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G
’day to all our Matelot Mates and readers, welcome to the“KEEL-HAULER”,our sub-Section’s monthly newsletter. Have a yarn, joke or any subject related to anything that is of a maritime nature and you want to have it publicised in the newsletter, then contact the Editor [Email: eggsngr@gmail.com] and I’ll endeavour to have it printed.



J
OHN PAUL JONES(1747 - 1792)
Scottish born naval captain John Paul Jones visited New Hampshire twice. In 1777 he took Portsmouth-built RANGER with a Piscataqua crew to France. There he worried the British in a series of guerrilla raids before his famous battle in the BON HOMME RICHARD. Later, a hero decorated by the King of France, he returned to Portsmouth to fit out the AMERICA, largest ship of war ever built in the nation to that day. Jones stayed at the Purcell House, today the Paul Jones Museum.
Read full article inside this month’s issue.



LINE-CROSSING CEREMONY

T
he ceremony of ‘Crossing the Line’is an initiation rite in the R.A.N., Royal Navy, U.S. Navy, U.S. Coast Guard, and other navies which commemorates a sailor’s first crossing of the equator.

Originally the tradition was created as a test for seasoned sailors to ensure their new shipmates were capable of handling long rough times at sea. Sailors who have already crossed the equator are nicknamed (Trusty) Shellbacks, often referred to as Sons of Neptune; those who have not are nicknamed (Slimy) Pollywogs.

In the western world:
The two-day event (evening and day) is a ritual of reversal in which the older and experienced enlisted crew essentially takes over the ship from the officers. Physical assaults in keeping with the ‘spirit’ of the initiation are tolerated, and even the inexperienced crew is given the opportunity to ‘take over’. The transition flows from established order to the controlled ‘chaos’ of the Pollywog Revolt, the beginnings of re-order in the initiation rite as the fewer but experienced enlisted crew converts the ‘Wogs’ through physical tests, then back to, and thereby affirming, the pre-established order of officers and enlisted. Like the old physically- and emotionally-intensive boot camp, the “Crossing the Line” ritual deconstructs then reconstructs the initiates’ experience from newbie outsider into the experienced military fraternity.
The eve of the equatorial crossing is called Wog Day and, as with much other night-before rituals, is a mild type of reversal of the day to come. ‘Wogs’–all of the uninitiated–are allowed to capture and ‘interrogate’ any shellbacks they can find (eg, tying them up, cracking eggs or pouring aftershave lotion on their heads); this is not a thing that a true shellback will ever have happen to them. The wogs are made very aware of the fact that it will be much harder on them if they do anything like this.
After crossing the line, Pollywogs receive subpoenas to appear before King Neptune and his court (usually including his first assistant Davy Jones and her Highness Amphitrite and often various dignitaries, who are all represented by the highest ranking seamen), who officiate at the ceremony, which is often preceded by a Beauty Contest of men dressing up as women, each department of the ship being required to introduce one contestant in swimsuit drag. Afterwards, some wogs may be “interrogated” by King Neptune and his entourage, and the use of ‘truth serum’ (hot sauce + after shave +?) and whole uncooked eggs put in the mouth. During the ceremony, the Pollywogs undergo a number of increasingly disgusting ordeals (wearing clothing inside out and backwards; crawling on hands and knees on nonskid-coated decks; being swatted with short lengths of firehose; being locked in stocks and pillories and pelted with mushy fruit; being locked in a water coffin of salt-water and bright green sea dye (fluorescent sodium salt); crawling through chutes or large tubs of rotting garbage; kissing the Royal Baby’s belly coated with axle grease, hair chopping, etc), largely for the entertainment of the Shellbacks.
Once the ceremony is complete, a Pollywog receives a certificate declaring his new status. Another rare status is the Golden shellback, a person who has crossed the equator at the 180thmeridian (International Date Line). When a ship must cross these lines, the ship’s captain will usually intentionally plot a course across the Golden X so that the ship’s crew can be initiated into the Golden Shellbacks.
The rarest Shellback status is that of the Emerald Shellback (USA), or Royal Diamond Shellback (Commonwealth), which is received after crossing the equator at the prime meridian.
This is an account of the ceremony on board HMS Blossom in 1825 by Petty Officer John Bechervaise in his private publication Thirty-Six Years of a Sea Faring Life (1839), available from Kessinger in facsimile. Blossom was just starting a three year voyage of exploration round the Horn to the Arctic.
There were on board the ship a great number of officers and seamen, who had never yet gone South of the Tropics, consequently were to be initiated into the mysteries of crossing the Equinoctial line, and entering the dominions of Neptune; great preparations had been making since our leaving Woolwich, for an event which promised to some part of the crew great amusement, to the other great fear; many a poor girl at Woolwich, and at Spithead had been deprived of some part of her wardrobe, to adorn Amphitrite; from one a night cap and gown had been stolen, from another some other part of dress, and although I had no hand in it, I was as bad as the rest, for I was consenting thereto. An immense grey horse hair wig, sufficiently long to reach well down the back of Neptune, had been purchased in England by subscription, accompanied by a venerable grey beard to sweep his aged breast; a tin crown and a trident completed the regalia. On a review of all those who previously had crossed the line, I was selected as Neptune’s handspike, astride of which a seated man was with his hands fastened to the rope over his head.
The first of the ship’s company that were shaved, who was brought up blindfolded by the whole posse of constables was the armourer, a weather-beaten honest old Hibernian, who had been a farrier in the Peninsular Army for many years. At the reduction, he had found his way as armourer of some small craft, and thence to our ship; on his entering for our ship, so anxious was he to be within the given age, which was thirty, that on being asked his age he gave it as eight and twenty, although fifty six was written in legible characters on his old cribbage face, which throughout the ship’s company had gained him the cognomen of old eight and twenty. On this man then the barber had to perform his first functions; a bucket was filled with all the cleanings of the hen coops, pig-styes, &c. and with it a due proportion of tar had been mixed; with a large paint brush dipped in this villainous compound, and his razor, close to him the barber stood waiting the signal. My first question was “what is your name my man?” “John S----, your honour,” at the instant of his opening his mouth the brush went across it, when the face the poor creature made it is impossible to describe, “phoo what do you call that?”“What do you call that?”I again asked the old man how old he was, “eight and twenty your honour, and so I am; oh I will spake no more, I will spake no more.”As a last effort to make him open his mouth, I said if you mean to put him overboard, mind have a good rope round him for perhaps he cannot swim. Terrified at the idea of being thrown overboard the poor fellow said “I cannot swim, oh, I cannot swim;”but as the brush again crossed his mouth, he uttered with his teeth closed, “I will spake no more, by J---s I will spake no more if you drown me.”Amid a roar of laughter two men tripped the handspike on which he sat and sent him backward into the sail where the bear was waiting to receive him; it was soon over, he escaped and stood by to see his shipmates share his fate. At the time of his being shaved he was not aware who Neptune was, when he found it out I could not get him to speak to me for some time; at length Irish good temper conquered, and we were friends again.
—John Bechervaise, Thirty-six Years of Seafaring Life p.146-150
A watered-down version of the ceremony, typically featuring King Neptune, is also sometimes carried out for passengers’ entertainment on civilian ocean liners and cruise ships.
Controversy
In the 19thcentury and earlier, the crossing line ceremony was quite a brutal event, often involving beating “pollywogs” with boards and wet ropes and sometimes throwing the victims over the side of the ship, dragging the pollywog in the surf from the stern. In more than one instance, sailors were reported to have been killed while participating in a crossing the line ceremony.
As late as World War II, the line crossing ceremony was still rather rough and involved activities such as the “Devil’s Tongue” which would be an electrified piece of metal poked into the sides of those deemed pollywogs. Beatings were often still common, usually with wet firehoses, (they were not wet the where salt harden from sea water) and several World War II Navy deck logs speak of sailors visiting sickbay after crossing the line.
Efforts to curtail the line crossing ceremony did not begin until the 1980s, when several reports of blatant hazing began to circulate regarding the line crossing ceremony and at least one death was attributed to abuse while crossing the line.
California Maritime Academy observed the line-crossing until 1989, after which the ceremony was deemed to be hazing, and was forbidden. The‘89 crossing was fairly typical, as it was not realized to be the last one. Pollywogs participated voluntarily, though women midshipmen justifiably observed that they were under social pressure to do the ceremony but were targets of harder abuse (the shellback in the line crossing ceremony still exists today; so how can this have been the last one when I went through four times after 1997?). Pollywogs (midshipmen and anyone else who had not crossed) ascended a ladder from the Forecastle to the superstructure deck of the ship. There, they crawled down a gauntlet of shellbacks on both sides of a long, heavy canvas runner, about 10–12 meters. The shellbacks had prepared 3’or 1 meter lengths of canvas/rubber firehose, which they swung hard at the posterior of each wog. The wogs then ascended a ladder to the boatdeck to slide down a makeshift chute into the baptism of messdeck leavings in sea water in an inflated liferaft back on the superstructure deck. Wogs then returned to the Forecastle where they were hosed off by firehose and then allowed to kiss, in turn, the belly of the sea-baby, the foot of the sea-hag, and the ring of King Neptune, each personified by shellbacks. This is a typical one but every ship has different takes and like a party not all are the same and most people Sailors is having a lot of fun.
In 1995, a notorious line crossing ceremony took place on an Australian submarine HMAS Onslow. Sailors undergoing the ceremony were physically and verbally abused before being subjected to an act called “sump on the rump”, where a dark liquid was daubed over each sailor’s anus and genitalia. One sailor was then sexually assaulted with a long stick before all sailors undergoing the ceremony were forced to jump overboard until permitted to climb back aboard the submarine. A videotape of the ceremony was obtained by the Nine Network and aired on Australian television. The television coverage provoked widespread criticism, especially when the videotape showed some of the submarine’s officers watching the entire proceedings from the conning tower.
Most navies have, since then, instituted regulations which prohibit physical attacks on sailors undergoing the crossing the line ceremony. In modern times, rather than a dreaded rite of initiation, the line crossing ceremony has become a popular tradition in the U.S. Navy and the U.S. Coast Guard. In the PBS documentary Carrier filmed in 2005 (Episode 7–“Rites of Passage”),a crossing-the-line ceremony on the USS Nimitz is extensively documented. The ceremony is carefully orchestrated by the ship’s officers, with some enthusiastic sailors chafing at the degree to which “harassment” Is disallowed.
Line crossing ceremonies are also carried out on many U.S. merchant ships. However, without the oversight of military justice, they can often get out of hand and lead to the abuse and assault which occurred in line crossing ceremonies of the past.
[bookmark: Equatorial_Baptism]
Equatorial Baptism
Baptism on the line, also called equatorial baptism, is an initiation ritual sometimes performed as a ship crosses the equator, involving water baptism of passengers or crew who have never crossed the equator before. The ceremony is sometimes explained as being an initiation into the court of King Neptune.
The ritual is the subject of a painting by Matthew Benedict named The Mariner’s Baptism, and of a 1961 book by Henning Henningsen named Crossing the Equator: Sailor’s Baptism and other Initiation Rites.
[bookmark: Honors]
Honours
A popular patch has also been created for shellbacks that depict Neptune battling a sea serpent with his trident.
This is the text from a certificate issued on a Royal Navy ship during the Second World War:
A Proclamation
Whereas by our Royal Consension, Our Trusty, Well Beloved……………….has this day entered Our Domain. We do hereby declare to all whom it may concern that it is Our Royal Will and Pleasure to confer upon him the Freedom of the Seas without undue ceremony. Should he fall overboard, we do command that all Sharks, Dolphins, Whales, Mermaids and other dwellers in the Deep are to abstain from maltreating his person. And we further direct all Sailors, Soldiers, Airmen and others who have not crossed Our Royal Domain, to treat him with the respect due to One of Us. Given under Our Hand at Our Court on board H.M.S….............on the Equator in Longitude…..°, on this….. Day of…... in the year…..
(Signed)
Cancer — High Clerk
Neptune — Rex
This is the text from a certificate issued on a United States Navy ship during the 1960s:
Know ye, that………………, on the….. Day of…... aboard…........... Appeared at the equator at Latitude…..°, Longitude…..° entering into Our Royal Domain, and having been inspected and found worthy by My Royal Staff and was initiated into the Solemn Mysteries of the Ancient Order of the Deep. I command my subjects to Honour and Respect him as one of our Trusty Shellbacks.
(Signed)
Davey Jones — His Royal Scribe
Neptunus Rex — Ruler of the Raging Main

The USS Franklin D. Roosevelt (CVA-42), under way to Rio de Janeiro, crossed the line on 4 July 1966, and its crew became known as “Star Spangled Shellbacks;”however, no previous mention of such honour has to date been located.

Similar “fraternities” in the navy include:

The Order of the Blue Nose for sailors who have crossed the Arctic Circle.
The Order of the Polar Bear for U.S. sailors who have crossed the Arctic Circle.
The Order of the Red Nose for sailors who have crossed the Antarctic Circle.
The Order of the Golden Dragon for sailors who have crossed the International Date Line.
The Order of the Ditch for sailors who have passed through the Panama Canal.
The Order of the Rock for sailors who have transited the Strait of Gibraltar.
The Safari to Suez for sailors who have passed through the Suez Canal.
The Emerald Shellback or Royal Diamond Shellback for sailors who cross at 0/0 degrees off the coast of West Africa (where the equator crosses the Prime Meridian)
The Realm of the Czars for sailors who crossed into the Black Sea.
The Order of Magellan for sailors who circum-navigated the Earth.
The Order of the Lakes for sailors who have sailed on all five Great Lakes.

BELOW: A Typical ‘Crossing the Line’ Certificate issued to sailors after being duly Initiated (Donated by Petty Officer Bosun ‘Harry’ Harris– HMAS Cerberus Seamanship School).


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PROSTATE DRUG OFFERS BEST HOPE IN 60 YEARS
Article from: COURIER MAIL 
Daniel Martin
May 28, 2009
A
POWERFUL drug to fight prostate cancer could be available in two years in a development scientists have hailed as a major breakthrough.
Trials have shown the drug abiraterone can shrink the most dangerous tumours in up to 70 per cent of cases. It has been hailed as the biggest advance in the field for 60 years, capable of saving thousands of lives.
Trials will begin in Britain soon to see whether abiraterone also works against breast cancer.
About 3000 men die of prostate cancer in Australia each year and about the same number of women die from breast cancer. Prostate cancer is the most common cancer in Australian men and the second-most common cause of cancer deaths in men
There are two types: aggressive and non-aggressive. Two-thirds of prostate cancer patients have the non-aggressive variety and can often lead a healthy life. But many with the aggressive version die within 18 months of diagnosis.
Abiraterone was discovered by the Institute of Cancer Research in London with funding from Cancer Research UK.
The latest trials on men with aggressive cancer found four pills a day could control the disease and reduce pain with few side effects. But the effect of the drug wears off after an average of eight months and tumour growth can resume.
Scientists have developed a method of prolonging the benefits for another 12 months by combining the drug with a steroid. They found that men with a particular gene abnormality – thought to drive the growth of the cancer – responded best to abiraterone.

