They must pretend to be virtuous, while
using all means to eliminate any potential
opposition to their rule. Machiavelli regards
religion and ethics as mere tools to estab-
lish social order, which, in turn, he values
only because it allows a ruler to preserve
his authority.

Even though several of his books were
banned, Machiavelli’s work became and
remains very influential. Earlier writers
had set out high-minded notions of what
leaders ought to do, but Machiavelli drew
lessons from what they really did, pioneer-
ing the modern study of political science.

Machiavelli himself was intelligent
enough to anticipate that leaders of
all shades would follow his ideas, while
disowning them in public.

BIOGRAPHY
Born: 3 May 1469
Nationality: Florentine
Profession: 
Politician, diplomat, 
and writer
Employer: 
Republic of Florence
Politics: 
Renaissance humanist
Most famous work: 
The Prince
Death: 21 June 1527
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Machiavelli’s citizen militia,
and his embryonic cavalry force,
were soundly defeated: 5,000
Florentine citizens were killed,
many women raped, and the
city’s churches looted.

The Medici were returned to
power, and Machiavelli was swiftly
turfed out of his multiple official
positions. He was even imprisoned
and tortured, before being exiled
to his estate several miles from
the city of Florence.

THE PRINCE AND THE
ART OF WAR
Bitter at being ousted, and still ambi-
tious for political power, he wrote The
Prince in 1513. The book offers advice

to the ruler of a state, richly informed
by Machiavelli’s own experiences.

The text has been interpreted
as a very long job-application, since
Machiavelli was obviously pitching
to be taken back on as an advisor to
the ascendant Medici dynasty. He
was turned down, and so began
concentrating on other written
works, which included a masterful
history of Florence, political analyses
of Imperial Rome, a novella, a com-
edy, and a satirical play.

Machiavelli’s 1520 book The Art
of War was his most widely read
publication during his lifetime. It
sought to define a philosophy of
warfare, drawing lessons from both
Renaissance Europe and ancient

MHMTHINKERSATWAR

IN CONTEXT: MACHIAVELLI

The first method
for estimating the
intelligence of a ruler
is to look at the men
he has around him.”

People should
either be caressed
or crushed. If you do
them minor damage,
they will get their
revenge; but if you
cripple them, there is
nothing they can do.
If you need to injure
someone, do it in
such a way that you
do not have to fear
their vengeance.”

Men are so simple
of mind, and so much
dominated by their
immediate needs,
that a deceitful
man will always find
plenty who are ready
to be deceived.”

Whosoever
desires constant
success must change
his conduct with
the times.”

Never was
anything great
achieved without
danger.”

NICCOLÒ
MACHIAVELLI

QUOTES

Machiavelli lived through an extraordinary 
series of wars that transformed Medieval  
Europe. The wars saw radical changes in  
armaments and tactics – artillery became  
a central component of most armies, and 
firearms finally eclipsed Medieval blade- 
based weapons on the battlefield.    

Bloody squabbles within and between  
the rich city-states of Renaissance Italy made 
them ripe for invasion, and, in 1494, the French 
King Charles VIII led 25,000 troops through 
Machiavelli’s native city of Florence, as well as 
through Pisa, Rome, and Naples.

But Charles’ success caused alarm, and a  
new alliance involving city-states, the Vatican,  
and Spain drove the French out. Charles’ son  

and successor, Louis XII, returned five years later 
to seize Milan, and then in 1502 conquered Naples. 
Florence became a French ally.  

Intrigues between an array of city-states and 
outside powers then led to several improbable 
coalitions between former enemies – including the 
Pope, France, and Spain. Allies often fell out after 
each victory to fight again over the spoils.

From 1521 onwards, rivalry between France and 
Charles V, who ruled both Spain and the Holy 
Roman Empire, came to dominate. The lesser 
city-states intrigued with these two larger powers 
to foster their own interests.  

The Italian Wars persisted into the 1550s, by 
which time they had been overshadowed by wider 
warfare elsewhere in Europe.

civilisation. As might be expected 
from such a political figure, Machia-
velli advocates psychological mea-
sures over brute force, recommends 
avoiding unnecessary battles, and 
discusses at length the requirements 
for a successful ambush. 

Partly because of his military 
writings, Machiavelli was eventually 
hired by the Medici, in 1526, to  
review the city’s fortification. When 
they were overthrown the follow-
ing year, however, the 58-year-old 
Machiavelli was already terminally 
sick: he died one month later. 

MILITARYHISTORYMONTHLYwww.military-history.org 15

The Italian Wars

BELOW The Battle of Pavia,  
the decisive engagement of  
the Italian War of 1521-1526.



Stockport-based artist Henry Quick’s mixed-media paintings 
are informed predominantly by his interest in the First 
and Second World Wars. His multi-textured works often 
incorporate matériel salvaged from the battlefields of Europe.

Frequent bicycle trips around Europe have led him from the 
bunkers of Normandy to the blockhouses of the Somme and 
Ypres. For Henry, these now overgrown and largely secluded 
spots are not only the scenes of great tragedy and human 
suffering, they also form landscapes of isolated beauty from 
which he is able to draw inspiration.

‘What I have never forgotten’, he says, ‘are the moments 
when I have stood silently in little windswept corners of  
foreign fields and woods where men have fought and  
died, places which all retain a distinct sense of the 
presence of the past.’

His absorbing works were recently displayed in the 
‘Traces of Memory’ exhibition, which was shown at the 
Stockport Art Gallery and War Memorial. For this month’s 
‘War Culture’, Henry himself tells us about the ideas and 
battlefield objects behind nine of his pieces. 

F2 / SCAPA FLOW
Although discovered in the depths of Scapa Flow, the KMS F2 was not 
part of the German Fleet famously scuttled after sailing into captivity 
at the end of WWI. She was an escort boat of experimental design that 
was sunk in mysterious circumstances after capture in WWII. A friend 
of mine, Andy Cox, is a very experienced diver, and he has brought me 
a variety of interesting artefacts from the seabed over the years. The 
central, circular piece of metal in this work is from the F2, retrieved  
and given to me after a dive on the wreck. The very similar horizontal 
piece is a found object in rubber, with no military connection, but which 
complements the F2 relic perfectly. The piece of leather is of WWII  
French Army origin.
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TALISMAN
The inspiration for this piece has many different strands. First, from  
the religious medals, personal items from wives or children or parents,  
and all the random lucky charms which soldiers would carry with  
them into battle. Second, from a story I read in the Musée des Épaves 
Sous-marines du Débarquement (Underwater Wrecks from the Land-
ings) in Port-en-Bessin, about a shirt found inside a Sherman tank that 
had been retrieved post-war from the Channel. In its pocket was an 
undelivered letter home to the USA. The museum’s owner wrote to the 
address, and found to his amazement that the shirt’s owner, a member 
of the tank crew, was still alive after that Sherman sank on D-Day. The 
veteran subsequently travelled to Normandy, and was reunited with his 
shirt and his letter, both of which are now on display in the museum.



MHMWARCULTURE

GOLD BEACH
A couple of years ago I happened 
upon a treasure trove of WWII  
aerial reconnaissance photographs, 
which are now part of a national 
collection held in Edinburgh.  
I found the images fascinating  
not only for their obvious histori-
cal significance, but also from an 
artistic point of view: the beautiful 
abstract quality of their line and 
tone, their light and shade. This 
prompted me to attempt a whole 
series of paintings of all dimensions, 
based faithfully on the photo-
graphs that pilots had risked  
their lives to take.
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LANDING CRAFT OMAHA NO.2
Outside the museum on Normandy’s Utah Beach, when I first visited, 
was an original Higgins boat that had taken part in the landings. How 
men could have been transported into battle in such a basic, flimsy  
craft intrigued me. I took many photos of it, and this painting is a faithful 
representation of one of them, a close-up of a section of the side of the 
boat. The painting is on plywood, which was necessary in order to fix 
the two pieces of metal within the picture. They were retrieved from  
the beach itself.

CRISBECQ NO.2
I first began to cycle around Normandy when I retired in 1999, deter-
mined to visit the famous invasion sites in which I had been passionately 
interested throughout my life. On one such cycle ride, I came across 
the huge German battery at Crisbecq, part of the Atlantic Wall built 
to repel any incursion by the Allies. Nowadays it is a highly developed 
tourist attraction, but back then it was neglected, overgrown, and largely 
unknown. I crawled under bushes, squeezed between saplings, and 
scrambled over huge lumps of concrete in order to get inside it. My 
persistence led to a number of small ‘finds’, all of which are contained 
within this work, fixed to the canvas, merged, and mixed with the paint.



Stockport Art Gallery Project
brought a team of volunteers
together in May 2013 to
work alongside Stockport
Metropolitan Borough Council
(SMBC) to source, coordinate,
curate, and promote exhibitions 
at Stockport Art Gallery and
War Memorial.

Stockport Art Gallery
Wellington Road South
Stockport
SK3 8AB
0161 474 4453
www.stockportartgalleryproject.com
Admission: free

More info on the artist:
www.henryquick.co.uk

GO FURTHER
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RELIC SERIES
This is one of a series of about 30 small panels in which I used genuine 
relic wartime artefacts. On my travels through the battlefields of Europe, 
I have always looked to acquire items that relate to the conflicts, how-
ever rusty, fragile, and valueless. There have been thrilling occasions 
when I have found items myself: part of a German mess tin in long grass 
in a field near Falaise; part of a German gas-mask case near Arromanches. 
The relics have an aesthetic beauty all of their own.

ARROMANCHES
Arromanches is a seaside location that became well known to the  
British soldiers of the Normandy Invasion. It was there that I found a 
small German relic, which I incorporated into the painting. I have stayed 
there many times, I have met veterans who have told me their stories 
and filled me with admiration, and I have walked out across the beach to 
the remains of the Mulberry Harbour and prised bits off to fix in my work.

HINDENBURG 
LINE
During my stay on a recent trip 
to the Argonne region, I visited a 
superb museum in the small town 
of Romagne. There I took part in 
a battlefield walk deep into the 
woods that now cover the length  
of the infamous Hindenburg Line.  
I entered a huge dank German bun-
ker. Part of it was lined with rotten, 
collapsed wooden bunks where 
German gunners would have slept. 
I managed to retrieve a handful of 
the wire mattress-supports, which 
I affixed to this painting using a bed 
of wax, which also holds soil, grit, 
and other detritus from the bunker.





THE UNTOLD
STORIES OF
THE SCOTS
WHO SURVIVED
CULLODEN
The Highlanders who fought 
at Culloden in 1746 are the 
stuff of legend. Many were 
killed, but more survived 
to become part of a new 
world, as Britain forged an 
empire. Robbie MacNiven 
has been researching the 
fate of some of them.

   Rebels 
to
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O
n a bitterly cold April 
afternoon in 1746, on 
moorland just east of the town 
of Inverness, the power of 
Scotland’s Highland clans was 

forever broken. The Battle of Culloden Moor 
marked not just the final defeat of Charles 
Edward Stuart and his Jacobite followers, but 
also the destruction of the deeply ingrained 
martial aspect of Gaelic Highland life. 

While Jacobitism was a pan-British 
cause, the final rebellion of 1745 would 
not have been possible without the efforts 

Redcoats

LEFT What did Highland warriors do after the 
defeat of the clans at Culloden? As this Italian print 
of a Highland soldier who served in the British 
Army during the War of the Austrian Succession 
(1740-1748) makes clear, one way to preserve 
the warrior tradition was to join the victorious army.
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their stories at Culloden does them a  
grave disservice.

SIMON FRASER
Of all the Jacobites who survived Culloden, 
perhaps the most famous is Simon Fraser 
of Lovat. Born in 1726, the son of one of 
Scotland’s most infamous Jacobite nobles,  
he led his clansmen at Culloden in support  
of Charles Stuart.

Legend claims that, as the Jacobite  
army disintegrated, a British officer (some  
say the infamous General Hawley, others 
the Duke of Cumberland himself) ordered 
a subordinate, Major James Wolfe, to shoot 
Fraser. Wolfe refused, and Fraser escaped. 
His father was not so lucky, and became the 
last man in Britain to suffer execution by 
public beheading.

After such traumatic exertions for the 
Jacobite cause, it might be imagined that 
Fraser would remain an eternal, embittered 

of thousands of Highland clansmen. The 
British Government, long exasperated by  
what it saw as the lawless north, used its  
new-found military supremacy in the wake  
of Culloden to pass the Acts of Proscription.

These represented nothing less than  
an attempt to dismantle the ancient clan  
structure. Highlanders were forbidden to 
carry weapons such as muskets, dirks, or  
the famous broadsword. Highland dress  
was outlawed. The playing of the bagpipes  
was banned. Prayers for the Hanoverian 
monarch and his family were imposed before 
school lessons every day. Fines, imprisonment, 
and exile awaited those clansmen who dared 
defy the new laws. 

It is here that the popular histories  
often end, the Romantic image of the 
Highlander – the noble savage – thereby 
pickled for posterity. 

In reality, the warlike customs of the  
Gael persisted for a long time, only now  
they were channelled overseas in the service 
of the British Empire. Highland regiments 
became an integral component of the British 
Army in the 18th and 19th centuries.

Nowhere is this seen more clearly  
than in the post-Culloden careers of a  
number of prominent former Jacobites.  
Such men were at the forefront of Britain’s 
18th-century imperial expansion, fighting 
hard for the Establishment they had defied  
for the last time in April 1746. To end  

enemy of the House of Hanover. Such  
a view, however, overlooks the reality of 
Highland life following 1746.

The clan system was in decline long  
before the death-blow of Culloden. Crop 
failure, disease, an economic downturn,  
and a lack of decent employment prospects  
all combined to ensure that throughout the 
1740s and ’50s thousands of Highlanders, 
many of them young and active men like 
Fraser, were seeking escape.

The Act of Proscription provided a way out, 
for it was a deliberately double-edged sword 
– while it banned the traditional form of the 
martial culture so central to Highland life, it 
permitted a new form of it to flourish in the 
service of the British Army.

Highlanders who took the King’s shilling 
and donned the red coat could again carry 
their swords and muskets, and wear the plaid 
and bonnet, recapturing the essence of their 
warlike traditions. 

FIGHTING INDIANS AND  
THE FRENCH
These incentives combined with their dire 
economic situation overcame much of the 
animosity felt by Highland Scots towards  
the British Establishment. All that was needed 
was a conflict through which to channel the 
restless Gael’s energies. When war with France 
again broke out in 1755, the perfect theatre 
presented itself: North America.

The French and Indian aspect of the Seven 
Years War proved to be a sharp learning curve 
for the British Army, plunging it into an alien

The warlike 
customs of the Gael 
persisted in the 
Highland regiments 
of the British Army.

ABOVE The Battle of Culloden, 1746: the last stand  
of the clan system and its associated way of war.



wilderness inhabited by a fearsome, uncon-
ventional foe. British officers like James Wolfe,
who had served in the suppression of the
Jacobite risings in Scotland, recognised the
potential value of the Highlanders in America,
accustomed as they were to rugged terrain
and hard living.

When the British Government authorised
a recruitment drive among the clans that
had once defied it, Simon Fraser was the
first to answer the call. Disaffected, destitute
Highlander youths rallied to their clansman’s
banner – 800 in all. These men were quickly
organised into the 78th Highland Regiment,
also known as Fraser’s Highlanders.

Simon Fraser and his regiment, along
with its twin, the 77th or Montgomery’s
Highlanders, served at the forefront of
the war in America, and were present at
James Wolfe’s defining victory on the Plains
of Abraham in 1759.

Nor did their service end with Britain’s
triumph. When war again flared in the colonies
in 1775, the regiment was reinstated, and
went on to serve again with distinction.
By this point, Fraser had gone full circle,
from rebel to government soldier serving
to suppress rebels.

AFTER CULLODEN
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JOHN MACDONNELL
Among tales of the former Jacobite chiefs, 
Fraser’s is perhaps the most famous; but it 
is by no means unique. John MacDonnell of 
Leek was another committed Jacobite who 
undertook the transformation from rebel 
to redcoat. Like Fraser, he was present at 
Culloden, where he was wounded by a musket 
ball to his thigh while serving on Charles 
Stuart’s staff. He went into hiding until he 
had recovered, and then travelled overland to 
Hull, where, under a false identity, he sailed to 
Holland and joined Charles Stuart in exile. 

A brief spell in the French Army’s Régiment 
Écossais was not to his liking. Realising that 
whatever hope there had been of a Stuart 
restoration had faded, he returned to his 
homeland and enlisted in the Army that had 
wounded him at Culloden.

Again like Fraser, MacDonnell fought against 
the French in North America, and then the 
American rebels when the Revolution broke 
out in 1775. During the conflict, a Hessian 
officer accused MacDonnell, still living under 
a false identity, of being a former Jacobite. 
MacDonnell denied the accusation, and went 
on to kill the Hessian in a duel, an act that 
apparently met with the approval of fellow offi-
cers, who seem to have been aware of his past 
but were more than happy to overlook it.

After the Revolutionary War, MacDonnell 
returned home to Scotland. His younger 
brother, James MacDonnell, went on to com-
mand the Guards during their famous defence 
of Hougoumont at the Battle of Waterloo. 
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Until the French and Indian war in North America, 
the British Government had made minimal 
use of Scottish clansmen in the British Army. 
Highlanders had been in arms for the Government 
since 1603, performing paramilitary policing 
duties in northern regions that were often viewed 
by the Establishment as bandit territory. These 

‘independent companies’ provided good service 
against fellow Highlanders during the Jacobite 
risings of 1715 and 1745.

Formal service in the British Army – and  
with it, overseas postings – first occurred in  
1739, when ten of the Highland independent 
companies were amalgamated to form the 43rd 
(later the 42nd) Foot: the famed Black Watch.

Despite this regiment fighting with distinction 
during the War of the Austrian Succession,  
it was not until the raising of Fraser’s and 
Montgomery’s outfits in the 1750s that Highland 
regiments began to assume an integral role 
within the British Army.

THE INDEPENDENT 
COMPANIES

ABOVE In the British Army, the oldest Highland 
unit, first formed in 1739, was the Black Watch,  
shown here in 1801 uniform.

ABOVE Among those who fought with Wolfe at 
Quebec, sharing his victory on the Plains of 
Abraham, were Simon Fraser and his 78th 
Highland Regiment – ‘Fraser’s Highlanders’. 
Fraser’s life had been spared by a young James 
Wolfe on the field of Culloden 13 years before.



ALLAN MACLEAN
Allan Maclean of Torloisk was a third  
Jacobite veteran who pursued a successful  
military career after Culloden. Maclean 
began soldiering when, at the age of 17,  
he served as a junior officer with the Dutch 
Army as part of their Scots Brigade.

Much like John MacDonnell, Maclean  
was wounded at Culloden, and he was unable  
to stomach the thought of staying behind 
while Charles Stuart went into exile. He 
travelled to mainland Europe and was  
again embroiled in Continental warfare, 
returning to the Dutch service during the 
War of the Austrian Succession, and earning 
distinction at the Siege of Bergen op Zoom, 
when a French marshal singled him out for 
particular praise.

With the war’s end, he returned to 
Scotland, but soldiering was clearly as dear  
to Maclean’s heart as it was to so many of  
his kinsmen – six years later he accepted a 
commission in the British Army, and went  
on to serve in North America.

He was among the ranks of the Black 
Watch in their famed, desperate assault  
on the French defences at Ticonderoga, 
where the regiment suffered 65% casualties –  
the highest ratio of a regiment in any army 
fighting in North America during the 18th  
century. The assault was repulsed, but 
Maclean, though wounded, survived. 

When the American Revolution broke out, 
Maclean petitioned the King for permission  
to raise a Highland regiment from Loyalist
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Legend claims that, 
as the Jacobite 
army disintegrated, 
one Major James 
Wolfe was ordered 
to shoot Fraser.
RIGHT James MacDonnell was the younger brother  
of Culloden veteran John MacDonnell. Despite his  
Jacobite heritage, he was the man trusted by  
Wellington to lead the defence of Hougoumont  
at the Battle of Waterloo.

RIGHT Not all Culloden veterans who chose to 
continue a military career joined the British Army. 
Some took service elsewhere, often with Britain’s 
enemies. Allan Maclean entered the Dutch service, 
and participated in the Siege of Bergen op Zoom 
in 1747 during the War of the Austrian Succession.
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Scots living in the colonies. His plan was a
resounding success – the Royal Highland 
Emigrants grew to become one of the largest 
Loyalist outfits of the war. It served throughout 
Canada and the former Thirteen Colonies.

ALLAN MACDONALD
One of the Royal Highland Emigrants 
Regiment’s foremost officers was Allan 
MacDonald. His story reminds us that not all 
former Jacobites who later participated in the 
expansion of the British Empire were men. In 
fact, perhaps the most famous and celebrated 
Jacobite of all went on to become a stalwart of 
British resistance in the face of rebellion.

Flora MacDonald has been celebrated  
by Jacobite literature since the day she 
famously smuggled the Young Pretender off  
the Hebridean island of Benbecula and over  
the sea to the safety of Skye. Following her dar-
ing escapade, she was arrested and confined  
for a period in the Tower of London. 

Released in 1747, she married a fellow 
MacDonald, Allan of Kingsburgh, who was a cap-
tain in the British Army. The pair had seven chil-
dren and emigrated to North Carolina, where, 
in 1776, they found themselves embroiled in the 
opening clashes of the American Revolution. 

Like many Scottish emigrants, Jacobite or 
not, the MacDonalds threw in their lot with 
the British Crown and became committed 
Loyalists. Allan joined his kinsmen Donald 
MacDonald, Donald MacLeod, and John 
Campbell at the Battle of Moore’s Creek, 
where around 600 of the 800 Loyalists present 
were Scots, or of immediate Scots descent.

Allan was taken prisoner by the rebels and 
remained in their custody until 1777, when
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While the British Army was the first to put Highlanders to use on battlefields across the globe, Scottish
involvement in conflicts on mainland Europe and beyond had a long pedigree by the 18th century.

The French had made use of a number of allied Scots armies during the Hundred Years War, and the 
17th century had seen an explosion of Scots soldiers entering into the service of foreign militaries. Some 
did so as mercenaries in the purest sense, but others sought employment for politico-religious reasons.

The thousands of Scots who served under the Swedish King Gustavus Adolphus during the Thirty  
Years War, especially the famed Green Brigade, did so because they saw an obligation to assist their  
fellow Protestants in the conflict. Likewise, the Dutch Army contained a Scottish Brigade from the  
16th century onwards, which held its own kirk sessions.

On the other hand, numerous Scots Catholics and their descendants fled to France and Spain following  
the Jacobite risings, and there formed such military units as the Royal Écossais, in a style similar to the 
famous Irish ‘Wild Geese’ exiles. Indeed, so numerous were Scottish troops in foreign armies that it has 
been estimated that in 1745 there were almost as many Scottish-born soldiers serving in the French and 
Dutch armies as there were in the British Army.

SCOTS ABROAD

Disaffected, 
destitute youths 
rallied to their 
clansman’s banner 
to form the 78th 
Highland Regiment.

LEFT Some Culloden veterans served against the 
American Rebels during the Revolutionary War – 
including Charles and James MacDonald, the sons of 
the famous Flora MacDonald, who had emigrated 
to North Carolina after a spell in prison following the 
defeat of the ’45. Jacobite politics chimed with the 
counter-revolutionary character of Britain’s war in 
America. Charles and James MacDonald served as 
officers in the notorious British Legion of Banastre 
Tarleton (depicted here in a contemporary cartoon).



he was exchanged, at which point he immedi-
ately enlisted in Maclean of Torloisk’s Royal
Highland Emigrants.

Flora, meanwhile, had been forced to go
into hiding in North Carolina, as the rebels,
aware of her pro-British sympathies, had looted
and burned much of her property. When word
came of Allan’s release, she travelled north.
The pair were reunited in Nova Scotia.

Their sons, meanwhile, also took an active
role in counter-revolutionary activities. Two,
Charles and James, served as infantry officers
in Banastre Tarleton’s British Legion, the most
active and successful Loyalist outfit of the
entire conflict. Charles in particular fought
with distinction at the Battle of Hanging Rock,
where he tricked the rebel militia into defeat
by pretending his detachment of 40 men was
far more numerous.

Following the war, the two boys joined their
parents and departed from America, never to
return. Their travels ultimately led the family
back to Scotland, where they settled again into
Highland life, the ’45 a distant memory.