KEEPING THE WINTER BLUES AT BAY
12 Jun 2009
W
ith winter now upon us the days are shorter and many people are experiencing changes in sleep patterns, energy levels and mood.
“As the days get shorter a lot of people find it difficult to wake up in the mornings, feel more lethargic, or crave carbohydrate-rich foods like chocolate, ”said Associate Professor Greg Murray, convenor of clinical psychology programs at Swinburne University of Technology.
Murray said the extreme form of this common pattern of lowered mood and energy in winter, seasonal affective disorder (SAD), is recognised as a type of recurrent depression.
“While winter SAD is most common in the northern hemisphere and appears to be rare in our temperate climate, research has shown that around 1 in 300 of the Australian adult population experiences SAD-like symptoms,” he said.
“There is a trend for Australians to report lowered mood and energy levels in winter compared to the warmer months, but there are many ways to ease the symptoms.”
To help ease the winter blues Murray offers the following tips:
Ensure you get at least one hour of outdoor light each day, preferably in the morning.
Make an effort to keep up your social life. A decrease in social activities during winter can have an impact on a person’s mood and energy levels. A ‘Winter Solstice’ or ‘Christmas in July’ dinner party could be a good idea.
Keep well and active by continuing activities such as exercise. While more difficult to undertake in winter, it can help lift depressive symptoms. Consider a gym membership during the colder months.
The winter reality of the increased need for sleep, and the presence of colds and flu, mean we may not be as productive as we are in the warmer months. For some people, acceptance of this natural rhythm is an important part of winter wellbeing.
“Although for most of us the mood and energy changes in winter can be addressed with these simple strategies, it is important to remember that depression in winter can be a serious problem that may need professional attention,” Murray said.
(Source: Swinburne University of Technology: June 2009)

FLU PANDEMIC ALERT RAISED TO PHASE 6
13 Jun 2009
On the basis of available evidence and expert assessments of the evidence, the scientific criteria for INFLUENZA pandemic have been met. The Director-General of the World Health Organization (WHO) has therefore decided to raise the level of influenza pandemic alert from phase 5 to phase 6.
Director-General of the World Health Organization Dr Margaret Chan said:“In late April, WHO announced the emergence of a novel influenza A virus. This particular H1N1 strain has not circulated previously in humans. The virus is entirely new.
“The virus is contagious, spreading easily from one person to another and from one country to another. Nearly 30,000 confirmed cases have been reported in 74 countries. This is only part of the picture. With few exceptions, countries with large numbers of cases are those with good surveillance and testing procedures in place.
“Spread in several countries can no longer be traced to clearly-defined chains of human-to-human transmission. Further spread is considered inevitable. On the basis of available evidence, and expert assessments of the evidence, the scientific criteria for an influenza pandemic have been met.
“I have therefore decided to raise the level of influenza pandemic alert from phase 5 to phase 6.
“The world is now at the start of the 2009 influenza pandemic.
“No previous pandemic has been detected so early or watched so closely, in real-time, right at the very beginning. The world can now reap the benefits of investments, over the last five years, in pandemic preparedness.
“Thanks to close monitoring, thorough investigations, and frank reporting from countries, we have some early snapshots depicting spread of the virus and the range of illness it can cause.
“Globally, we have good reason to believe that this pandemic, at least in its early days, will be of moderate severity. As we know from experience, severity can vary, depending on many factors, from one country to another. On present evidence, the overwhelming majority of patients experience mild symptoms and make a rapid and full recovery, often in the absence of any form of medical treatment.
“Worldwide, the number of deaths is small. Each and every one of these deaths is tragic, and we have to brace ourselves to see more. However, we do not expect to see a sudden and dramatic jump in the number of severe or fatal infections.
“We know that the novel H1N1 virus preferentially infects younger people. In nearly all areas with large and sustained outbreaks, the majority of cases have occurred in people under the age of 25 years.
“In some of these countries, around 2% of cases have developed severe illness, often with very rapid progression to life-threatening pneumonia.
“Most cases of severe and fatal infections have been in adults between the ages of 30 and 50 years.
“This pattern is significantly different from that seen during epidemics of seasonal influenza, when most deaths occur in frail elderly people.
“Many, though not all, severe cases have occurred in people with underlying chronic conditions. Based on limited, preliminary data, conditions most frequently seen include respiratory diseases, notably asthma, cardiovascular disease, diabetes, autoimmune disorders, and obesity.
“At the same time, it is important to note that around one third to half of the severe and fatal infections is occurring in previously healthy young and middle-aged people.
“Without question, pregnant women are at increased risk of complications. This heightened risk takes on added importance for a virus, like this one, that preferentially infects younger age groups.
“A characteristic feature of pandemics is their rapid spread to all parts of the world. In the previous century, this spread has typically taken around 6 to 9 months, even during times when most international travel was by ship or rail.
“Countries should prepare to see cases, or the further spread of cases, in the near future. Countries where outbreaks appear to have peaked should prepare for a second wave of infection. Countries with widespread transmission should focus on the appropriate management of patients. The testing and investigation of patients should be limited; as such measures are resource intensive and can very quickly strain capacities.
“Pending the availability of vaccines, several non-pharmaceutical interventions can confer some protection.
“WHO continues to recommend no restrictions on travel and no border closures.
“Influenza pandemics, whether moderate or severe, are remarkable events because of the almost universal susceptibility of the world’s population to infection.”
(Source: World Health Organization: June 2009)

THE“PALAEOLITHIC DIET”
OVERVIEW OF THE CAVEMAN DIET
P
alaeolithic Nutrition: How hunter-gatherers ate a million years ago by Josh Day
http://www.chetday.com/cavemandiet.htm
Have you ever heard of The Caveman Diet, or the Stone Age Diet, or the Palaeolithic Diet?
Here’s Wikipedia for a little introduction:
The modern dietary regimen known as the Palaeolithic diet (abbreviated paleo diet or paleodiet), also popularly referred to as the caveman diet, Stone Age diet and hunter-gatherer diet, is a nutritional plan based on the presumed ancient diet of wild plants and animals that various human species habitually consumed during the Palaeolithic—a period of about 2.5 million years duration that ended around 10,000 years ago with the development of agriculture. In common usage, such terms as the “Palaeolithic diet” also refer to the actual ancestral human diet. (Wikipedia)
So no more microwaves, fast food drive-throughs, or boxed macaroni and cheese: In fact, no more pasta or any grain, and no more cheese or any dairy at all.
You eat only what your Palaeolithic ancestors could eat.
Fortunately, this culinary and nutritional approach encompasses the entire spectrum of human Palaeolithic hunter-gatherers; just because your ancestors may have come from a landlocked plain and chowed down almost exclusively on roots, berries, grubs, and mammal meats, it doesn’t mean you have to.
All foods, anywhere on the planet, available to Palaeolithic people are fair game for the caveman diet. This includes seafood, all manner of fowl, exotic meats, and fruits and vegetables available through nature.
Here’s what the caveman diet excludes:
All grains
Legumes (that’s beans, folks!)
Dairy
Salt
Sugar (aside from fructose naturally occurring in fruits and some root veggies)
Non-animal fat oils (vegetable oil, canola oil, all processed oils)
The caveman diet also excludes maize – i.e. corn. Believe it or not, but corn is not a naturally occurring vegetable. Corn was created by humans through hybridization of grasses. No wonder it doesn’t break down like other foods in the digestive tract! Also, no wonder it’s so highly used in heavily processed, toxic formulations like high-fructose corn sweetener.
Okay, let’s break down what the caveman diet has to offer, nutrient-wise:
Fruits, vegetables, lean meats, and seafood, which are staples of the hunter-gatherer diet, are more nutrient-dense than refined sugars, grains, vegetable oils, and dairy products. Consequently, the vitamin and mineral content of the diet is very high compared with a standard diet, in many cases a multiple of the RDA [recommended dietary allowance]. Fish and seafood represent a particularly rich source of omega-3 fatty acids and other micronutrients, such as iodine, iron, zinc, copper, and selenium that are crucial for proper brain function and development. (Wikipedia)
Despite what some critical, sceptic studies have claimed, the caveman diet can be very high in calcium, especially if sardines are regularly ingested.
Unlike extremist, strict vegan diets, the palelolithic diet provides plenty of Vitamin B-12 as well as nutrients from the entire B complex. There is absolutely no chance of a protein deficiency on the caveman diet; on the contrary, protein is a staple.
If you think this is starting to sound like a bodybuilder’s diet, you’re absolutely right. The caveman diet has many similarities to high protein, low grain diets specifically used to build muscle mass.
It’s also very healthy as you’ve entirely eliminated all processed foods, which include cereals that are often products of globalized industries with heavy processing. Dairy, which is difficult for many non-Caucasian ethnic groups to digest, is also discarded.
While sodium is off the menu, there’s no reason you can’t use herbs to thoroughly season your dishes.
The caveman diet is a fun nutritional program that surprisingly offers you a wide range of culinary options–seafood soups, crab and potato boils, rich salads, even (depending on how you prepare the meat) a New England boiled dinner consisting of slow-cooked roast, onions, cabbage, turnips, carrots, and potato.
[bookmark: 121c3989f4e0ee23_1] 

USS LIBERTY
Navy Vet Who Foiled Israeli Attack Honoured
08 Jun 2009
Ray McGovern *

W
hat’s the difference between murder and massacre?

The answer is Terry Halbardier, whose bravery and ingenuity as a 23-year-old Navy seaman spelled the difference between the murder of 34 of the USS Liberty crew and the intended massacre of all 294.
The date was June 8, 1967; for the families of the 34 murdered and for the Liberty’s survivors and their families, it is a “date which will live in infamy”– like the date of an earlier surprise attack on the U.S. Navy.
The infamy is twofold: (1) the Liberty, a virtually defenceless intelligence collection platform prominently flying an American flag in international waters, came under deliberate attack by Israeli aircraft and three 60-ton Israeli torpedo boats off the coast of the Sinai on a cloudless June afternoon during the six-day Israeli-Arab war; and (2) President Lyndon Johnson called back carrier aircraft dispatched to defend the Liberty lest Israel be embarrassed – the start of an unconscionable cover-up, including top Navy brass, that persists to this day.
Given all they have been through, the Liberty survivors and other veterans – who joined Halbardier to celebrate his belated receipt of the Silver Star – can be forgiven for having doubted that this day would ever come. In the award ceremony at the Visalia, Calif., office of Rep. Devin Nunes, the Republican congressman pinned the Silver Star next to the Purple Heart that Halbardier found in his home mailbox three years ago.
Nunes said, “The government has kept this quiet I think for too long, and I felt as my constituent he [Halbardier] needed to get recognized for the services he made to his country.”
Nunes got that right. Despite the many indignities the Liberty crew has been subjected to, the mood in Visalia was pronouncedly a joyous one of Better (42 Years) Late than Never. And, it did take some time to sink in: Wow, a gutsy congressman not afraid to let the truth hang out on this delicate issue.
Treatment Accorded the Skipper
As we gathered in Congressman Nunes’ office, I could not get out of my head the contrast between this simple, uncomplicated event and the rigmarole that senior Navy officers went through to pin a richly deserved Medal of Honour on another hero of that day, the Liberty’s skipper, Capt. William McGonagle.
Although badly wounded by Israeli fire on June 8, 1967, McGonagle was able to keep the bombed, torpedoed, napalmed Liberty afloat and limping toward Malta, where what was left of the bodies of the 34 crewmen killed and the 174 wounded could be attended to.
Do the math: yes, killed and wounded amounted to more than two-thirds of the Liberty crew of 294.
I remembered what a naval officer involved in McGonagle’s award ceremony told one of the Liberty crew:“The government is pretty jumpy about Israel … the State Department even asked the Israeli ambassador if his government had any objections to McGonagle getting the medal.”
When McGonagle received his award, the White House (the normal venue for a Medal of Honour award) was all booked up, it seems, and President Johnson (who would have been the usual presenter) was unavailable. So it fell to the secretary of the navy to sneak off to the Washington Navy Yard on the banks of the acrid Anacostia River, where he presented McGonagle with the Medal of Honour and a citation that described the attack but not the identity of the attackers.
Please don’t misunderstand. The Liberty crew is not big on ceremony. They are VERY-not-big on politicians who wink when Navy comrades are killed and wounded at s
Getting the Truth Out
The Liberty survivors are big on getting the truth out about what actually happened that otherwise beautiful day in June 1967. Last Wednesday’s award of the Silver Star to Terry Halbardier marked a significant step in the direction of truth-telling. Is it too much to hope that the example set by Nunes may embolden other lawmakers to right the wrongs done to their Liberty-veteran constituents – and thus to chip away at what’s left of the cover-up?
Halbardier said he accepted his Silver Star on behalf of the entire 294-man crew. He and fellow survivor Don Pageler expressed particular satisfaction at the wording of the citation, which stated explicitly – with none of the usual fudging – the identity of the attackers:“The USS Liberty was attacked by Israeli aircraft and motor torpedo boats in the East Mediterranean Sea….”In the past, official citations, like Capt. McGonagle’s, had avoided mentioning Israel by name when alluding to the attack.
I think former U.S. ambassador Edward Peck put it best in condemning this kind of approach as “obsequious, unctuous subservience to the peripheral interests of a foreign nation at the cost of the lives and morale of our own service members and their families.”Strong words for a diplomat; But right on target.
Were it not for Halbardier’s bravery, ingenuity, and technical expertise, the USS Liberty would surely have sunk, taking down much – if not all – of the crew. Israeli commando helicopters were ready to take care of any personnel still that survived the sinking.
The first things the Israeli aircraft bombed and strafed were the Liberty’s communications antennae and other equipment. They succeeded in destroying all the antennae that were functional. One antenna on the port side, though, had been out of commission and had escaped damage.
On Deck – Just a Guy from Texas
In receiving the Silver Star, Halbardier made light of his heroism, claiming that he was just a guy from Texas who could do a whole lot with simple stuff like baling wire. (In the infantry we called this kind of thing a “field expedient.”) In any case, with his can-do attitude and his technical training, he figured he might be able to get that particular antenna working again. But first he would have to repair a cable that had been destroyed on deck and then connect the antenna to a transmitter.
The deck was still being strafed, but Halbardier grabbed a reel of cable, ran out onto the deck, and attached new cable to the antenna so a radioman could get an SOS out to the 6thfleet in the Mediterranean.
Voilà …“Mayday” went out; almost immediately the Israeli aircraft and torpedo ships broke off the attack and went back to base; the Israeli government sent a quick apology to Washington for its unfortunate “mistake;”and President Johnson issued orders to everyone to make believe the Israelis were telling the truth – or at least to remain silent.
To their discredit, top Navy brass went along, and the Liberty survivors were threatened with court-martial and prison if they so much as mentioned to their wives what had actually happened. They were enjoined as well from discussing it with one another. As Liberty crewman Don Pageler put it, “We all headed out after that, and we didn’t talk to each other.”
The circumstances were ready-made for serious post-traumatic stress disorder.
The stories shared by Liberty survivors after the award ceremony, including descriptions of the macabre but necessary effort to reassemble torpedoed body parts, and the plague of survivor’s guilt, were as heart-rending as any I have heard. They are stories that should be shared more widely for those muzzled far too long – those who, even 42 years later, might be helped by being in contact with other Liberty survivors, and being able to talk about it.
These were the deep emotional scars to supplement the ones all over Halbardier’s body, some of which he uncovered when asked by the local press gathered there in Visalia. Typically, Halbardier made light of the shrapnel that had to be plucked out of his flesh, emphasizing that he was lucky compared to some of the other crew.
No Mistake
Despite Israeli protestations, the accumulated evidence, including intercepted voice communications, is such that no serious observer believes Israel’s “Oops” excuse of a terrible mistake.
The following exchanges are excerpts of testimony from U.S. military and diplomatic officials given to Alison Weir, founder of “If Americans Knew” and author of American Media Miss the Boat:
Israeli pilot to ground control: “This is an American ship. Do you still want us to attack?”
Ground control: “Yes, follow orders.”
Pilot: “But sir, it’s an American ship – I can see the flag!”
Ground control: “Never mind; hit it!”
Haviland Smith, a CIA officer stationed in Beirut during the Six-Day War, says he was told that the transcripts were “deep-sixed,” because the U.S. government did not want to embarrass Israel.
Tapes Also Destroyed
Equally telling is the fact that the National Security Agency (NSA) destroyed voice tapes seen by many intelligence analysts showing that the Israelis knew exactly what they were doing.
I asked a former CIA colleague, who was also an analyst at that time, what he remembered of those circumstances. Here is his e-mail reply:
“The chief of the analysts studying the Arab-Israeli region at the time told me about the intercepted messages and said very flatly and firmly that the pilots reported seeing the American flag and repeated their requests of confirmation of the attack order. Whole platoons of Americans saw those intercepts. If NSA now says they do not exist, then someone ordered them destroyed.”
One need hardly add at this point that the destruction of evidence without investigation is an open invitation to repetition in the future.
Think interrogation videotapes, for example.
As for the legal side: the late Capt. Ward Boston unburdened himself on his accomplice role as the Navy lawyer appointed as senior counsel to Adm. Isaac Kidd, who led a one-week (!) investigation and then followed orders to pronounce the attack on the Liberty a case of “mistaken identity.”
Boston signed a formal declaration on Jan. 8, 2004, in which he said he was “outraged at the efforts of the apologists for Israel in this country to claim that this attack was a case of ‘mistaken identity.’”Boston continued:
“The evidence was clear. Both Adm. Kidd and I believed with certainty that this attack … was a deliberate effort to sink an American ship and murder its entire crew. … Not only did the Israelis attack the ship with napalm, gunfire, and missiles, Israeli torpedo boats machine-gunned three lifeboats that had been launched in an attempt by the crew to save the most seriously wounded – a war crime.
“I know from personal conversations I had with Adm. Kidd that President Lyndon Johnson and Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara ordered him to conclude that the attack was a case of ‘mistaken identity’ despite overwhelming evidence to the contrary.”
Col. W. Patrick Lang, USA (ret.), who was the Defense Intelligence Agency’s top analyst for the Middle East for eight years, recounted the Israeli air attacks as follows:
“The flight leader spoke to his base to report that he had the ship in view, that it was the same ship he had been briefed on, and that it was clearly marked with the U.S. flag.
“The flight commander was reluctant. That was very clear. He didn’t want to do this. He asked them a couple of times, ‘Do you really want me to do this?’ I’ve remembered it ever since. It was very striking. I’ve been harbouring this memory for all these years.”
Lang, of course, is not alone. So too Terry Halbardier, who told those assembled last Wednesday, “I think about it [the attack on the Liberty] every day.”
Why Sink the Ship?
What we know for sure is, as the independent commission headed by former chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Adm. Thomas Moorer put it, the attack “was a deliberate attempt to destroy an American ship and kill her entire crew.”
What we do not know for sure is why the Israelis wanted that done. Has no one dared ask the Israelis?
One view is that the Israelis did not want the United States to find out they were massing troops to seize the Golan Heights from Syria and wanted to deprive the U.S. of the opportunity to argue against such a move.
James Bamford offers an alternative view in his excellent book Body of Secrets. Bamford adduces evidence, including reporting from an Israeli journalist eyewitness and an Israeli military historian, of wholesale killing of Egyptian prisoners of war at the coastal town of El Arish in the Sinai. The Liberty was patrolling directly opposite El Arish in international waters but within easy range to pick up intelligence on what was going on there. And the Israelis were well aware of that.
But the important thing here is not to confuse what we know (the deliberate nature of the Israeli attack) with the ultimate purpose behind it, which remains open to speculation.
Also worth noting is the conventional wisdom prevalent in our Fawning Corporate Media (FCM) that Egypt forced Israel into war in June 1967. An excellent, authoritative source has debunked that – none other than former Israeli Prime Minister Menachem Begin!