JAMES JOHNSTON
The battles fought by the Scots who survived
Culloden were numerous and bloody, but
not all were done so at the behest of the
British Crown. Indeed, the bloodletting
at Ticonderoga provides us with a perfect
example of the poignant importance of the
Culloden diaspora.
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Present at the same battle as Allan 
Maclean of Torloisk was one James Johnston, 
an Edinburgh-born Scot who, like John 
MacDonnell of Leek, was an aide to Charles 
Stuart on the day of Culloden. However, just 
over a decade later, Johnston and Maclean 
were on opposing sides.

Like many Jacobites, Johnston had gone  
into exile after Culloden and enlisted in  
the French Army. But unlike many of his 
kinsmen, Johnston had stayed in the French 
service. At Ticonderoga, he was at the side of 
the French General Montcalm as he led the 
counter-attack that drove Allan Maclean’s 
Black Watch soldiers out of the French  
positions they had captured.

For Johnston, the rout of his fellow Scots  
was an act of revenge, the final bloody blow  
in a civil war that had shattered families  
and scattered fighting kinsmen to the four 
corners of the globe. 

From Scotland to the Carolinas, Canada,  
and back, the men who survived mainland 
Britain’s last pitched battle would help  
and hinder an empire that was only just 
becoming fully aware of how invaluable  
their service could be..

Robbie MacNiven is a University of Edinburgh  
history graduate currently enrolled in the School  

of War Studies at Glasgow University. In his  
spare time, he volunteers as a re-enactor at the 

Culloden Battlefield visitor centre.
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The rout was the 
final bloody blow in 
a civil war that had 
shattered families 
and scattered 
fighting kinsmen 
to the four corners 
of the globe.

BELOW The Battle of Fontenoy, part of the War of  
the Austrian Succession, at which Jacobite veteran  
Allan Maclean fought after Culloden.



The Dutch War 
of Independence

ABOVE The Battle of Nieuwpoort, 2 July 1600.  
This 17th-century Dutch painting is realistic in  
much of its detail. It depicts the clash of horse on the 
greenway in the foreground (note the exchanges of 
close-range pistol-fire), the clash of foot in the sand-
dunes in the middle-ground (note the groupings of 
pike and shot), and the artillery on the beach and 
the Dutch fleet off the coast in the background.



Introduction

W
hen the war began in 1566, Imperial Spain was the 
world’s greatest superpower. By the time it ended,  
in 1609, ‘the Spanish century’ was over.

The Dutch War of Independence was the  
defining conflict of its era. It secured the triumph  

of the Reformation in north-west Europe, and along the way  
reconfigured the geopolitics of the Continent. It also produced  
one of history’s greatest captains, and completed the transition  
to a new way of war. 

Maurice of Nassau, the Prince of Orange, became Captain-General  
of the United Provinces in 1587. A master of siege-warfare, he  
turned the tide of the war with the capture of Breda (1590), Zutphen 
(1591), Steenwijk (1592), and Geertruidenberg (1593). Four  
years later, in a lightning campaign, he captured no fewer than  

eight further towns, such that Holland had, by the end of 1597, cleared 
its territory of foreign troops and secured its borders.

Having reformed the army, moreover, he faced the Spanish in the 
open field, and won two stunning victories: at Tournhout in 1597, and at 
Nieuwpoort in 1600. Central to Maurice’s reforms were linear formations 
and intensive drill. Only thus, he realised, could the full potential inherent 
in the development of firepower be realised, for the blocky formations of 
the Medieval past were clumsy in manoeuvre and wasteful of manpower. 

Our special feature in this issue explores the Dutch transformation of 
war in the age of ‘pike and shot’. In the ‘Warriors and Weapons’ section, 
we contrast the Spanish square and the Dutch line, and in ‘Strategy 
and Tactics’, we look at way the geography of Holland shaped the war. 
Then, in the main section, we provide a detailed blow-by-blow analysis of 
Maurice of Nassau’s greatest victory: the Battle of Nieuwpoort.



Timeline

6

1576

1585
1566

1566 (below)
Flemish and Dutch opposition to Spanish Catholic rule 
explodes in weeks of politico-religious rioting. Churches are 
vandalised and plundered. Conservative town councils are 
overthrown and replaced. Most of the local aristocracy re-
mains loyal to Spain, but the House of Orange puts itself at the 
head of the Protestant forces. An Spanish army is dispatched 
under the Duke of Alva, and this fi rst uprising is crushed.

1576 (right)
The Duke of Alva’s campaign against the second uprising 
culminates in the sack of Antwerp. During several days of 

‘Spanish Fury’ aft er the capture of the city in November 1576, 
1,000 houses are destroyed and 8,000 people are killed. 
Military terror defeats the Flemish movement, and restores 
Spanish rule in Belgium. 

1585 (below right)
The Earl of Leicester leads an English army of 6,000 men 
to Holland. Though Leicester is granted almost dictatorial 
powers by the Dutch States-General, he performs badly, 
failing to take Zutphen. Aft er his death (1586), the main 
English army withdraws (1587), but contingents of English 
volunteers and mercenaries continue to serve. These play 
a major role in the campaigns of Maurice of Nassau.
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Timeline

1590

1604

1609

1648

1590 (above left)
Aft er the assassination in 1584 of his father, William of Orange,
Maurice of Nassau succeeds him as Captain-General and Admiral-
General of the United Provinces. He then embarks on a ten-year series
of stunning military victories, clearing Holland of enemy troops and
securing its borders between 1590 and 1600. 

1604 (left)
Despite Maurice’s victory at Nieuwpoort, he is forced to withdraw
from coastal Belgium: the Dutch are too exposed attempting to
campaign in this region. The Spanish then put Ostend under siege.
Although the Dutch lose 30,000 men, their compatriots are able to
keep them supplied by sea, and the siege lasts for 3 years and 71
days, one of the longest sieges in history. The Spanish lose 60,000
men, but they eventually take the town. 

1609 (above)
The Dutch have eff ectively secured their independence when a truce
is agreed in 1609. However, they fi nd themselves again at war with
Spain when the Thirty Years War breaks out, though the epicentre
of this titanic collision between the forces of the Reformation and
Counter-Reformation is now Germany. Spain does not give formal
recognition to Dutch independence until the Treaty of Munster, part of
the wider Peace of Westphalia, at the end of the Thirty Years War in
1648. By now, however, the Dutch ‘Golden Age’ is already under way.
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opposing phalanxes when it came to ‘push of
pike’. The arquebusiers, on the other hand,
were deployed in depth to maximise fire.

The 16th century saw steady improvement
in firearms. The primitive hand-gun had
consisted simply of an iron barrel with a vent at
the top attached to a wooden stock. Discharge
was achieved – somewhat hazardously – by
applying a hand-held, slow-burning match-cord
to the powder in the vent. Since this was a two-
handed operation, the wooden stock had to be
gripped under the arm, making it impossible
to do more than simply point the weapon in
the approximate direction of the enemy.

The Spanish encouraged experiments
with new firearms. To increase accuracy, the
barrel was lengthened. To permit aiming, a
pan beside the barrel was substituted for the
vent at the top, and a matchlock, operated by
a trigger mechanism, was added to the stock.
The result – the arquebus – was a weapon that
enabled an infantryman to deliver effective
aimed fire at up to 150 metres.

The musket – introduced by the Spanish
from the 1560s onwards – was a heavier calibre
version of the same basic weapon: it required a
forked rest to support its weight, and was slower
to load, but it was effective at up to 300 metres.
With greater range, accuracy, and striking-
power, it quickly replaced the arquebus.

Two problems remained. Both arquebus
and musket were highly inaccurate, so that
individual marksmanship was impossible, and
only massed volley-fire could be effective. And
rates of fire were painfully slow. A musket drill-
book issued in 1606 specified no fewer than 42
separate movements in preparing the weapon
to fire. One round per minute was a good rate.
Arquebusiers and musketeers simply could not
shoot fast enough and accurately enough to
stop a charge of enemy shock-troops.

One consequence of this was their depen-
dence on pikemen for protection at close-
quarters. Another was the preoccupation of

16th-century drillmasters with finding ways to
maximise fire. Spanish commanders imposed
strict fire-discipline. Arquebusiers were formed
up in depth, and trained not to fire without
orders. The procedure was for the front rank
to deliver a single massed volley on command,
and then to retire to the rear to reload. The
second rank would then step forward, aim, fire
on the order, and retire. And so on, such that
a Spanish tercio could deliver volley after volley
against an advancing formation.

THE DUTCH LINE
The Spanish tercio was a form of square: a
dense bloc of interdependent men liable to
come apart if it attempted to move rapidly or
to execute complex manoeuvres. Except for
the fact that it had its own firepower, it had
some of the characteristics of the Macedonian
phalanx. Indeed, the presence of musketeers,
and the necessity for the pikemen to shelter
them, rendered it even more cumbersome
than its ancient predecessor.

Underlining this parallel is the fact that the
Dutch Revolution’s military genius – Maurice
of Nassau – based his reorganisation of the
Protestant forces on the Roman legion. And just
as the too-ponderous phalanx had been undone
by the more-mobile legion, so was the Spanish
tercio rendered obsolete by the Dutch line.

Maurice had succeeded his father, William
the Silent, Prince of Orange, as Admiral-General

T
he Dutch War of Independence pitted
the established military system of
Catholic and Imperial Spain against the
revolutionary forces of the Protestant

Reformation. Holland – at war from 1566 to
1609 – became the crucible in which a new
way of war was forged, as the urban militias of
the Dutch Revolution were transformed into a
highly drilled professional army by Maurice of
Nassau at the end of the 16th century.

THE SPANISH TERCIO
The Spanish Army had been transformed in
the first part of the 16th century into the most
formidable military force of its age. By the
14th century, infantry were gaining ascendancy
over heavy horse on the battlefield. Archers
and gunners were able to shoot many of them
down before they could get to grips, and dense,
impenetrable blocs of pikemen and halberdiers
could then bring them to a standstill.

But, as the importance of infantry rose,
tacticians and drillmasters found themselves
grappling with the problem of integrating
firepower and shock-action. What were the cor-
rect proportions of arquebusiers to pikemen?
Where should the arquebusiers be deployed:
on the flanks of the pikemen, or across their
front? How should the arquebusiers operate to
maximise the fire of their slow-loading, short-
ranged, wide-shooting weapons?

It was the Spanish who pioneered the new
methods of infantry fighting. The Spanish
tercios became the military elite of Renaissance
Europe. Numbering 3,000 men – the equivalent
of a modern brigade – the tercio was formed
of 12 companies of about 250 men each,
with the companies divided roughly evenly
between arquebusiers and pikemen.

Generally, the pikes formed a central bloc,
perhaps ten or more ranks deep, while the
arquebusiers operated on the flanks, also in
great depth. The pikemen required depth
to ensure a solid-enough formation to resist

ABOVE Maurice of Nassau (1567-1625).

A New Way of War

Warriors and Weapons



had been combined with shock action (hand-
to-hand fighting with swords and shields); it 
was no coincidence that the colunela was the 
same size as the Roman cohort, the basic 
tactical unit of a legion.

The colunela, however, was only a partial 
success. Though the halberdiers and sword-
and-buckler men were eventually phased out, 
the separation of pike and shot persisted; the 
Spanish foot soldier remained a specialist, 
not a generic infantryman. This necessitated 
complex arrangements for co-ordination 
and mutual support. It was a problem that 
would continue in all armies for almost two 
centuries: until the invention of the bayonet 
towards the end of the 17th century.

Another problem was that the clumsiness 
of the colunela – in contrast to the Roman 
cohort – left it vulnerable, and it was neces-
sary to brigade units together. The result was 
the tercio, essentially an integrated brigade of 
three colunelas, and also, in effect, the direct 
descendant of the Medieval ‘battle’.

The disciplined and highly motivated 
infantry of the Spanish tercio dominated the 
battlefields of Late Renaissance Europe. If the 
Holy Inquisition was the primary instrument 
of internal security, the tercio was the main 
arm of the Counter-Reformation on the battle-
fields of the wars of religion. 

But the very success of the tercio reinforced 
the instinctive conservatism of its masters. 
Despite the peculiarities of the Dutch War of 
Independence – its geography, sociology, and 
politics made it very different from conven-
tional wars against dynastic states – Spanish 
commanders made little attempt to reform 
their armies. The Dutch, on the other hand, 
who had begun the war fielding ramshackle 
urban militias, caught up with and then 
overtook the Spanish to place themselves 
at the forefront of military science.

Thus, Imperial Spain – the reactionary 
Counter-Reformation superpower of 16th-
century Europe – had begun the transition 
from Medieval to modern warfare. But it had 
been incapable of completing it. It was the 
Dutch, the ‘bourgeois’ revolutionaries of the 
Protestant Reformation, who did this: coming 
from behind, they had adopted Spanish meth-
ods and then superseded them by taking them 
to the logical endpoint made possible by the 
prevailing weapons technology. .  

A ‘BOURGEOIS’ WAY OF WAR
The United Provinces was a republic of 
merchants, seafarers, and artisans. The 
Dutch had embraced the Protestant 
Reformation as an expression of their 
essentially bourgeois outlook. They were 
a community of entrepreneurs, self-made 
men, and independent spirits. They had 
little affection for the old feudal elite of 
landowners, bishops, and courtiers. The 
Revolution of 1566 had been a challenge 
not only to the rule of Imperial Spain, but 
to all those local conservative interests who 
looked to the foreign king to protect their 
property, privilege, and power.

The Medieval way of war was based on the 
prowess of the individual warrior. Though 
men fought in tight blocs, standing close 
together, many ranks deep, the Medieval 
‘battle’ remained in essence a conglomera-
tion of individuals: each man expected to 
duel one-to-one with men in the opposing 
ranks. The drill and discipline of the Spanish 
tercio represented a change, but one as yet 
incomplete. It was Maurice of Nassau – the 
soldier of the Dutch Revolution – who took 
the logic of the new 16th-century tactics to 
their conclusion. 

In a sense, Maurice suffused his army with 
‘the spirit of capitalism’. War ceased to be 
personal, and became a matter of the man-in-
the-mass. The individual warrior was replaced 
by the automaton, a soldier drilled to perfec-
tion, disciplined to conform, delivering fire or 
pushing with pike as a small working part of a 
well-engineered machine. This was, in short, 
a distinctively ‘bourgeois’ way of war.

The Spanish, of course, had pioneered the 
tactics of the ‘pike-and-shot’ era by creating 
the tercio. Gonzalo de Córdoba had created 
the prototype while campaigning in Naples 
in 1505, forming units called colunelas 
(‘columns’), each comprising between 
1,000 and 1,250 men, and consisting of a 
mix of pikemen, halberdiers, arquebusiers, 
and sword-and-buckler men.

The Medieval order of battle had separated 
archers/hand-gunners and men-at-arms; it 
had separated firepower and shock action. 
The Spanish colunela, commanded by a cabo 
de colunela (thus: colonel), was an attempt to 
recreate the generic infantry of the Roman 
legions, where firepower (volleys of javelins) 

and Captain-General of the United Provinces in 
the 1580s. The United Provinces was a republic, 
ruled by an elected States-General, formed 
of the seven Dutch-speaking provinces of the 
Low Countries that had successfully resisted 
Spanish reconquest since 1566.

The combination of Maurice’s active, open-
minded intelligence, his wide reading in the 
Classics, and his extensive field-experience led 
him to transform military organisation and 
tactics during the 1590s. With the Roman model 
in mind, he wanted to create more flexible and 
manoeuvrable formations. With a modern sense 
of the importance of firepower, he wanted to 
increase the volume of fire delivered by each 
body of musketeers. And with an eye to economy 
of force, he wanted to reduce the waste of 
manpower inherent in the depth of the tercio. 
His solution was a radical leap from Medieval-
style blocs (or ‘battles’) to a new kind of linear 
formation – one that was to become the basis of 
infantry tactics for more than three centuries.

Maurice pared down the size of his units 
to create battalions of about 500 men, half 
pikemen, half musketeers. The ranks of the 
pikemen were reduced from 40, first to 10, 
then to 5, and the men in each rank were 
spaced at intervals of about three feet. This 
meant that virtually every man in the forma-
tion could project his pike beyond the front 
rank and had the space to wield it effectively.

The musketeers, on the other hand, were 
deployed on each flank of the pikemen in 
three columns, four men wide and ten deep. 
This allowed the countermarch for loading, 
and a rolling succession of volleys: each rank 
of four men would fire in turn and then move 
to the rear to reload.

Thus a battalion could deliver the fire of 24 
muskets every few seconds, while presenting 
a hedge of some 250 projecting pikes. Every 
man was an active combatant; none were there 
simply to provide ‘weight’ to the formation. 

But an extended line was harder to dress 
than a tight bloc, and each man had a reduced 
sense of personal security. The standard of 
drill and discipline had to rise, and this was 
Maurice’s other great innovation: relentless 
training, to the limit of endurance, until 
every battalion manoeuvre and individual 
operation became an automatic response to 
orders. Marching in step, for example, dates 
from this period.

Warriors and Weapons



of the revolutionary movement. King Philip II
of Spain, who saw the Reformation as a threat
to the cohesion of his scattered European
empire, henceforward regarded the Low
Countries as the epicentre of a continent-
wide struggle between the Old and the New
Religions. For more than 40 years, with wildly
fluctuating fortunes, the Dutch Revolution
took the form of a protracted popular war
of national defence.

ABOVE The Dutch War of Independence saw the permanent separation of Holland and Belgium. Geography
was decisive. Whereas Belgium is relatively open to conventional military operations, Holland is a complex of
rivers, canals, and dykes, ideal for defence by highly motivated local militia like the Dutch Protestant rebels.

Tens of thousands of Spanish troops
were deployed, and vast amounts of treasure
consumed. Full-scale terror was unleashed by
foreign soldiers and the Inquisition. During
several days of ‘Spanish Fury’ in Antwerp after
the capture of the city in November 1576,
1,000 houses were destroyed and 8,000 people
killed. Military terror defeated the Flemish
revolt, and restored Spanish rule in Belgium.
The Dutch revolt proved far more intractable.

I
n the 16th century, there were three
million people living in the Low
Countries (Belgium and Holland) –
the same as in the whole of England

and Wales. Of these, about half lived in
towns: Bruges, Ghent, Brussels, Antwerp,
Utrecht, Leiden, Haarlem, Amsterdam, and
other Flemish and Dutch towns were among
the foremost trading centres of Renaissance
Europe. There were at least 25 towns with
populations above 10,000.

The landscape was dominated by its
waterways – rivers, estuaries, canals, and
dykes. Several great river systems – those
of the Rhine, the Meuse/Maas, and the
Scheldt – pass from deep within the European
hinterland through the Low Countries into
a maze of estuaries, islands, and mudflats
on the Atlantic coast.

As the feudal order was transformed by
money and the market, geography made
the Low Countries one of most economi-
cally dynamic parts of Europe. Flemish and
Dutch society came to be dominated by its
merchants, burghers, and artisans. The level
of education, culture, and civic organisation
was high. Powerful guilds dominated urban
life. The defence of traditional ‘liberties and
privileges’ was robust.

THE REFORMATION
The Reformation swept across the Low
Countries like an electric storm. Here, above
all, tolerance of dynastic overlords, feudal
pretensions, and Church corruption was in
short supply. But the Low Countries were
ruled by Imperial Spain, and taxes on Flemish
and Dutch mercantile wealth were being
ratcheted up to fund the 150,000-strong
Spanish Army and support the dynastic ambi-
tions of a distant Catholic Habsburg king.

The Flemish and Dutch nobility who
ruled the Low Countries found themselves
squeezed between the demands of the impe-
rial state and resistance from Calvinist and
Anabaptist urban populations. In August
and September 1566, revolutionary crowds
overturned the old order in town after
town. Catholic churches were attacked
in an ‘iconoclastic fury’. Conservative municipal
oligarchies collapsed. Ruling princes were
forced to grant freedom of worship to their
militant Protestant populations.

A section of the Dutch nobility, led by
William of Orange, placed itself at the head

Rise of the Low Countries
Strategy and Tactics
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sort of Protestant ‘international brigade’,  
while others were hired as mercenaries. 
Holland lacked manpower, but had the  
mercantile wealth to recruit others to fight  
on its behalf. 

The Dutch Revolution became the 
front-line in the struggle against the Counter-
Reformation – much as the Spanish Civil War 
would be the front-line in the struggle against 
Fascism for the 1930s generation. 

The Spanish Empire was overextended. It 
was supporting its Catholic Habsburg cousins 
in Germany, defending its interests in Italy, 
fighting the Ottomans in the Mediterranean, 
intervening in the French Wars of Religion, 
and trying to protect its vast territories in the 
Americas and its treasure-fleets plying the 
Atlantic trade-routes.

There were never enough troops. 
Sometimes units were withdrawn from 
Holland to fight elsewhere just as they might 
have overwhelmed the resistance. Often they 
mutinied and ran amok because they had not 
been paid. Again and again, despite hercu-
lean efforts by the imperial power, the Dutch 
held on, the Spanish fell back exhausted, and 
the revolution renewed itself.

Finally, the Dutch produced, in Maurice  
of Nassau, one of history’s great captains, and 
in the face of his reformed, fine-tuned, highly 
drilled modern army, the Spanish gave up, 
resigned to the permanent loss of Holland.

This was a turning-point not only for 
Holland, the Protestant Reformation, and  
the new ‘bourgeois’ order in north-west 
Europe, but also for Spain, signalling the  
end of ‘the Spanish century’ and the begin-
ning of the country’s rapid decline to second-
class status. The Dutch War of Independence 
broke the back of the Spanish Empire. .

be lost and won in the field. Not so Holland… 
which is for the greater part of its extent so cut up 
by arms of the sea, rivers, canals, and marches 
that is hard to find within its borders room to set 
a large army in formal array. The fights that it 
has seen have been narrow-fronted scuffles along 
the tops of dykes, or desperate attempts to cross 
difficult water-barriers. Its normal military  
history has been a long record of sieges of water- 
girt fortresses, rather than general actions. 

It was the geography of their country that 
enabled the ramshackle urban militias that 
at first formed the core of the Dutch forces 
to survive. The dykes and bogs bought them 
time – time to organise and train, time to turn 
themselves into an increasingly professional 
force. They were supported, meantime, by a 
powerful fleet of ‘Sea Beggars’ – Dutch sea- 
farers who guarded the maritime flank of 
their homeland, harassed Spanish naval 
operations on the coast, and mounted  
profitable raids on Spanish commerce.

THE UNITED PROVINCES
Geography assisted the Dutch, and so did 
religious passion and solidarity. Members of 
Calvinist and Anabaptist congregations func-
tioned like the cadre of a revolutionary party. 
The United Provinces (as Holland came to be 
known) soon had the highest proportion of 
Anabaptists in Europe – up to half the popula-
tion in some districts. Anabaptists were advocates 
of political democracy and social equality.

Meantime, Calvinist churches in Germany, 
France, England, and Scotland – reinforced 
by Dutch exiles – functioned as a revolutionary  
‘international’ raising support for the resistance.  
Many foreign contingents fought in Holland, 
some out of religious conviction, forming a 

BELGIUM AND HOLLAND
Flanders and Brabant (today’s Belgium) is a 
continuation of the open plain of north-eastern 
France. Here great armies can operate. Here 
is one of Europe’s great military cockpits. 
Here was the stage on which the armies of 
Louis XIV, Napoleon, the Kaiser, and Hitler 
would later fight great battles. Here, in the 
1570s, were the broad battlefields on which 
the terrible power of Philip II’s tercios could 
be fully deployed.

The seven small provinces of Holland – 
Groningen, Friesland, Overyssel, Guelders, 
Utrecht, Holland, and Zeeland – were a quite 
different matter. The approaches to Holland 
from the south contract into a relatively  
narrow corridor. The corridor is bisected  
by a succession of major river barriers. The  
land generally is low-lying, very wet, and 
divided by countless drainage dykes.

The rivers and dykes provided natural 
defences. The effect of these was com-
pounded by the density of settlement in 
Holland. There were many walled towns,  
and even villages could be turned into  
strong-points by improvising ramparts,  
barricades, and blockhouses.

The result was what military theorists call 
‘complex terrain’ – a contested landscape 
where movement and supply are difficult, 
invading armies get bogged down, and all 
the advantages are with local defenders. Only 
when, occasionally, in a severe winter, the 
waterways became frozen solid did large-scale 
military movement become relatively easy. 

Charles Oman, the great historian of  
16th-century warfare, described the differ-
ence between Belgium and Holland thus:

Belgium… was for the most part ‘cavalry  
country’, fit for great battles in the open…  
‘The Cockpit of Europe’ is a region that can  

The Reformation 
swept across the 
Low Countries like 
an electric storm.

Strategy and Tactics

ABOVE The François Dubois painting of the St Bartholomew’s Day Massacre. The Reformation spread  
across Germany, France, and the Low Countries. Civil war and massacre (as here) 
was often the result as the Catholic Counter-Reformation hit back. 
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BATTLE IN THE DUNES
How Maurice of Nassau ended the military supremacy of Imperial

Spain and transformed European warfare.

H
aving cleared Holland of
enemy troops by the end of
1597, the Dutch States-General
encouraged its military com-
mander to take the offensive

and attempt to break the Spanish grip on
the southern provinces.

Dutch maritime predominance seemed
to point the way. By the summer of 1600,
the Dutch were in secure control of the
Flemish coast. Ostend and several smaller
harbours were under their control, and only
Nieuwpoort and Dunkirk remained open to
Spanish shipping: capture these, and Spain’s
communications would be severed, its armies
stranded in the Belgian hinterland without
hope of supply from the homeland.

The merchant-politicians of the States-
General were eager to complete their victory.
Control of the Flemish coast would eliminate

any threat to Dutch commerce, and seizure
of rich inland wool-towns like Bruges and
Ghent would surely follow soon after. The
Dutch maritime interest wanted Nieuwpoort
and Dunkirk. Maurice and the army were
ordered to the Flemish coast.

In fact, the scheme was strategically
unsound, and Maurice was opposed to it.
A large Spanish Imperial army, commanded by
the Archduke Albert, was based in Flanders
and Brabant, its strength and morale much
restored since the disaster at Tournhout
three years before. The Dutch would have
to land on the coast, and, compelled to take
Nieuwpoort and Dunkirk before march-
ing inland, would be confined there. The
Archduke’s army was bound to march to
the relief of the threatened ports.

If the Dutch army was then defeated, it
would be driven into the sea. The Archduke

Nieuwpoort
The Battle

would then be free to invade Holland,  
since no other field-army was available  
to defend the Dutch homeland. If, on the  
other hand, the Spanish army was defeated,  
it could simply retreat back into the  
hinterland, where the Dutch could not  
follow, for Belgium comprised a dense  
network of fortified towns.

THE INVASION OF FLANDERS
Events played out much as Maurice feared.  
An invasion force of some 12,000 foot and 1,800 
horse was assembled at Zeeland and transported 
across the Scheldt Estuary in a multitude of ves-
sels. Spanish outposts on the coast were cleared, 
and Maurice then advanced on Nieuwpoort, 
arriving at the ancient walled town on 1 July. 

ABOVE Prince Maurice at the Battle of Nieuwpoort, 
2 July 1600, by Paulus van Hillegaard.



The determined-
looking Dutch array,
the veteran English
in the first line,
and the excellent
Protestant cavalry,
almost 2,000-strong,
caused the Spanish
to pause.
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Nieuwpoort lies on the south side of the 
Yser River, about ten miles south-west of 
Ostend. The surrounding landscape com-
prises bleak coastal flats, and in 1600 its harbour 
was only usable at high tide; when the tide was 
out, the Yser Estuary became a wide band of 
mudflats, impassable to shipping and easily 
fordable, even by men on foot. 

Maurice sent two-thirds of his army across  
the Yser to blockade the town from the west, 
leaving the remaining third to guard the  
east bank. The fleet supporting the army 
took station in the estuary, bobbing on  
the water at high tide, resting in the mud 
at low. In preparation for a siege, Maurice 
ordered the construction of a bridge, so that 
the two parts of his army could remain in 
communication at high tide. That first night, 
however, alarming news reached the Captain-
General’s camp: a Spanish army of unknown 
size was close at hand.

THE SPANISH  
COUNTER-OFFENSIVE
The States-General had assumed that the 
Spanish army could not possibly muster and 
march so fast, for it had been immobilised  
by yet another of its periodic mutinies due  
to lack of pay. But this took no account of the 
professionalism, esprit de corps, and Catholic 
fanaticism of the Spanish tercios. The Dutch 
offensive was seen as a direct challenge,  
and the Archduke was able to appeal to  
his soldiers for support.

The mutineers placed three conditions  
on him: that they should serve under  
their own standards and officers; that they 
should be deployed in the vanguard in the 
coming battle; and that discharge of pay 
arrears was to be the first priority afterwards. 
The Archduke agreed, and the mutineers 

marched out, carrying an immense blue 
damask banner that bore an intricately 
embroidered image of the Virgin Mary and  
was inscribed with Latin religious mottos.

THE SPANISH ARMY
Archduke Albert’s army comprised about 
10,000 men in all. It was divided into three 
battles: a vaward of mutineers with two impro-
vised regiments of foot and six cornets of  
horse; a main battle of four old tercios and 
another six cornets of horse; and a rearward 
with three regiments of foot and again six 
cornets of horse.

Whatever the theoretical strength of  
a tercio earlier in the century, the combat 
strength of the Archduke’s regiments of foot 
seems to have been about 1,000 men, each 
divided into ten companies. The horse were 
counted in cornets, each about 100 strong, 
though cornets of lancers (heavy cavalry) 
were generally smaller than those of ‘pisto-
leers’ or herreruelos (light cavalry). 

The Battle

The artillery was organised centrally  
and consisted of six ‘demi-cannons’ and  
two smaller guns. 

Probably just under half the army  
was actually Spanish, with most of the 
rest Walloons (i.e. French-speaking Low 
Countries Catholics), some Italians, and 
some English and Irish Catholics (perhaps 
including one Guy Fawkes). The army 
reflected both the dynastic reach of the 
Spanish Habsburgs, and the religious ani-
mosities convulsing Europe at the time. 

STRATEGIC DISASTER
The Dutch army seems to have been similar in 
size. It would have been larger, but for a disaster 
on the morning of 2 July. Learning of the unex-
pected approach of the Spanish, Maurice had 
dispatched his cousin Ernest of Nassau with 

ABOVE Portrait of Albert VII, Archduke of Austria,  
whose army of 10,000 men faced Maurice’s at  
the Battle of Nieuwpoort.



two regiments of foot, four cornets of horse,
and two field-pieces to seize the bridge over
the River Yperle at Leffinghem.

The mission was to delay the Spanish
advance. But the Dutch were too late: when
Ernest of Nassau reached the bridge, the
Spanish were already across in force. The
Dutch were attacked, their centre pierced, and
Ernest’s two regiments of foot broke and ran.

The Archduke Albert’s army had thus
placed itself in Maurice’s rear, cutting him

off from his base at Ostend.
His position was desperate.
The Spanish army was so
close that any attempt to
re-embark his men and
evacuate by sea would very
likely have ended in disaster.
He would at the very least
have lost his rearward; he
might have lost most of the
army, and Holland would
then have lain defenceless.

The alternative, however,
was to fight in the cramped
and dangerous confines of
his present position – with
the enemy-held town of
Nieuwpoort and the Yser
mudflats to the west, the
sea to the north, a hostile
hinterland to the south,
and the main Spanish
field-army to the east.
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But he had no choice. As soon as the 
tide was low enough – around 8am that 
morning – he began passing his men 
across the Yser: the vaward first, then 
the main battle, and finally the rearward 
once he was confident that the garrison 
of Nieuwpoort posed no threat.

THE DUTCH ARMY
Both armies deployed at right-angles to the sea, 
and both were ranged in depth, the respective 
vawards, main battles, and rearwards stacked 
one behind the other. 

Maurice’s vaward comprised two regiments 
of English veterans (1 600 men in total) one
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The Spanish found 
themselves trying 
to climb a slope 
of sliding sand in 
the face of galling 
close-range fire.

ABOVE A 16th-century musketeer. Many armies 
around 1600 had both arquebusiers and musketeers. 
The former allowed for more rapid fire, the latter 
had greater range, accuracy, and velocity. Note 
the forked rest, made necessary by the weight of 
the weapon, and the desirability of aimed fire.

RIGHT 16th-century German Landsknechts. These 
were among the most celebrated mercenaries in 
Europe in the Renaissance period. A small number 
fought in Maurice of Nassau’s army at Nieuwpoort.



large regiment of Frisians (2,500 men), two
companies of Dutch guards (250 men), nine
cornets of horse (900 men), and six field-
guns (served by sailors).

The vaward was by far the strongest part of
the army: it was larger than either the main
battle or the rearward, contained almost half
the cavalry, seemingly all the guns, and was
formed of the most experienced troops. Its
commander, moreover, was the accomplished
English captain Sir Francis Vere. This was
just as well, for the main burden of the coming
battle would fall on the vaward.

The main battle consisted of a strong
French Huguenot regiment, a smaller
Walloon regiment formed of deserters
from the Spanish colours, a very small Swiss
regiment, and six cornets of horse, two of
them English. The rearward contained two
Dutch regiments, one of them incomplete,
a German regiment, and two cornets of
horse, one Dutch, one English.

Maurice’s army was, if anything, more
polyglot than that of the Archduke. Like the
Archduke’s, it was in part a dynastic army
formed of men in service to their noble
commanders (like the German regiment of
Ernest of Nassau), and in part a mercenary
army formed of men who served only for
pay (like the small Swiss contingent). But
also, again like the Archduke’s, it was in
part an army of religious enthusiasts.
Virtually every man was a Protestant,
many of them passionately so.

THE BATTLEFIELD
The Battle of Nieuwpoort is sometimes
called ‘the Battle of the Dunes’, for the armies –
deployed at 90º to the sea – fought mainly in
a belt of sand dunes.

The configuration of the battlefield was
curious. The ten miles or so between Ostend
and Nieuwpoort comprised three parallel
belts: a broad beach, which would shrink
to between 50 and 100 yards of firm sand
at high tide; an extent of sand dunes of

between 350 and 700 yards in width; and
a broad greenway between the dunes and
the cultivated land further inland.

The tide was coming in at the start of
the battle, and the armies were compelled
to redeploy, mainly to the belt of dunes,
which consisted of soft, dry sand, making
for very heavy going, though there were
occasional patches of scrub and rough
grass. This redeployment occurred only
after battle had been joined, during the
cavalry skirmishing and artillery exchanges
before the main collision of foot.

THE SHAPE OF THE BATTLE
Maurice had wondered if the Spanish would
not attack along the firm ground of the
greenway. They did not: the Archduke’s army
advanced along the wet sand of the beach.
But the determined-looking Dutch array,
the veteran English in the first line, and the
excellent Protestant cavalry, almost 2,000-strong,
caused the Spanish to pause.
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The more cautious officers, chastened by 
their defeat at Tournhout in 1597, which had 
taught them respect for the Dutch even 
in open battle, counselled against an attack. 
The mutineers would have none of it: ¡Cuanto 
mas Moros, tanto mas ganancias!, they argued, 
employing an old Spanish slogan – ‘The more 
the Moors, the more the booty!’ By midday, 
the argument was settled, and the Spanish 
army was again moving forwards.

The light cavalry clashed in front of the 
opposing armies, but when the Dutch fell 
back, the mutineer cavalry pursued too hotly 
and came under artillery-fire, which caused 
them to fall back in their turn. Meantime, 
the Spanish right, resting on the sea, found 
itself under cannon-fire from Dutch ships. 
The Archduke deployed two guns to this 
flank, but the remedy was inadequate, for 
more Dutch ships were joining the duel. 
Nor was this the only problem.
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The Battle

The ferocity of 
the killing had 
no relation to the 
paltriness of the 
prize – what Vere 
described as this 
‘bloody morsel’.

ABOVE A Dutch standard-bearer of c.1600.
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BELOW This superb contemporary drawing of the Battle of Nieuwpoort on 2 July 1600 is remarkable for its detail. The labels identify commanders, units, and 
equipment, and the artist has depicted clearly the difference between the Spanish tercios (note the huge blocs of pikemen with separate blocs of arquebusiers  
and musketeers at each corner) and the Dutch lines (where pikemen and musketeers are combined in smaller, uniform battalions). The armies are shown  
deployed on the beach, as they were at the start of the battle. They subsequently redeployed in the dunes in the foreground as the tide came in.
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The tide was now coming in, which
compelled both armies to withdraw on
their northern flanks, and redeploy men
to the dunes. As the beach shrank, more
and more men had to be shifted south,
a protracted process in any event, but
especially so when men and guns had

to be moved over heaps of dry sand. The
whole operation took two hours.

VERE’S POSITION
Sir Francis Vere left only four guns, supported
by seven companies of infantry, on the upper
beach that now formed his left. The bulk of his
foot he posted in a dip in the dunes which ran
at right-angles to the sea.

Forward of these, however, were two
flat-topped sand-hill ‘strong-points’, one
on the left where he posted 250 picked men,
English and Dutch, and one on the right
where he placed two guns and 500 Frisians.

The cavalry, under Count Louis of Nassau,
Maurice’s Lieutenant-General of Horse, formed
up on the greenway on the right of the line.
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The Spanish deployment mimicked that 
of the Dutch: guns on the beach, foot in the 
dunes, horse on the greenway. And again, 
the Spanish were unnerved. The contingent 
of Dutch horse on the greenway was stronger, 
and these men were the victors of Tournhout. 
The Spanish horse, moreover, would face fire 
from the two guns and the Frisian muske-
teers on the right sand-hill. The Anglo-Dutch 
foot in the dunes were combat veterans, well-
posted, under a skilled commander.

Caution caused another pause. After  
all, some Spanish officers argued, Maurice’s 
position was invidious. He was caught  
in a trap, and would be compelled to try  
to break out if the Spanish simply stood  
their ground.

But the more gung-ho Spanish officers 
again persuaded their colleagues to take  
the initiative, and at about 2.30pm the  
battle proper began.

THE STRUGGLE FOR  
THE SAND-HILLS
The two sand-hills became the twin hinges  
of the entire battle. The space was constricted, 
and the Spanish attacks were launched by a 
succession of units. First, some 500 mutineer 
musketeers engaged the 250 English and Dutch 
veterans on the left hill, but they were beaten 
back. Then came a mixed force of musketeers 
and pikemen, but these too failed to make any 
impression. The defenders were ensconced on 
the flat top of the hill, while the Spanish found 
themselves trying to climb a slope of sliding 
sand in the face of galling close-range fire.

The Archduke then broadened the attack, 
sending in his main battle of four tercios – 
three Spanish and one Italian – to attack 
the whole of Vere’s line of foot among the 
dunes, while ordering a general cavalry 
attack along the greenway at the same time.

Struck by the fire of the two guns  
and the Frisian musketeers on the right  
sand-hill, and charged by Louis of Nassau’s 
Dutch horse, the Spanish cavalry broke  
and fled. But in the way of cavalry action, 
there was much disorder among the victors  
too, and it was some time before the Dutch 
cavalry could be rallied and reformed. 
Meantime, the struggle of foot in the  
dunes had become chaotic.

Fighting continued to rage around the 
dwindling band of English and Dutch on the 
left hill, the ferocity of the killing having no 
relation to the paltriness of the prize, which 
Vere would later describe as this ‘bloody 
morsel’. But with the attack broadened and 
around 6,000 Spanish foot now engaged, 
Maurice had to feed in regiments of his 
second-line main battle.

These, however, went to the aid of the 
right, not the left, despite Vere’s increasingly 
frantic pleas for reinforcement of his hard-
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ABOVE The co-ordination of movement, firepower, 
and shock-action was a problem for cavalry as well 
as for infantry in the age of Maurice of Nassau. The 
superb Dutch cavalry played a decisive role in 
both of his great battlefield triumphs, Tournhout 
and Nieuwpoort, a role that combined mobility, 
close-range discharge of pistols, and charging 
to contact with the sword. These drawings from 
a contemporary manual depict the movements 
involved in offensive action by cavalry using pistols.



pressed English and Dutch ‘forlorn hope’
holding the left sand-hill. Maurice seems to
have been measuring out force minimally,
intent perhaps on holding back an adequate
reserve for a decisive counter-stroke once
the tercios had been sufficiently degraded
by their offensive efforts.

VERE’S WITHDRAWAL
Louis of Nassau was granted permission
to chance another charge, but this was less
successful than the first. He drove in the
Spanish horse of the main battle, but was then
checked by fire from the Spanish foot of the
rearward, and forced to withdraw in disorder.
The blow had been struck too soon.

This rearward was now committed to
the main struggle in the dunes. Two tercios
of Walloons and one of English and Irish
Catholics now advanced to reinforce the
exhausted remnants of the mutineers and
the stalled regiments of the main battle.
This was the climax.

Sir Francis Vere was in among his men,
the gallant little band cheered by his pres-
ence, still holding on against tremendous
odds. He was hit by musket ball in the thigh,
and then another in the leg, but he con-
cealed his wounds and fought on.

But finally the men defending the left
sand-hill were forced from the top. As they
retired, Vere’s horse was shot from under
him, and three officers had to help free him
from beneath the fallen animal. Still, despite
three injuries, Vere continued to direct
the retreat, holding a semblance of a line
together and maintaining a fighting front:
this was the measure of his own skill and
his soldiers’ experience.

They had done enough. The Spanish
were decimated and exhausted. Those who
followed Vere’s retreating men were too
few and in too much disorder to exploit
their advantage. The English and Dutch

veterans rallied alongside the guns and a
few hundred of their comrades-in-arms, and
stood firm again. The Spanish lacked the
cohesion, strength, and energy to concert
an effective attack. The struggle of foot in
the dunes had reached its limit.

THE COUNTER-STROKE
Now Maurice unleashed his reserves.
His cavalry was strong and much
of it had been held b
Now the cornets thu
down the beach on
the right, broke the
Spanish foot around
the guns, and drove
them to seek refuge
in the dunes. On
the opposite flank,
Count Louis was
ordered to charge
again, despite the
exhaustion of his
units, for Maurice
sensed that the
breaking-point had
come, and now was
the moment to set
everything in motion
so as to tip the Spani
into panic and rout.

The infantry, too
ordered forwards, m y
the rearward, as yet little engaged,
though no doubt as they went forwards
they carried many of the tired fighters
of the vaward and main battle with them.
The Spanish foot, a ragged, disordered,
flagging line of pike and shot amid the
dunes, having fought hard for three long
hours, suddenly collapsed before this
onslaught of fresh regiments.

The rout became general and continued
to the Leffinghem bridge, the Dutch cavalry
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hacking and stabbing all the way, allowing 
no chance to rally. Perhaps half escaped; 
of the rest, the lucky ones were taken 
prisoner, but this was a war of religion, 
and the wanton killing of the fugitives 
continued into the evening.

Most of the cavalry got away, and many 
of the Walloon foot of the rearward, but 
the two mutineer tercios of the vaward and 

the three Spanish and one Italian 
 battle seem to have 
 but annihilated. 
than a hundred 

nish standards were 
ptured – the great 
ajority of those 
arried onto the 
field – including 
the great blue 
Virgin Mary banner 
of the mutineers. 

The Dutch loss 
was heavy: 1,000 
at Leffinghem in 
he early morning, 
other 1,000 during 

e main battle, of 
m no fewer than 
ere from the two 
regiments of Sir 
e’s vaward, while 

ost none among 
g f the rearward.

   Nieuwpoort had been what is sometimes 
called a ‘cauldron’ battle. Vere’s two forward 
positions, in particular that on the left, had 
drawn upon themselves the whole terrible 
fury of the enemy attack. And the role of 
the men holding those positions had been 
to absorb the fire and shock of that attack, 
until the enemy had become so fully engaged 
and so utterly spent that their army might 
shatter like a pane of glass at the counter-
stroke of the final reserve..
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The Spanish foot, a
ragged, disordered, 
flagging line of 
pike and shot 
amid the dunes, 
suddenly collapsed.

Im
ag

e:
 W

IP
L

BELOW The wheel-lock mechanism 
of a contemporary pistol. This 
allowed a cavalryman to operate 
his weapon single-handed, while 
also managing his horse: a critical 
advance in cavalry firearms.

INSET BELOW Adriaen Thomasz Key’s portrait of 
Louis of Nassau, whose Dutch horse charge broke 
and scattered the Spanish cavalry formations.



FIREPOWER
Of few previous battles could this be said, and 
certainly not of battles closer to the beginning 
of the 16th century than its end. The weapons 
technology had made prodigious advances: 
muskets were supplementing or replacing 
arquebuses; cannon were becoming more  
reliable, more powerful, and more numerous; 
and wheel-lock pistols gave cavalrymen a 
weapon they could fire with one hand while 
managing a horse.

Because of this, the proportion of men 
equipped with firearms as opposed to those 
with pike or lance was rising. The late 15th-
century battle-space had been dominated by 
archers and armoured men-at-arms; that of the 
late 16th century was filled with flying shot and 
great clouds of black smoke.

This is the context for Maurice of Nassau’s 
genius. He grasped the full tactical implica-
tions of the rise of firepower – specifically, 
of firepower that was limited in range, 
accuracy, and rate of fire, and whose 
successful deployment therefore 
depended on linear formations  
and relentless drill.

Men had to enter the 
killing-zone, close to 
within 100 yards or 
less of the enemy, 
and then deliver 
massed fire over 
long periods. They 
needed drill and 
discipline to load, aim, 
and fire their individual 
weapons (a process involv-
ing 48 separate actions 
according to one 
contemporary manual), 
and more of the same 

to train them to advance, discharge, and
withdraw repeatedly without their formation 
collapsing into chaos.

It was the steady, galling, attritional fire  
of the English and Dutch infantry that slowly 
degraded the tercios, one after the other, as 
they stumbled through the sand at the Battle 
of the Dunes, and finally left them so spent 
and demoralised that they broke and ran at 
the final onset. Nieuwpoort represents a new 
age in the history of war – an age of battle-
fields dominated by fire. .

N
ieuwpoort has been described as a
victory of cavalry. This is not really so. 
The role of the cavalry was more spec-
tacular, especially at the end of the 

battle, but most of the attrition that frayed the 
tercios to the point where they could be broken 
and ridden down was done by the English and 
Dutch foot in the centre of the Protestant line.

The guns, too, played a significant role, 
especially the two field-pieces deployed on the 
southern sand-hill, a forward position on the 
centre-right of the Dutch line from which they 
could bombard both the Spanish horse on the 
greenway and the Spanish foot in the dunes.

Many of the cavalry, moreover, were 
‘pistoleers’ – light cavalry equipped with three 
pistols (two in holsters, one in the right boot, 
all carried loaded in the attack). Their primary 
modus operandi was to ‘charge’ at a trot in a line 
of narrow columns, each ranged in open order 
and several ranks deep, such that men could 
approach the enemy, discharge pistols, and 
then retire to reload.

Each rank would perform this manoeuvre, 
known as the ‘caracole’, in turn – advancing, 
firing, peeling away, reloading – thereby  
maintaining a constant close-range fire on  
the enemy. The fire might be sufficient to 
break the enemy, or it might be the prelude to 
a charge to contact with drawn swords against 
an enemy already shaken. Only heavy cavalry, 
usually armed with lances, typically charged to 
contact at the first onset.

Musket-fire probably did greater damage 
than push of pike in the struggle of foot at 
Nieuwpoort, and perhaps as many of the horse 
were brought down by the fire of musket, can-
non, and pistol as by lance or sword. (The rout 
is a different matter: the pursuing Dutch horse 
presumably declined to waste time reloading 
pistols, but instead laid about them with cold 
steel.) Nieuwpoort looks to have been as much 
a victory of infantry and firepower as of cavalry.

BELOW The 17th-century musketeer, the new  
dominant force in European warfare.Battlefield Dominance

Legacy

Nieuwpoort 
represents a new 
age in the history 
of war – an age 
of battlefields 
dominated by fire.
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Hitler’s 
fl ying bomb
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HITLER’S FLYING BOMB

A
t 4.06am on 13 June 1944, 
two members of the Royal 
Observer Corps (ROC) – 
one a greengrocer, the other 
a builder – were on watch atop 

an old Martello tower at Dymchurch, when 
they spotted an object flying towards the 
Kent coastline. Because they had received 
prior secret briefings on the potential for 
attacks by flying bombs, they immediately 
guessed what it was.