 (Former Israeli Prime Minister Menachem Begin)

In an unguarded moment in 1982, when he was prime minister, he admitted publicly:
“In June 1967, we had a choice. The Egyptian army concentrations in the Sinai approaches do not prove that [Egyptian President] Nasser was really about to attack us. We must be honest with ourselves. We decided to attack him.”
Thus, the Israeli attack admittedly amounted to starting a war of aggression and the occupied West Bank territories and the Golan Heights – gained by the Israelis in the 1967 war – remain occupied to this day.
The post-WWII tribunal at Nuremberg distinguished a “war of aggression” from other war crimes, terming it the “supreme international crime, differing from other war crimes only in that it contains the accumulated evil of the whole.”
Perhaps the attempt to sink the Liberty and finish off all survivors qualifies as one of those accumulated evils.
Terry Halbardier summed it up this way on Wednesday: “There are lots of theories, but let’s just say they didn’t want us listening in to what they wanted to do.”
Getting Away With Murder
In sum, on June 8, 1967, the Israeli government learned that it could get away with murder, literally, and the crime would be covered up, so strong is the influence of the Israel Lobby in our Congress – and indeed, in the White House. And those USS Liberty veterans who survived well enough to call for an independent investigation have been hit with charges of, you guessed it, anti-Semitism.
Does all this have relevance today?
Of course …
Benjamin Netanyahu, the new Israeli prime minister, has now had an up-close-and-personal chance to take the measure of our new president and has already thumbed his nose at Barack Obama’s plea for a halt in illegal construction of Israeli settlements in the occupied territories.
The Israelis seem convinced they remain in the catbird’s seat, largely because of the Israel Lobby’s influence with U.S. lawmakers and opinion makers – not to mention the entrée the Israelis enjoy to the chief executive himself by having one of their staunchest allies, Rahm Emanuel, in position as White House chief of staff.
The recent Obama-Netanyahu encounter reminded me very much of the meeting in Vienna between another young American president and Nikita Khrushchev in early June 1961. The Soviets took the measure of President John Kennedy, and we got the Cuban missile crisis, bringing the world close to nuclear destruction.
Netanyahu is currently whipping up frenzy and fear in the face of what he calls the “existential threat” posed by Iran – frenzy about the “danger” from Iran that could lead to military action of some kind. So confident is Netanyahu of the solidity of his position with movers and shakers in the U.S. that he may be sorely tempted to mount the kind of provocation that would be aimed at confronting Obama with an unwelcome choice between joining an Israeli attack on Iran and facing dire political consequences at home.
And nothing is outlandish any more. Remember Seymour Hersh’s report about Cheney’s office conjuring up plots as to how best to trigger a war with Iran?
“The one that interested me [SH] the most was why we don’t build (us in our shipyard) four or five boats that look like Iranian PT boats. Put Navy SEALs on them with a lot of arms. And next time one of our boats goes to the Straits of Hormuz, start a shoot-up.”
Mullen’s Message
President Obama might want to think about delivering a pointed message via a senior U.S. military officer. It worked last time.
In early July 2008, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Adm. Mike Mullen was sent to Israel to read the riot act to then-prime minister Ehud Olmert, who seemed to be itching to start hostilities with Iran while Bush and Cheney were still in office.


United States Navy Admiral Michael G. Mullen
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

We learned from the Israeli press that Mullen, to his credit, went so far as to warn the Israelis not to even think about another incident like the attack on the USS Liberty on June 8, 1967 – that the Israelis should disabuse themselves of the notion that U.S. military support would be knee-jerk automatic if Israel somehow provoked open hostilities with Iran.
This is the only occasion of which I am aware when a U.S. official of such seniority braced Israel about the Liberty incident. A gutsy move especially with Cheney and Elliott Abrams then in the White House two hawks who would bless or even encourage an Israeli provocation that would make it very difficult for Washington to avoid springing to the defence of its “ally.”
The Israelis know that Mullen knows that the attack on the Liberty was deliberate. Mullen could have risen no more neuralgic an issue to take a shot across an Israeli bow than to cite the attack on the Liberty. The Jerusalem Post reported that Mullen cautioned that a Liberty-type incident must be avoided in any future military actions in the Middle East.
Will Netanyahu give more weight to Mullen or to pro-Israel politicians like Sen. Frank Lautenberg of New Jersey? Lautenberg, who has visited Israel 80 times since 1968, spoke with the Jerusalem Post earlier this week and pledged full support for pretty much whatever Israel wants to do:
“Israel didn’t ask us permission to drop bombs twice on Syrian nuclear facilities. I don’t hear America scolding Israel for what it did then. Hypothetically, if Israel were able to get rid of Iran’s nuclear bomb-making capability, I’m sure that America would not send Israel a chastising e-mail message. We have to give Israel the courtesy of [allowing it to] make its own decisions.”
For good measure, Lautenberg said Israel “won’t return to the’67 borders. They are insufficient to permit Israel to function.”
Let me ask again: Will Netanyahu give more weight to Mullen over Lautenberg and a pro-Israel U.S. secretary of state (Hillary Clinton) who spoke about “obliterating” Iran during last year’s campaign?
In gauging President Obama’s clout with the Washington power-brokers, Netanyahu is likely to draw conclusions more from things like Obama’s inability, or reluctance, to turn off the feckless, counterproductive sabotage squads inside Iran, than from any warnings Netanyahu may have heard from the president to please not attack Iran.
Seems we are pretty much back where we were a year ago, when it looked like Olmert might mount some kind of provocation involving Iran. Perhaps President Obama should send Adm. Mullen back to Israel.
And perhaps this time Mullen should take Terry Halbardier with him.
Netanyahu needs to be confronted without delay. And June 8, 2009 the 42nd Anniversary of the attempted sinking of the USS Liberty could prove an interesting time to be in Tel Aviv.


* Raymond McGovern is a retired CIA officer turned political activist. McGovern was a Federal employee under seven U.S. presidents over 27 years, presenting the morning intelligence briefings at the White House for many of them.





1850-1899 > Colonial Navies & RN
04 August 1869
HMS PHOEBE, (CAPT John Bythesea, RN), joined ADML Hornby’s Flying Squadron on a round the-world flag-showing cruise. A midshipman in HMS PHOEBE was William Creswell, later to become ‘the father of the RAN’.
13 August 1869
Fort Denison in Port Jackson, Sydney, was garrisoned by the NSW Naval Brigade.

1900-1913 > Federation, RAN and pre-WW1
03 August 1909
The British Admiralty’s hard-nosed opposition to Dominion navies suddenly evaporated, and they concluded that each Dominion should obtain ‘a distinct fleet unit’. The fleet unit would comprise a battle-cruiser, three light cruisers, six destroyers, and three submarines, plus auxiliaries to be manned by Australians. This opened the way to the creation of an Australian blue-water force.

1914-1918 > WW1
03 August 1914
Even before the declaration of war between Britain and Germany, the Australian Cabinet met in Melbourne and promptly offered the Australian fleet to Britain.
Port war lookout and examination stations were manned by the Royal Australian Naval Brigade. Stations were established at all major ports.
All wireless stations in Australia were placed under the control of the Naval Board. Censorship of all cable and wireless traffic was enforced.
04 August 1914
Great Britain declared war on Germany. The telegram informing Australia of a state of hostilities was not received in Melbourne until 5 August. At the outbreak of war the strength of the RAN was 3800 of all ranks.
A warning shot was fired across the bows of the German merchant ship PFALZ by the Nepean Battery on Port Phillip Bay, VIC, when the vessel attempted to escape to sea. PFALZ turned back and was seized. Records suggest this was the first shot fired by British forces against the Germans in the First World War.
The Sydney pilot steamer CAPTAIN COOK was commissioned as an examination vessel.
05 August 1914
The message conveying the news of the outbreak of war with Germany was received in Australia at 12.30pm.
The disposition of ships of the RAN, at the declaration of WWI, was: HMAS AUSTRALIA, (cruiser), steaming north from Sydney; HMAS MELBOURNE, (cruiser), steaming south from Sydney; HMA Ships SYDNEY, (cruiser), WARREGO and YARRA near Thursday Island; HMAS PARRAMATTA, (destroyer), nearing Townsville; HMAS PROTECTOR, on passage from Melbourne to Sydney; HMAS ENCOUNTER, and submarines AEI and AE2, at Sydney; HMAS PIONEER, at Port Phillip, VIC; HMAS GAYUNDAH on passage from Sydney to Brisbane.

07 August 1914
VADM Sir George Patey, RN, wrote the first wartime order for the RAN, and for that matter the Commonwealth of Australia, whilst onboard his flagship, HMAS AUSTRALIA, (battle-cruiser pictured below). It was Operational Order No. 1, headed ‘Intention’.
10 August 1914
An Australian Government Order-in-Council was gazetted placing all Commonwealth Naval Forces, including the Naval Board, under British Admiralty control, for the duration of WWI.
11 August 1914
HMASAUSTRALIA, (battle-cruiser), and the Australia Squadron, under VADM Sir George Patey, RN, arrived in St Georges Channel, near Rabaul, on a search for ADML von Spee’s force.
The German naval and merchant services code was captured from the German vessel HOBART, (merchant ship), at Port Phillip, VIC. The boarding officer, CAPT J. T. Richardson, RN, used a subterfuge to allow the German Captain to retrieve the codes from their hiding place. Richardson seized the books at gunpoint as they were about to be thrown overboard.
HMA Ships PARRAMATTA, YARRA, and WARREGO, (torpedo boat destroyers), launched a night torpedo attack on the German anchorage in Simpsonhaven, New Britain. The port was empty. During the day HMAS AUSTRALIA, (battle- cruiser), patrolling St Georges Channel, captured the enemy ship SUMATRA.
HMAS Pioneer's captain, Commander Thomas W. Biddlecombe

12 August 1914
HMA Ships PARRAMATTA, YARRA, and WARREGO, (torpedo boat destroyers) landed parties at Rabaul.
HMAS ENCOUNTER, (cruiser), captured the German steamer ZAMBESI in St George’s Channel, New Britain.
13 August 1914
HMAS MELBOURNE, (cruiser), intercepted the collier ALCONDA off Rossel Island, and requisitioned her cargo of coal.
16 August 1914
HMAS PIONEER, (light cruiser), captured the German merchant ship NEUMUNSTER, off Rottnest Island, WA.
18 August 1914
The auxiliary cruiser HMAS BERRIMA, (CMDR J. B. Stevenson, RN), was commissioned. BERRIMA was requisitioned for the RAN, from her owners, the P&O Steam Navigation Co Ltd, in August 1914.
ADML von Spee, C-in-C German Pacific Fleet, recorded in his journal: ‘The AUSTRALIA is my special apprehension-she alone is superior to my whole squadron’.
20 August 1914
The German cruiser MAGDEBURG was captured by the Russian Navy, after running aground in a fog in the Gulf of Finland. Code books recovered from the cruiser were rushed to London, where intelligence experts matched them with merchant service code books seized by the RAN on 11 August, from the German ship HOBART, in Port Phillip, VIC. By November 1914 all German naval wireless traffic was being intercepted and decoded orders passed to the British Fleet.
26 August 1914
HMAS PIONEER, (3rd class cruiser), captured the German merchant vessel THURINGEN, off Fremantle, WA.
30 August 1914
VADM Sir George Patey, RN, in HMAS AUSTRALIA, arrived of Samoa, and the official surrender of German Samoa took place. The squadron comprised AUSTRALIA, HMA Ships MELBOURNE, and PSYCHE, and HM Ships PYRAMUS and PHILOMEL.
Admiral of the Fleet, Lord Jellicoe 
1919-1938 > Depression and between the wars
12 August 1919
Admiral of the Fleet, Lord Jellicoe reported to the Admiralty on Australian naval defence: - ‘One of the earliest requirements of the Commonwealth is the acquisition on loan of an aircraft carrier’.
23 August 1934
A Seagull amphibious aircraft from HMAS AUSTRALIA, (cruiser), blown from its cradle and wrecked, in a gale in the Great Australian Bight.

1939 > WW2
04 August 1939
New York newspapers carried headlines; ‘Aussies Mutiny-British Officers Too British’. The story concerned an incident in HMAS PERTH, (cruiser), when ratings objected to the wearing of whites ashore. The matter was settled within the ship.
27 August 1939
The Australian Naval Board approved the mobilisation of 350 RANR for duty at Darwin, Navy Office, Melbourne and the Naval Control Service.
The passenger liners MORETON BAY, ARAWA, KANIMBLA, and CHANGTE, were requisitioned by the Admiralty in Sydney. The first three were converted to armed merchant cruisers, and the CHANGTE (Art print pictured below) became a victualling store- issuing ship.

1944 > WW2
03 August 1944
HMAS BARWON, (frigate), was launched at Cockatoo Island, Sydney.
06 August 1944
The frigate HMS LOCH KILLIN [LCDR S. Darling RANVR], depth-charged the German submarine U736, off the French coast. The U-boat was blown to the surface and jammed across LOCH KILLIN’S stern. The submarine’s crew stepped onto LOCH KILLIN’S, deck to be taken prisoner. U736 was freed, and sunk by HMS STARLING, (sloop).
09 August 1944
HM Ships LOCH KILLIN, (LCDR Stanley Darling, RANR), and WREN, sank the German submarine U608, eight hours after it was damaged in an attack by a Liberator bomber.
10 August 1944
The air/sea rescue vessel AIR CHIEF, (SBLT R. Vaughan, RANR), was commissioned.
11 August 1944
HMS ALBATROSS, (former seaplane carrier HMAS ALBATROSS), was torpedoed off Courseulles, France. Casualties exceeded 100, of whom 50 were killed. The ship reached port safely.
12 August 1944
HMAS SWAN, (sloop), bombarded Japanese positions at Wide Bay, New Britain. The shooting was directed by Coastwatcher LCDR. Mckenzie.
13 August 1944
ML 430 was sunk by enemy action.
The air/sea rescue vessel AIR MASTER, (SBLT N. Shield, RANVR), was commissioned.
The Fremantle-based USS FLIER, (submarine), sank, after striking a mine in Balabac Strait. Coastwatchers rescued the survivors, and cared for them until they were taken off by the USS REDFIN, (submarine).
14 August 1944
ML430, (LEUT A. A. Wordsworth, RANVR), was mistaken for an enemy submarine, and was sunk by gunfire from ML819, (LEUT R. A. E. Moore, RANVR), north of Biak. No lives were lost.
18 August 1944
The Fremantle-based US Submarines RASHER and RAY sank two Japanese tankers, an escort aircraft carrier, and a transport. RASHER torpedoed the OTAKA, (escort carrier), the TEIYO MARU, (tanker), and the EISHIN MARU, (transport), in Luzon Strait. RAY torpedoed the NANSEI MARU, (tanker), in the Sulu Sea.
19 August 1944
The Fremantle-based USS RASHER, (submarine), sank the Japanese transport TEIA MARU, in Luzon Strait.
21 August 1944
The Fremantle-based US Submarines RAY, HADDO, and GUITARRO employed wolf-pack tactics to sink four Japanese transports off Mindoro. RAY torpedoed the TAKETOYO MARU, HADDO the KINRYO MARU and NORFOLK MARU, and GUITARRO the UGA MARU.
22 August 1944
The services reconnaissance department (SRD) craft HMAS TIGER SNAKE, (LEUT W. K. Watt, RAN), was commissioned.
23 August 1944
The Fremantle-based USS HADDO, (submarine), sank the Japanese destroyer ASKAZE off Luzon, Philippines. 
CMDR Sam Dealey, USN, who commanded the Fremantle-based USS HARDER, (submarine), was posthumously, awarded the Congressional Medal of Honour. CMDR Dealey was one of the most successful submarine commanders of WWII, and had built up a reputation for daring and courage, unmatched in the Pacific. He was lost with all his crew when HARDER was sunk by Japanese minesweepers off Caimon Point, in the Philippines.
24 August 1944
LEUT L. E. Yock, RANVR, led a section of motor torpedo boats in an attack on two German torpedo boats, and two coasters, at Cape d’Antifer, France. Yock’s boats came under heavy shore fire but pressed the attack, leaving one enemy torpedo boat on fire and the other silenced.
25 August 1944
The Fremantle-based USS PICUDA, (submarine), sank the Japanese destroyer YUNAGI off Luzon.



1946-1959 > Post WW2
 HMAS SYDNEY (aircraft carrier, ex-HMS TERRIBLE)



23 August 1949
The original of the Official Badge of the RAN was designed and adopted for the Cenotaph, in Hobart, TAS. The Design derived from emblems used on a Navy Office booklet, ‘Advice to Personnel’, ‘The Navy List’, and rubbings from a badge on the glass doors of ‘N’-block of Navy offices in Coventry Street, Melbourne, VIC. 
28 August 1949
HMAS SYDNEY (aircraft carrier, ex-HMS TERRIBLE), became flagship of the RAN.

1960-1975 > Vietnam era
02 August 1969
A destroyer squadron of the Japanese Self Defence Force arrived at Sydney on a goodwill visit.
03 August 1969
HMAS BRISBANE, (guided missile destroyer), laid down gunfire support for an attack by the 1st Australian Task Force, in Phuoc Tuy Province, Vietnam.
14 August 1969
The findings of the combined USA-Australian Board of Inquiry into the collision of HMAS MELBOURNE, (aircraft carrier), and USS FRANK E EVANS, (destroyer), was made public. Primary responsibility for the collision was laid on the destroyer, but the Board found that a share of responsibility rested with HMAS MELBOURNE.
20 August 1969
A court martial to enquire into the causes of the collision between HMAS MELBOURNE, (aircraft carrier), and USS FRANK E EVANS, (destroyer), was convened in Sydney. The court found that CAPT J. P. Stevenson, RAN, had ‘no case to answer’.
24 August 1969
HMAS BRISBANE (guided missile destroyer) served on the screen of USS ORISKANY (aircraft carrier) in Vietnamese waters.
26 August 1969
HMA Ships HOBART, VENDETTA, ANZAC, DERWENT, YARRA, CURLEW, HAWK, and GULL, searched for survivors from MV NOONGAH, which foundered in heavy seas off Smoky Cape. Five of the ship’s crew of 26 was picked up.