As it passed over, heading inland in the 
rough direction of London, they went into 
action. The message they transmitted on 
the telephone was straightforward. It read: 

‘Mike-Two [their call-sign], Diver, Diver, Diver, 
one four, north-west at one.’ This signified 
that the V-1 was heading in a north-westerly 
direction at around 1,000 feet.

Twelve minutes later, the flying bomb 
crashed into the ground near Gravesend. 
It would be one of three to land in this part 
of south-east England over the course of a 
campaign that was to last nearly a year.

Adolf Hitler had just unleashed one of the 
secret weapons that he believed might yet 
persuade the Allies to sue for peace. With the 
situation in Normandy in the days following 
D-Day still unclear, he could not have realised 
this was to be one of his final throws of the 

Just over 70 years ago, 
the sound of the first V-1 
flying bomb was heard 
over London. Dave Sloggett 
reviews the history of the Nazi 
rocket attacks on Britain, and 
questions their effectiveness.
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The ‘light’ had 
not come from 
a cockpit: it 
was the plume 
of a pulsating 
rocket-engine.

ABOVE Spitfires engage a V1 passing over the
south coast in the summer of 1944. Just how
effective were Hitler’s ‘super-weapons’?
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dice in a war that, despite their advanced 
technologies, the Germans were set to lose.

No-one was killed or injured by the first 
V-1, nor by the other nine sent over on that 
first night. It was an inauspicious start to a 
campaign that would see 10,500 V-1 flying 
bombs launched against the British Isles – 
the majority from the ground, but some from 
over 200 modified Heinkel He-111 bombers 
that carried the V-1 in a pod under their wings.

About one minute before the ROC had 
observed the first inbound V-1, two auxiliary 
coastguards had seen the arrival of two others 
from their observation post at the edge of 
Folkestone Harbour. They, however, had not 

been briefed on the potential threat and 
quickly decided it was two unknown aircraft 
with what they referred to as ‘lighted cockpits’. 
In fact, the ‘lights’ they had seen had not 
come from cockpits: they were the plumes 
of the pulsating rocket-engines that provided 
the propulsion for the missiles.

SECRET WEAPONS AND 
THE INTELLIGENCE WAR
Information about the new threat had come 
from several sources. One of the most impor-
tant was a document called the Oslo Report. 
This arrived in London in the latter part of 
1939, as a result of the visit to Norway of a 

German mathematician and physicist called 
Hans Ferdinand Mayer.

He had taken two days during his visit at 
the start of November to write an appreciation 
of advanced German technologies that he 
felt might be useful for the Allies as the war 
unfolded. He posted the document anony-
mously to the British Embassy in Oslo.

The report contained seven pages of analy-
sis covering a range of topics. It was passed 
to Dr R V Jones, who was leading the effort 
to analyse what was referred to as ‘scientific 
intelligence’. As he read and re-read the docu-
ment, Jones became convinced that it was not 
part of an elaborate deception scheme.

One section that caught his eye contained 
the author’s comments on the develop-
ment of radar in Nazi Germany. Jones’ own 
insights into the issues involved in develop-
ing radar provided a point of calibration that 
suggested that, at the very least, the author 
had accurate and detailed insights into this 
advanced technology. 

One of the factors complicating interpre-
tation was that the report was written in what 
can be described as ‘technical German’. This 
was compounded by the fact that some of the 
items described were fundamentally new, so 
unlike the radar developments, which could 
be compared directly with what was happen-
ing in Britain, they lay beyond any possibility 
of immediate validation. 

But one phrase stuck in Jones’ mind. 
It was to have profound implications for 
the subsequent effort to target Hitler’s 
development of secret weapons. The opening 
sentence of this section of the report read 
Die Erprobungsstelle ist in Peenemünde (‘the test 
site is in Peenemünde’).
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MILITARY DETECTIVE-WORK
What followed was a classic piece of detective 
work. Various agencies were tasked with help-
ing to find the pieces that would eventually 
enable the story to be told of the development 
of the V-1, as well as providing insights into 
how it might be countered. 

Information was gathered by the French 
Resistance, who were observing the develop-
ment of strange ramps along the northern 
French coastline (pointing towards Britain). 
Long-range, high-altitude photo-reconnaissance 
flights over Peenemünde were mounted by 
Spitfires especially adapted for the task.  
A worrying picture began to emerge.

Perhaps the most significant piece of 
intelligence was obtained when Constance 
Babington-Smith, a photographic interpreter 
based at Medmenham, observed what  
she noted at the time to be ‘an absurd 
little object that was not on the airfield but 
sitting in the corner of a small enclosure 
some way behind the hangars’. She named it 
‘Peenemünde 20’. Unbeknown to her, it was 
the first time British intelligence had seen a V-1.

Once these pieces of the puzzle had been 
assembled, ULTRA intercepts could be used 
to add another. These showed that, after some 
initial difficulties with the aiming accuracy of 
the V-1, the missile was improving. 

What emerged was the picture of a  
flying bomb designed to carry an 850kg 

warhead across the English Channel into  
the London region. The assessments  
suggested that the V-1 could move at  
a speed of around 400 miles per hour.  
The height at which it would fly was not  
available from intelligence sources, so an 
initial band from 500 feet to 10,000 feet  
was published. 

ANTI-MISSILE DEFENCES
The information available was far too  
loose for easy planning of counter-measures.  
In an attempt to narrow the altitude band, 
an assessment was published that suggested 
the V-1 would nominally fly at 6,000 feet. In 
fact, the vast majority of V-1 attacks saw the 
missile flying at between 1,000 and 2,000 
feet, with only a small minority flying at 
much greater altitudes.

The first layer of defence involved  
RAF standing patrols mounted over the 
English Channel, with the aim of inter-
cepting the V-1s just after they had been 
launched. With no radar warning, this had  
to be done by eye. Night-time launches of  
V-1s from northern France complicated  
the detection process.

A second element in this first layer was  
Anti-Aircraft Artillery (AAA). Guns were 
moved to the south coast as the V-1 campaign 
got under way. Using radar, they were able to 
acquire, track, and engage V-1s before they 
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crossed the coastline. In total, 1,971 V-1s  
were shot down by the AA guns.

Nearly 1,000 of the ‘kills’ were over the 
Channel, through a combination of fighter 
intercepts and AA gunfire. This involved  
danger for the pilots: they risked being shot 
down by friendly fire if they pursued a V-1  
into the AA zone. 

A second layer of defence was provided  
by night-fighters like the Typhoon. Despite  
the light from the engine plume, the V-1  
was a difficult target at night. The fighter  
had to get in close behind and fire its guns 
into the flying bomb.

The results were somewhat unpredictable. 
Seventy-two fighter pilots and their crews lost 
their lives in these engagements. Several were 
accidentally shot down by British or American 
AA fire from guns that used advanced frag-
menting warheads, set to explode close to the 
missile and shower it with high-velocity metal.

Towards the end of the war, the second  
layer of fighter defence was strengthened by 
the RAF’s first operational jet: the Gloster 
Meteor. Its speed gave it a huge advantage 
over the V-1. The first squadron to fly the 
Meteor was 616, based at Manston in Kent. 
They claimed their first kill on 4 August 1944, 
when Flying Officer Dixie Dean used his 
wing to tip over a V-1 and make it crash; his 
guns had jammed. The technique had been 
pioneered by Spitfire and Typhoon pilots. 

January 2015MILITARYHISTORYMONTHLY

ABOVE A contemporary cutaway diagram showing the design of a V-1 rocket.



During 260 sorties mounted against the
V-1, the Gloster Meteors achieved 12.5 kills
(the reference to half a kill reflecting the fact
that one was shared with a Hawker Tempest).
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service on 18 June, it killed 121 and injured
another 141. Such was the devastation that
it was two days before the final body was
removed from the site.

This was the day the Nazis launched their
500th V-1. After a faltering start, the campaign
was moving into a higher gear.

For those charged with the defence of 
London, this was a very troubling time. A 
number of questions needed to be answered: 
Just how many V-1s might the Nazis have 
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A photographic
interpreter noted
‘an absurd little
object that was
not on the airfield
but sitting in
the corner of a
small enclosure
some way behind
the hangars’.

The last line of defence over London
consisted of balloons. They were credited
with bringing down a further 278 V-1s.

LONDON UNDER ATTACK
Despite these herculean efforts, a total of
2,563 V-1s did reach London. Their impacts
killed 5,582 people, and injured a further 
15,538. Among the dead were 207 service 
personnel. When a V-1 landed on the Guards 
Chapel in Birdcage Walk during the Sunday 

TOP RIGHT A Bofors 40mm gun. These weapons 
were commonly used by Allied anti-aircraft units  
to neutralise incoming V-1s.  
ABOVE Rare photos of V-1s in the air over Britain,  
one in flight [RIGHT], the other descending onto  
its target [LEFT].
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HITLER’S FLYING BOMB

stockpiled? What might their production-rate 
be for these bombs? How long might they be 
able to sustain the attacks? Could this become 
as bad as the Blitz?

Concerns were even voiced in Washington 
that the V-1 could be modified to carry some 
kind of biological weapon. As the rate of 
attacks climbed still further in August, these 
questions required some urgent answers.

History shows that the concern was mis-
placed. As the Allied forces moved along the 
French coast, many of the V-1 launch-sites 
were overrun. This required the V-1s to be 
moved into the Netherlands and modified  
to hold additional fuel.

Moreover, the rate of production originally 
envisaged for the V-1 never attained the 
targets set by Hitler. Nor, it seems, did the 
Nazi high command fully appreciate the 
significance of the new weapon technology.  
The diversion of manufacturing capacity to 
the production of super-weapons with which  
to mount a strategic bombing campaign 
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One novel but 
hazardous approach 
to bringing down 
a V-1 was to fly 
alongside it and 
try to tip its wing.

ABOVE The wreckage of the Guards Chapel, Birdcage Walk, Westminster, where 121 were killed  
and 141 wounded on 18 June 1944 in a single V-1 impact.

Given the geo-strategic situation at the time, it is 
pertinent to ask whether V-1s could have been used 
as tactical battlefield weapons – against, for example, 
the D-Day beachhead in Normandy.

The V-1’s obvious limitation of only being able 
to fly a specific distance from a launch location on 
a set heading would have created major targeting 
problems in a dynamic battlefield situation. There 
would always have been the risk of a missile falling 
on German formations.

Having been designed to fly in a straight line 
from a designated take-off location towards a large 
fixed target – most often London – the V-1 was 
simply not amenable to tight manoeuvres. Thus 
attacking the D-Day beaches from the fixed sites 
around Calais would have been impossible. 

There was, however, an air-launched variant  
of the V-1, which was to become the mainstay of 

the campaign once the fixed 
sites in northern France had 
been overrun by the Allies. 
This type of V-1 can be seen 
as the origin of the Cold War’s 
aircraft-mounted ‘cruise 
missiles’, and its launchpad  
was the Heinkel He-111. 

Even though the He-111  
gave the V-1 a highly mobile 
platform, using it against the 
beaches at Normandy would 
still have been very difficult. 
For one thing, the aircraft itself 
was vulnerable. When they 
were used to launch V-1s off the east coast  
of England, He-111s flew in to their launch-points  
at very low altitude. Given the extent of fighter 
cover during D-Day and the subsequent build-up, 
the airspace over the English Channel would have 
been too highly congested for He-111s to penetrate 
safely with their missiles.

Even if an He-111 managed to avoid the Allied fight-
ers for long enough to launch a V-1, the rocket would 
probably ended up in the sea. Any missile that did hit 
the beaches would have had minimal impact on the 
overall Allied build-up, given its 850kg warhead. 

The simple fact is that the V-1 was designed and built 
as a strategic weapon whose sole focus was London. 
Using it to target anything else was nigh on impossible. 

USE OF THE V-1 AS  
A BATTLEFIELD WEAPON



was, in any case, almost certainly a mistake.
It meant reduced production of conventional
battlefield weapons, and highlighted the
increasingly desperate situation facing the
Reich as 1944 drew to a close.

Had the German high command fully
appreciated the value of these weapons and
focused investment on them earlier, they
might have had a material impact on the
course of the war. But whatever the potential,
it could not be realised so late in the day.

A NEW BLITZ?
London had only just started to recover from
the 267-day bombardment unleashed by the
Luftwaffe in 1940-1941. During that time,
the capital had been attacked on 71 occasions, 
with one intensive period lasting for 57 con-
tinuous nights. This series of attacks damaged
over a million homes and saw more than
40,000 civilians killed. The injured have never
been properly counted, with estimates varying
between 50,000 and 140,000.

During the Blitz, 18,800 tons of high explo-
sive were dropped on London, an average of
125 tons per raid. By comparison, a total of
2,334 V-1s landed in the environs of London
between June and September 1944. This
represents an average arrival rate of about
20 rockets a day, and only about 20% of the
high-explosive dropped in 1940-1941.

The V-1 attacks did not, therefore, amount
to a second Blitz. The defences were accounting 
for a significant number of the rockets well
before they reached London, making it impos-
sible for the Germans to achieve the previous
intensity of bombardment. Despite all the pos-
turing by the Nazi regime, the V-1 campaign 
had little material impact on the war.

Nor did it have much effect on the British
public. It never felt like a second Blitz: the
V-1 campaign was seen for what it was –
an attempt to terrorise and intimidate the
population. There were never enough missiles 
to cause despair about the war, and give rise
to pressure on political leaders to make a
compromise peace.

AN UNDER-USED WEAPON?
That said, had the Nazis operated the
Normandy launch-sites at full capacity in the
early part of the campaign, they could have
launched an average of 15 V-1s per day from
each site. In fact, their peak rate occurred
in the first week of July, when just over 800
missiles were launched. On the 2 July, a total

www.military-history.org 49MILITARYHISTORYMONTHLY

TOP RIGHT Some V-1s crashed and missed  
their targets. Others were shot down before  
they reached them. Here military personnel  
inspect a downed rocket. 
BOTTOM RIGHT A German rocket-launcher on  
the Channel coast, wrecked by the Germans  
before they withdrew.
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of 161 V-1s crossed the English coast. This was
far below what might have been achieved.

The highest recorded launch-rate occurred
on 3 August, when 316 V-1s were sent over
from 38 launch-sites in a 24-hour window, an
average of eight per site for the day. Twenty-
five of these crashed immediately after take-
off. But even had that single day’s launch-rate
been sustained, it was unlikely that the V-1
would have had a serious military effect. It
was little more than a terror weapon.

Kent, of course, was the county most
affected. A total of 1,444 V-1s landed or were
shot down there, with the village of Tenterden
receiving the highest total of impacts (238);
Ashford (184), New Romney (149), and
Sevenoaks (137) were also badly affected.

In total, 152 people died in Kent as a result
of the attacks, with a further 1,716 injured.
The extent to which Kent was in the firing-line
was illustrated by a now-famous map published
by the Kent Messenger newspaper on Friday
15 September, after the initial wave of attacks.
The headline with the map proclaimed
‘2,400 Fly Bombs Fell in Kent: 200 more than
London’. Such was the demand for the news-
paper that copies quickly ran out. Even today,

the map can still be found adorning the
walls of public houses in the county.

THE FUTURE OF WAR
While the initial wave of attacks on London and
the South-East did create a feeling of unease
in the population, the rate of attacks quickly
diminished after the end of September 1944.
As the Allies moved into the Netherlands, the
He-111 attacks became the main way in which
the V-1 bombardment was sustained. This
enabled the reach of the V-1 to be extended,
with reports of them landing as far away as
Yorkshire and parts of Manchester.

As the V-1 attacks faded, however, a more
deadly weapon arrived at even faster speeds:
the V-2. The problem with this new weapon
was that, once the missile had been launched,
it travelled at a speed that precluded any
effective counter-measure.

The V-2 was the world’s first operational
ballistic missile. It, too, was a terror weapon
that had a limited impact on the overall
course of the war. Arguably, its greatest impact
was when it was used to bombard Antwerp,
which became a vital logistical hub in the
final stages of the war.

HITLER’S FLYING BOMB
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Hitler’s rocket attacks in the last year 
of the war had only a marginal impact 
on its outcome. The net result was probably 
negative from the German point-of-view, 
since the development and deployment 
of rockets, especially when used against 
civilian targets, represented a diversion 
of overstretched manufacturing capacity 
from the production of battlefield weapons. 

The British people had endured the 
Blitz, were committed to the war, and 
were optimistic that their armies would 
soon secure victory over the Nazi Empire. 
The V-1 and V-2 
rocket attacks 
appear to have 
done little 
or nothing to 
dent that resolve..

Dave Sloggett is the 
author of  Drone 

Warfare: the 
development of 
unarmed aerial 

conflict, £19.99, 
Pen & Sword Books.
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ABOVE A map indicating where each flying bomb crashed in the Kent section of the South East Region. It is easy to see why the county was nicknamed ‘Bomb Alley’.
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DRESS REHEARSAL FOR JUTLAND
What did the British and German fleets learn  

about modern naval warfare when they clashed at  
the Battle of Dogger Bank on 24 January 1915?  

Stephen Roberts investigates.

Dogger 
Bank

ABOVE HMS Lion, Beatty’s flagship, 
in action at the Battle of Dogger 
Bank on 24 January 1915.



Im
ag
es
:W

IP
L

RIGHT David Beatty (1871-1936), the British
commander at Dogger Bank, and later the
commander of the 1st Battlecruiser Squadron at
Jutland. Beatty was aggressive and self-confident,
but he lacked the Nelsonian brilliance to which he
seems to have aspired.
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J
utland, fought over 31 May/1 June  
1916, was the standout naval battle  
of the First World War. It pitted the 
two greatest fleets of ‘dreadnoughts’ 
ever assembled against each other, 

and involved a total of about 250 battleships, 
cruisers, destroyers, and torpedo-boats in all.

The gun-power in play made Jutland the 
apogee of the capital ship – a brief ascendancy 
of the armoured warship, before aeroplane 
and submarine rendered it all but obsolete.

But Jutland was not the only naval battle  
of the war. It was preceded by a smaller, lesser 
known encounter the year before: the Battle  
of Dogger Bank. To what extent did this  
earlier encounter affect the later, greater  
clash at Jutland?

THE SEASCAPE
Dogger Bank is a sandbank in the central  
North Sea about 100km (60 miles) off 
England’s north-east coast. It was the scene  
of several battles and naval incidents, ranging 
from an English–Dutch skirmish in 1781  
during the American Revolution (in which  
one Captain Bligh participated) to an  
infamous case of mistaken identity in 1904  
during the Russo-Japanese conflict, when 
Russia’s Baltic Fleet erroneously fired on  
Hull’s fishing boats at night.

On 24 January 1915, Dogger Bank was  
the scene of a battle between British and 
German squadrons, the biggest ever fought  
over ‘the Bank’. It would cost the lives of 15 
British and 954 German mariners.

If you have heard of ‘Dogger’, it is prob-
ably because of the shipping forecasts. It is 

an empty patch of shallow sea, with fertile  
fishing grounds (for cod), and was the  
epicentre for Britain’s worst earthquake,  
in 1931, measuring 5.5 on the Richter Scale  
and allegedly tossing the slumbering folk of  
north-east England from their beds.

The prelude to battle was simple. In 
December 1914, the German fleet raided  
the north-east coast, shelling Scarborough, 
Hartlepool, and Whitby. Eighteen civilians  
lost their lives.

Buoyed by this success, the Germans 
sought to repeat the effort. The Royal  
Navy, on the other hand, was under  
public pressure to protect the British  
coast. Accordingly, when the Germans  
ventured out the following month, the 
British were waiting.

THE FLEETS
As the 19th century closed, the Royal Navy 
had ‘ruled the waves’ for almost 100 years. 
As 1915 dawned, however, the Grand Fleet 
was not in the best state of preparedness. 
The dreadnoughts Conqueror and Monarch 
were both absent, being repaired after a 
night-time bow/stern collision as the fleet 
returned to its base at Scapa Flow in Orkney 
towards the end of December. Queen Mary 
was in dock at Portsmouth, and Invincible 

and Inflexible – all three of them battle- 
cruisers – had moved to the Mediterranean.

On the other hand, there were five  
new ships of the Queen Elizabeth class 
scheduled to join the fleet sometime in  
the year, and these were bristling with  
massive 15-inch guns.

The German High Seas Fleet, meanwhile, 
had strengthened, with four new König class 
battleships (each with ten 12-inch guns) and 
Derfflinger, a new battlecruiser, sporting eight 
of the same. One other capital ship, Lützow, 
was nearing completion. Never again would 
the Germans stack up so well in comparison 
with the Royal Navy.

THE BRITISH COMMANDERS
The commander of Britain’s Grand Fleet  
was Admiral Sir John Jellicoe. Instinctively  
cautious and meticulous, he had taken  
command at the onset of war and advocated 
taking on the Germans at long range, believ-
ing the Royal Navy had a gunnery advantage.  

Beatty became a 
rear-admiral aged 
38, the youngest 
since Nelson.

ABOVE The German High Seas Fleet in harbour at Kiel. To put to sea against the more powerful  
Royal Navy was to risk destruction. But to keep such expensive military assets shut up in harbour  
seemed a waste and a dereliction of duty. Coastal ‘tip and run’ raids – and the resulting Battle of  
Dogger Bank – represented an awkward compromise.
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Attacks on civilians
led to the Germans
being dubbed
‘baby-killers’.

LEFT Franz Hipper (1863-1932), Beatty’s opponent
at both Dogger Bank and Jutland, and arguably
Germany’s finest First World War admiral.

BELOW The Battle of Dogger Bank, 24 January 1915: 1. Hipper’s fleet leaves port; 2. Grand Fleet 
leaves Scapa Flow; 3. Beatty’s Cruiser Squadron A leaves Rosyth; 4. Tyrwhitt’s Harwich Force of 
light cruisers and destroyers leaves port; 5. 2nd Light Cruiser Squadron and 4th Flotilla rendezvous 
with Grand Fleet; 6. Beatty’s and Tyrwhitt’s fleets rendezvous at 7.10am; 7. SMS Kolberg 
exchanges fire with Tyrwhitt’s rearguard at 7.20am; 8. Hipper’s fleet turns for home at 7.30am; 
9. HMS Lion suffers crippling damage at 10.40am; 10. SMS Blücher sinks at 12.20pm; 11. Beatty’s 
battlecruisers abandon the chase at 12.45pm; 12. Hipper’s fleet returns to port at 2.20pm.

In 1900, Beatty was in China, leading a 
landing-party as part of the relief of Peking 
at the time of the Boxer Rebellion. He was 
severely wounded, but recovered to become  
a captain at just 29 (43 was the average).

The gallant Beatty married an American 
heiress, adding wealth to derring-do. He 
became a rear-admiral in 1910, aged 38, the 
youngest since Nelson. Beatty, though, was a 
naval loner, possibly due to rapid promotion,  
no doubt putting noses out of joint. The 
epithet ‘maverick’ seems appropriate for  
the man in command of the British forces  
at Dogger Bank.

THE GERMAN COMMANDERS
The German commander-in-chief was Admiral 
Friedrich von Ingenohl, who was under strict 
instructions from the Kaiser not to risk the 
fleet in a general action. He responded to 

consequent criticism by endorsing a ‘tip and 
run’ strategy, leading to the raids on England’s 
north-east coast. 

First contact between the enemy fleets  
off Yorkshire’s coast in December 1914 had 
been a missed opportunity for both sides, 
as the protagonists eluded one another in 
the mist. Von Ingenohl took further criticism 
– unfairly given his instructions – but he 
survived in post until Dogger Bank. 

Admiral Franz Hipper, described as ‘redoubt-
able’, was a daring leader in the Beatty mould. 
Overall, though, the German was effective 
rather than aggressive and ambitious, so there 
was an important difference.

Hipper was commander of ‘I Scouting 
Group’, and therefore in charge of Germany’s 
battlecruisers at Dogger Bank and, later, 
Jutland. Beginning as a torpedo officer, 
Hipper moved to armoured cruisers, where 
– ominously for the British at Dogger Bank –  
his ship won the fleet’s best gunnery award. 

Beatty and Hipper had already crossed 
swords at Heligoland Bight in late August 

He also wanted to mitigate ‘underwater’ 
menaces. In pugilistic terms, Jellicoe’s strategy 
was based on the Royal Navy’s longer reach 
and effective ‘jab’.

The Germans, on the other hand, needed 
a close-in battle, where deficiencies in battle-
cruisers would be compensated for by numbers  
of heavily armed destroyers.

First Lord of the Admiralty Winston 
Churchill, the Navy’s political chief, had 
selected Jellicoe’s number two, and could not 
have come up with anyone more different:  
a high-spirited, dashing, yet ultimately slapdash 
Irishman called David Beatty. 

Beatty commanded ‘Cruiser Force A’, a 
semi-independent part of the Grand Fleet. 
He first came to prominence in 1896, aged 
25, as a lieutenant commanding a gunboat on 
the Nile, as Kitchener sought revenge against 
the Mahdi. Beatty won the DSO, and was sub-
sequently promoted to commander over the 
heads of nearly 400 senior lieutenants.
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1914, an early naval action that saw six 
German vessels sunk, a notable British victory, 
which cemented Beatty’s reputation.

STRATEGY
Germany wanted Britain’s Grand Fleet to sail 
against its heavily defended coast (100 miles of 
it), giving them excellent chances of inflicting 
heavy losses. A close blockade would have given 
the Germans the chance to even up the naval 
odds by recourse to a range of cheap weapons, 
like mines, torpedo-boats, and submarines.

This the British admirals understood, and 
they could not be drawn. The North Sea 
was left open to German ships, and a waiting 
game developed. The Royal Navy blockaded 
access to the Atlantic, and the High Seas Fleet 
languished in harbour, seemingly incapable of 
affecting the course of the war. The hoped-for 
attrition of British dreadnought strength was 
not happening, and Germany’s keen, highly 
trained seamen were eager to fight. The 
pressure to force an engagement grew.

This led to the strategy of coastal raids.  
The Germans hoped that by shelling England’s 
north-east coast, they might induce Jellicoe to 
send out a portion of his fleet and risk battle 
with a divided command.

The British admiral was certainly feeling 
the pinch. Attacks on civilians led to the 
Germans being dubbed ‘baby-killers’, and  
to demands from the British public that their 
Navy respond. Jellicoe remained unmoved, 
however, preferring to keep his forces  
concentrated in case the German High Seas  
Fleet should venture forth in strength.

PRELUDE
As January 1915 ticked away, there was no 
immediate sign of a challenge from the ‘noisy 
neighbour’. Then, on 15 January, Admiralty 
Intelligence reported ‘unusual activity’ at 
Kiel and Wilhelmshaven, and further noted 
that Seydlitz (Hipper’s flagship) and Derfflinger 
appeared to be on the move. These reports 
could not be confirmed by maritime recon-
naissance four days later, so further sweeps 
were ordered for 23 January.

But on this day, Hipper led out a group of 
ships, apparently with the small-scale ambi-
tion of dispersing English fishing boats from 
Dogger Bank, since these were suspected of 
reporting German ship movements.

The British, sensing the time for action  
was approaching, cancelled the planned 
reconnaissance and ordered capital ships 
to sea instead. At Scapa Flow, Rosyth, and 
Harwich, Royal Navy ships weighed anchor, 
while a formidable German mixed force 
including Seydlitz, Derfflinger, Moltke, Blücher, 
Stralsund, Rostock, Kolberg, and Graudenz 
steamed into the North Sea.
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DOGGER BANK – STATISTICS
Strength
BRITAIN 
5 battlecruisers (Lion, Tiger, 
Princess Royal, New Zealand,  
and Indomitable), 7 light cruisers, 
and 35 destroyers

GERMANY 
3 battlecruisers (Seydlitz, Moltke, 
and Derfflinger), 1 armoured 
cruiser (Blücher), 4 light cruisers, 
and 18 destroyers

Losses
BRITAIN 
1 battlecruiser out of action  
(Lion), 1 destroyer out of action, 
15 killed and 32 wounded

GERMANY 
1 armoured cruiser sunk  
(Blücher), 1 battlecruiser  
heavily damaged (Seydlitz),  
954 killed, 80 wounded and  
189 captured

ABOVE British naval guns firing on the Blücher during the Battle of Dogger Bank.

Beatty’s force of Lion (his flagship), Tiger, 
Princess Royal, New Zealand, and Indomitable were 
to rendezvous with the Rosyth and Harwich 
ships at dawn on 24 January, north-east of 
Dogger Bank, the plan being to ‘rough it’ with 
the Germans on their way back from whichever 
part of England’s coast had been targeted.

Dawn witnessed a smooth rendezvous, 
as Lion and Arethusa (under Commodore 
Tyrwhitt, sailing from Harwich) introduced 
themselves. Even the North Sea was untypically 
favourable, with calm seas. The combined force 
was soon at battle-stations, as gun flashes were 
seen to the south-east.

Hipper’s force was the target of an elabo-
rate trap set by the British, who had advance 
warning of the German operation (having 
intercepted and decoded Hipper’s orders). 
Hipper’s task was complicated by the pres-
ence of Blücher in his line, a slow armoured 
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cruiser, brought along as replacement for  
Von der Tann, his fourth battlecruiser, which 
was under repair. Blücher’s top speed was only 
23 knots, slower than the oldest British battle-
cruiser; it was to be a serious impediment.

THE BATTLE: FIRST CONTACT
The first British ship to engage the enemy 
was the light cruiser Aurora (Harwich), coin-
cidentally the name of the Russian vessel that 
would fire the first shots of the Bolshevik 
Revolution almost three years later. Aurora’s 
message was simple and incapable of misinter-
pretation: ‘Am engaging enemy cruisers.’

Aurora had spotted a cruiser about 4½ miles 
off and, thinking it was another British vessel, 
the Arethusa (also Harwich), had issued a chal-
lenge, only to be met by shell-fire out of the 
murk from Kolberg. This was conclusive: the 
enemy had been found.
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Kolberg hit Aurora three times, albeit not
badly. Kolberg was then hit in return, and it
turned away. Aurora, meanwhile, aided by
Undaunted, spotted further German ships
and gamely set off in pursuit.

Commodore Goodenough (Rosyth)
was on the scene aboard Southampton by
about 7:30am, as full daylight approached.
The British were getting up to strength.

Hipper, though, had rumbled the trap
and was trying to turn his heavy ships
south-eastwards, setting a course for home.
The German ships belched black smoke as
they piled on speed in an attempt to make
good their escape.

Goodenough was close enough to spot
them, however, and notified Beatty, who was
already at ‘full steam ahead’. Beatty, also sailing
south-east, taking advantage of prevailing winds,
aimed to get between the Germans and their
bases, thereby forcing an engagement.

THE BATTLE: BEATTY’S CHASE
At 7:50am, Beatty had his first sighting, 14 miles
distant, and the chase was on. By 8:15am, his
ships were powering ahead at 25 knots, then
26, a speed of which Indomitable was supposed
to be incapable, yet on this occasion attained.
(‘Indomitable’ means ‘impossible to subdue
or defeat’: how apt.)

Beatty, aware that his trap had been sprung
too soon and that time was running out,
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ordered 29 knots. This high-risk strategy paid 
off, as Lion closed the gap to ten miles: the 
Germans were doing only 23 knots.

With the British ships gaining, Hipper was 
under no illusions: he was being chased by 
battlecruisers. Beatty’s tactic was to hit from 
starboard rear, since, given the prevailing 
wind, this would blow funnel and gun smoke 
away from his ships, while having the opposite 
effect on the Germans.

At 8:52am, Lion’s guns burst into life, its 
shells landing short, at a distance of 20,000 
yards. Tiger joined the battle by 9:00am,  
followed by Princess Royal.

Conditions were difficult. The combination 
of distance, high-speed steaming, increasing 
smoke, and a dull day, meant that firing was 
ineffective until, after some 17 minutes,  
the first shell hit Blücher. Moltke was soon 
targeted as well, while the Germans picked  
out Beatty’s flagship, leading the line, and 
soon there was water erupting all around it  
as their shells hit the sea.

Lion took a direct hit at 9:28am, but coal 
bunkers absorbed much of the shock, and  
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TIMELINE
1905
British design for first battlecruiser 
approved.

1906
Inflexible, first battlecruiser to 
begin construction, is laid down. 
Design begins on first German 
battlecruiser.

1908
First German battlecruiser, Von  
der Tann, is laid down. Inflexible  
and Indomitable completed.

1909
Invincible completed.

1911
Von der Tann enters service.

1914
28 Aug Battle of the Heligoland 
Bight. First British naval victory  
of the war.
3 Nov German battlecruisers 
bombard Great Yarmouth.
8 Dec Battle of the Falkland 
Islands. Invincible and Inflexible 
destroy two German armoured 
cruisers.
16 Dec German battlecruisers 
bombard Scarborough, but  
escape interception.
24 Jan Battle of Dogger Bank. 
British battlecruisers sink German 
armoured cruiser.

1916
24 Apr German battlecruisers 
bombard Lowestoft.
31 May/1 June Battle of Jutland.
The last British battlecruiser,  
Hood, is laid down.

1919
German fleet scuttled at Scapa 
Flow. Among the vessels lost are 
five battlecruisers.

BELOW The climax of the Battle of Dogger Bank.  
HMS Lion, hit in the boiler rooms, loses speed  
and drops out of line. Immediately afterwards,  
a confusion of signals caused the British ships  
to home in on the stricken Blücher, allowing  
the rest to escape.
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she ploughed on. The battle now turned
into a one-on-one artillery duel between
individual ships on either side. This was
Beatty’s intention, as he wanted every
German ship engaged.

THE BATTLE: BEATTY’S ATTACK
Lion found its range, and Seydlitz suffered,
a 13.5-inch shell hitting the German ship aft,
silencing both after-turrets and killing every
single member of both guns’ crews, as flames
rose house-high. Complete destruction of the
ship was averted by a small number of crew,
who bravely flooded the after-magazines to
prevent a total conflagration.

Beatty’s flagship had not got away
unscathed, however. Lion was hit several
times, and was fortunate to escape the fate
of her opposite number.

After a good start, meanwhile, the Royal
Navy’s gunnery tailed off, with no hits for
over an hour, partly because of the difficul-
ties caused by smoke emanating from the
wounded Seydlitz. Beatty was misled, possibly
by gun-flashes and funnel smoke, into thinking
that shells were still hitting home. It was the
confusion of battle.

At 10:18am, Lion took two further hits,
12-inch shells from Derfflinger on the waterline,
causing it to take on hundreds of tons of
water. Yet, amazingly, this did not appear
to affect its speed. Beatty gave a command,
analogous to the infantryman’s ‘fire at will’,
as distance between the two fleets closed.

Indomitable set about the wounded Blücher.
Lion was still taking hits, however, and another
shell on the waterline hit the boiler rooms,
taking out the starboard engine and reducing
the ship’s speed, at last, to 15 knots. Lion was
effectively out of the battle, and so was Beatty.
It was a miracle that the flagship had lost only
one crew member killed.

THE BATTLE: THE SINKING
OF THE BLÜCHER
Further confusion struck the British with an
erroneous submarine alert, which caused
Beatty to signal a north-east course. With his

flagship limping, and anxious not to lose
control, he also ordered that the main
enemy force should be pursued and
Blücher left to Indomitable.

But the two signals – ‘Turn NE’ and
‘Attack the enemy’s rear’ – were flown at
the same time, and the result was confusion.
Beatty’s captains assumed they were being
ordered to ‘Attack the enemy to the NE’, and
the whole force homed in on the Blücher. The
main German force was thus able to escape.

Blücher was doomed. At 11:09am, the three
leading British battlecruisers began to pour
shells into her. They were shortly joined
by Indomitable. Having already been hit by
numerous shells (around 70), plus a couple
of torpedoes from light cruisers, she gamely
kept firing until almost the very end, when she
turned turtle just after noon, her crew desper-
ately scrambling across the overturned hull.

British destroyers tried to rescue as many
as possible, but in the worst calamity afflicting
either side that cold morning, only 237 out
of a complement of 792 were saved. Allegedly
a British stoker on Arethusa, ‘Nobby’ Clark,
was greeted with ‘Hello Nobby!’ by one of the
rescued Germans, who had been a pre-war
neighbour in Hull.

Rescue efforts were hampered, then
abandoned, as a German aircraft, thinking
the sinking ship British, began bombing
the destroyers.

Blücher’s sacrifice had not been in vain.
Crucially, Moore on New Zealand had
interpreted the various signals from his com-
mander as permitting him to let the rest of
the German fleet retire as long as Blücher was
engaged. In these moments of confusion, one
German ship paid the price as bigger prizes
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A 13.5-inch shell 
killed every single 
member of both 
guns’ crews, 
as flames rose 
house-high. 

escaped, and the opportunity for a thumping 
British victory slipped from Beatty’s grasp. By 
the time Beatty was back in control (having 
transferred to the Attack), those prizes had 
steamed 12 miles distant.

WHO WON?
With Blücher sunk, the Battle of Dogger Bank 
was a British success. It was not, however, the 
decisive victory that Beatty and others claimed. 
No other German ships were sunk or disabled. 
Seydlitz took a punishing hit, but was back in 
service by 1 April. Only two other British shells 
found their targets, one again hitting Seydlitz, 
the other Moltke.

On the other hand, Lion was hit a dozen 
times, and Tiger twice. The gunnery records 
do not make pretty reading from the British 
perspective. German battlecruisers had 
hundreds of shells hurled at them, yet only 
three hit home. The Germans concentrated 
fire on Lion, and hit it 12 times. Although the 
battle was a tactical defeat for Hipper, his ships 
shot better than Beatty’s, a fact conveniently 
glossed over in the British accounts.

Hindsight would not support Beatty’s claim 
that he had won a great victory, and that it 
would have been greater still had he not been 
let down by others. The confusion of signals in 
the midst of battle did not help subordinates 
who should have been concentrating on the 
gunnery duel. Hipper, on the other hand, 
was decorated by the Kaiser.

LESSONS
Both sides learned valuable lessons at Dogger 
Bank, influencing both the future develop-
ment of the capital ship, and the way Jutland 
would be fought the following year.

ABOVE The sinking of the Blücher. The stricken German vessel, an old armoured cruiser unable to keep pace 
once the chase was on, kept firing until the last moment, and then turned turtle and sank. Less than one in  
three of the crew were rescued.
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inconvenient fact that most German ships 
slipped the net. Beatty’s claim that more shells 
hit home than was the case was accepted, 
and the dashing hero’s reputation remained 
undiminished, as British newspapers paraded 
images of Blücher sinking.

There was one casualty: Admiral Moore was 
quietly relieved of his command, ostensibly 
for a lack of ‘insight’ and ‘aggression’ (in the 
heat of battle he had failed to understand 
his commander’s true intentions). The word 
‘scapegoat’ comes to mind.

Beatty, though, grew in stature. Within  
a month, the Battlecruiser Fleet was beefed 
up, with Lion fleet flagship and Beatty fleet 
commander. His star remained ascendant:  
for now, at least.

Beatty’s over-confidence, fuelled by Dogger 
Bank, came back to haunt him at Jutland, 
where the vulnerability of his ships surprised 
him and, not at his best, he was outmanoeu-
vred by his opponent (Hipper once more). 
He mismanaged his numerical advantage, 
failing to bring all his ships into battle; he did 
not commence firing early enough, so losing 
long-range advantage; and his constant course 
changes hindered his gunners’ attempts to get 
a fix on the enemy. Poor signalling and poor 
command-and-control were key features of  
the British effort at Jutland, just as they had 
been at Dogger Bank.

At Jutland, Hipper’s battlecruisers sank 
three of their British counterparts, although  
his own flagship, the new Lützow, also went 
down. Hipper performed well again, proving 
himself a more-than-capable adversary for 
Beatty. Though outnumbered, he inflicted 
heavy losses on his enemy, and brought four  
out of five battlecruisers home.

Debate about the outcome of Jutland  
continues, but – tellingly – of the four 
principal commanders present, only Hipper’s 
reputation was unequivocally enhanced. .

Stephen Roberts is an historian, a former history 
teacher, and a regular magazine contributor.  

His first book, Lesser Known Christchurch,  
is due out in spring 2015.
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Blücher turned 
turtle just after 
noon, her crew 
desperately 
scrambling across 
the overturned hull.

By the time of Dogger Bank, the Admiralty was 
developing a network of wireless direction-finding 
stations, although the intercept organisation was  
not yet as efficient as it would be later in the war.  
At the time of Hipper’s December raid, for example, 
the Admiralty knew that an attack was imminent,  
but was less clear on the what and where. Dispersed 
along the east coast, the wireless stations eventually 
allowed the British to get an accurate fix on the 
position of any ship (or submarine or Zeppelin)  
using its wireless.

The British were also able to decipher German 
coded messages. Early in the war, the German light 
cruiser Magdeburg had been sunk in the Baltic, and 
the Russians had retrieved its code-books and 
handed them to the British. 

Thus any German move that used radio was 
immediately betrayed to the Admiralty. Enemy 
transmissions were monitored 24/7, and every scrap 
of information was analysed by the Intelligence 
Division. On the first floor of the old Admiralty 
building in Whitehall, the Navy’s code-breaking arm 
(‘Room 40’) – after a shaky start through inexperi-
ence and excessive secrecy – was soon able to 
provide advance warning of German operations.

Come the Battle of Dogger Bank, Room 40 was 
able to decode German orders to its ships (issued 
on 23 January), ensuring that the first duel of the 
battlecruisers would play out the following day.  
At the time of Jutland, Room 40 was able to report 
that the German ships were at sea even before  
they had left port.

Churchill described the naval code-books recov-
ered from the Magdeburg as ‘priceless sea-stained 
documents’, and there is little doubt that Room 40 
decrypts were comparable in significance during the 
First World War to the Ultra decrypts in the Second.

ROOM 40
Fires amid the ammunition in Seydlitz were 

noted on both sides. The 100 or more men 
who perished in the after-turrets of this vessel 
were honoured by changes to ammo supply, 
which, in future, would make it impossible for 
this particular catastrophe to be repeated, as 
the potential for a chain reaction from turret 
to handing room to magazine was eliminated. 
Having said this, the Royal Navy was slow to 
implement the change.

Equally, given the Navy’s poor gunnery at 
Dogger Bank, it seems to have been negligent 
in not providing practice facilities at Rosyth. 
This was some compound of incompetence, 
complacency, and denial. Beatty, in particular, 
seems to have been at fault: he was advised of 
the shortcoming, but did nothing.

One change designed to aid gunnery was 
the installation of a ‘central director’ mounted 
in the foremast. By Jutland, all British battle-
cruisers had this – though the poor quality of 
Royal Navy gunnery at the battle implies that 
it had little effect.

The Kaiser, meanwhile, was furious at 
Blücher’s loss, the damage to Seydlitz, and the  
far higher German loss of life. He loved his 
ships like a child his toys, and he could not 
bear the loss of them, so he decreed that the 
High Seas Fleet should stay safely in harbour 
while his soldiers prosecuted the war.

There was much grumbling about strategy 
within the fleet. Ingenohl was obliged to 
resign, but his replacement, von Pohl, was 
unwilling to lead the fleet to sea in an effort to 
break the British blockade. German strategy 
now focused on the U-boat – which could 
strike at Britain with great effect without  
risking the Kaiser’s capital ships.

CELEBRATIONS AND OUTCOMES
In Britain, there was jubilation that a  
German ship had been sunk and a victory 
achieved. No-one questioned the British 
ships’ appalling gunnery record, nor the

BELOW The Lion is towed back to port by the Indomitable after the Battle of Dogger Bank. A technical British  
victory – a German capital ship had been sunk and the rest had fled back to port – Dogger Bank revealed  
the woeful inadequacy of British naval gunnery.Im
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In December 1928, R C Sherriff ’s 
play Journey’s End opened in the 
West End. It was set in an offi  cers’ 

dugout during a few days on the 
Western Front in 1918. A new young 
offi  cer arrives, Lieutenant Raleigh, 
who had been at the same school as 
the company commander, Captain 
Stanhope, and who hero-worships 
him. But Stanhope has turned to 
alcohol to help him get through the 

stresses of commanding a company 
in the front-line. 

Moreover, Raleigh is the brother of 
Stanhope’s fi ancée. Stanhope resents 
the arrival of young Raleigh, and fears 
that he will tell his fi ancée about his 
alcoholism. An older offi  cer, known as 

‘Uncle’, tries to persuade Stanhope to 
give the young offi  cer a chance.

Another offi  cer wants to be sent 
home with an eye complaint, but 

Stanhope thinks he is trying it on, and
refuses to allow him to see a doctor. 
So the tensions between the offi  cers 
accumulate as the day of a trench raid
into the German lines approaches.

Laurence Olivier played Captain 
Stanhope in the fi rst production, which 
proved a great success, and the 
play ran for more than two years in 
the West End – although Olivier left  
aft er only a few weeks. Journey’s End
was an international hit, fl ourishing on 
Broadway and throughout Europe.

FROM STAGE TO SCREEN
Nearly 50 years aft er the original 
run, producer Benjamin Fisz and 
director Jack Gold decided to 
revive the storyline as a fi lm, but 
to transpose the setting from an 
army dugout to a Royal Flying Corps 
squadron air-base. Howard Barker, 
then mostly known for his political 
satire, adapted the play and wrote 
the screenplay, drawing on some ad-
ditional scenes from Sagittarius Rising,
the autobiography of the First World
War fi ghter-ace Cecil Lewis. Aces High
was premièred in May 1976.

The fi lm opens with a band playing 
a jaunty marching song, rather in the 
vein of Oh! What a Lovely War (1969) 
(see MHM 46). It is the speech-day 
of a top public school in the summer 
of 1916. As the Headmaster ( John 
Gielgud) solemnly announces ‘Let us 
pray’, the fi lm cuts to an aerial dogfi ght
over the trenches. Back to the Head,
who gives a short sermon, and the 
eyes of all the young boys are on him 
as he declares that what will bring vic-
tory is the spirit that has kept Britain 
great for centuries, the concept of 

‘playing the game for the game’s sake’.
The fi lm then cuts to another 

furious dogfi ght, in which the British 
pilot feigns death by landing in a fi eld 
and then, as the German crew land 
behind him, fl ies off  and comes back 
to shoot them up.

The pilot is Major John Gresham, 
played with wonderful villainy by 
Malcolm McDowell, fresh from his 
starring roles as a schoolboy rebel in 
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O
If… (1968), as the lead thug in Stanley 
Kubrick’s A Clockwork Orange (1971), 
and as a salesman in O Lucky Man! 
(1973). Gresham is an old boy of the 
school, and makes a rousing speech in 
which he tells the boys, ‘I hope it isn’t 
all over before you get the opportunity 
to cane the Hun.’ There is rapturous 
applause at his speech.

The rest of the fi lm is set over a 
seven-day period, one year later, 
when a young and innocent new pilot, 
Lieutenant Stephen Croft , arrives at 
the base of 76 Squadron a few miles 
behind the Western Front in France. 
Croft  is played by Peter Firth, who had 
been a successful child actor but here 
plays in his fi rst hit movie. Croft  fi nds 
the base almost deserted except for 
Lieutenant Crawford, who tells him 
everyone is out fl ying ‘round and 
round in circles’.

Crawford says he has neuralgia 
and cannot fl y, just as the character 
in Journey’s End who is accused of 
trying it on with a made-up medical 
complaint to get sent home. Later 
in Aces High, he has a run-in with 
Gresham, who tells him that if he 
refuses to fl y he will court-martial him 
and have him shot for desertion.

Crawford is played by Simon Ward, 
who was trying to break away from his 
usual role as the gallant young hero, 
like the youthful Winston Churchill in 
Young Winston (1972). But somehow 
his angelic looks make him an unlikely 
malingerer, and his part is a rather 
uncomfortable one in the fi lm.

HERO WORSHIP
It turns out that, as in Journey’s 
End, not only was Squadron Leader 
Gresham, who is commander of 76 
Squadron, the House Captain at the 
school of the new young arrival, but 
he is also engaged to Croft ’s sister. 
When Gresham brings a patrol back, 
Croft  is waiting for his schoolboy hero. 
But Gresham ignores him and, as he 
does aft er every fl ight, immediately 
swigs a tumbler of whisky.

An older offi  cer, Sinclair, known as 
‘Uncle’ (Christopher Plummer), tries 
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are not issued, and is told GHQ fear 
that pilots would constantly be baling 
out if they had parachutes. In reality, 
this was a War Offi  ce ruling that cost 
the lives of many experienced pilots, 
who had to go down with their 
burning aircraft . The fl iers raise an 
sardonic toast to GHQ.