1976-1999 > Post Vietnam
17 August 1979
The Australian designed and manufactured Mulloka Sonar System, was accepted for service in the RAN
20 August 1979
Trials of the Australian-designed and developed Mulloka Submarine Sonar System were completed in HMAS YARRA.
23 August 1979
The Minister for Defence, Mr. D. J. Killen, announced the building of an underway replenishment ship for the RAN at Cockatoo Island. The ship was named HMAS SUCCESS.
31 August 1979
CPO Jackson, of HMAS KIMBLA, (survey vessel), was washed overboard and drowned in heavy seas, while the ship was entering Port Philip Bay, VIC. His body was never recovered.
05 August 1984
The RAN’s first female Chief Bosun’s Mate, PO Janet Wicks, was appointed to HMAS CERBERUS, VIC.
17 August 1984
HMAS IPSWICH, (patrol boat), intercepted and detained the Taiwanese fishing vessel YUAN JAAN, for illegally fishing off Mermaid Reef, west of Broome, WA. A court later ordered the forfeiture of the ship and her equipment.
The keel of the RAN’s first catamaran minesweeper, HMAS RUSHCUTTER, was laid at Tomago, NSW.

21 August 1984
HMAS TOBRUK, (amphibious heavy lift ship), was used as floating accommodation for delegates attending the South Pacific Forum Conference held at Tuvalu, (formerly Ellice Islands), north-west of Fiji.
26 August 1984
HMAS GERALDTON, (patrol boat), was stranded, and damaged both propellers when she run aground on a reef northwest of Broome, WA.
31 August 1984
The first male nursing officer, (SBLT G. Villiani, RAN), joined the Navy. He was unable to join the RANNS as it was a ‘womens’ service,’ so he joined the RAN as a special entry officer for nursing duties.
19 August 1989
A multi-million dollar contract for the building of ten Anzac class frigates was awarded to Australian Marine Engineering Consolidated Ltd., of Melbourne. The new ships, eight for the RAN and two for the RNZN, are to be delivered progressively from 1995 to 2005.


2000-present-day
11 August 2004
Exercise Singaroo, (joint exercise involving the RAN and the Singapore Navy), commenced in the waters off Darwin, NT. RS Ships VICTORY and VIGILENCE, (Victory class corvettes), were involved, along with HMA Ships ANZAC, CANBERRA, MELBOURNE, (guided missile frigates), KANIMBLA, (landing platform amphibious), WESTRALIA, (auxiliary oiler replenishment), DECHAINEUX, (Collins class submarine), BENDIGO, and WOLLONGONG, (patrol boats).
13 August 2004
The mine-hunter HMAS GASCOYNE (Image below), (LCDR Dean Schopen, RAN), returned to Sydney after seven weeks service in the Solomon Islands, as part of Operation Anode. During the deployment, her crew helped to destroy several pieces of WWII ordnance, including a Japanese 250 pound bomb, and several US 5 inch shells. Many of these items were close to local villages.
16 August 2004
15 sailors from HMNZS ENDEAVOUR, (tanker), were injured during a life boat drill that went awry, while the ship was berthed at Fleet Base East, Sydney. During a regular test of the lifeboats, one of the boats accidentally plunged 10 metres into the harbour. Personnel from HMA Ships MANOORA, (landing platform amphibious), and SYDNEY, (guided missile frigate), were involved in the rescue of the New Zealand sailors, and two were later transferred to Balmoral Naval Hospital for further treatment.
27 August 2004
The frigate HMAS ANZAC, (CAPT Richard Menhinick, CSC, RAN), rescued 15 Indonesians from a sinking vessel south of Batam Island. The crew of the vessel lit a fire to attract attention when their over-laden vessel began to take on water. This was spotted from ANZAC, who sent her RHIB to investigate. Moments after the RHIB arrived alongside, the vessel rolled over and sank. ANZAC proceeded on her way to Singapore, where the 15 Indonesians were handed over to Singaporean Authorities for repatriation to Indonesia.



POSTCARDS FROM YESTERYEAR


A 1908 Australian postcard welcoming the American ‘Great White Fleet’ to Australia


Poster advertising the Arrival of HMAS Yarra and Parramatta to Melbourne


RIGHT: Navy Recruitment poster:
‘Join the Navy for a Grand Career’
(Courtesy :National Archives of Australia: C934/P1 Folder 6)



BOOK YOUR NEXT REUNION FOR YOUR ASSOCIATION AT
Rooty Hill RSL
55 Sherbrooke St, Rooty Hill, NSW, 2766 Tel: (02) 9625 5500
Web: www.rootyhillrsl.com.au
Email: info@rootyhillrsl.com.au





H
MAS CANBERRA 1981 to 2005 CREW


A  reunion is being organised to be held in Geelong in 2009.
For further information send an email to:
Reunion2009@hmascanberra.com


T
O ALL FORMER HMAS CANBERRA CREW MEMBERS
Apologies as I still do not have a firm date of the scuttling, the latest information indicates the ship will be scuttled Mid August 2009, this makes it a little difficult to plan the Reunion, however an event will be organised.
I have teamed up with a old shipmate Brian Brennan who will be helping to organise the events in Geelong, which will probably take place at the Naval Association, I am sure it will be Second to None.
Stuart Holm is also assisting with the organisation of Charter vessels to view the scuttling of the ship.
When a date is finalised for the scuttling a Schedule of events will be promulgated; in the short term please email your expressions of interest in attending the Reunion - Scuttling to caroleew79@dodo.com.au
For further information please go to:
www.hmascanberra.com    www.hmascanberra.com.au
Please forward this email to any former HMAS Canberra Crew members who may be interested in the Scuttling – Reunion.
Yours Aye,
Lee Bickies Webster
0431546527

******************************************
H
MAS BATAAN:
SEPTEMBER 2009


A reunion will be held in Caloundra for all ship’s crews.
For further information contact; John Laughton
Phone - 03.9704.7799 or 0417.336.423
Email: johnfl@aapt.net.au


H
MAS MORESBY ALL CREWS REUNION: SEPTEMBER 2009
A reunion is planned to be held in Canberra for all who served on HMAS MORESBY. For further information contact Allan Watt
Phone:  02.6686.8324	
Email:    jakknco@bigpond.net.au


VENDETTA VETERANS' ASSOCIATION
(QLD DIVISION)
T
he next luncheon/meeting of the Association will be held on:


Sunday, 6th September, 2009.
At the home of Rob and Daphne Farraway;
15-17, Maleeh Avenue, Thagoona.
Commencing: 1100hours.
Cost: only $5.00 per person.BYO drinks and chairs.
‘ALL WELCOME’
For catering purposes please RSVP before 1/9/2009.
Phone:  0428.881.702 or 0417.700.531 or send an email to: MKRAUSE@bigpond.net.au
H
MAS HOBARTNATIONAL REUNION
14th– 18thOctober, 2009

[Bundaberg] ALL WELCOME, for further information contact: Dick Harrison Phone 07. 4159 8348
Or send an email to: dick.coralcoast@bigpond.com

R
AN BATTLE CLASS SOCIAL CLUB ANNUAL NATIONAL REUNION[ADELAIDE]
23rd to 26th October 2009

B
ALLINA ALL SHIPS REUNION
20th to 22nd of November2009

For further information contact Merv Stevens at email address:  snake@tadaust.org.au

M
URUROA VETS REUNION: 2010


Tena koutou katoa,
On behalf of the Reunion Committee 2008:
It has been brought to our attention that as indicated after completion of church that the members opted-in for a reunion in 2 years time 2010, not 3 or 5 years as was suggested. Part of that decision was the time between reunions. There seems to be some conflict with the reunion being held in Tauranga as mentioned by Mr Pete Mitchell on the web site of Mururoa Vets.
It would be appreciated by the committee if the members wish to continue with Napier 2010 to reply to this email by placing “NAPIER REUNION 2010”in the subject line, no text matter is necessary. If there is a general consensus then the committee will meet once again to proceed with the outcome. Updates will follow.
Henare Hawe: Secretary Mururoa Reunion 2008

N
AVAL VIETNAM VETERANS & ASSOCIATED ORGANISATIONS
HMAS SYDNEY ASSOCIATION
Date: Tuesday 09thof February.2010.
Time: 1100.
Venue: The Town Hall Hotel
[bookmark: Town_Hall_Hotel_Bistro]29 Station St. Corner of Turton Street, Waratah, NSW, 2298.
Phone: (02) 4968 2607
Trains stop regularly at Waratah. Waratah is the nearest railway station.
It would be really nice if you could be there to have a yarn with your mates. If you can’t attend, that is okay, we hope to see you next time.
The organisation is as strong as the commitment of the individual to participate.
Ring one mate and let him know the lunch is on, please?
Cost: $30.00. This covers lunch of steak, sausage, rissole, potato bake & salad plus eight schooners.
Dress code: A logoed shirt of the Association you support. (With supporting, smart casual apparel).
RSVP to Bill Myers 0401799520 or the hotel on 02 49682607
F
IFTY YEARS OF JUNIOR RECRUITS REUNION:
JULY 2010
(TO BE HELD IN WESTERN AUSTRALIA).
A group of like-minded men have taken up the challenge and formed a committee to ensure that a reunion is held at Leeuwin Barracks (HMAS Leeuwin) in the West, to recognise this major occasion: The 50th Anniversary of the commencement Junior Recruits Training Scheme (13th July 1960).This invitation is extended to all JR’s of all Intakes, from HMAS LEEUWIN AND HMAS CERBERUS, Divisional Staff, Academic Instructors and Office Staff. Since the Junior Recruit Training Scheme started, in excess of 13,000 JR’s took up the challenge and were trained both at Leeuwin and Cerberus.  Many continued on and were promoted through the system to Petty Officers, Chief Petty Officers, Warrant Officers, General and Special Duties List Officers.  Of those who joined, 12,074 graduated.
We are starting this project now to give everyone plenty of time to organise and plan their holidays around this very special and once in a lifetime event.  We are all now part of a special group of men in naval history and the committee invites you to share in this celebration.
The committee envisages this to be a three to five day event that will give everyone a good chance to catch up with “old oppos”. 
Apart from the Registration function and a Gala celebration function on the 13th, a recuperative function the following day, there will be a range of other activities to choose from (TBA in future newsletters).
To enable us to proceed in a professional manner, we need your support by sending us a $10 per person registration fee.  This will cover the cost of the website, postage and other administrative costs. This form is under Registration Details. If you wish to make a donation to the memorial, you may do so on this form and that money will be transferred to the memorial committee.
We would appreciate the completion of this form and ask you to return it ASAP.  Obviously, the bigger the number of attendees then the bigger and better the functions will be. We hope you will be attending this very special event.
A memorial, as a tribute to all Junior Recruits, is scheduled to be unveiled at Leeuwin Barracks on 13th July 2010 – the exact 50thAnniversary. This memorial project is being co-coordinated by a separate committee headed by Ken Dobbie. If you wish to make a donation to the memorial please do so via own banking facilities: The Devonport branch of Westpac. The account name is the Junior Recruit Memorial Fund Inc.” (BSB 037 604 Account 227 096)

H.M.A.S. MELBOURNE REUNION
E
XPRESSIONS OF INTEREST: The Association Committee met last week and due to the promising response of emails and other promotion of the proposal, it was decided to proceed with the idea and hold the event on Saturday the 18/10/2010 in Nowra N.S.W.
The venues, format and program for that weekend will be determined at a later date. The Captain of H.M.A.S. Albatross, Manager of the Fleet Air Arm Museum, Fleet Air Arm Association, Shoalhaven Naval Men's Association and others has generously offered their support.
The Association will continue to seek further expressions of interest through Ship, Branch and Association websites as well as newspapers, magazines and journals. We would appreciate if you would inform those you know, who may be interested, to contact me at the address below. The invitation is open anyone who has served on any of the H.M.A.S. Melbourne's and their partners/friends.
I will regularly keep you informed of progress and any decisions made by the Association. Early in 2010, we will be looking for an "intention to attend" so the organisers can then investigate suitable venues.
If you, or anyone you know that may be interested, please contact me at sicambre@optusnet.com.au or Dean Gedling c/o H.M.A.S. Melbourne Association, P.O. Box 4011 Bradbury. N.S.W. 2560
Dean Gedling: Vice President - H.M.A.S. Melbourne Association

A
DAMS CLASS DDG REUNION
2011


A number for Adam's Class ships have decided to hold there next reunion in Jacksonville, Florida in 2011.
Looking forward to the possibility that the class name sake, ex-USS Charles F Adams DDG-2 may be on its way to Jacksonville as a naval museum.
The City Council of Jacksonville, Florida passed a Resolution supporting the establishment of that Naval Museum in Jacksonville.
We will be extending an invitation to the 3 Royal Australian Navy and 3 German Navy ships of the class. What an opportunity to have an international reunion.
So far the following registrations are listed:] HMAS Perth DDG-38 [14], HMAS Hobart DDG-39 [23] and HMAS Brisbane DDG-41 [17] web link:
 http://www.adams-reunion.us-sailors.com/index.html


N
AVY WRITERS REUNION: MARCH 2011


(Hobart) Meet and Greet – Friday: Derwent Sailing Club or Port light Bar at Casino.
Dinner and Dance Night – Saturday: The Royal Yacht Club only 400yds from the Casino and $10 to $15 cab fare from around Hobart.
Its décor is excellent, it’s right on the water and its priced right.
BBQ - Sunday Afternoon: The Casino - has an outside BBQ area right on the water and if the weather turns nasty we can have the board walk (fully enclosed) room.
For queries please email us atscribes@ranwriters.com

6th
NATIONAL R.A.N.C.B.A.
REUNION
23rd-26thApril, 2011
(Adelaide)
For further information email: Barry Sherriff
bsherriff@adam.com.au

R
ANC 50TH ANNIVERSARY REUNION: 2014
Is being planned for all from1964 Junior Entry - 1966 Senior Entry;
For further information please contact: Terry Moloney
terrymoloney44@hotmail.com

N
AVAL ASSOCIATION OF AUSTRALIA (NSW)

ATTENTION ALL SUB SECTIONS
G’DAY SHIP MATES,
RUSS JARDINE IS ORGANISING A HABOUR CRUISE OR TWO PENDING ON THE AMOUNT OF INQUIRY.
THE M.V. WALSH BAY CAN HOLD UP TO 80 PEOPLE ON EACH CRUISE.
SHE HAS TWO DECKS, THREE OUTSIDE AREAS & A CARPETED DINING SALOON.
THE COST IS $40.00 PER HEAD; INCLUDES MORNING TEA, 2 COURSE MEALS, TEA AND COFFEE.
2 CASKETS OF WINE AND BEERS ARE ONLY $4.00
ALL INTERESTED PARTIES CONTACT RUSS OR BOB SO WE CAN BOOK THE BOAT FOR AS MANY TIMES AS REQUIRED: THERE IS NO LIMIT ON HOW MANY TIMES EACH SUB-SECTION BOOKS.
EMAIL ALL DETAILS OF THOSE PARTIES INTERESTED TO:
naansw@bigpond.com
OR
bobanne1@optusnet.com.au
YOURS AYE, BOB COOPER: NAA (NSW) STATE VICE PRESIDENT.

W
e are a group of naval and military reunion leaders who want to share ideas about running and improving our reunion groups.
We're working on all services, primarily in the U.S., but also in other countries. Things are going extremely well, and leaders from 185 military reunion groups have told us they are interested in our activities.
Interest is so high that we're forming a new "group of reunion groups." You can read all about it athttp://www.allmilitaryreunions.org/
If you'd like us to keep in contact with you about this, just go to the web site and click "Register Your Interest." There's no obligation involved in registering -- it just lets us know you have an interest in what we are doing.
We would be honoured to have you on our "List of Interested Parties".
Regards,
Louis "Skip" Sander:
The USS Rankin Association
www.ussrankin.org





F
AREWELL …
LCDR MAX SHEAN
(DSO AND BAR, R.A.N.V.R. Rtd)
Max Shean who died on June 15th 2009 aged 90, was the Patron of the WA Branch of theSubmarines Association of Australia.Max married Mary Golding in 1944. She survives him with their two daughters. Max was one of the small band of young courageous men who, in the face of extraordinary peril, carried the sea war into enemy harbours; in the process they won a total of 68 awards for bravery, including four VCs; for his own exploits, Shean received a DSO and Bar.A Naval Funeral was conducted for Max at KARRAKATTA Cemetery on 22ndJune.

F
AREWELL …
WAYNE D. COX
(Ex-CPOSN, R54433, R.A.N. Rtd)

I regret to advise the passing of Wayne D. COX (ex-CPOSN, R54433, R.A.N.) in Tasmania, on 10 May last.  
 Wayne and I joined up in June 1958 and served together in VENDETTA as kellicks.   Sadly, I only received the news of his passing today.
Regards,
Brian Wedlock.