Croft  is told he is going on patrol 
the next morning with Gresham and 
Crawford. That night, Crawford has 
nightmares about being shot down 
in fl ames. He screams out, ‘Let me 
go home.’ It is clear he is not swinging 
the lead, but is near to breakdown. 
He does not make the patrol in the 
morning, and instead Croft  fl ies with 
his hero, the squadron leader, and 
with Thompson.

Croft  has only logged 15 hours’ 
fl ying time, and his inexperience shows 
when he has diffi  culty even getting his 
aircraft  airborne. On patrol, they are 
attacked by German fighters, one

o tell Croft  that Gresham has been 
hanged by the war, and is not the 
erson he used to be. Croft , however, 
eems so keen to fl y with his new 
quadron that nothing will persuade 
im that Gresham is anything other 
han a great hero. Gresham, on the 
ther hand, does not want Croft  in 
he squadron in case he reports back 
o his sister that he cannot even fl y a 
lane unless he is plastered, and that 
 is only drink that keeps him going.
That night, there are juvenile high 

nks in the offi  cers’ mess, as the fl iers 
t off  steam. ‘Uncle’ plays the piano, 

he men sing well-known wartime 
ongs with the words adapted for 
ying, and a great deal of drinking is 
one. Croft  is introduced to ‘Tommy’ 
hompson (David Wood), who tells him 
e will always survive because of CMD 
onfi dence in Mechanical Details).
Over dinner the pilots discuss the 

ack of parachutes. Croft  asks why they 
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The original purpose of military aviation was reconnaissance. Initially,
the pilot or observer simply noted down what he could see, and wrote 
up a report when he landed.

During early 1915, the British followed the French in starting to use 
cameras to photograph the German front. In the earliest scout planes, 
an observer leant over the side holding a camera and took a photo, 
then had to change the glass-plate negative, then leaned over the side 
and took another photo. It was a cumbersome process, but the quality 
of the imagery was high.

From the Battle of Neuve Chapelle in March 1915, aerial photos 
were put together in a ‘mosaic’, like a photographic map. For the rest 
of the war, photo-maps of the German trenches were always produced 
before an attack. Photo-interpreters became skilled in identifying 
where the barbed-wire was thickest, where machine-guns were posi-
tioned, and where behind the lines the enemy’s artillery was located.

Cameras grew more sophisticated as the war progressed, and were 
fixed to the side of the aircraft. They were triggered by a remote con-
trol operated by the pilot or observer. By the end of the war, flexible 
roll-film had replaced glass-plates. Lenses improved in quality, and 
by 1918 huge lenses of up to 20-inch focal length were able to record 
good, readable images from 20,000 feet.

Tens of thousands of photo-maps were produced during the 
war. During the Battle of the Somme, some 19,000 aerial photos of 
German positions were taken, and 430,000 prints were made. In the 
course of 1918, over 10 million aerial photographs were delivered to 
the armies in Belgium and France.

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY
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of whom goes aft er Croft . Gresham 
succeeds in shooting him down, and 
saves Croft ’s life. In a mid-air mishap, 
Gresham’s Lewis gun jams, and in 
climbing up to free it, he nearly falls 
out of the aircraft  as it goes into a 
spin. But he still shoots down another 
German, who lands in a fi eld.

When they return, Gresham is 
determined to go and capture his 
German pilot, but there is no sign of 
Croft . He has got lost, and has had to 
land and ask an artillery offi  cer where 
he is. Finally, he makes it back and is 
told off  by Gresham.

Gresham takes Croft  to look for 
his German prisoner, who has landed 
behind French lines. In looking for 
him, Croft  faces the reality of war on 
the ground, seeing lines of horribly 
wounded and mutilated soldiers. They 
bring their German back, and he is 
taken into the offi  cers’ mess for more 
singing, clowning, and a pillow fi ght. 

The German merrily joins in the fun. 
In a rather heavy-handed way, this 
scene is supposed to express the 
bizarre chivalry of the air-war, where 
both sides behave impeccably to each 
other one minute, and then try to kill 
each other the next.

RECONNAISSANCE MISSION
When the barrage starts before a 
major off ensive, the squadron is 
grounded. Croft  writes a letter home. 
Gresham insists he must censor it fi rst, 
not wanting any news of his excessive 
drinking to be passed back. Instead, 

‘Uncle’ Sinclair reads it. Croft  is still 
star-struck by Gresham, whom he tells 
his family is a magnifi cent fl ier. He ends 
his letter, ‘I admire him tremendously 
and am proud to think he is my friend.’ 
Gresham is suitably humbled by the 
young man’s faith in him.

Gresham has another row with 
Crawford, who insists he is sick and 

needs to go home. ‘Shell shock’ was a 
well-reported condition among men in 
the trenches, but ‘aviator’s neurasthe-
nia’ was widespread in the RFC as well.

It has been estimated that, by the 
latter part of the war, up to 50% of all 
fl iers suff ered from neurasthenia, the 
name given to the form of ‘shell shock’ 
suff ered by offi  cers, although at least 
half of those were successfully treated 
and returned to fl ying duties. Gresham 
tells Crawford that he also suff ers from 
fear of death in the air, but that he 
uses drink to overcome this. He tells 
Crawford to ‘stick it out’.

The squadron is ordered to carry 
out a highly dangerous photo-recon-
naissance mission while the barrage 
is still at its height, as images are 
needed of a well-defended German 
salient. ‘Uncle’ Sinclair is chosen 
for the task, as he is particularly 
experienced in aerial photography. 
He has bonded closely with Croft , 
and chooses him as pilot.

Sinclair is shown rigging a camera on 
the side of the aircraft . In an otherwise 
realistic sequence, Sinclair struggles 
with the glass-plates on his camera 
as they fl y over the trenches, but 
for some reason they are ordered to 
fl y at 200 feet. In fact, the lenses on 
aerial cameras by this point of the 
war were well able to take fi rst-class 
images from up to 20,000 feet. They 
are attacked by a German aircraft  and, 
unknown to Croft , Sinclair is hit but 
persists in taking the necessary photos. 
When they land, Croft  is shattered 
to fi nd that Sinclair is dead in the 
observer’s seat behind him.

With the usual bonhomie, that 
evening the pilots drink and project 
photos of pin-ups. This is their way to 
get over the constant losses, by carry-
ing on regardless. Croft  stays away 
and eats with the mechanics in the 
hangar. Gresham is furious with him. 

‘How can I join you all when Sinclair 
is dead?’, Croft  asks. Gresham replies, 

‘I really resent you feeling that you are 
the only one who misses him.’ Yet 
again, Croft  is rebuked by his hero, 
but still his naïve support for him 
seems undiminished.

That night fi ve of the pilots visit 
a brothel in Amiens. Amid great 
merriment, Croft  is introduced to an 
18-year-old prostitute. She seduces 
the innocent British pilot – and Croft  
takes another step towards manhood. 
On the following night, Croft  returns 
to seek her out again, only to fi nd 
she is with a French general. She duly 
ignores him – yet another rejection for 
the hapless Croft .

MAJOR ATTACK
On day seven of the fi lm’s narrative, 
the whole squadron sets off  to attack 
German ‘sausage’ balloons. ‘Breakfast 
at 9,’ says Gresham to the Mess 
Corporal (David Daker) as they leave. 

‘Yes, but for how many?’, the corporal 
asks aft er they have gone. The squad-
ron is soon under intense anti-aircraft  
fi re (‘Archie’, as it was known in the 
First World War).

One aircraft  is hit and goes down. 
They attack a German balloon, and the 
observer bales out and employs his 
parachute – spotters in observation 
balloons were thought to be so vulner-
able that both sides issued them with 
parachutes. Croft  goes in and destroys 
the balloon, which explodes. His fl ying 
skills are improving fast.

German fi ghters appear and a major 
dogfi ght ensues. ‘Tommy’ Thompson, 
whom everyone thinks invincible, is hit. 
His plane bursts into fl ames. Following 
a scene from Cecil Lewis’s Sagittarius 
Rising, Thompson bales out rather than 
fry in his cockpit. Unlike the balloon 
spotter, of course, he has no parachute. 
In a sickening shot, Thompson falls to 
the ground, his body blazing. It would 
have been a particularly gruesome 
death, and extremely disturbing for the 
rest of the squadron to watch.

By mid 1915, an escort of fighters was needed to accompany the
slower reconnaissance aircraft. And dogfights between Allied and 
German fighters soon began to capture the imagination of the public. 
This created a new breed of war hero – the fighter ‘aces’. They were 
portrayed in the press as modern knights of the air, brave, daring, 
and chivalrous, as the war on the ground became mired in mud 
and barbed wire.

The French were the first to use the term ‘ace’ to describe a fighter 
pilot who had shot down four enemy aircraft. Later, the Germans, the 
British, and the Americans used the same term, although each nation 
defined an ace slightly differently.

Captain Albert Ball was the first of many British aces who found 
fame. Ball was a skilled pilot with fast reflexes, good eyesight, and 
excellent marksmanship, and he was obsessive about attacking 
enemy aircraft. He had a total of 44 ‘kills’ when, during a routine 
patrol in May 1917, he flew into a cloud where he appears to 
have become disoriented and crashed to his death.

There were many other British aces, but the most legendary flyer 
of the war was the German pilot Manfred von Richthofen. A Prussian 
aristocrat and huntsman who had trained as a cavalry officer before 
the war, Richthofen transferred to a flying unit in 1915, and later 
commanded a squadron of Fokker triplanes painted bright red. 
The British press dubbed him the ‘Red Baron’.

Like many other aces, Richthofen was calculated and ruthless about 
tracking down enemy aircraft, only going in for the kill when he and 
his squadron felt they had an advantage. Having clocked up a tally 
of 80 ‘kills’, he was finally shot down in April 1918 while flying far 
behind British lines. A British pilot flew over his home airbase and 
dropped a message informing the Germans of his death, and British 
officers gave him a funeral with full military honours.

This new generation of warrior attracted much popular attention, 
but the flying careers of many pilots on the Western Front proved 
tragically short – average life-expectancy of a young flier in the RFC 
by spring 1917 was barely two weeks.

ACES In mid-air, Gresham’s Lewis 
gun jams, and in climbing up 
to free it, he nearly falls out 
of the aircraft... But he still 
shoots down another German.



Two more British pilots are hit. Croft
manages to escape from one German
fighter, and turns on it to shoot it down.
Watching, Gresham looks across and
smiles at Croft. It is the first time his
success is recognised by his hero. But
the air is now full of aircraft, and Croft
flies head-on into a German plane.
Both aircraft explode in the sky. The
film freezes frame on this image.

Back at base, Gresham struggles
to write a letter to Croft’s family,
but cannot find the words. As he
tries to write, three more young
recruits arrive as replacements. They
have even less flying experience than
Croft when he arrived. But it turns out
that one of the replacements can play
the piano. ‘That’ll brighten things up,’
says Gresham cheerfully. The whole
cycle starts again.

Aces High is a fine film, with some
good dogfight scenes shot using
replicas and models in the era before
computer graphics. It is in the mould of
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several First World War aviation fi lms 
that try to capture both the excitement 
and the danger of early combat fl ying, 
going right back to Wings (1927) and 
movies like The Blue Max (1966).

Some of the scenes in the fi lm are 
rather predictable, partly because they 
have been copied several times since. 
This, however, does make the fi lm feel 
rather dated. The storyline and the 
characters closely follow Journey’s End. 
The stand-out performances are from 
Malcolm McDowell, whose staring 
eyes convey a manic obsessiveness 
with the task to be done, and Peter 
Firth, whose naïvety and enthusiasm 
somehow survive every rejection he 
has to endure.

At its core, the film is about the clash 
between jaded experience and youthful 
innocence. The trouble with this is that 
it is pretty obvious from the start what 
the outcome will be. But the fi lm still 
takes you on a journey that is visually 
exciting and emotionally powerful. .

According to Winston Churchill, Alan Turing made the biggest single 
contribution to the Allies winning WWII. Working at Bletchley Park, he 
created a machine that broke the Nazis’ supposedly unbreakable Enigma 
cipher, one that enabled the Allies to read Nazi military communications.

In The Imitation Game, Benedict Cumberbatch plays Turing, and Keira 
Knightley his fellow code-breaker, Joan Clarke. The fi lm focuses on the man 
himself, with the war, code-breaking, and Bletchley Park a fascinating backdrop.

In 1936, aged 24, Turing produced a paper that foreshadowed algorithms 
and computing. This brought him to the attention of the military, and, when 
WWII began, Turing was asked to come up with a way of breaking Enigma. 

Chess champion Hugh Alexander, played by Matthew Goode, arrived 
to assist Turing in 1941. Later, from 1943 onwards, he also helped John 
Cairncross (Allen Leach). Cairncross worked on a diff erent cipher and, as 
the fi lm shows, was actually a Soviet double-agent.

What is less certain is whether MI6’s Stewart Menzies (Mark Strong) knew 
this, and deliberately placed Cairncross at Bletchley Park so the Soviets 
would get the benefi t of any British intelligence breakthrough – something 
Churchill, who had never trusted the Communists, was loath to allow.

Throughout the fi lm, Cumberbatch portrays Turing’s social awkwardness 
and mathematical brilliance as two sides of the same coin. His ability to 
engage directly with variables, ignore superfl uous information, and at the 
same time see the big picture, made Turing a frustrating colleague and 
friend, but at the same time a brilliant engineer. More recently it has been 
suggested that Turing might have been autistic, and that this was responsible 
for the computer-like way in which he saw and interacted with the world.

The fi lm states that Turing’s work shortened the war by between two 
and four years, and thus saved 14 million lives. Many historians agree. 
Information gained from decoded Enigma ciphers helped the Allies plan 
the D-Day landings, and win the Battle of the Bulge.

Turing died in 1954, aged 41, from a cyanide overdose, probably self-
infl icted. The fi lm shows how the year before, Turing, now a maths professor 
at Manchester University, was charged with gross indecency. Turing was gay, 
and the practice of homosexuality was, of course, illegal in the 1950s. He 
was made to take oestrogen to reduce his libido, and never recovered.

In 2013, the Queen posthumously pardoned Turing. Four years earlier, 
then Prime Minister Gordon Brown had publicly apologised for what his 
predecessors had allowed to happen to Britain’s unlikeliest war hero. 

CRISPIN ANDREWS

FILM | NEW RELEASE

THE IMITATION GAME
StudioCanal
14 November 2014

Director: Jack Gold. Producer: Benjamin Fisz. Screenplay: Howard
Barker, based on R C Sherriff’s Journey’s End. Starring: Malcolm 
McDowell, Peter Firth, Christopher Plummer, and Simon Ward. 
An Optimum Classic DVD from StudioCanal.

ACES HIGH (1976)

ABOVE A 1913 recruitment poster for the Royal Flying Corps.
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In his new work, Peter Hart, who 
is Oral Historian of the Imperial 
War Museum, has challenged 

many assumptions made regarding 
the British Expeditionary Force’s 
involvement in the First World War. 
With a rigorous argument fi rmly 
grounded in primary sources, he 
assesses the contribution made by 
the BEF throughout 1914, from Mons 
to the First Battle of Ypres, setting 
it in the much broader context of 
the development of the British Army 
from the end of the 19th century 
and the Boer War. He comes to a 
more nuanced, but no less laudatory,
judgement of what the BEF achieved.

One commonly held belief is that 
the British were unprepared for war. 
Hart reminds us this is quite untrue. 
The British were well prepared 
for war, just not the right war. In 
terms of tactics, the British Army’s 
doctrines had been overly infl uenced 
by the Boer War. The highly mobile 
mounted Boer commandos they had 
encountered, encouraged the British 
themselves to overvalue mobility. 

‘Fire and movement’ was the British 
approach to attack. ‘Fire superiority’ 
would be established, followed by 
fl anking attacks with continued heavy 
supporting-fi re. The tactics were even 
adapted for the trench warfare that 
was seen in South Africa.

MILITARY 
MISCONCEPTIONS
However, there was a misguided 
belief that modern weaponry with 
overwhelming fi repower would 
always benefi t the mobile attacker 
over the static defender. It was hardly 

to GHQ’s orders, as is Hart’s discussion
of the enduring value of the cavalry at
this point in the campaign. 

VIEW FROM THE TRENCH
For all his excellent inquiries into the 
wider context, the greater part of the 
work is given to the experience of the 
soldiers, from the point of mobilisation
to the engagements on the front. We 
join Private Edward Roe, for example, 
an Irishman summoned for service 
with a group of fellow reservists, 
watching a number of his fellows 
barefooted, tatter-coated, reeling from 
liquor, and singing raucously. 

Hart is assiduous in covering all 
sides of the battlefi eld, and he draws 
from German material to elucidate the
eff ect British action had on their lines. 
Particularly likely to cause comment, 
especially following the Sainsbury’s 
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contemplated that the same modern 
weaponry would in fact off er a devas-
tating advantage to a well-entrenched 
defender when fl anking attacks were 
not possible and one could only 
advance over open ground. 

Hence, the British put too much 
energy into preparations for attack, 
and little into defence. There was 
little practice of trench-building. Too 
great a preference was given to light 
and mobile artillery, used for close 
infantry support, over heavy long-
range weapons that could break down 
entrenched defences and restore 
mobility to a battlefi eld. 

It was similarly the case on a strate-
gic level. There were a few far-sighted 
offi  cials, such as Brigadier General 
Sir Henry Wilson, Director of Military 
Operations at the War Offi  ce, who as 
early as 1907 foresaw the prospect 
of a German invasion of France via 
Belgium, and the role that a British 
Expeditionary Force might play in such 
circumstances. However, for the most 
part British interest was still fi xated 
on the naval arms-race with Germany, 
unconcerned with developing its land 
forces for the continental-scale clash 
that was in prospect. 

We are reminded that it was the 
French commanders, Joff re and Foch, 
who were at the forefront of aff airs. In 
particular, it was Joff re, whose recovery 
of the situation aft er the disaster at the 
Battle of the Frontiers, plus his strategic 
vision to exploit the gap in the advanc-
ing German line, which made possible 
the victory of the Marne.

Equally insightful is Hart’s defence 
of General Smith-Dorrien’s decision to 
make the stand at Le Cateau, contrary 

 OF T E T
FIRE AND MOVEMENT: THE 
BRITISH EXPEDITIONARY FORCE 
AND THE CAMPAIGN OF 1914 
Peter Hart 
Oxford University Press, £22.99
ISBN 978-0199989270

WITH BIJAN OMRANI

r e c o m m e n d sMHMM
ILITARY   HISTORY   MONTHLY

Christmas TV advertising campaign 
set during the Christmas truce on the 
Western Front, is his chapter-long 
treatment of this episode. ‘For the 
vast majority of the participants, the 
truce was a matter of convenience 
and maudlin sentiment. It did not mark 
some deep fl owering of the human 
spirit, or signify political anti-war 
emotions taking root amongst the 
ranks,’ he asserts. 

It is this combination of strongly 
expressed opinion, nuance, rigorous 
argument, and research which makes 
this book an excellent read, as much 
for the beginner as for those with 
previous knowledge. All in all, Hart 
reminds us that even if the BEF 
were certainly not centre-stage, and 
limited by their doctrines, tactics, and 
equipment, their actions as soldiers 
lost nothing in gallantry. .
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A s Captain-General of the
New Model Army and then
Commander-in-Chief of all

Parliamentarian forces, Thomas
Fairfax was, more than any other
Parliamentarian leader, responsible
for the military defeat of the Royalists
during the Civil Wars. Yet there have
been only a handful of biographies
of Fairfax, contrasting with the
near-industrial scale of research
and publications on Oliver Cromwell.
England’s Fortress is not, however, a
biography, but rather a collection of
academic essays brought together to
mark the 400th anniversary of the
birth of Fairfax in 2012.

The fact that this is a collection of
essays may account for why much of
the biographical detail, particularly
concerning the earlier part of Fairfax’s
military career leading up to his ap-
pointment as commander of the New
Model Army, is overlooked. Anyone
looking for an outline of Fairfax’s mili-
tary apprenticeship on the Continent
and during the Bishop’s Wars will
be disappointed. Also missing are
accounts of such battles as Adwalton
Moor, Nantwich, and Marston Moor.

OO S
ENGLAND’S FORTRESS: 
NEW PERSPECTIVES ON 
THOMAS, 3RD LORD FAIRFAX
Edited by Andrew Hopper and Philip Major
Ashgate, £75
ISBN 978-1472418562

THE BEST NEW MILITARY HISTORY TITLES THIS MONTH

Had Fairfax, not Cromwell, 
led the campaign in Ireland 
in 1649-1650, the outcome 
might not have been so bitter.

Even so, there is still much to appeal 
to the military historian. 

The fi rst essay rightly highlights the 
fact that until recently the study of 
the Civil Wars has placed too much 
emphasis on fi eld actions to the 
exclusion of siege warfare. Fairfax 
conducted a number of sieges in 
1645-1646, demonstrating leniency 
to surrendering garrisons in sharp 
contrast to the brutality of Cromwell’s 
storm of Basing House. Indeed, as 
author Robert Barcroft  demonstrates, 
Fairfax’s tactics were very successful 
in persuading other Royalist garrisons 
to surrender. One is left  with the 
distinct feeling that had it been 
Fairfax, not Cromwell, who had led 
the campaign in Ireland in 1649-1650, 
the outcome, although unchanged, 
would not have been so bitter.

Disappointingly, however, the 
siege of Colchester in 1648, argu-
ably the nearest the Civil Wars got 
to a ‘Continental-style’ siege, only 
receives a brief mention. And it was at 
Colchester that Fairfax demonstrated 
a more ruthless side to his character.

The importance of the landscape 
to the understanding of a battle has 

been reappraised only recently, and 
it is the topography of the battlefi eld 
itself which is central to this collec-
tion’s contribution on the decisive 
Battle of Naseby. This essay makes 
good use of recent research, particu-
larly that carried out by Martin Marix 
Evans and Glenn Foard, although I 
would question the interpretation 
of musket-shot fi nds where more 
emphasis is placed on location rather
than ballistics. 

Fairfax has long been in Cromwell’s 
shadow, his achievements forgotten or
even attributed to the Cambridge MP. 
But one of Fairfax’s triumphs, the relief
of Taunton in 1645, remained in the 
consciousness of the local popula-
tion until it was superseded by the 
Monmouth Rebellion 40 years later. 
Ian Atherton’s essay concludes that 
Fairfax’s memory lost out to Cromwell 
not only because Cromwell made 
a better hero than Fairfax, but also 
because he made a better baddie. 

An interesting discussion is why 
someone with a reputation of leniency 

in 1645-1646 should have conducted 
the siege of Colchester two years 
later with such ruthlessness. And less 
than six months later, he abandoned 
the Parliamentary cause, and played 
no part in the trial of Charles I (it is 
rumoured that his wife, Lady Anne 
Fairfax, herself from a famous military 
family, publically denounced the trial).
Thus Fairfax earned the wrath of 
Parliamentarian and Royalist alike.

This book does not intend to be 
a pure military history – as well as 
looking at Fairfax the soldier and the 
statesman, equal attention is given 
to Fairfax the husband, the horseman, 
and the scholar. This is a meticulously 
researched collection of essays, but 
while oft en extremely enlightening  – 
not least on how Fairfax has been 
portrayed in modern literature and 
fi lm – there are times when the reader 
is left  wanting more. Despite this, in its 
discussion of Fairfax’s reputation and 
legacy, the book succeeds, and it does 
so superbly.

DAVID FLINTHAM
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T ravel writing is a somewhat overlooked genre in the study of 
military history. This is hardly surprising, as the link between mass 
violence and tourism seems rather abstract from a contemporary 
perspective.

The astonishing starting-point for this important book lies in the publication 
in 1943 of the Baedekers Generalgouvernement, a German tourist guidebook 
to the General Government. The latter was the Nazi colony carved out of the 
core of Poland. The guidebook provides the interested tourist with a range of 
potential attractions and distractions for their trip to the General Government, 
including hotels, restaurants, and bustling cinemas. 

Yet beneath the polite veneer, this guidebook is surely one of the most 
disturbing publications of the 20th century. For this same region described 
with such enthusiasm was, as Martin Winstone ably articulates, the principal 
racial laboratory of the Third Reich.

Only 0.7% of the population were described as German. Away from the 
political sensibilities of Germany, the full horror of Nazi ideology resulted 
in an appalling tide of genocide and ethnic-cleansing. Within the guidebook, 
only the designation of certain towns and cities as ‘now free of Jews’, and the 
suggestion that tourists might wish to bear weapons if travelling at night, hint 
at the awful truth.

The General Government region was deliberately designated as a Nazi 
colony. There was no pretence made of even a puppet-state, and most 
symbols of Polish identity were suppressed. Ruled throughout its existence 
by a Governor-General, Hans Frank, the region allowed the Nazi regime to test 
its economic, social, and racial theories through the intensive subjugation of a 
conquered territory.

The sheer magnitude of the ethnic-cleansing programme within the General 
Government, of which the Aktion Reinhard is the best-known branch, defi es 
comprehension. Some 42,000 individuals were shot over a two-day period; 
700,000 men, women, and children were slaughtered in Treblinka over fi ve 
months. Yet this same region was viewed as a suitable tourist attraction. The 
Warsaw Ghetto, for example, was frequently visited by soldiers on leave, 
eager to take photographs of the Ghetto and its inhabitants. 

In recent years, there has been a pronounced shift  in research on the 
Third Reich to pursue a broad range of perspectives on the Nazi occupation 
of Europe. Martin Winstone has produced an exceptionally important book, 
which explores the horrendous impact of the Nazi seizure of Poland within its 
historical, political, and social context. Using a wide range of sources, including 
letters, diaries, and even Bletchley Park intercepts of mass-killing reports, he 
weaves a perceptive account of one of the darkest periods in human history.

In many ways, his account demonstrates what might have been the fate 
of much of Europe had the Allied forces failed to defeat the Third Reich. This 
book deserves a wide readership, and should be considered vital in the 
shaping of our understanding of the brutal realities of Nazi ideology and the 
unrelenting horror of the Holocaust.

JONATHAN EATON

K illers of the King is the story of the men who dared to execute Charles I, 
a story author Charles Spencer starts with the King’s surrender in 1646, 
but, as foreseen by Jacob Astley, his opponents fell out among themselves 
and opposition fragmented. Ultimately, the Army rose to be the dominant 

power, staging a military coup that led to the trial and execution of ‘this Man of 
Blood’ (Spencer’s description of this is excellent). However, his account of Oliver 
Cromwell’s Irish and Scottish campaigns of 1649-1651 is not quite so good (but, 
it must be said, this isn’t a pure military history). While his version of the fi ghting 
in Ireland is solid (even though makes no mention of the ‘bloody nose’ Cromwell 
received at Clonmel), Spencer’s description of the war against the Scots is weaker. 
He elevates the Marquis of Montrose to a Dukedom, he misses just how close 
Cromwell came to disaster prior to the Battle of Dunbar, and he fails to mention 
the fate of the Scottish prisoners-of-war who, like their Irish counterparts, were 
condemned to slavery. Before this, he also erroneously has the New Model Army 
at Marston Moor in 1644.

Although Cromwell, King in all but name, died in September 1658, it wasn’t 
until March 1660 that the tide turned in favour of the Stuarts. Sensing this, a 
number of former enemies of Charles I moved to make amends for their previous 
treachery, and the regicides, those who had signed Charles’ death warrant or 
were otherwise involved in his execution, were now seen as ‘vulnerable pawns, 
to be bartered in return for forgiveness’.

Following his Restoration, Charles II was initially inclined to clemency and 
only a handful of the regicides were to be excluded from the Act of Indemnity. 
But a vengeful House of Lords was in no mood for mercy, and a manhunt 
commenced. The story of the chase, capture (sometimes escape), trial, and 
execution of the regicides is skilfully told. While some of those involved 
in bringing the regicides to trial were constant Royalists, many others had 
turned their coats, betraying their former comrades to save their own necks. 
There is a degree of sympathy – even admiration – for those who remained 
true to the ‘Good Old Cause’ to the end.

It was a manhunt that extended to the Continent, and as far afi eld as 
New England (the story of William Goff e is particularly intriguing). For those 
caught and convicted, it was a traitor’s death: Thomas Harrison was the fi rst 
to be executed, and he faced his gruesome death with bravery (the process 
of hanging, drawing, and quartering is described in some detail), an execution 
witnessed by Samuel Pepys. Any personal feelings towards the regicides aside, 
it is satisfying to learn that Edmund Ludlow avoided the executioner, dying 
of old age in exile in 1692. He was the last of the regicides, and his Memoirs 
are a constant source for this book.

While this is not an ‘original history’ as one review has it (Michael Walsh and 
Don Jordan’s recent The King’s Revenge covers the same subject matter, albeit 
from a diff erent perspective), it is a very readable account of a remarkable 
chapter in this country’s history. It is particularly successful in illuminating the 
lives of the protagonists, and as an introduction to the immediate post-Civil War 
period it is recommended.

DAVID FLINTHAM
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N orman Woodcock was one of the fortunate few, an 18-year-old called up on the day in 1914 that war was declared;
a survivor of the Gallipoli campaign, the Middle East and the Western Front; one of the soldiers who returned
to his home in one piece. Though still a youngster when demobilised, Woodcock had left his boyhood behind in
the bloody Gallipoli landing. He returned to England, his granddaughter Susan Burnett recalls, where ‘he rarely

spoke about what had happened, but he cried each year on Remembrance Sunday’.
The book combines the ex-soldier’s memoirs with Burnett’s historical narrative of her grandfather’s deployments,

from Egypt to the Turkish campaign, Palestine, and France. The title derives from Woodcock’s diary entry for 15 April
1915, the day he saw his first comrade killed at Gallipoli, where ‘the sea was red with blood. It was an awful, awful sight.
In two days I went from a young recruit with a mind full of wonder and imagination about the glory of battle from the
books I had read as a youngster, to a battle-hardened soldier who had fought and killed with rifle shot and bayonet,’
Woodcock recalls. ‘In two days I felt that I had seen all the horrors of war – but there was more to come.’

Woodcock did not share the admiration we now feel for the great heroes of the day, men like Kitchener, Churchill, and
T E Lawrence. ‘Kitchener had said that the sight of a British Sergeant with a Union Jack would frighten all the Turks,’ he
wrote. ‘We believed him but found out that he was wrong.’ ‘Winston Churchill, who initiated the plan [Gallipoli] never
rose above the position of Captain in a Cavalry Regiment, so his experience of an amphibious landing wasn’t much.’

‘Lawrence and his Arabs were of little use to us. Happily, our time with Lawrence was short as it did not match with
our capacity, nor standard of work.’

One wonders how many British veterans, on returning home to an impoverished country, shared Woodcock’s views
on what they had been through: ‘There was no work. Many were on the scrap heap. I despised the politicians who had
taken us into war and were now making life so hard for the men who had served their country.’

JULES STEWART

T he siege of Madrid during the Spanish Civil War ranks as one of the great heroic moments of the 20th century. For
three years, the people of this city withstood the onslaught of General Francisco Franco’s army of Spanish regulars,
Moorish troops, and Foreign Legionnaires, supported by German and Italian aircraft and tanks. When it was over,
once Republican resistance on all other fronts had all but ceased to exist, the Nationalists marched into Madrid

unopposed. But it cannot be said that Madrid surrendered: it was simply taken.
David Mathieson begins his incisive book with a Q&A format that explains the background and causes of the war. He poses

20 key questions concerning the politics of the 1930s, issues which set the stage for the attempted right-wing coup that
touched off  the conflict. He asks why the siege of Madrid was so important, and why the Republicans failed to counterattack.
A second Q&A section on the International Brigades follows: who they were, where they fought, and how they were organised.

The bulk of the narrative takes the unique yet effective form of a battlefield handbook, covering the major combat sites
where Republican and Nationalist forces clashed, often within earshot of the city’s inhabitants; Mathieson adds practical
information for visitors to Madrid. There is the massacre of Nationalist defenders at the Montaña Barracks in the early days
of the uprising, which reveals the duplicity and randomness of the killings, ending with the horrific mass execution of survi-
vors on a roadside near Madrid. Mathieson follows up this account with details on touring the site, including a useful map.

The book’s style is helpful in understanding decisive engagements like the Battle of Jarama, an action that cost 15,000
casualties and set the stage for an unexpected prolonged war. Mathieson offers a route for following on foot the battlefield
of 80 years ago, where debris can still be found and the scars of war are visible on the hillsides.

Frontline Madrid is an invaluable companion for the military historian, the curious traveller, or anyone wishing to under-
stand the siege of Madrid and explore its battlefield sites first-hand.

JULES STEWART

ON THE HORIZON
Fighter Ace: the 
extraordinary life 
of Douglas Bader, 
Battle of Britain hero
Dilip Sarkar
Amberley, £9.99

ISBN 978-1445638195

Sarkar tells the story of this fi ghter ace 
and highly decorated war hero, who 
became a household name in the 1950s. 

The Illustrated Witness 
to World War II
Karren Farrington
Southwater, £11.99
SBN 978-1708192864

A comprehensive account 
of the history of the Second World War, 
with expert commentary on its political 
and economic causes, and the impact of 
new technologies and military strategies.

The Last Post: music, 
Remembrance, and the 
Great War
Alwyn W Turner
Aurum Press, £10
SBN 978-1781312858

The story of the Last Post, and the 
continuing relationship between history 
and Remembrance.  

Magna Carta: the 
making and the legacy 
of the great charter
Dan Jones
Head of Zeus, £14.99

ISBN 978-1781858851

Dan Jones addresses what the Magna 
Carter meant at the time, how it came to 
be granted, and what it should mean to us.

The Christmas Match: 
football in No-Man’s-
Land 1914
Pehr Thermaenius

niform Press, £12.99
SBN 978-1910500019

Having tracked the stories of two soldiers 
and footballers through military archives, 
Thermaenius recalls the famous 
No-Man’s-Land football match.

Strathclyde and the 
Anglo-Saxons in the 
Viking Age
Tim Clarkson
John Donald, £14.99
ISBN 978-1906566784

Tracing the history of relations between 
the kingdom of Strathclyde 
and Anglo-Saxon England in the 
9th-11th centuries.  

FRONTLINE MADRID: BATTLEFIELD TOURS 
OF THE SPANISH CIVIL WAR
David Mathieson
Signal Books, £9.99
ISBN 978-1909930094

ON THAT DAY I LEFT MY BOYHOOD BEHIND 
Norman Woodcock and Susan Burnett
Acorn Independent Press, £9.99
ISBN 978-1909121843
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WITH CHRISTMAS JUST AROUND THE CORNER, MHM LISTS THE TOP 
MILITARY HISTORY TITLES AVAILABLE TO BUY FOR CHRISTMAS.

BOO K S
B

CLASSICS ILLUSTRATED 
SPECIAL ISSUE: WORLD 
WAR I: THE ILLUSTRATED 
STORY OF THE FIRST 
WORLD WAR
Read the thrilling story of 
The Great War, known now as 
the First World War. Classics 
Illustrated traces the history of 
this devastating conflict from the 
catalytic political assassination 
that started it, to its end – with 
victory for some, shame for 
others, and whole nations left 
in ruin!

PUBLISHER: Classic Comic Store Limited

PRICE: £9.99

WHERE TO BUY: www.classiccomicstore.com – Tel: 01635 30890

LENINGRAD 1943: INSIDE A 
CITY UNDER SIEGE
Alexander Werth with an 
introduction by Nicolas Werth

As the sole British correspondent 
to have been in the city during the 
blockade, Alexander Werth presents 
a harrowing firsthand account. 

‘Alexander Werth was one of the 
greatest war correspondents of the 
Second World War and his descrip-
tions of Leningrad under siege are as 
powerful today as when they were first 
published.’ - Antony Beevor

PUBLISHER: I.B.Tauris Publishers

PRICE: £20.00

WHERE TO BUY: The publisher’s website (www.ibtauris.com), 
all good bookshops, or Amazon. 

THE LIONS OF CARENTAN: 
FALLSCHIRMJAGER 
REGIMENT 6, 1943-1945
Volker Griesser

A wartime history of one of the 
largest German paratrooper 
regiments, Fallschirmjäger 6, 
from its initial formation in 1943 
to the end of the war. Including 
numerous first-hand accounts 
revealing unknown details about 
operations in Italy, Russia, the 
Normandy Front, Belgium, 
Holland, and the last German 
parachute drop in the Ardennes. 

PUBLISHER:  Casemate

PRICE:  £14.99

WHERE TO BUY:  www.casematepublishers.co.uk

A WAR WITHOUT RIFLES
James N. Gibson

A new look at the War of 1812 
with an emphasis on the Militia
and the effects of the 1792 
Militia Act. It was supposed 
to create a uniform national 
militia. However its Caliber 
Clause resulted in a ban on 
the Rifled Musket by all Militia 
except those in Rifle units. 
Available in eBook format only.

PUBLISHER: James Gibson

PRICE: $15.99

WHERE TO BUY: 
Kindle version available from: 
www.amazon.com
Nook version available from: 
www.barnesandnoble.com
Special iPad version available from: Apple iBook store

http://www.ibtauris.com
http://www.classiccomicstore.com
http://www.amazon.com
http://www.barnesandnoble.com
http://www.casematepublishers.co.uk
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A
n industrial estate built on
the site of a former railway
station is probably not
the first place you would

go looking for a military museum.
Yet hidden away a short distance
from the Essex coast is one of the
foremost collections of English Civil
War arms and armour to be found
anywhere in the UK.

The Combined Military Services
Museum (CMSM) is the result of
Richard Wooldridge’s desire to find
a home for his personal collection of
militaria, which he had amassed over
many years. This location, a former
bonded warehouse, was identified
in 2001, and it opened to the public
on 5 July 2004.

The museum was extended
thanks to a National Lottery
grant four years later. Even so,
the building is rather nondescript
from the outside. Indeed, it is only
the presence of several tanks that
suggests this is anything other than
an industrial unit. Once inside, how-
ever, the visitor enters a treasure-
trove of military history.

The entrance contains items of
pre-1800 weaponry, including the
museum’s ‘Wall of Steel’. But this
is only an appetiser. Through the
next set of doors is one of the
most outstanding collections of
mid 17th-century arms and armour
that I have ever come across.

Ranged from floor to ceiling
around all the walls and in cabinets
across the floor are swords, pikes,
pole-arms, and various firearms;
helmets, both cavalry and infantry
(among them an impressive siege-
engineer’s helmet); and armour for
foot, including leather buff-coats,
and simple pikeman’s back- and
breastplates, and for horse, including
full cuirassier’s armour.

STAR ATTRACTION
This collection of English Civil War
weaponry was my main reason
for visiting the museum, and I was
certainly not disappointed. Much
of the collection was originally held
in Biglands House in Scotland, and
it has been enlarged over a period
of years from various sources.

At a time when other museums 
have actually reduced the size of 
their English Civil War exhibits, 
it is gratifying to fi nd a collection 
on this scale, displayed with such 
obvious passion.

A short fl ight of stairs takes the 
visitor to the second gallery. Near 
the doorway is a Cockle Mark II canoe, 
a relic from Operation Frankton 
(better known as the Cockleshell 
Heroes raid). Elsewhere is an 
extensive range of Special Forces 
equipment and weaponry, some of 
which was used on operations by 

Peter and Prue Mason. Captain Peter 
Mason knew Ian Fleming, so there is 
a chance he might have infl uenced 
the character of James Bond.

There are also uniforms and equip-
ment tracing the history of the Special 
Air Service, from its origins in North 
Africa in 1941 to the present day. 
Among the notable exhibits here is 
the assault kit used by Rusty Firmin 
during the Iranian Embassy siege 
in 1980. Also of great interest are 
the training records of Captain P M 
Riggal, an instructor in the Special 
Operations Executive.

REVIEWING THE BEST MILITARY HISTORY EXHIBITIONS 
WITH DAVID FLINTHAM

VISIT

COMBINED MILITARY 
SERVICES MUSEUM

Station Road, Essex, CM9 4LQ
01621 841826     www.cmsm.co.uk
10.30am-5pm Wed-Sun

£4.75
ENTRY

01

03

02

http://www.cmsm.co.uk
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Over two floors are a large num-
ber of mannequins displaying the
museum’s wide collection of Army,
Royal Navy, and Royal Air Force
uniforms, from both World Wars
and beyond. One recent acquisition
is the uniform of Air Marshall Arthur
‘Bomber’ Harris.

The Home Front during the Second
World War is well represented by
uniforms from the Women’s ATS, the
Land Army, and the Home Guard.
There are gas-masks, surgical
equipment, and a range of ration
and identity cards, although perhaps
most fascinating of all is a collection
of propaganda material from both
the Allied and Axis powers.

Another intriguing collection
dates from the First World War:
you can see fragments of downed
Zeppelins, which were collected by
the huge crowds visiting the crash
sites, eager for souvenirs. Other
exhibits include items relating to

one of the few surviving engines
from a TSR2, a strike and recon-
naissance aircraft developed by the
British Aircraft Corporation during
the late 1950s and early 1960s.

HISTORIC FIREARMS
The final gallery houses the
Donnington Historic Weapons
Collection. MOD Donnington in
Shropshire is the main weapons
storage and distribution centre for
the armed forces, and in 2010 a
decision was taken to put on public
display its collection of over 700
historic firearms.

As a result, this unique collection
of weapons used and captured by
the British Army during the 19th
and 20th centuries was given to
the Combined Military Services
Museum, and put on public
display in the museum’s Lottery-
grant funded extension. What is
particularly striking is not so much
the types of weapon on display,

nt
of particular firearms, showing, for
example, how the Lee Enfield rifle
evolved over the first half of the
20th century.

Outside the museum is a Thunder-
bird Missile, an Armoured Personnel
Carrier, a Soviet T69 tank, and a
British Chieftain tank. These tanks
are currently being restored by a
team of volunteers.

This is a ‘traditional’ museum.
You will not find computer-generated
graphics and other such wizardry
here. But what you will find are
rooms full of fascinating exhibits,
and surprises around each corner.
The artefacts are put centre stage,
and they really do hold the attention:
you will find yourself wandering
around more than once in order
to take it all in.

Perhaps the English Civil War
arms and armour could have been
displayed in better context, but I
could have easily spent my entire
visit looking at their gallery alone.

E S S E X
U NI T E D  K IN G D O M

MORE MUSEUMS 
IN ESSEX

COALHOUSE FORT 
East Tilbury
Strategically placed on a 
peninsula, this unique site 
was progressively developed 
as a defensive position 
from 1402. During WWII, 
it became a Degausing 
Monitor Station, protecting
ships from the magnetic
mines that had been
deployed in the Thames
Estuary. The fort now
holds a series of open days
throughout the year, and
also hosts special events.

ROYAL GUNPOWDER MILLS
Waltham Abbey
The historic site of the Royal
Gunpowder Mills is a great
place for families to spend a
day out exploring the secret
history of gunpowder, explo-
sives, and rocket propellants
through engaging interac-
tive exhibits, science shows,
and a lively programme of
children’s activities.

HARWICH REDOUBT
Harwich
This is a circular fort that
was built in 1808 to defend
the port from Napoleonic
invasion. The Redoubt is the
largest ancient monument
in the UK to be conserved
by a voluntary group, the
Harwich Society, which
now opens it to the public.
Displays include a large
number of replica firearms,
and battle re-enactments
and other events are held
during the summer months.

The museum is enthralling, and 
one that really does deserve wider 
recognition. In the words of the 
museum’s patron, Lord Paddy 
Ashdown, it is ‘quite simply a gold-
mine’. I heartily recommend it. 

04

6

05

http://www.military-history.org
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WORKSHOP

FIRST WORLD WAR 
RESEARCHER WORKSHOPS
10 December 2014-14 January 2015

Norwich Castle Study Centre
Market Avenue
Norfolk, NR1 3JQ

www.rnrm.org

01603 493650

These workshops are a chance 
for family-history researchers 
or those interested in their 
local war memorial to fi nd 
out more about the Norfolk 
Regiment. Staff  will be on hand 
to guide researchers through 
the Royal Norfolk Regimental 
museum’s collection, which 
includes war diaries, letters, 
and personal accounts. 

KING’S ARMY 
MARCH
25 January 2015

Whitehall
London

www.english-civil-war-
society.org.uk

Each year, on the last Sunday 
in January, the King’s Army (the 
Royalist half of the English Civil 
War Society) retraces the route 
taken by King Charles I from St 
James’s Palace to the place of 
his execution at the Banqueting 
House in Whitehall.

EVENT

FREE 
ENTRY

PICTURING CONFLICT: ART OF THE FIRST WORLD WAR
8 November 2014-18 January 2015

City Art Centre
2 Market Street
Edinburgh, EH1 1DE

www.edinburghmuseums.org.uk
0131 529 3993

FREE
ENTRY

EXHIBITION

T his exhibition presents a small selection of paintings and other artworks that 
relate to the 1914-1918 confl ict. All the pieces on display have been drawn from 
the City Art Centre’s permanent collection. Featured artists include Eric Robertson, 
David Young Cameron, and John Lavery.

£15 
ENTRY

http://www.rnrm.org
http://www.english-civil-warsociety.org.uk
http://www.english-civil-warsociety.org.uk
http://www.edinburghmuseums.org.uk
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ACCESS THE AVRO 
VULCAN WEEK
19-23 January 2015

RAF Museum London
Grahame Park Way, London, NW9 5LL

www.rafmuseum.org.uk

020 8205 2266

The Avro Vulcan is now open for access for a 
full week in January 2015. Clamber up the two 
ladders, through the cabin, and into the cock-
pit, where one of the museum’s experienced 
aircraft  team will talk you through every nook 
and cranny of the fl ight-deck.

HANDS-ON

31 JANUARY
Hear Above the 
Battle’s Roar
National Centre for Early Music
St Margaret’s Church, Walmgate
York, YO1 9TL
www.ncem.co.uk

A poignant reflection of 
the First World War through 
music and poetry across 
a day of concerts, led by 
tenor Joshua Ellicott, bass 
Roderick Williams, and 
pianists Nicky Losseff and 
Peter Seymour. Highlights 
include some of the most 
extraordinarily beautiful 
works of the 20th century, 
from composers including 
Finzi, Ireland, Butterworth, 
and Vaughan Williams.

24 JANUARY
Introduction to 
the Holocaust
IWM London
Lambeth Road
London, SE1 6HZ
www.iwm.org.uk

This free discussion and 
replica-object handling 
session is a useful starting 
point for families who wish 
to learn about the Holocaust. 
The session is suitable for 
children aged 11 and above, 
but please note that the 
Holocaust Exhibition is 
only recommended for chil-
dren aged 14 and above. 

24 JANUARY
Access All Areas
Tank Museum
Linsay Road, Bovington
Dorset, BH20 6JG
www.tankmuseum.org

Enjoy a guided tour of the 
museum’s archive, library, 
and Supporting Collections 
Study Centre, plus a tour 
of the museum with one 
of the on-site experts. 
The guided tour will allow 
you to experience an exclusive 
look around the workshops 
and the Vehicle Conservation 
Centre. Refreshments are 
included in admission. 

DATES TO 
REMEMBER

Using letters, photographs, medals, and other personal mementos lent to the mu-
seum by members of the public, as well as loans from Wiltshire & Swindon History Centre and objects
from the museum’s own collections, this exhibition tells the story of Wiltshire’s war through the experiences of 
local people. There will also be a wide range of activities that explore the county’s role in supporting the Home 
Front during World War I, covering topics including the daily grind, food, warfare, and invention. 

SALISBURY AND THE GREAT WAR:
FIGHTING ON THE HOME FRONT
4 October 2014-17 January 2015

Salisbury and South Wiltshire Museum
The King’s House, 65 The Close, Salisbury, SP1 2EN

www.salisburymuseum.org.uk

01722 332151

EXHIBITION

TALK

IN THESE TIMES: LIVING IN BRITAIN 
THROUGH NAPOLEON’S WARS
29 January 2015

National Army Museum event, hosted at the Army & Navy Club

36-39 Pall Mall, London, SW1Y 5JN

www.nam.ac.uk  020 7730 0717

Join prize-winning author Jenny Uglow as she 
explores the many ways in which the Napoleonic 
Wars touched the lives of ordinary people.

Hear moving stories drawn from everyday life 
about people struggling through hard times and 
opening new horizons that would change their 
country for a century ahead.