F
AREWELL …
DONALD (DON) W. CHILCOTT
(Ex RAN S4546)

Sadly I regret to inform you of the passing away of one of our Life Members and a WWII veteran.
Don passed on Wednesday 17th June 2009.
He was a Nepean–Blue Mountains branch inaugural member of our branch (55 years).
His Funeral was held on Thursday 25thJune 2009 at John Price Chapel,
Cnr Station & Henry Sts, Penrith@1200 hours.
George Griffiths








DATES TO REMEMBER
Sunday2ndAugust2009
RH&DSS NAA Monthly Meeting, Boomerang Room, Rooty Hill RSL @ 1330.
Friday 14thAugust2009
VP / VJ Day Remembrance Service @ Mt. Druitt Wareholes Memorial hosted by St Marys RSL Sub Branch.
Tuesday 25thAugust2009
RHRSL Sub Branch Monthly Meeting, Boomerang Room, Rooty Hill RSL & 1930
Saturday 12thSeptember, 2009
Illawarra Sub Section: Invitation for Mariner’s Ball, @ 1830 for 1900 commencement, $600.00 per head includes dinner, beer, wine and soft drinks, money to be paid in by Tuesday 1stSeptember, 2009.
Sunday7thSeptember2009
RH&DSS NAA Monthly Meeting, Boomerang Room, Rooty Hill RSL @ 1330.
26th,27th& 28thFebruary 2010
NAA State Conference to be held in Orange.
Sunday 30thMay 2010
NAA Annual Church Service, garden Island Chapel @ 1100
A
TTENTION ALL ROOTY HILL MEMBERS


Hi Guys.
In response to the email from Bob advertising a cruise for the NSW NAA, I feel that if we want to go this way we are far better off organising our own remembering what the last cruise was like especially if our bus had got us to the destination late and we then would have been the dummy's in the hot sun all day. I have had a look and here is a suggestion with a number of options but the scenario is countless as is the choice of vessel look at http://www.quaysidecharters.com.au/ for the options and a price guide.
Suitable for 20-80 Guests, M.V. Sydney Princess has the charm & grace of yesteryear. Her interior is finely decorated with traditional polished brass fittings, rich varnished timberwork, traditional classic lines with a lovely open rear deck for great Harbour viewing; Everybody who sails on her falls in love with her.
Sydney Princess offers:
Classic Timber Styling
All weather comfort for up to 80 guests (80 transfer only)
Excellent Gourmet Catering
Full Licensed Bar
Onboard P.A. & stereo system
Indoor & outdoor viewing areas
Excellent huge windows to take in Beautiful Sydney Harbour
The M.V. Sydney Princess is a single deck vessel. An excellent choice for Birthdays, Christmas Parties, Hens / Bucks Parties, Social Clubs, Weddings, Engagements and more.
SEVEN COURSE MENU
Ocean Fresh King Prawns
Tandoori Chicken kebabs with minted yoghurt
Tiny Gourmet pies filled with Roast Lamb & Rosemary
Bocconcini, Sundried tomato, Char grilled capsicum & Pimento stuffed olive kebabs with Tomato relish
Assorted platters of Sushi & Nori served with wasabi & Soy
Smoked Salmon served with Crème Fraiche on Melba toast all served with a fine selection of dipping sauces
Followed with Seasonal Fruit Platters
Fresh brewed tea and coffee & Chocolates
$26 per person
SHELLY BEACH BUFFET
STARTERS:
Prawns in Spun noodle wrap with exotic dipping sauce
MAINS:
Glazed double Smoked Leg Ham off the bone
Tasty Roast Beef Platters
Both with assorted mustards
Carved on board the day of your Cruise
Roasted Honey Soy Garlic Chicken
Roquette Salad with Fetta, Grape tomatoes, Pine nuts drizzled with balsamic dressing
Penne Pasta with pesto dressing
Creamy German Potato Salad
Semi sundried tomatoes
Marinated Eggplant in olive oil & spices
All accompanied with fresh baguettes
DESSERTS:
Chilled Australian cheese & Seasonal Fruit platters
Fresh brewed tea, coffee & Chocolates
$26 per person
NEWPORT BEACH COCKTAILSEVEN COURSE MENU
Satay Chicken Kebabs
Gourmet Beef Cocktail Pies
Assorted platters of Sushi & Nori served with Wasabi & Soy sauce
Crispy Potato Wedges with Sour Cream and Sweet Chilli Sauce
Fish Cocktails served with Lemon Wedges & Tartare Sauce
Mini Spring Rolls all served with a fine selection of dipping sauces
Fresh Seasonal Fruit Platter & Chocolates
Tea & Coffee
$18 per person
BALMORAL BEACH BUFFET
STARTERS:
Delicious Canapés on arrival
MAINS:
Fresh Succulent King Prawns
Honey baked leg Ham served with assorted mustards
Chicken pieces marinated in honey soy garlic
Platters of Tasty Roast Beef
Penne Pasta with Pesto
Semi Sun Dried Tomatoes
[image: ]Marinated eggplant drizzled in olive oil and spices
Roquette with fetta crumble, grape tomatoes and pine nuts drizzled with a Balsamic dressing
German potato salad
Fresh assortment of Crusty Rolls
DESSERT:
Fresh Seasonal Fruit Platters
Chilled Australian Cheese Platters
Fresh brewed tea and coffee & Chocolates
$30 per person
PALM BEACH DELUXE BUFFET
ON ARRIVAL:
Baby Bocconcini, Roast Capsicum, Sundried Tomatoes, Stuffed Olives on Mini Kebabs with Gourmet Tomato Relish
MAINS:
Sensational Fresh King Prawns with our chef’s Special seafood sauce
Sydney Rock Oysters served with lime & lemon wedges
Atlantic Smoked Salmon with sprigs of dill and lemon pieces
Double smoked Glazed Whole Leg Ham carved on the day of your cruise
Layers of Freshly Carved Roast Beef both accompanied by variety of Mustards
Baby Roquette, Pine Nut, Tomato, Fetta Crumble and Balsamic Salad
Creamy German Potato Salad
Semi Sundried Tomatoes
Eggplant drizzled in Extra Virgin Olive oil and Spices
Fresh Baguettes
DESERT:
Chilled Australian Cheese & fruit Platters
Tea, Coffee and Chocolates
$36 per person
DARLING HARBOUR FULL BBQ BUFFET
FROM the BBQ:
Surf and Turf-scotch fillet steak with green prawn kebabs, Chicken satay kebabs, Sausages and onions
Salads: Choice of 4 of the following:
Penne pasta salad with roast eggplant, tomato and mozzarella, Thai chicken noodle salad with celery and eschalot, Roast chat potato with grilled chorizo, capsicum, olives and capers, Cherry tomato, cucumber, and basil leaf salad, Caesar salad with chefs own dressing, parmesan and croutons, Baby rocket, asparagus, tossed pine nuts and shaved gruyere cheese, Grilled pear, fragrant greens and fetta salad, Balsamic glazed mushrooms with Greek feta cheese, Curried fusilli pasta with sun dried tomato, capsicum and spring onion, Char grilled vegetable antipasto with pine nut pesto, Fragrant green salad with fresh asparagus spears and dressing, Fresh baby spinach salad with fetta, parsley pine nuts and olive oil, Sweet green beans with tossed almonds and lemon olive oil, Baby beets with orange zest and Spanish onion, Roast potatoes thyme and sweet roasted garlic cloves, Roast cherry tomatoes with bocconcini and basil leaves
Served with warm rolls/ butter
Sweets: (Choose one)
Lemon meringue pie with ice cream, Chocolate mud cake with caramel, Apple crumble with Chantilly cream, Organic fruit salad with vanilla ice cream.
Complimentary tea and plunger coffee with chocolates
$38 per person
COCKLE BAY BUFFET
Option 1
Beverage Package without spirits		$7 per person per hour
Option 2
Beverage Package without Spirit		$8 per person per hour (With				Crown Lager)
Option 3
Beverage package with Spirit		$11 per person per hour
Option 4
Soft Drinks Package			$2.50 per person per hour
Beverages Available: Local Beers i.e. VB & Tooheys New & Crown Lager.
House Spirits, Australian Bottled Red & White Wines, Champagne, Orange Juice, Bottled Water and Soft Drinks.

BIRTHDAYS IN AUGUST
HARRY KIRKMAN:	(1st)	61 years old
PETER HAMROL:	(16th)	57 years old
ALLAN HILLS:	(26th)	68 years old

Many Happy Returns Shipmates!





BATTLE OFHELIGOLANDBIGHT
T
heFirst Battle of Heligoland Bight was the first naval battle of the First World War, fought on 28 August 1914, after the British planned to attack German patrols off the north-west German coast.
The German High Seas Fleet remained largely in safe harbours on the north German coast while the British Grand Fleet remained in the northern North Sea. Both sides engaged in long-distance sorties with cruisers and battlecruisers, and close reconnaissance of the area of sea near the German coast, the Heligoland Bight, by destroyer. A plan was devised by the British to ambush some of these destroyers on their regular daily patrols, and a fleet of 31 destroyers and two cruisers under Commodore Reginald Tyrwhitt and of submarines commanded by Commodore Roger Keyes was dispatched for this purpose. This was supported at longer range by an additional six light cruisers commanded by William Goodenough, and five battlecruisers commanded by Vice Admiral David Beatty.
Image: Rear Admiral David Beatty of the Royal Navy.
Three German light cruisers and one destroyer were sunk. Three more light cruisers were damaged, 712 sailors killed, 530 injured and 336 taken prisoner. The British suffered one light cruiser and three destroyers damaged, 35 killed and 40 wounded. The battle was regarded as a great victory in Britain, where the returning ships were met by cheering crowds. Publicly, Admiral Beatty was regarded as a hero, although he had taken little part in the action or planning of the raid, which was led by Commodore Tyrwhitt and conceived by him and Keyes, who had persuaded the Admiralty to adopt it. However, the raid might have led to disaster had not the additional forces under Beatty been sent by Admiral John Jellicoe at the last minute.
The effect upon the German government and in particular the Kaiser was to restrict the freedom of action of the German fleet, instructing it to remain in port and avoid any contact with superior forces.

[bookmark: Prelude]PRELUDE
The battle took place less than a month after Britain's declaration of war against Germany on 5 August 1914. Initially the war on land went badly for the French and their allies, with German forces invading France and an urgent need to gather all possible troops to send to France to resist them. The government was in a position of having nothing but bad news, and looked to the navy, the largest in the world and traditionally the mainstay of British military power, for some success to report. British naval tactics had typically involved a close blockade of enemy ports, taking the fight to the enemy, and this had been the British plan for war against Germany up to 1913. Such an approach was still expected by the British population. However, it was realised that the advent of submarines armed with torpedoes and mines hidden in open sea meant that any operations involving stationing capital ships near enemy ports would place them at great risk of surprise attack and loss. Then, there was the issue of fuel fo
[image: ]The German fleet had expected that Britain would adopt its traditional approach, and had prepared by investing in submarines and coastal defences. The main body of the German navy, the High Seas Fleet, was smaller than the British Grand Fleet stationed around home waters and could not expect victory in a head to head fight. It therefore adopted a tactic of waiting in defended home ports for opportunities to attack the larger British force when the anticipated attack came. The British, appreciating this situation chose to adopt a tactic of patrolling the North Sea rather than waters close to Germany. Any German ships seeking to leave their home ports on the German coast must either pass the 20-mile-wide Straits of Dover, defended by British submarines and mines, or the North Sea, where the British fleet was stationed around its main wartime base at Scapa Flow in Scotland, defending the 200-mile-wide narrowest point between Britain and Norway. This led to a standoff with neither fleet doing more than hold the other endlessly waiting. The German ships were contained in an area where they could not attack merchant shipping arriving on the west of Britain, which was
[bookmark: Plan_of_attack]The bulk of the British Expeditionary Force was transported to France between 12 and 21 August. This operation was protected from German attack by British destroyers and submarines patrolling Heligoland Bight, which German ships would have to cross when leaving their home ports. The Grand Fleet remained in the centre of the North Sea ready to move south should any German attack commence, but none came. Although the German army had anticipated a rapid transfer of the British army to aid France, German naval planning had anticipated it would take longer for the British to organise. Thus they were caught by surprise when it commenced, with submarines which might have been ordered to attack the British transports away on patrols seeking the main British fleet.

PLAN OF ATTACK
Two British officers believed they had determined an opening to carry the war to the German fleet. While Commodore Roger Keyes commanded a squadron of long-range submarines which regularly patrolled Heligo Bight, Commodore Reginald Tyrwhitt commanded a destroyer patrol, both operating from Harwich.
They had observed that German destroyers had adopted a regular pattern of patrols where each evening cruisers would escort out destroyers, which would patrol for British ships during the night before being met and escorted home each morning. Their idea was to send in a superior force during darkness to catch the German destroyers as they returned. Three British submarines would surface in a position to draw the destroyers back out to sea while a larger British force of thirty one destroyers accompanied by nine submarines would cut them off from Germany. Other submarines would wait for any larger German ships leaving the Jade estuary to help. Keyes impressed First Lord of the Admiralty Winston Churchill by the daring of his plan which was adopted, but not without changes. An attack at 8.00am on the German daytime patrol was preferred. Keyes and Tyrwhitt requested support for their operation, in particular bringing the Grand Fleet south and the support of the squadron of six light cruisers commanded by Commodore New Zealand and Invincible 40 miles to the northwest, and "Cruiser Force C" a squadron of five Cressy class armoured cruisers, Cressy, Aboukir, Bacchante, Hogue and Euryalus one hundred miles west.
LEFT: Commodore Roger John Brownlow Keyes, 1st Baron Keyes
Date: 1915
It was decided that the attack would take place on 28 August. The submarines were to leave to take up their positions on 26 August, while Keyes would travel on the destroyer Lurcher. The surface ships would depart at dawn on 27 August. Tyrwhitt onboard the brand new light cruiser Arethusa would command the 3rd Flotilla of sixteen modern L-class destroyers, whilst his subordinate, Captain Wilfred Blunt, onboard the light cruiser Fearless commanded the 1st flotilla of sixteen older destroyers. Tyrwhitt had for some time been requesting replacement of his previous cruiser HMS Amethyst because she was too slow to keep up with his destroyers, but Arethusa only arrived on 26 August. Her crew were inexperienced and it was discovered that some of her guns jammed when fired.
Although the plan had been agreed by the Admiralty, Admiral John Jellicoe commanding the Grand Fleet was not informed until 26 August. Jellicoe immediately requested permission to send reinforcements to join the raid and to move the fleet closer to the action, but received permission only to send battle cruisers in support. He dispatched Vice Admiral David Beatty with three battle cruisers, Lion, Queen Mary and Princess Royal, and Goodenough with the 1st Light Cruiser squadron of six modern Town class light cruisers: Southampton, Birmingham, Falmouth, Liverpool, Lowestoft and Nottingham. He then sailed south from Scapa Flow with the remainder of the fleet.
Jellicoe despatched a message advising Tyrwhitt that he should expect reinforcements, but this was delayed at Harwich and never received. Tyrwhitt only discovered the additional forces when Goodenough’s ships appeared through the mist, leading to immediate concern whether they were friend or foe at a time when he was expecting to meet only enemy vessels.
British submarines were deployed. E class submarines E4, E5 and E9 were ordered to attack reinforcing or retreating German vessels. E6, E7 and E8 were positioned 40 miles further out to draw the German destroyers out to sea. D2 and D8 were stationed off Ems to attack reinforcements should they come from that direction.

[bookmark: Battle]BATTLE
At around 0700 Arethusa steaming south towards the anticipated position of the German ships sighted a German destroyer, G-194. Accompanying her were the sixteen destroyers of the 3rd flotilla. Two miles behind were Fearless with the 3rd flotilla of fifteen destroyers, and eight miles behind them Goodenough with his six cruisers. Visibility was three miles or less. G-194 immediately turned towards Heligoland, radioing Rear Admiral Leberecht Maass, commander of the German destroyer squadron. Maass informed Rear Admiral Franz Hipper who commanded the German battlecruiser squadron, and who was responsible for local defence.
Hipper was unaware of the scale of the attack, but ordered the light cruisers Stettin and Frauenlob to defend the destroyers. Six other light cruisers were ordered to raise steam and join the defence as soon as they could: Mainz moored on the Ems River; Strassburg, Köln, Ariadne, Stralsund and Kolberg from the Jade River; Danzig and München from Brunsbüttelkoog on the Elbe.
Tyrwhitt ordered four destroyers to detach and attackG-149. The sound of firing alerted the remaining
German destroyers, who had been moving north, but turned south towards home. Before they could complete the turn, they were sighted by British destroyers who commenced firing.
The trailing destroyerV-1was hit, followed by Destroyer-minesweepersD-8andT-33.
German destroyer G-9 called for fire against the attacking ships from coastal artillery, but the mist meant the artillery was unable to determine which ships were which.
At 0726 Tyrwhitt turned east, attempting to follow the sound of gunfire and his four destroyers. He sighted ten German destroyers which he chased through increasing mist for half an hour until the ships reached Heligoland and he was forced to turn away.
Image: Rear Admiral Franz von Hipper
At 0758 Stettin and Frauenlob arrived, reversing the situation so that the British destroyers were obliged to retreat toward their own cruisers Arethusa and Fearless. Stettin withdrew, since the German destroyers had now escaped, but Frauenlob was engaged by Arethusa. While Arethusa was theoretically the better armed ship, two of her four four-inch guns were jammed, while another was damaged by fire. Frauenlob, armed with ten four-inch guns was able to cause considerable damage before a shell from the two six inch guns on Arethusa destroyed her bridge, killing 37 men including the captain, and forcing her to withdraw. Although badly damaged, she returned to Wilhelmshaven.

[image: ]
Description: The German torpedo boat V 187, sunk at the battle of Heligoland Bight on 28 August 1914. German Postcard, ca. 1914/15
Source: Wikimedia commons	Date: Ship was sunk in 1914

At 0812 Tyrwhitt returned to the original plan, which was to sweep across the area from east to west. Six returning German destroyers were sighted but turned to flee, when one, V-187turned back. The German ship had seen two cruisers, Nottingham and Lowestoft from Goodenough's squadron ahead of her and turned back in the hope of passing through the British destroyers by surprise. This was partially successful, butV-187was surrounded by eight destroyers and sunk. As British ships attempted to rescue survivors from the water, the German light cruiser Stettin approached and opened fire, forcing the British to abandon the rescue, leaving behind British sailors. The British submarineE-4had observed the action and launched a torpedo at Stettin, but missed. Stettin attempted to ram the submarine, which dived to escape. When she resurfaced all the larger ships had gone, and the submarine rescued the British crewmen, still afloat in small boats together with German sailors. The Germans were left behind with a compass and direction toward the mainland as the submarine was too small to take them.
[bookmark: Confusion_of_ships]
CONFUSION OF SHIPS
At 0815 Keyes, with Lurcher and another destroyer sighted two four-funnelled cruisers. Still unaware that any additional British ships had been sent to support the action, he signalled Invincible that he was chasing two German cruisers. Goodenough received the signal and abandoning his own search for enemy vessels to attack, steamed to assist Keyes against his own ships, Lowestoft and Nottingham. Keyes, seeing he was now being chased by four more enemy cruisers attempted to lead them towards Invincible and New Zealand, reporting them as enemy ships.
Eventually Keyes recognised Southampton, and the ships attempted to rejoin Tyrwhitt. However, the danger to Goodenough's ships was not over, since the British submarines were still unaware the additional ships were present. At 0930 one of the British submarines attacked Southampton with two torpedoes, fortunately missing and in turn escaping when Southampton tried to ram. Lowestoft and Nottingham remained out of communication range, and separated from the rest of their squadron took no further part in the action.

[image: ]
Photograph of HMS Invincible, British Battlecruiser, launched 1907:
(Presumed to be an official British Government photograph).

[bookmark: Actions_with_German_cruisers]Tyrwhitt turned back to assist Keyes on receipt of the signal that he was being chased. He sighted Stettin, but lost her in the mist before coming upon Fearless and her destroyer squadron. Arethusa was badly damaged, so at 1017Fearlesscame alongside and both cruisers were stopped for 20 minutes while repairs were made to the boilers.

ACTIONS WITH GERMAN CRUISERS
By now Köln, Strassburg and Ariadne had sailed from Wilhelmshaven to join the German defence, while Mainz was approaching from a different direction. Admiral Maass was still unaware of the nature of the attack, so spread his ships in search of the enemy. Strassburg was first to find Arethusa and attacked with shells and torpedoes, but was driven off by torpedo attacks from the destroyers. As Tyrwhitt turned away to the west, Köln with Admiral Maass approached from the southeast, and was also chased away by torpedoes. Tyrwhitt signalled Beatty requesting reinforcements, and Goodenough with the four cruisers remaining with him came to assist. The force turned west.
Beatty had been following the events by radio forty miles to the north-west. By 1135 the British ships had still not completed their mission and withdrawn, and with the rising tide larger German ships would be able to leave harbour and join the engagement. He decided to intervene and took his five battlecruisers southeast at maximum speed, an hour away from the engagement. While the advantages of using his more powerful ships to rescue the others was clear, this had to be weighed against the possibility of mischance by torpedo or of meeting German dreadnoughts once the tide permitted them to sail, and losing one or more of the important battlecruisers.

Description: SMS Mainz sinking (photo).jpgThe German light cruiser SMS Mainz sinking at the battle of Heligoland blight on August 28 1914.Source: Halftone print from Det stora världskriget volume II, page 339(Printed in Stockholm 1915).Date: August 28 1914.
At 1130 Tyrwhitt's squadron came upon another German cruiser, Mainz. The ships engaged for twenty minutes, before the arrival of Goodenough caused Mainz to attempt escape. Goodenough gave chase, but in attempting to lose him Mainz came back across the path of Arethusa and her destroyers. Her steering was damaged, causing her to turn back into the path of Goodenough's ships and she was hit by shells and torpedo. At 1220 her captain ordered his ship to be scuttled and the crew to abandon ship. Keyes had now joined the main body of ships and brought Lurcher alongside Mainz to take off the crew. Three British destroyers had been seriously damaged in the engagement.
Strassburg and Köln now attacked together, but the battle was interrupted by the further arrival of Beatty and the battlecruisers. An officer on one of the destroyers described the moment, There straight ahead of us in lovely procession, like elephants walking through a pack of... dogs came Lion, Queen Mary, Princess Royal, Invincible and New Zealand...How solid they looked, how utterly earth-quaking. We pointed out our latest aggressor to them... and we went west while they went east... and just a little later we heard the thunder of their guns.
[bookmark: Battlecruisers]BATTLECRUISERS
Strassburg managed to disengage and escape when the battlecruisers approached, but Köln was not so fortunate. Cut off from escape she was quickly disabled by the much larger guns of the battlecruisers. She was saved from immediate sinking by the sighting of another German light cruiser, Ariadne, to which Beatty gave chase and again quickly overcame. Ariadne was left to sink, which she eventually did at 1510, attended by the German ships Danzig and Stralsund who took off survivors. At 1310 Beatty turned northwest and ordered all the British ships to withdraw since the tide had now risen sufficiently for larger German ships to pass out through the Jade estuary. Passing the Köln again he opened fire sinking her. Attempts to rescue the crew were interrupted by the arrival of a submarine: one survivor was rescued by a German ship two days later out of some 250 who had survived the sinking. The survivor was not Rear Admiral Maass, who perished with his ship.
Four German cruisers survived the engagement, which they would not have done except for the mist. Strassburg nearly approached the battlecruisers, but saw them in time and turned away. She had four funnels, like the Town-class British cruisers, which caused sufficient confusion to allow her time to disappear into the mist. The German battlecruisers Moltke and Von der Tann left the Jade at 1410 and began a cautious search for other ships. Rear Admiral Hipper arrived with Seydlitz at 1510, but by then the battle was over.

[bookmark: Aftermath]AFTERMATH
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The German light Cruiser SMS Köln sunk at the battle of Heligoland Bight, on 28 August 1914 (German pre-war postcard).

The battle was a clear British victory. Germany had lost the three light cruisers Mainz, Köln and Ariadne and the destroyer V 187sunk, and the light cruiser Frauenlob had been severely damaged. The light cruisers Strassburg and Stettin had also been damaged. German casualties were 1,242 with 712 men killed, including Rear Admiral Maass, and 336 prisoners of war. The Royal Navy had lost no ships and only 35 men killed, with 40 wounded.
[image: ]Admiral Alfred von Tirpitz

The most significant result of the battle was the effect on the attitude of the Kaiser. To preserve his ships the Kaiser determined that the fleet should, "hold itself back and avoid actions which can lead to greater losses." Admiral Pohl, Chief of the German Naval Staff, wired Ingenohl that, "in his anxiety to preserve the fleet [William] ... wished you to wire for his consent before entering a decisive action."
Tirpitz was outraged by this decision. He wrote after the war, "The Emperor did not wish for losses of this sort ... Orders [were] issued by the Emperor ... after an audience with Pohl, to which I as usual was not summoned, to restrict the initiative of the Commander-in-Chief of the North Sea Fleet. The loss of ships was to be avoided; fleet sallies and any greater undertakings must be approved by His Majesty in advance. I took the first opportunity to explain to the Emperor the fundamental error of such a muzzling policy. This step had no success, but on the contrary there sprang up from that day forth an estrangement between the Emperor and myself which steadily increased."
Churchill after the war observed:
All they saw was that the British did not hesitate to hazard their greatest vessels as well as their light craft in the most daring offensive action and had escaped apparently unscathed. They felt as we should have felt had German destroyers broken into the Solent and their battle cruisers penetrated as far as the Nab. The results of this action were far-reaching. Henceforward, the weight of British Naval prestige lay heavy across all German sea enterprise ... The German Navy was indeed "muzzled". Except for furtive movements by individual submarines and minelayers, not a dog stirred from August till November.
But he also observed: ‘The Germans knew nothing of our defective staff work or the risks we had run’.

[bookmark: Deficiencies]DEFICIENCIES
Both sides had lessons to learn from the battle. The Germans had assumed that their cruisers, leaving port one by one, would not meet larger ships or major forces. They failed to keep their ships together so they might have better odds in any engagement. Beatty, when faced with the choice of leaving one of his ships to finish off disabled enemies had elected to keep his squadron together and only later return in force to finish off those ships. Goodenough, on the other hand, had managed to lose track of two cruisers, which therefore played no further part in the battle.
German light cruisers armed with larger numbers of faster firing four inch guns proved inferior to similar British cruisers with fewer but more powerful six inch guns. However, their ships proved difficult to sink despite severe damage and impressed the British with the quality of their firing. Both British and German sources reported the determination and bravery of the defeated German ships when overwhelmed.
No one reported the presence of British cruisers to Admiral Hipper until 1435. Had he known, he could have brought his own battlecruisers to sea faster and consolidated his fleet, possibly preventing the German losses and instead inflicting some on the departing British ships. The British operation had dragged out longer than anticipated so that the large German ships would have had sufficient high water to join the battle.
The British side also suffered from poor communications, with ships failing to report engagement with the enemy to each other. The initial failure to include Jellicoe in planning the raid could have led to disaster had he not sent reinforcements, although the subsequent communications failures which meant British ships were unaware of the new arrivals could then have led to British ships attacking each other. There was no way to warn off British submarines which might have targeted their own ships. It had been the decision of Admiral Sturdee, Admiralty chief of staff, not to inform Jellicoe and also not to send additional larger ships which had originally been requested by Keyes. Jellicoe in effect countermanded this decision once he knew of the raid by sending ships which were part of his command. Keyes was disappointed that the opportunity for a greater success had been lost by not including the additional cruisers properly into the plan as he had originally intended. Jellicoe was disturbed by the Admiralty
The Germans appreciated that constant patrols by destroyers was both wasteful of time and resources of those ships, and left them open to attack. Instead they designed defensive minefields to prevent enemy ships approaching and freed up the destroyers for duties escorting larger ships. In future, ships were never to be sent out one by one. The British realised it was foolish to have sent Arethusa into battle with inadequate training and jammed guns. British ships were criticised for having fired considerable ammunition and torpedoes with little effect: this criticism later proved counter-productive when at the Battle of Dogger Bank, ships became overly cautious of wasting ammunition and thus missed opportunities to damage enemy vessels.

First Battle of Heligoland Bight
Part of the First World War
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The German light cruiser SMS Ariadne during the Battle of Heligoland Bight, on 28 August 1914 German postcard from ca. 1914

Date: 28 August 1914
Location: Heligoland Bight, North Sea
Result: British victory

BELLIGERENTS
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British Empire                 German Empire

COMMANDERS
British Empire			German Empire
Vice Admiral David Beatty		R. Admiral Franz Hipper
Commodore Reginald Tyrwhitt	R. Adm. Leberecht Maas
Commodore Roger Keyes			

STRENGTH
British Empire			German Empire
5 battlecruisers		6 light cruisers
8 light cruisers			19 torpedo boats
33 destroyers			12 minesweepers
8 submarines		

CASUALTIES AND LOSSES
British Empire			German Empire
35 killed			712 killed
55 wounded			149 wounded
1 light cruiser badly damaged		336 captured
			3 light cruisers sunk
			2 torpedo boats sunk
			1 destroyer sunk
			3 destroyers heavily
			damaged
			1 light cruiser heavily
			damaged
			2 light cruisers
			moderately damaged



B
attleshipsare large, heavily armoured warships with a main battery consisting of the largest calibre of guns.
Battleships were larger, better armed, and better armoured than cruisers and destroyers.
BATTLESHIPS

Battleship design continually evolved to incorporate and adapt technological advances to maintain an edge. The word battleship was coined around 1794 and is a shortened form of line-of-battle ship, the dominant wooden warship during the Age of Sail. The term came into formal use in the late 1880s to describe a type of ironclad warship, now referred to as pre-dreadnought battleships. In 1906, the launch of HMS Dreadnought heralded a revolution in battleship design. Following battleship designs that were influenced by the HMS Dreadnought were referred to as "dreadnoughts".
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Description: BB61 USS Iowa BB61 broadside USN.jpgA bow view of the battleship USS IOWA (BB-61) firing its Mark 7 16-inch/50-caliber guns off the starboard side during a fire power demonstration.
Date: August 15, 1984
Source: High resolution downloads from DefenseImagery Still Asset Details for DNSC8503456

Battleships were a potent symbol of naval dominance and national might, and for decades the battleship was a major factor in both diplomacy and military strategy. The global arms race in battleship construction in the early 20th century was one of the causes of World War I, which saw a clash of huge battle fleets at the Battle of Jutland. The Naval Treaties of the 1920s and 1930s limited the number of battleships but did not end the evolution of design. Both the Allies and the Axis Powers deployed battleships of old construction and new during World War II.
Nevertheless, some historians and naval theorists question the value of the battleship. The Battle of Tsushima (1905) was the only decisive clash between steel battleship fleets, and apart from the indecisive Battle of Jutland(1916), there were few great battleship clashes. Despite their great firepower and protection, battleships were increasingly vulnerable to much smaller, cheaper ordnance and craft: initially the torpedo and the naval mine, and later aircraft and the guided missile. The growing range of naval engagement led to the aircraft carrier replacing the battleship as the leading capital ship during World War II. Battleships were retained by the United States Navy into the Cold War only for fire support purposes. The last battleships were removed from the U.S. Naval Vessel Register in March 2006.
SHIPS OF THE LINE
SHIPS OF THE LINE:
A ship of the line was a large, unarmoured wooden sailing ship on which was mounted a battery of up to 120smoothboregunsandcarronades. The ship of the line was a gradual evolution of a basic design that dates back to the 1400s, and, apart from growing in size, it changed little between the adoption of line of battle tactics in the early 17th century and the end of the sailing battleship's heyday in the 1830s. From 1794, the alternative term 'line of battle ship' was contracted (informally at first) to 'battle ship' or 'battleship'.
The sheer number of guns fired broadside meant that a sailing battleship could wreck any wooden vessel, smashing its hull and masts and killing its crew. 
Le Napoleon at Toulon in 1852(the first steam battleship).

However, the effective range of the guns was as little as a few hundred yards, and the battle tactics of sailing ships depended entirely on the wind.
The first major change to the ship of the line concept was the introduction of steam power as an auxiliary propulsion system. Steam power was gradually introduced to the navy in the first half of the 19th century, initially for small craft and later for frigates. The French Navy introduced steam to the line of battle with the 90-gunLe Napoléon in 1850; the first true steam battleship. Napoleon was armed as a conventional ship-of-the-line, but her steam engines could give her a speed of 12 knots (22 km/h), regardless of the wind conditions: a potentially decisive advantage in a naval engagement. The introduction of steam accelerated the growth in size of battleships. France and the United Kingdom were the only two countries to develop fleets of wooden steam screw battleships, although several other navies made some use of a mixture of screw battleships and paddle-steamer frigates. These included Russia, Turkey, Sweden, Naples, Prussia, Denmark and Austria.

[bookmark: Ironclads]IRONCLADS
IRONCLAD WARSHIPS:

The French ‘La Gloire’ in 1859; (the first ocean-going ironclad warship).
[bookmark: Explosive_shells]The adoption of steam power was only one of a number of technological advances which revolutionized warship design in the 19th century. The ship of the line was overtaken by the ironclad: powered by steam, protected by metal armour, and armed with guns firing high-explosive shells.
EXPLOSIVE SHELLS:
Wooden-hulled ships stood up comparatively well to solid shot, as shown in the 1866battle of Lissa, where the old Austrian steam battleship Kaiser ranged across a confused battlefield, rammed an Italian ironclad and took a pounding of several 300 pound shots at point blank range. Despite losing her bowsprit and her foremast, and being set on fire, she was ready for action again the very next day. By contrast, guns which fired explosive or incendiary shells were a major threat to wooden ships, and these weapons became widespread in the 1840s. In the Crimean War, the Russian Black Sea Fleet destroyed a flotilla of wooden Turkish ships with explosive shells at the Battle of Sinop in 1853. Later in the war, French ironclad floating batteries used similar weapons against the defences at the Battle of Kinburn.

[bookmark: Iron_armor_and_construction]IRON ARMOUR AND CONSTRUCTION:


HMS Warrior (1860), the Royal Navy's first ocean–going iron hulled warship.

The development of high-explosive shells made the use of iron armour plate on warships necessary. In 1859 France launched La Gloire, the first ocean-going ironclad warship. She had the profile of a ship of the line, cut to one deck due to weight considerations. Although made of wood and reliant on sail for most of her journeys, La Gloire was fitted with a propeller, and her wooden hull was protected by a layer of thick iron armour. Gloire prompted further innovation from the Royal Navy, anxious to prevent France from gaining a technological lead.


The Redoutable (1876) was a central battery and barbette ship of the French Navy. She was the first warship in the world to use steel as the principal building material.