£25
ENTRY

£8
ENTRY

£32.50
ENTRY

LECTURE

FREE
NTRY

WILFRED OWEN, 
WAR POET: A LIFE IN 
WORDS AND PICTURES
25 January 2015

Ordsall Hall Museum, 322 Ordsall 
Lane, Greater Manchester, M5 3AN
www.salfordcommunityleisure.co.uk

0161 872 0251

Wilfred Owen (1893-1918) was 
one of the most important 
poets of WWI. Invalided home 
with shell-shock in 1917, he was 
sent to Craiglockhart War Hospital in Edinburgh. There 
he met fellow-poet Siegfried Sassoon, who helped him 
with his writing. Having returned to the Front and won the 
Military Cross for bravery, Owen was killed aged 25, one 
week before the end of the war. This talk will look at Wilfred 
Owen’s extraordinary life and his most important poems.

http://www.nam.ac.uk
http://www.salfordcommunityleisure.co.uk
http://www.rafmuseum.org.uk
http://www.ncem.co.uk
http://www.iwm.org.uk
http://www.tankmuseum.org
http://www.salisburymuseum.org.uk
http://www.military-history.org
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CHAMPAGNE-ARDENNE
TOURIST BOARD
To complete the picture of the Western Front,
visitors to the Somme and the Chemin des
Dames should follow the Front Line south-east
towards Reims and the Marne. This area
suffered heavily, with two major Battles of the
Marne, which effectively started and ended the
War, and bitter trench warfare and fighting
during the Argonne and Champagne offensives.

Ruins, trenches and camps from a century
ago, plus military cemeteries, monuments and
museums recording the sacrifice and suffering
during the conflict, are detailed in a free
brochure: The First World War in the Marne.
To get your copy, please email us or download
from the ‘brochure/information’ section on
the website.

After exploring some of these sites, take a
cellar tour of one of Reims’ champagne houses,
where soldiers and civilians sheltered during
the war. Today the chalk tunnels and chambers
are lined with millions of bottles of champagne.
Why not finish your visit of the area with a glass
of the world famous bubbles?

TEL: 00 33 (0)3 26 21 85 80
EMAIL: contact@tourisme-champagne-ardenne.com
WEB: www.champagne-ardenne-tourism.co.uk

TOURIST BOARD LONDON CANAL MUSEUM
Waterways on the Western Front shows how the canals of Belgium saved
millions from starving while in France they brought tens of thousands
of wounded to safety. It explains how a tug boat owner stopped the
Germans taking Dunkirk. It reveals the secret munitions port at
Richborough, Kent - built in six months – which launched seagoing
barges to supply the Ypres salient. It is also an opportunity to remember
those who lost their lives crossing the canals in the war’s decisive battles.
Film, photos and first hand testimonies vividly recreate the sheer scale
of what happened and the essential role of the Royal Engineers. While

keeping the waterways open, they blew bridges behind British retreats, and built new ones that took tanks
into the final offensive. The exhibition also highlights the unexpected – men billeted in empty lock cham-
bers, hospital barges for horses, and canal water purified for troops to drink.

TEL: 07425136142
EMAIL: Charlie@lcmemail.co.uk
WEB: www.canalmuseum.org.uk/whatson/index.html

OPENING TIMES: Open until 12 April 2015. Tuesday - Sunday
10am, to 4.30pm. Free entry to the exhibition only on the first
Thursday of every month from 3.40 p.m. till 7.00 p.m.

EXHIBITION

TATE MODERN– 
CONFLICT, TIME, 
PHOTOGRAPHY
Conflict, Time, Photography 
traces diverse and poignant
journeys through 150 years
of conflict around the world
since the invention of
photography.

In this moving exhibition
at Tate Modern, the works
are ordered according to
how long after the event they

were created from moments, days and weeks to decades later. Photographs
taken seven months after the fire bombing of Dresden are shown alongside
those taken seven months after the end of the First Gulf War. The result is the
chance to make new connections while viewing the legacy of war as artists and
photographers have captured it in retrospect. Tickets on sale now.

TEL: 020 7887 8888
WEB: www.tate.org.uk/whats-on/tate-modern/exhibition/conflict-time-photography
OPENING TIMES: 26 November 2014 – 15 March 2015

EXHIBITIONNATIONAL HISTORIC 
SHIPS UK 
First World War: Britain’s 
Surviving Vessels. Think of the 
First World War at sea and Jutland
and a number of other big ship
actions probably spring to mind.
However, the real history of the

war at sea is a much richer story, incorporating not only these battles, but req-
uisitions by the Navy, the development of new technologies, and transporting
supplies to the troops on the Western Front. A few vessels even managed to
continue their usual roles, seemingly relatively unscathed by the war.

National Historic Ships UK’s (NHS-UK) has developed a dedicated website
telling the veteran stories of the 60 ships which took some part in the war.
Each of them has a story to tell - the enormous debt owed to those who served,
in whatever capacity, should never be forgotten.

If you know of other surviving vessels that played a part but we have missed,
please help NHS-UK tell these stories to a wider audience.

TEL: 020 8312 8558
EMAIL: info@nationalhistoricships.org.uk
WEB: www.ww1britainssurvivingvessels.org.uk

PROJECT

BATTLEFIELD TOURS (THE WAR
RESEARCH SOCIETY)
Our highly acclaimed family run tours have
taken thousands of people to visit the battlefields
throughout the World over 30 years.

During the next four years we are organising
tours to commemorate the Centenary of such

battles as Neuve Chappelle, Ypres, Looks, Aras,
The Somme, Vimy Ridge, Messines, Passchendaele,
Cambrai, The Advance to Victory, and 100th
Anniversary of Armistice in Ypres and Thiepval, as
well as the 70th Anniversary of Crossing the Rhine.

Come and experience history being brought alive
by our experience and caring guides, visit the grave
of a loved one, and the battlefield they fought on, or
simply walk in Great Granddads footsteps.

Our tours incorporate visits to Normandy
Beaches, Arnhem, Nijmegen, The Dambusters Raid,
Colditz Castle, Stalg Luft 3 (The Great Escape),
Berlin, Auschwitz, South Africa, the Boer and
Zulu Wars, Russia, Stalingrad, Jursk, Moscow, St.
Petersburg, and Gulag Visit to Solovetski.

TEL: 0121 430 5348
EMAIL: battlefieldtours@aol.com
WEB: www.battlefieldtours.co.uk
OPENING TIMES: January - November

TOUR
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MHM’S CENTENARY SEASON CONTINUES THIS MONTH WITH 
A WIDE VARIETY OF EVENTS, EXHIBITIONS, AND FAMILY 
ACTIVITIES. FROM A NEW DISPLAY AT THE ROYAL ARTILLERY 
MUSEUM, TO A PHOTOGRAPHY EXHIBIT AT THE TATE MODERN  
TRACING 150 YEARS OF CONFLICT, THERE IS PLENTY COMING 
UP TO KEEP THE HISTORY ENTHUSIAST BUSY.

THE WELLINGTON TRUST
The Wellington Trust is currently holding an 
exhibition to help inform and educate on the 
role of Hospital and Troop Ships in WW1.  The 
war was world wide, although many people only 
seem aware of the horrors of the Western front. 
Without these Merchant ships, mostly taken up 
from trade by the Government, we could not 
have fought the war, let alone returned all those 
who were wounded back to their Homeland, be 
that in Britain, India, ANZ or elsewhere.  1/7th 
of the Allied troops in France came from India, 
140,000 labourers were transported from China 
to dig trenches, carry ammunition, recover 
bodies from No Mans̀  land etc. In addition to 
the British troops going to France, Gallipoli, 
Mesopotamia and elsewhere, there were mil-
lions of horses to be shipped, and all had to be 
undertaken by sea.  19 hospital ships were sunk 
by mine or torpedo.  Visit our free exhibition to 
learn more or help with your research.

TEL: 020 7240 3082
EMAIL: info@thewellingtontrust.com
WEB: www.thewellingtontrust.com

OPENING TIMES: 
Sundays and Mondays until 15 December, 11am-4.30pm
Sundays and Mondays 1 March until 1 June, 11am-5pm

EXHIBITION

ROYAL COLLEGE OF 
NURSING LIBRARY AND 
HERITAGE CENTRE
Nurses, both military and civilian, 
made important contributions 
to the allied war effort and 
also sustained the principle of 

humanitarianism at a time when human life seemed to hold little value. On the 
centenary of the First World War, the Royal College of Nursing commemorates 
the professional nurses who worked, served and died between 1914 and 1918.

The Royal College of Nursing Library and Heritage Centre, near Oxford 
Circus in central London, is home to Europe’s largest nursing specific collection. 
In 2013 we opened an exciting new venue which includes exhibitions, a cafe and 
a shop as well as research space and access to our collections for all.

A series of public talks, workshops and performances, running throughout 
2015, will introduce the history of First World War nursing to a general audience.

EXHIBITION

FIREPOWER – THE ROYAL ARTILLERY MUSEUM
In their own words …

By 1914, man found that he had the weapons, technology and 
ability to kill, maim and destroy on an industrial scale. For the 
first time man fought in the sky, on land, on the sea and below 
the waves. It was a war that touched everyone, including civilians 
and at its end there probably wasn’t a town, village or family that 
hadn’t in some way been affected by this war’s cruelty.

“In Their Own Words” brings to life Gunners from different 
nations, separated 100 years ago by their country’s political 
ideology, the colour of their uniforms, or skin. Now 100 years 

on, as we look back upon their history and read their words, we realise that they are all united in the fact that 
they are all Gunners; this is their museum.

TEL: 020 8855 7755
EMAIL: info@firepower.org.uk

WEB: www.firepower.org.uk
OPENING TIMES: November 8, 2014 – November 11, 2018

EXHIBITION

ANDANTE TRAVELS
Damn the Dardanelles – The Gallipoli Campaign

In the centenary year of the Gallipoli campaign, 
pre-eminent First World War historian, Prof Gary 
Sheffield, will lead you on a tour of the landing 

beaches and significant sites of this controversial 
campaign. We will visit Anzac Cove, Cape Helles 
and Suvla Bay, as well as the associated battlefields 
and cemeteries. Prof Sheffield will offer fresh 
insight into the campaign and will discuss topics 
including: military strategy and tactics, the chal-
lenges of naval warfare and amphibious landing, 
issues of command, and the experience of the 
ordinary soldiers and sailors on both sides. We will 
look at a variety of perspectives, not only that of the 
British, Australian and New Zealanders, but also of 
the French (the neglected ally) and the victors in 
the campaign, the Turks.

TEL:+44 (0) 1722 713 820
EMAIL: info@historicaltrips.com
WEB: www.historicaltrips.com
www.historicaltrips.com/damn-the-dardanelles (Tour page)
OPENING TIMES: 6-13 September 2015

TOUR

TEL: 0345 337 3368
EMAIL: rcn.library@rcn.org.uk 
WEB: www.rcn.org.uk/library 

OPENING TIMES:  
9am – 7pm Monday – Friday, 9am – 5pm 
Saturday (closed Saturdays in August). For 
the full event programme, see our website.

FIRST WORLD WAR: REFLECTING ON 
LIVERPOOL’S HOME FRONT
Running from 23 July 2014 to 1 March 2015, the exhibi-
tion will explore some of Liverpool’s lesser-known 
stories of the First World War, asking visitors to look 
at this period of history from a different perspective. 
Featuring a special display about Liverpool’s Black and 
Minority Ethnic families during the First World War, 
other key themes which have remained untold over the 
last century will be examined using historical and pre-
viously unseen images. With more than 100,000 men 

from Merseyside serving, the dramatic shift in social dynamics undoubtedly 
had an impact on many areas of daily life, such as women’s struggles to manage 
funds, strikes for wartime wages and working conditions, and a sustained 
commitment to fundraising. This thought-provoking exhibition will support 
the Museum of Liverpool’s First World War items already on display in the City 
Soldiers Gallery and From Waterfront to Western Front exhibition. Free entry.

TEL: 0151 478 4545  WEB: www.liverpoolmuseums.org.uk/mol
OPENING TIMES: Open daily 10am to 5pm
Closed Christmas Day, Boxing Day & New Year’s Day

EXHIBITION

http://rcn.library@rcn.org.uk
http://www.rcn.org.uk/library
http://www.liverpoolmuseums.org.uk/mol
mailto:info@firepower.org.uk
http://www.firepower.org.uk
mailto:info@thewellingtontrust.com
http://www.thewellingtontrust.com
mailto:info@historicaltrips.com
http://www.historicaltrips.com
http://www.historicaltrips.com/damn-the-dardanelles
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BIRD BATTLEFIELD TOURS
Bird Battlefield Tours specialise in friendly tours of mostly European battle-
fields for small groups. They visit many of the major European sites, including 
Waterloo, Normandy and Falaise, the D-Day Beaches, Vimy, and the Somme 
and Ypres battlefields. They also go to Istanbul and Gallipoli – and Caporetto 
and the Italian WWI Front. Art tours to Venice and Veneto are popular. A 
mini-bus is the preferred method of transport (not in Venice!), as it ensures 
access to difficult terrain and allows for a more intimate atmosphere. The 
tours are always informal, with no risk of being lectured to death, or suffering 
a slide show after dinner. In fact, lunches and dinners are an essential part of 
their visits to battlefields and cemeteries, as they can be stimulating occasions 
where historical views are taken and exchanged.

TEL: 020 8752 0956
EMAIL: nick@nickybirddesign.com
WEB: www.birdbattlefieldtours.com

TOUR

BRITISH POSTAL MUSEUM & ARCHIVE
The General Post Office played a vital role in the war effort both on the home 
and fighting fronts. From telegram messenger boys delivering news of the 
fallen, to the Post Office Rifles fighting on the Western Front and the 35,000 
women who stepped into the roles of men who answered the call to arms, the 
Post Office’s role expanded drastically during the conflict. At the heart of 
battlefield communication, it operated field telephones, helped in breaking 
codes and provided a lifeline to the many British and Commonwealth 
Prisoners of War across the globe. All this while still providing a regular postal 
service to those left behind at home.

In partnership with Ironbridge Gorge Museums Trust, Last Post: 
Remembering the First World War reveals the impact the postal service played 
in communications, morale and social change through personal stories and 
fascinating objects. A touring version is available for hire. FREE ADMISSION.

TEL: 020 7354 7287
EMAIL: Dominique.gardner@postalheritage.org.uk
WEB: postalheritage.org.uk/last-post-coalbrookdale
OPENING TIMES: Coalbrookdale Museum of Iron
Monday-Friday 10am-5pm
Open until 27 March 2015

EXHIBITION

COMMEMORATING THE CENTENARY OF WORLD WAR I AT 
THE NATIONAL MEMORIAL ARBORETUM
Centrally located in the heart of England, the National Memorial Arboretum 
is the natural location to reflect on the sacrifices of the Great War and to learn 
more about the contributions made by both our armed forces and those who 
remained at home to keep the nation going. 

With over 300 memorials and 50,000 trees, the uplifting site offers a wealth 
of fascinating insights into how conflicts have impacted on our society and how 
contemporary remembrance has developed.  

World War I trails are available to help visitors navigate the site to explore 
memorials relating to World War I. Key memorials to visit include Shot at 
Dawn, Toc H and the Gallipoli memorial along with the Christmas Day Truce 
and Women’s Land Army memorials, both of which were dedicated in late 
2014.  

TEL: 01283 245 100
EMAIL: info@thenma.org.uk
WEB: www.thenma.org.uk
OPENING TIMES: The National Memorial Arboretum is free to enter and open every day except 
Christmas Day. 

CENTRE

MUSÉE DE LA GRANDE GUERRE DU PAYS DE MEAUX
Devoted solely to the First World War, France’s Musée de la Grande Guerre 
(Museum of the Great War) showcases a unique collection of some 50,000 First 
World War artefacts in a purpose-built Museum that attempts to place the First 
World War in its 20th- and 21st-century context. 

The collection is housed in over 3,000m2 of purpose built permanent 
exhibition space. The museum’s collection is remarkably diverse, with such 
extraordinarily rare items as complete uniforms from most countries involved, 
alongside weapons and artillery, heavy equipment and objects from everyday 
life on the front and home front, as well as rich documentary and graphic 
arts collections.

The museum utilizes state-of-the-art audio-visual systems, interactive 
displays and current museum expertise to appeal to every visitor. Innovative 
scenography illustrates the great changes and upheavals in society that 
resulted from the War.

TEL: +33 1 60 32 14 18
WEB: www.museedelagrandeguerre.eu
OPENING TIMES: May-September 9.30am-6.30pm, October-April 10am-5.30pm

MUSEUM

http://Dominique.gardner@postalheritage.org.uk
http://postalheritage.org.uk/last-post-coalbrookdale
mailto:nick@nickybirddesign.com
http://www.birdbattlefieldtours.com
mailto:info@thenma.org.uk
http://www.thenma.org.uk
http://www.museedelagrandeguerre.eu
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FREDERICK THE GREAT AND THE RISE OF PRUSSIA
The Prussian military tradition was central to the German ascent in the 
early 20th century. We analyse Frederick’s reform of the Prussian Army, 
and his role in the great continental wars of the mid 18th century, 
focusing on the Battle of Leuthen, perhaps his greatest victory.
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PUT YOUR MILITARY HISTORY KNOWLEDGE TO THE TEST WITH
THE MHM QUIZ, CROSSWORD, AND CAPTION COMPETITION

ACROSS
7 Stephen ___, US naval commander during

the Barbary War and War of 1812, killed in a

duel in 1820 (7)

8 Roman emperor who suppressed a revolt in

Judea in 132 AD (7)

9 Iranian city captured by Russia in 1826 (6)

10 Film and television series telling the

fictional story of a German U-boat (3,4)

11 Barrage ___, devices used against bomber

aircraft (8)

12 Desmond ___, British historian whose

works include Wings over the Desert and The

Hundred Years War (6)

13 US heavy bomber, first flown in 1939, built

by Consolidated Aircraft (9)

17 City in modern Turkey captured by the

Egyptian Mamelukes in 1832 (6)

19 Battle of the American War of Indepen-

dence (8)

MHM
CROSSWORD
NO 52

Abraham Brown, Patch Hancock, and Indigo
Templeton are three American servicemen,
separated from their platoon and biding their
time in southern France during the Second
World War, when they are captured by a
desperate group of renegade Nazi soldiers.
This is a meeting that will change the lives of
all three men, their captors, and those of the
many people they will encounter in the days,

weeks, and years following that fateful day.
Abraham and his two compatriots manage

to escape from their bonds, into an adventure
that is both violent and spiritual, causing each
man to examine his inner-self and become
closer to his associates. The people they
meet, including some who may not survive,
will affect the three men profoundly, and even
shape the strategies of entire countries.

This month we have 5 copies of The
Awakening of Abraham Brown to give away.MHMQUIZ
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21 Royal Navy aircraft-carrier launched in

1947 (7)

22 Spencer ___, British army officer and

brigade commander during the American

War of Independence (6)

23 Film (1966) starring George Peppard as a

German fighter pilot in World War I (4,3)

24 American Civil War battle fought in

Pennsylvania in June 1863 (7)

DOWN
1  ___ Bates, Union infantry colonel, and

later general, awarded the Medal of Honor

for action at the Battle of the Crater (7)

2 ___ Hill, American Civil War battle fought

in West Virginia in July 1861 (6)

3 Popular name for the German V-1 missile

(4,4)

4 US state in which the Battle of Mine Creek

was fought in October 1864 (6)

MHM 
CA ON

Think you can do better?
Go head-to-head with other MHM readers for the
chance to see your caption printed in the next issue. 
Enter now at www.military-history.org/competitions 

LAST MONTH’S WINNER

This is not quite what he had in mind when he gave the order 
to form a line abreast.
Jonathan Poulton

A
N
SW

ER
S

NOVEMBER ISSUE | MHM 51
ACROSS: 1 Warwick, 5 Bogota, 9 Colour sergeant, 10 
Niagara, 11 Saigon, 12 Pike, 13 Waddington, 15 Invincible, 
18 RASC, 19 Keppel, 21 Eleanor, 23 Earl of Pembroke, 24 
Monroe, 25 Cyclist. 

DOWN: 2 Ascension, 3 Wallace, 4 Ceuta, 5 Berkshire, 6 
Goering, 7 Tenko, 8 Oswald, 13 Wickliff e, 14 Observers, 16 
Impaler, 17 Bremen, 18 Rintoul, 20 Erato, 22 Embry.

Getting his ex-wives to form a gun club was not Fred’s 
best idea!
Debby

5 The ___, ancient Chinese work written 

by the general Sun Tzu (3,2,3)

6 Nomadic tribes of Central Asia who 

allied with the Mongols (7)

10 Small warship (9)

13 Spartan naval commander (8)

14 Member of an ancient people of south-

eastern Europe who came under Roman 

rule during the 2nd century BC (8)

15 Scottish king who defeated the Nor-

thumbrians at the Battle of Carham (7)

16 Charles ___, US pilot who fl ew the 

B-29 bomber carrying the atom bomb for 

the attack on Nagasaki (7)

18 German term for a prisoner-of-war 

camp (6)

20 Battle of the Wars of the Roses fought 

in Yorkshire in March 1461 (6)

RUNNERS-UP

WINNER: The 1st (Heavy) Piccadilly 
Grannies prepare for the January Sales at 
Fortnam & Masons (Sales are not covered 
by the Geneva Convention)
Anthony Arbour

To be in with a chance of winning, simply answer 
the following questions:

When did the US offi  cially enter WWII? 

When did the US declare war on Germany? 

When was the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor? 

?

?

?
We continue our caption competition with an image from  
our feature on the Battle of Nieuwpoort. Pit your wit against 
other readers at www.military-history.org/competitions 

Answer 
online at 

www.military-
history.org

http://www.military-history.org/competitions
http://www.military-history.org
http://www.military-history.org
http://www.military-history.org/competitions
http://www.military-history.org
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MHM LOOKS AT FIVE OF THE MOST FEARSOME HAND-TO-HAND WEAPONS OF THE MEDIEVAL ERA 
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MEDIEVAL WEAPONS

LONGSWORD
FAVOURED BY: European knights
The longsword fi rst emerged as a distinc-
tive type of Late Medieval sword in the 
14th century, in the earlier phases of the 
Hundred Years War. It remained in use as a 
weapon of war intended for wielders wear-
ing full plate armour, either on foot or on 
horseback, throughout the Late Medieval 
period. From the late 15th century, however, 
it is also attested as being worn and used 
by unarmoured soldiers or mercenaries [as 
shown above]. 

By the 16th century, the longsword’s 
military use was limited, though it
remained a weapon of
choice among the 
German Lands-
knechts a while 
longer, and it 
continued to be 
used thereaft er as 
a sports weapon and
possibly also for duels.

BILLHOOK
FAVOURED BY: English infantry
The English use of massed billmen was well known 
in the Late Medieval and Renaissance periods, 
notably aft er the Battle of Flodden in 1513 when
the Scottish King James
and bill. Originally used a
undergrowth, these sav
evolved into an infantry w
ations, the billhook’s 

handle could be short (preferred by 
the English) or long (for the Italians.)
Used in a swinging motion, it had 
the stopping power of a spear, but
b f th d bl d it ld

LANCE
FAVOURED BY: 
mounted warriors
Designed for use by a 
warrior on horseback, a lance
is a long pole or spear made of wood 
with a sharp metal tip. Although best 
known as a military and sporting weap-
on carried by European knights, the use 

of lances was widespread throughout 
Asia, the Middle East, and North Africa, 
wherever suitable mounts were avail-
able. Horsemen also carried swords 

or maces, as the lance was too long 
and heavy for use at close-quarters or 
when dismounted. Lances were still 
in use by the British, French, Russian, 
Belgian, Turkish, Italian, and German 
armies at the outbreak of WWI. 

HALBERD
FAVOURED BY: the Swiss Guard
This two-handed weapon came to promi-
nence during the 14th and 15th centuries. 

Essentially an axe, a hook, and a spike 
on top of a pole, it was a fearsome anti-
personnel weapon for use against both 
infantry and cavalry. To engage other pike-
men, foot soldiers armed with halberds 
would also carry a short sword for even 
closer combat. 

Frequently adopted by court bodyguards, 
the halberd is still in use as a ceremonial 
weapon of the Swiss Guard in the Vatican.

MACE
FAVOURED BY: footmen facing 
an enemy clad in plate armour
The mace is descended from a simple 
wooden club. Although there were many 
variations, in essence the mace was a 
bludgeoning weapon with a wooden 
handle and an iron head. Because of the 
heavy top, a soldier could swing it without 
much eff ort, generating more force than a 
sword – enough to severely damage his 
opponent’s armour. Footmen used shorter 
maces, while horsemen used longer ones 
to reach from their greater height. Today 
they are used for ceremonials at American 
universities and in the House of Commons.
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