The superior armoured frigate Warrior followed La Gloire by only fourteen months, and both nations embarked on a program of building new ironclads and converting existing screw ships of the line to armoured frigates. Within two years, Italy, Austria, Spain and Russia had all ordered ironclad warships, and by the time of the famous clash of the USS Monitor and the CSS Virginia at the Battle of Hampton Road sat least eight navies’ possessed ironclad ships.
Navies experimented with the positioning of guns, in turrets (like the USS Monitor), central-batteries or barbettes, or with the ram as the principal weapon. As steam technology developed, masts were gradually removed from battleship designs. By the mid-1870s steel was used as a construction material alongside iron and wood. The French Navy's Redoutable, laid down in 1873 and launched in 1876, was a central battery and barbette warship which became the first battleship in the world to use steel as the principal building material.

[bookmark: The_pre-dreadnought_battleship]THE PRE-DREADNOUGHT BATTLESHIP

PRE-DREADNOUGHTBATTLESHIPS:

The term "battleship" was officially adopted by the Royal Navy in the re-classification of 1892. By the 1890s, there was an increasing similarity between battleship designs, and the type now known as the 'pre-dreadnought battleship' emerged. These were heavily armoured ships, mounting a mixed battery of guns in turrets, and without sails. The typical first-class battleship of the pre-dreadnought era displaced 15,000 to 17,000 tons, had a speed of 16 knots (30 km/h), and an armament of four 12-inch (305 mm) guns in two turrets fore and aft with a mixed-calibre secondary battery amidships around the super structure. An early design with superficial similarity to the pre-dreadnought is the British Devastation-class of 1871.


Pre-Dreadnought battleship USS Texas, built in 1892, was the first battleship of the U.S. Navy .Photochrom print c. 1898.

However, it was not until the 1890s that the widespread adoption of steel construction and hardened steel armour meant that a turret-ship could combine heavy armament and protection with high speed and good seakeeping.
The slow-firing 12-inch (305 mm) main guns were the principal weapons for battleship-to-battleship combat. The intermediate and secondary batteries had two roles. Against major ships, it was thought a 'hail of fire' from quick-firing secondary weapons could distract enemy gun crews by inflicting damage to the superstructure, and they would be more effective against smaller ships such as cruisers. Smaller guns (12-pounders and smaller) were reserved for protecting the battleship against the threat of torpedo attack from destroyers and torpedo boats.


Diagram of HMS Agamemnon (1908):Royal Navy pre-dreadnought battleship (1/450thscale).

The beginning of the pre-dreadnought era coincided with an attempt by Britain to re-assert her naval dominance. For many years previously, Britain had taken naval supremacy for granted. Expensive naval projects were criticised by political leaders of all inclinations. However, in 1888 a war scare with France and the build-up of the Russian navy gave added impetus to naval construction, and the British Naval Defence Act of 1889 laid down a new fleet including eight new battleships. The principle that Britain's navy should be more powerful than the two next most powerful fleets combined was established. This policy was designed to deter France and Russia from building more battleships, but both nations nevertheless expanded their fleets with more and better pre-dreadnoughts in the 1890s.
In the last years of the 19th century and the first years of the 20th, the escalation in the building of battleships became an arms race between Britain and Germany. The German naval laws of 1890 and 1898 authorised a fleet of 38 battleships, a vital threat to the balance of naval power. Britain answered with further shipbuilding, but by the end of the pre-dreadnought era, British supremacy at sea had markedly weakened. In 1883, the United Kingdom had 38 battleships, twice as many as France and almost as many as the rest of the world put together. By 1897, Britain's lead was far smaller due to competition from France, Germany, and Russia, as well as the development of pre-dreadnought fleets in Italy, the United States and Japan. Turkey, Spain, Sweden, Denmark, Norway, the Netherlands, Chile and Brazil all had second-rate fleets led by armoured cruisers, coastal defence ships or monitors.
Pre-dreadnoughts continued the technical innovations of the ironclad. Turrets, armour plate, and steam engines were all improved over the years, and torpedo tubes were introduced. A small number of designs, including the American Kearsarge and Virginia classes, experimented with all or part of the 8-inch intermediate battery superimposed over the 12-inch primary. Results were poor: recoil factors and blast effects resulted in the 8-inch battery being completely unusable, and the inability to train the primary and intermediate armaments on different targets led to significant tactical limitations. Even though such innovative designs saved weight (a key reason for their inception), they proved too cumbersome in practice.

[bookmark: The_Dreadnought_era]THE DREADNOUGHT ERA
DREADNOUGHTS:
In 1906, the revolutionary HMS Dreadnought, created as a result of pressure from Admiral John A. Fisher, made existing battleships obsolete. Combining an 'all-big-gun' armament of ten 12-inch (305 mm) rifles with unprecedented speed and protection, she prompted navies worldwide to re-evaluate their battleship building programmes. While the Japanese had laid down an all-big-gun battleship (Satsuma) in 1904, and the concept of an all-big-gun ship had been in circulation for several years, it had yet to be validated in combat. Dreadnought sparked a new arms race, principally between Britain and Germany but reflected worldwide, as the new class of warships became a crucial element of national power.
Technical development continued rapidly through the dreadnought era, with step changes in armament, armour and propulsion. Ten years after Dreadnought's commissioning, much more powerful ships, the super-dreadnoughts, were being built.

[bookmark: The_origin_of_Dreadnought]THE ORIGIN OFDREADNOUGHTS:
LEFT: Vittorio Cuniberti
In the first years of the 20th century, several navies worldwide experimented with the idea of a new type of battleship with a uniform armament of very heavy guns.
Admiral Vittorio Cuniberti, the Italian Navy's chief naval architect, articulated the concept of an all-big-gun battleship in 1903. When the Regia Marina did not pursue his ideas, Cuniberti wrote an article in Jane's proposing an "ideal" future British battleship, a large armoured warship of 17,000 tons, armed solely with a single calibre main battery (twelve 12-inch {305 mm} guns), carrying 300-millimetre (12 in)belt armour, and capable of 24knots(44 km/h).
The Russo-Japanese War provided operational experience to validate the 'all-big-gun' concept. At the Yellow Sea and Tsushima, pre-dreadnoughts exchanged volleys at ranges of 7,600–12,000 yd (7 to 11 km), beyond the range of the secondary batteries. It is often held that these engagements demonstrated the importance of the 12-inch (305 mm) gun over its smaller counterparts, though some historians take the view secondary batteries were just as important as the larger weapons.

The Japanese battleship Satsuma, launched November 1906, served in 1910-1923(a preliminary design for the Imperial Japanese Navy, Satsuma was an "all-big-gun" design).
In Japan, the two battleships of the 1903-4 Programme was in fact the first to be laid down as all-big-gun designs, with eight 12-inch guns. However, the design had armour which was considered too thin, demanding a substantial redesign. The financial pressures of the Russo-Japanese War and the short supply of 12-inch guns which had to be imported from Britain meant these ships were completed with a mixed 10- and 12-inch armament. The 1903-4 design also retained traditional triple-expansion steam engines.
As early as 1904, First Sea Lord Sir John A. "Jackie" Fisher had been convinced of the need for fast, powerful ships with an all-big-gun armament. If Tsushima influenced his thinking, it was to persuade him of the need to standardise on 12-inch (305 mm) guns. Fisher's concern was submarines and destroyers equipped with torpedoes that outranged battleship guns, making speed imperative for capital ships. Fisher's preferred option was his brainchild, the battlecruiser: lightly armoured but heavily armed with eight 12-inch guns and propelled to 25 knots (46 km/h) by steam turbines.
It was to prove this revolutionary technology that Dreadnought was designed in January 1905, laid down in October 1905 and sped to completion by 1906. She carried ten 12 inch guns, had an 11-inch armour belt, and was the first large ship powered by turbines. She mounted her guns in five turrets; three on the centreline (one forward, two aft) and two on the wings, giving her at her launch twice the broadside of anything other ship afloat. She retained a number of 12-pound (3-inch, 76 mm) quick-firing guns for use against destroyers and torpedo-boats. Her armour was heavy enough for her to go head-to-head with any other ship afloat in a gun battle, and conceivably win.
Dreadnought was to have been followed by three Invincible-class battlecruisers, their construction delayed to allow lessons from Dreadnought to be used in their design. While Fisher may have intended Dreadnought to be the last Royal Navy battleship, the design was so successful he found little support for his plan to switch to a battlecruiser navy. Although there were some problems with the ship (the wing turrets had limited arcs of fire and strained the hull when firing a full broadside, and the top of the thickest armour belt lay below the waterline at full load), the Royal Navy promptly commissioned another six ships to a similar design in the Bellerophon and St Vincent classes.
An American design, South Carolina, authorized in 1905 and laid down in December 1906, was another of the first dreadnoughts, but she and her sister, Michigan, were not launched until 1908. Both used triple-expansion engines and had superior layout of their super-firing main battery, dispensing with Dreadnought's wing turrets. They thus retained the same broadside, despite having two fewer guns.

[bookmark: The_dreadnought_arms_race]THE DREADNOUGHT ARMS RACE:
In 1897, before the revolution in design brought about by HMS Dreadnought, the Royal Navy had 62 battleships in commission or building, a lead of 26 over France and 50 over Germany. In 1906, the Royal Navy owned the field with Dreadnought. The new class of ship prompted an arms race with major strategic consequences. Major naval powers raced to build their own dreadnoughts to catch up with the United Kingdom. Possession of modern battleships was not only vital to naval power, but also, as with nuclear weapons today, represented a nation's standing in the world. Germany, France, Russia, Italy, Austria, and the United States all began dreadnought programmes; and second-rank powers including Turkey, Argentina, Brazil, and Chile commissioned dreadnoughts to be built in British and American yards.

HMS Dreadnought, Royal Navy battleship, as she was in 1911 (1/450thscale).

[bookmark: World_War_I]WORLD WAR I
NAVAL WARFARE OF WORLD WAR I:
The First World War was an anticlimax for the great dreadnought fleets. There was no decisive clash of modern battlefleets to compare with the Battle of Tsushima. The role of battleships was marginal to the great land struggle in France and Russia; and it was equally marginal to the First Battle of the Atlantic, the battle between German submarines and British merchant shipping.
By virtue of geography, the Royal Navy could keep the German High Seas Fleet bottled up in the North Sea with relative ease. Both sides were aware that, because of the greater number of British dreadnoughts, a full fleet engagement would likely result in a British victory. The German strategy was therefore to try to provoke an engagement on their terms: either to induce a part of the Grand Fleet to enter battle alone, or to fight a pitched battle near the German coastline, where friendly minefields, torpedo-boats and submarines could be used to even the odds.


German High Seas Fleet during World War I

The first two years of war saw conflict in the North Sea limited to skirmishes by battlecruisers at the Battle of Heligoland Bight and Battle of Dogger Bank and raids on the English coast. In the summer of 1916, a further attempt to draw British ships into battle on German terms resulted in a clash of the battlefleets in the Battle of Jutland: an indecisive engagement.
In the other naval theatres there were no decisive pitched battles. In the Black Sea, engagement between Russian and Turkish battleships was restricted to skirmishes. In the Baltic, action was largely limited to the raiding of convoys, and the laying of defensive minefields; the only significant clash of battleship squadrons there was the Battle of Moon Sound at which one Russian pre-dreadnought was lost. The Adriatic was in a sense the mirror of the North Sea: the Austro-Hungarian dreadnought fleet remained bottled up by the British and French blockade. And in the Mediterranean, the most important use of battleships was in support of the amphibious assault on Gallipoli.
The course of the war also illustrated the vulnerability of battleships to cheaper weapons. In September 1914, the potential threat posed to capital ships by German U-boats was confirmed by successful attacks on British cruisers, including the sinking of three British armoured cruisers by the German submarineU-9in less than an hour. Sea mines proved a threat the next month, when the recently commissioned British super-dreadnought Audacious struck a mine and sank. By the end of October, the British had changed their strategy and tactics in the North Sea to reduce the risk of U-boat attack. While the Battle of Jutland was among the last major battleship engagements in history (Tsushima, Battle of Surigao Strait), the German plan for the battle relied on U-boat attacks on the British fleet; and the escape of the German fleet from the superior British firepower was effected by the German cruisers and destroyers closing on British battleships, causing them to turn away to avoid the threat of torpedo attack. Further near-misses from submarine attacks on battleships and casualties amongst cruisers led to growing paranoia in the Royal Navy about the vulnerability of battleships. By October 1916, the Royal Navy had essentially abandoned the North Sea, instructing the Grand Fleet not to go south of the Farne Islands unless adequately protected by destroyers.
The German High Seas Fleet, for their part, were determined not to engage the British without the assistance of submarines; and since the submarines were needed more for raiding commercial traffic, the fleet stayed in port for the remainder of the war. Other theatres equally showed the role of small craft in damaging or destroying dreadnoughts. The two Austrian dreadnoughts lost in 1918 were the casualties of torpedo boats and of frogmen. The Allied capital ships lost in Gallipoli were sunk by mines and torpedo, while a Turkish pre-dreadnought was caught in the Dardanelles by a British submarine.

[bookmark: The_inter-war_period]THE INTER-WAR PERIOD
For many years, Germany simply had no battleships. The Armistice with Germany required that most of the High Seas Fleet be disarmed and interned in a neutral port; largely because no neutral port could be found, the ships remained in British custody in Scapa Flow, Scotland. The Treaty of Versailles specified that the ships should be handed over to the British. Instead, most of them were scuttled by their German crews on 21 June 1919 just before the signature of the peace treaty. The treaty also limited the German Navy, and prevented Germany from building or possessing any capital ships.
The inter-war period saw the battleship subjected to strict international limitations to prevent a costly arms race breaking out.
While the victors were not limited by the Treaty of Versailles, many of the major naval powers were crippled after the war. Faced with the prospect of a naval arms race against Great Britain and Japan, which would in turn have led to a possible Pacific war, the United States was keen to conclude the Washington Naval Treaty of 1922. This treaty limited the number and size of battleships that each major nation could possess, and required Britain to accept parity with the U.S. and to abandon the British alliance with Japan. The Washington treaty was followed by a series of other naval treaties, including the First Geneva Naval Conference(1927), the First London Naval Treaty(1930), the Second Geneva Naval Conference(1932), and finally the Second London Naval Treaty(1936), which all set limits on major warships. These treaties became effectively obsolete on 1 September 1939 at the beginning of World War II, but the ship classifications that had been agreed upon still apply. The treaty limitations meant that fewer new battleships were launched from 1919–1939 than from 1905–1914. The treaties also inhibited development by putting maximum limits on the weights of ships.


Profile drawing of HMS Nelson commissioned 1927 (1/450thscale).

Designs like the projected BritishN3 battleship, the first American South Dakota-class, and the Japanese Kii-class—all of which continued the trend to larger ships with bigger guns and thicker armour—never got off the drawing board. Those designs which were commissioned during this period were referred to as treaty battleships.

[bookmark: Rise_of_air_power]RISE OF AIR POWER:
As early as 1914, the British Admiral Percy Scott predicted that battleships would soon be made irrelevant by aeroplanes. By the end of World War I, aeroplanes had successfully adopted the torpedo as a weapon. A proposed attack on the German fleet at anchor in 1918 using the Sopwith Cuckoo carrier-borne torpedo-bomber was considered and rejected—but it was not long before such a technique was adopted.
In the 1920s, General Billy Mitchell of the United States Army Air Corps, believing that air forces had rendered navies around the world obsolete, testified in front of Congress that "1,000 bombardment airplanes can be built and operated for about the price of one battleship" and that a squadron of these bombers could sink a battleship, making for more efficient use of government funds. This infuriated the U.S. Navy, but Mitchell was nevertheless allowed to conduct a careful series of bombing tests alongside Navy and Marine bombers. In 1921, he bombed and sank numerous ships, including the "unsinkable" German World War I battleship Ostfriesland and the American pre-dreadnought Alabama.

Naval bombing tests; off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina in September, 1921. US Air Service bombers sink Captured Battleship Ostfriesland, proving the serious vulnerability of Battleships to air power.

Although Mitchell had required "war-time conditions", the ships sunk were obsolete, stationary, and defenceless and had no damage control. The sinking of Ostfriesland was accomplished by violating an agreement that would have allowed Navy engineers to examine the effects of various munitions: Mitchell's airmen disregarded the rules, and sank the ship within minutes in a coordinated attack. The stunt made headlines, and Mitchell declared, "No surface vessels can exist wherever air forces acting from land bases are able to attack them." While far from conclusive, Mitchell's test was significant because it put proponents of the battleship against naval aviation on the back foot. Rear Admiral William A. Moffett used public relations against Mitchell to make headway toward expansion of the U.S. Navy's nascent aircraft carrier program.
[bookmark: Rearmament]REARMAMENT:
The Royal Navy, United States Navy, and Imperial Japanese Navy extensively upgraded and modernized their World War I-era battleships during the 1930s. Among new features were tower height and stability such that optical rangefinder equipment for gunnery control could be used, deck plating was increased especially around turrets against plunging fire and aerial bombing, anti-aircraft weapons added. Some British ships received a large block superstructure nicknamed the "Queen Anne's castle", such as in the Queen Elizabeth and Warspite, which would be used in the new conning towers of the King George V fast battleships. External bulges were added to improve both buoyancy to counteract weight increase and provide underwater protection against mines and torpedoes. The Japanese rebuilt all of their battleships, plus their battlecruisers, with distinctive "pagoda" structures, though the Hiei received a more modern bridge tower that would influence the new Yamato battleships. Bulges were fitted, including steel tube array to improve both underwater and vertical protection along waterline. The U.S. experimented with cage masts and later tripod masts, though after Pearl Harbor some of the most severely damaged ships such as West Virginia and California were rebuilt to a similar appearance to their Iowa class contemporaries (called tower masts). Radar, which was effective beyond visual contact and was effective in complete darkness or adverse weather conditions, was introduced to supplement optical fire control.
Even when war threatened again in the late 1930s, battleship construction did not regain the level of importance which it had held in the years before World War I. The "building holiday" imposed by the naval treaties meant that the building capacity of dockyards worldwide was relatively reduced, and the strategic position had changed. The development of the strategic bomber meant that the navy was no longer the only method of projecting power overseas, and the development of the aircraft carrier meant that battleships had a rival for the resources available for capital ship construction.
In Germany, the ambitious Plan Z for naval rearmament was abandoned in favour of a strategy of submarine warfare supplemented by the use of battlecruisers and Bismarck-class battleships as commerce raiders. In Britain, the most pressing need was for air defences and convoy escorts to safeguard the civilian population from bombing or starvation, and re-armament construction plans consisted of five ships of the King George V class. It was in the Mediterranean that navies remained most committed to battleship warfare. France intended to build six battleships of the Dunkerque and Richelieu classes, and the Italians two Littorio-class ships. Neither navy built significant aircraft carriers. The U.S. preferred to spend limited funds on aircraft carriers until the South Dakota class. Japan, also prioritising aircraft carriers, nevertheless began work on three mammoth Yamato class ships (although the third, Shinano, was later completed as a carrier) and a planned fourth was cancelled.
At the outbreak of the Spanish Civil War, the Spanish navy consisted of only two small dreadnought battleships, España and Jaime I. España (originally named Alfonso XIII), by then in reserve at the north-western naval base of El Ferrol, fell into Nationalist hands in July 1936. The crew aboard Jaime I murdered their officers, mutinied, and joined the Republican Navy. Thus each side had one battleship; however, the Republican Navy generally lacked experienced officers. The Spanish battleships mainly restricted themselves to mutual blockades, convoy escort duties, and shore bombardment, rarely in direct fighting against other surface units. In April 1937, España ran onto a mine laid by friendly forces, and sank with little loss of life. In May 1937, Jaime I was damaged by Nationalist air attacks and a grounding incident. The ship was forced to go back to port to be repaired. There she was again hit by several aerial bombs. It was then decided to tow the battleship to a more secure port, but during the transport she suffered an internal explosion that caused 300 deaths and her total loss. Several Italian and German capital ships participated in the non-intervention blockade. On 29 May 1937, two Republican aircraft managed to bomb the German pocket battleship Deutschland outside Ibiza, causing severe damage and loss of life. Admiral Scheer retaliated two days later by bombarding Almería, causing much destruction, and the resulting Deutschland incident meant the end of German and Italian support for non-intervention. 
Vittorio Veneto (1940)
[bookmark: World_War_II]WORLD WAR II
BATTLESHIPS IN WORLD WAR II:
The German battleship "Schleswig-Holstein"— an obsolete pre-dreadnought—fired the first shots of World War II with the bombardment of the Polish garrison at Westerplatte; and the final surrender of the Japanese Empire took place aboard a United States Navy battleship, the USS Missouri. Between those two events, it had become clear that aircraft carriers were the new principal ships of the fleet and those battleships now performed a secondary role.
Battleships played a part in major engagements in Atlantic, Pacific and Mediterranean theatres; in the Atlantic, the Germans used their battleships as independent commerce raiders. However, clashes between battleships were of little strategic importance. The Battle of the Atlantic was fought between destroyers and submarines, and most of the decisive fleet clashes of the Pacific war were determined by aircraft carriers.
In the first year of the war, armoured warships defied predictions that aircraft would dominate naval warfare. Scharnhorst and Gneisenau surprised and sank the aircraft carrier Glorious off western Norway in June 1940. This engagement marked the last time a fleet carrier was sunk by surface gunnery. In the Attack on Mers-el-Kébir, British battleships opened fire on the French battleships harboured in Algiers with their own heavy guns, and later pursued fleeing French ships with planes from aircraft carriers.
The subsequent years of the war saw many demonstrations of the maturity of the aircraft carrier as a strategic naval weapon and its potential against battleships. The British air attack on the Italian naval base at Taranto sank one Italian battleship and damaged two more. The same Swordfish torpedo bombers played a crucial role in sinking the German commerce-raider Bismarck.
On 7 December 1941 the Japanese launched a surprise attack on Pearl Harbor. Within a short time five of eight U.S. battleships were sunk or sinking, with the rest damaged. The American aircraft carriers were out to sea, however, and evaded detection. They in turn would take up the fight, eventually turning the tide of the war in the Pacific. The sinking of the British battleship Prince of Wales and her escort, the battlecruiser HMS Repulse, demonstrated the vulnerability of a battleship to air attack while at sea without sufficient air cover, finally settling the argument begun by Mitchell in 1921. Both ships were on their way to attack the Japanese amphibious force that had invaded Malaya when they were caught by Japanese land-based bombers and fighters on 10 December 1941.


The battleship USS Pennsylvania leads USS Colorado, USS Louisville, USS Portland, and USS Columbia into Lingayen Gulf before the landing on Luzon, Philippines in January 1945. Battleships and other big gun naval vessels that served in the Pacific Theatre during World War II were used primarily for offshore bombardment of enemy positions and as anti-aircraft screens for aircraft carriers.

At many of the early crucial battles of the Pacific, for instance Coral Sea and Midway, battleships were either absent or overshadowed as carriers launched wave after wave of planes into the attack at a range of hundreds of miles. In later battles in the Pacific, battleships primarily performed shore bombardment in support of amphibious landings and provided anti-aircraft defense as escort for the carriers. Even the largest battleships ever constructed, Japan's Yamato class, which carried a main battery of nine 18-inch (46 cm) guns and were designed as a principal strategic weapon, were never given a chance to show their potential in the decisive battleship action that figured in Japanese pre-war planning.

[bookmark: The_Cold_War]THE COLD WAR
After World War II, several navies retained battleships, but it became clear that they were not worth the considerable cost. During the war it had been demonstrated that battleship-on-battleship engagements like Leyte Gulf or the sinking of Hood were the exception and not the rule, and that engagement ranges were becoming longer and longer, making heavy gun armament irrelevant. The armour of a battleship was equally irrelevant in the face of a nuclear attack, and nuclear missiles with a range of 100 kilometres (60 mi) or more could be mounted on the Soviet Kildin-class destroyer and Whiskey-class submarine by the end of the 1950s.
The remaining battleships met a variety of ends.USS Arkansas and Nagato were sunk during the testing of nuclear weapons in Operation Crossroads in 1946. Both battleships proved resistant to nuclear air burst but vulnerable to underwater nuclear explosions. The Italian Giulio Cesare was taken by the Soviets as reparations and renamed Novorossiysk; she was sunk by a German mine in the Black Sea on 29 October 1955. The two Andrea Doria class ships were scrapped in 1956. The French Lorraine was scrapped in 1954, Richelieu in 1968, and Jean Bart in 1970. The United Kingdom's four surviving King George V class ships were scrapped in 1957, and Vanguard followed in 1960. All other surviving British battleships had been sold or broken up by 1949. The Soviet Union's Petropavlovsk was scrapped in 1953, Sevastopol in 1957 and Oktyabrskaya Revolutsiya (back under her original name, Gangut, since 1942) in 1956-7. Brazil's Minas Gerais was scrapped in Genoa in 1953, and her sister ship São Paulo sank during a storm in the Atlantic en route to the breakers in Italy in 1951.Argentina kept its two Rivadavia class ships until 1956 and Chile kept Almirante Latorre(formerly HMS Canada) until 1959. The Turkish battlecruiser Yavuz (formerly Goeben, launched in 1911) was scrapped in 1976 after an offer to sell her back to Germany was refused. Sweden had several small coastal-defense battleships, one of which, Gustav V, survived until 1970.The Soviets scrapped four large incomplete cruisers in the late 1950s, whilst plans to build a number of new Stalingrad-class battlecruisers were abandoned following the death of Joseph Stalin in 1953. The three old German battleships Schleswig-Holstein, Schlesien, and Hessen all met similar ends. Hessen was taken over by the Soviet Union and renamed Tsel. She was scrapped in 1960. Schleswig-Holsteinwas renamed Borodino, and was used as a target ship until 1960.Schlesien, too, was used as a target ship. She was broken up between 1952 and 1957.


The "Baker" explosion, part of Operation Crossroads, a nuclear weapon test by the United States military at Bikini Atoll, Micronesia, on 25 July 1946(1946-07-25). The wider, exterior cloud is actually just a condensation cloud caused by the Wilson chamber effect, and was very brief. There was no classic mushroom cloud rising to the stratosphere, but inside the condensation cloud the top of the water geyser formed a mushroom-like head called the cauliflower, which fell back into the lagoon (compare with this image, a photo taken slightly later, after the condensation cloud had cleared). The water released by the explosion was highly radioactive and contaminated many of the ships that were set up near it. Some were otherwise undamaged and sent to Hunter's Point in San Francisco, California, United States for decontamination. Those which could not be decontaminated were sunk a number of miles off the coast of San Francisco.

The Iowa class battleships gained a new lease of life in the U.S. Navy as fire support ships. Shipborne artillery support is considered by the U.S. Marine Corps as more accurate, more effective and less expensive than aerial strikes. Radar and computer-controlled gunfire could be aimed with pinpoint accuracy to target. The U.S. recommissioned all four Iowa class battleships for the Korean War and the New Jersey for the Vietnam War. These were primarily used for shore bombardment, New Jersey firing seven times more rounds against shore targets in Vietnam than she had in the Second World War.
As part of Navy Secretary John F. Lehman's effort to build a600-ship Navy in the 1980s, and in response to the commissioning of Kirov by the Soviet Union, the United States recommissioned all four Iowa class battleships. On several occasions, battleships were support ships in carrier battle groups, or led their own battleship battle group. These were modernized to carry Tomahawk missiles, with New Jersey seeing action bombarding Lebanon in 1983 and 1984, while Missouri and Wisconsin fired their 16 inch (406 mm) guns at land targets and launched missiles in the Gulf War of 1991.
Wisconsin served as the TLAM strike commander for the Persian Gulf, directing the sequence of launches that marked the opening of Operation Desert Storm and fired a total of 24 TLAMs during the first two days of the campaign. The primary threat to the battleships were Iraqi shore based surface-to-surface missiles; Missouri was targeted by two Iraqi Silkworm missiles, with one missing and another being intercepted by the British destroyer HMS Gloucester.
All four Iowas were decommissioned in the early 1990s, making them the last battleships to see active service. USS Iowa and USS Wisconsin were, until fiscal year 2006, maintained to a standard where they could be rapidly returned to service as fire support vessels, pending the development of a superior fire support vessel. The U.S. Marine Corps believes that the current naval surface fire support gun and missile programs will not be able to provide adequate fire support for an amphibious assault or onshore operations.
[bookmark: Today]
[bookmark: Battleships_in_strategy_and_doctrine]BATTLESHIPS IN STRATEGY AND DOCTRINE
[bookmark: Doctrine]DOCTRINE:
Battleships were the embodiment of sea power. For Alfred Thayer Mahan and his followers, a strong navy was vital to the success of a nation, and control of the seas was vital for the projection of force on land and overseas. Mahan's theory dictated that the role of the battleship was to sweep the enemy from the seas. While the work of escorting, blockading and raiding might be done by cruisers or smaller vessels, the presence of the battleship was a potential threat. (This came to be known as a "fleet in being".) Mahan went on to say victory could only be achieved by engagements between battleships (which came to be known as the "decisive battle" doctrine in some navies), while guerre de course (developed by the Jeune Ecole) could never succeed.
Mahan was highly influential in naval and political circles throughout the age of the battleship, calling for a large fleet of the most powerful battleships possible. Mahan's work developed in the late 1880s, and by the end of the 1890s it had a massive international impact, in the end adopted by many major navies (notably the British, American, German, and Japanese). The strength of Mahanian opinion was important in the development of the battleships arms races, and equally important in the agreement of the Powers to limit battleship numbers in the interwar era.
[image: ]
A BGM-109 Tomahawk land-attack missile (TLAM) is fired toward an Iraqi target from the battleship USS MISSOURI (BB-63) at the start of Operation Desert Storm.
A related concept was a "fleet in being": the idea a fleet of battleships could simply by its presence tie down superior enemy resources. This in turn was believed to be able to tip the balance of a conflict even without a decisive battle. This suggested even for inferior naval powers a battleship fleet could have important strategic impact.

[bookmark: Tactics]TACTICS:
While the role of battleships in both World Wars reflected Mahanian doctrine, the details of battleship deployment were more complex. Unlike the ship-of-the-line, the battleships of the late 19th and early 20th centuries had significant vulnerability to torpedoes and mines, weapons which could be used by relatively small and inexpensive craft. The Jeune Ecole school of thought of the 1870s and 1880s recommended the placing of torpedo boats alongside battleships; the boats would hide behind the battleships until gun-smoke obscured visibility enough for them to dart out and fire their torpedoes. While this concept was vitiated by the development of smokeless propellant, the threat from more capable torpedo craft (later including submarines) remained. By the 1890s the Royal Navy had developed the first destroyers, small ships designed to intercept and drive off any attacking torpedo boats. During the First World War and subsequently, battleships were rarely deployed without a protective screen of destroyers.
Battleship doctrine emphasised the concentration of the battle-group. In order for this concentrated force to be able to bring its power to bear on a reluctant opponent (or to avoid an encounter with a stronger enemy fleet), battlefleets needed some means of locating enemy ships beyond horizon range. This was provided by scouting forces; at various stages battlecruisers, cruisers, destroyers, airships, submarines and aircraft were all used. (With the development of radio, direction finding and traffic analysis would come into play, as well, so even shore stations, broadly speaking, joined the battle-group; so for most of their history, battleships operated surrounded by squadrons of destroyers and cruisers. The North Sea campaign of the First World War illustrates how, despite this support, the threat of mine and torpedo attack, and the failure to integrate or appreciate the capabilities of new techniques, seriously inhibited the operations of the Royal Navy Grand Fleet, the greatest battleship fleet of its time.

[bookmark: Strategic_and_diplomatic_impact]STRATEGIC AND DIPLOMATIC IMPACT:
The presence of battleships had a great psychological and diplomatic impact. Similar to possessing nuclear weapons today, the ownership of battleships served to enhance a nation's force projection.
[bookmark: Value_for_money]Even during the Cold War, the psychological impact of a battleship was significant. In 1946, USS Missouri was dispatched to deliver the remains of the ambassador from Turkey, and her presence in Turkish and Greek waters staved off a possible Soviet thrust into the Balkan region. In September 1983, when Druze militia in Lebanon's Shouf Mountains fired upon U.S. Marine peacekeepers, the arrival of USS New Jersey stopped the firing. Gunfire from New Jersey later killed militia leaders.

VALUE FOR MONEY:
Battleships were the largest and most complex, and hence the most expensive warships of their time; as a result, the value of investment in battleships has always been contested. As the French politician Etienne Lamy wrote in 1879, the construction of battleships is so costly, their effectiveness so uncertain and of such short duration, that the enterprise of creating an armoured fleet seems to leave fruitless the perseverance of a people. The Jeune Ecole school of thought of the 1870s and 1880s sought alternatives to the crippling expense and debatable utility of a conventional battlefleet. It proposed what would nowadays be termed a sea denial strategy, based on fast, long-ranged cruisers for commerce raiding and torpedo boat flotillas to attack enemy ships attempting to blockade French ports. The ideas of the Jeune Ecole were ahead of their time; it was not until the 20th century that efficient mines, torpedoes, submarines, and aircraft were available that allowed similar ideas to be effectively implemented.
The determination of powers such as the German Empire to build battlefleets with which to confront much stronger rivals has been criticised by historians, who emphasise the futility of investment in a battlefleet which has no chance of matching its opponent in an actual battle. According to this view, attempts by a weaker navy to compete head-to-head with a stronger one in battleship construction simply wasted resources which could have been better invested in attacking the enemy's points of weakness. In Germany's case, the British dependence on massive imports of food and raw materials proved to be a near-fatal weakness, once Germany had accepted the political risk of unrestricted submarine warfare against commercial shipping. Although the U-boat offensive in 1917–18 was ultimately defeated, it was successful in causing huge material loss and forcing the Allies to divert vast resources into anti-submarine warfare. This success, though not ultimately decisive, was nevertheless in sharp contrast to the inability of the German battlefleet to challenge the supremacy of Britain's far stronger fleet.

TODAY


USS Texas BB-35.jpgUSS Texas in San Jacinto State Park, October 2006. The battleship is painted as it was in 1945 with Measure 21, Navy Blue System Camouflage. The camouflage was intended to make the battleship more difficult to detect from the air.

With the decommissioning of the last Iowas, no battleships remain in service (including in reserve) with any navy worldwide. A number are preserved as museum ships, either afloat or in dry-dock. The U.S. has a large number of battleships on display: USS Massachusetts, North Carolina, Alabama, New Jersey, Wisconsin, Missouri, and Texas. Missouri and New Jersey are now museums at Pearl Harbor and Camden, New Jersey, respectively. Wisconsin is a museum (at Norfolk, Virginia), and was recently removed from the Naval Vessel Register; however, pending donation, the public can still only tour the deck, since the rest of the ship is closed off for dehumidification. The only other true battleship on display is the Japanese pre-Dreadnought Mikasa.
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