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Battle of Passchendaele (Third Ypres) 

After mid-1917, and following mutinies in the over-strained French Army, the British Forces had to assume an 
even greater role in the war on the Western Front. For Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig, the British commander-
in-chief, this provided an opportunity to launch an offensive that he had long wanted. Attacking from Ypres in 
Belgium, he planned to drive the Germans from the surrounding dominant ridges and even hoped to reach the 
Belgian coast. Following on the success at Messines in June, he unleashed his great attack on 31 July 1917. 
Fighting went on, often in appalling weather and despite crippling losses, until November. Finally, with the army 
stuck in muddy fields churned up by the artillery fire, the bloody offensive came to an untidy close. Many would 
afterwards call this offensive, actually a series of battles, after the name of the village that had become the last 
objective – 'Passchendaele'.  

MENIN ROAD AND POLYGON WOOD 
The Australian infantry divisions joined the Third Battle of Ypres which had been going on since 31 July when 
they took part in the battle of Menin Road on 20 September 1917. Fortunately a change in the weather brought 
for them better fighting conditions. The side-by-side advance of the 1st and 2nd Australian Divisions took them 
up to the splintered remnants of Polygon Wood not far from Zonnebeke. The 4th and 5th Divisions then took 
over and, as part of the wider effort, they attacked on 26 September. In both cases the fighting was bloody. 
German concrete pillboxes often blocked the Australians' progress, and many men fell under shell and ma-
chine-gun fire. However with heavy artillery support the objectives were taken and enemy counter-attacks held 
off. These systematic step-by-step advances, staying within range of the supporting artillery, pushed the line 
forward by a few kilometres, but they were made at a heavy cost; in just over a week there were almost 11,000 
Australian casualties. 

BROODSEINDE AND PASSCHENDAELE 
The 1st, 2nd and 3rd Australian Divisions captured Broodseinde Ridge on 4 October 1917. It was a vital victo-
ry. But, then it began to rain. Five days later the 2nd Australian Division suffered heavily in a further attack in 
the mud. Finally, on 12 October, another attack, involving the 3rd Division assisted by the 4th, was made 
against the village of Passchendaele atop the main ridge. In the face of heavy fire, the men fought in the mire 
while struggling to keep up with their artillery barrages. Ground was taken but it could not be held. In wretched 
conditions, with casualties mounting at an appalling rate, the Australians had to fall back. The troops were 

finally exhausted and could do no more; by 15 November they handed over to the Canadians. 

I have often thought that many a youngster when he was hit out there on the Passchendaele heights … 
and he knew that the end had come – must have thought to himself: "well at least they'll remember me 

in Australia". C.E.W. Bean  

Australian infantry attack in Polygon Wood  
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Our Centenary - World War 1 Timeline  - June 1917 to August  1917 
June 7, 1917 - A tremendous underground explosion collapses the German-held Messines Ridge south of Ypres in Belgium. Upon detonation, 10,000 Germans 
stationed on the ridge vanish instantly. The British then storm the ridge forcing the surviving Germans to withdraw to a new defensive position further eastward. 
The 250-foot-high ridge had given the Germans a commanding defensive position. British, Australian and Canadian tunnelers had worked for a year to dig mines 

and place 600 tons of explosives. 

June 13, 1917 - London suffers its highest civilian casualties of the war as German airplanes bomb the city, killing 158 persons and wounding 425. The British 
react to the new bombing campaign by forming home defense fighter squadrons and later conduct retaliatory bombing raids against Germany by British planes 

based in France. 

 

 

 

 

 

June 25, 1917 - The first American troops land in France. 

July 1, 1917 - Russian troops begin the Kerensky Offensive attempting to recapture the city of Lemberg (Lvov) on the Eastern Front. The Germans are lying in 
wait, fully aware of the battle plans which have been leaked to them. The Russians attack along a 40-mile front but suffer from a jumble of tactical problems includ-
ing a lack of artillery coordination, poor troop placement, and serious disunity within the ranks reflecting the divisive political situation back home. The whole offen-
sive disintegrates within five days. Sensing they might break the Russian Army, the Germans launch a furious counter-offensive and watch as Russian soldiers run 

away. 

July 2, 1917 - Greece declares war on the Central Powers, following the abdication of pro-German King Constantine who is replaced by a pro-Allied administration 

led by Prime Minister Venizelos. Greek soldiers are now added to the Allied ranks. 

Third Battle of Ypres July 31-November 6, 1917 

July 31, 1917 - The British attempt once more to break through the German lines, this time by attacking positions east of Ypres, Belgium. However, by now the 
Germans have vastly improved their trench defenses including well-positioned artillery. Although the British 5th Army succeeds in securing forward trench posi-

tions, further progress is halted by heavy artillery barrages from the German 4th Army and rainy weather. 

August 10, 1917 - The British resume their attack at Ypres, focusing on German artillery positions around Gheluvelt. The attack produces few gains as the Ger-
mans effectively bombard and then counter-attack. Six days later, the British try again, with similar results. The entire Ypres offensive then grinds to a halt as Brit-

ish Army Commander Douglas Haig ponders his strategy. 

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Dead and wounded Australians and Germans in the railway cutting on Broodseinde Ridge, in the Ypres sector. Australian troops 

of 30th Battalion AIF in temporary trenches near Polygon Wood. 
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Remotely piloted Unmanned Aircraft Systems (UAS) will play a pivotal role in the Royal Australian Air Force’s ability to deliver air power effects in the support of 
national security interests. The true value of such systems is not to provide a direct human replacement, but rather to extend and complement human capability. 
UAS extend air power’s endurance by providing potentially unlimited persistent capabilities 
without degradation due to human fatigue or inattention. 
 
The effects provided by UAS range from electronic warfare to intelligence, surveillance and 
reconnaissance, and potentially strike. None of the effects are new to the Air Force, but the 
means of delivering them is evolving, just as the means to deliver most military effects have 
evolved over the years. 
It is important to note that while not all UAS are remotely piloted, all UAS currently operated 
and being acquired or considered for the Air Force by the Australian Government are re-
motely piloted.  As such, there is always a human within the system. All UAS in use by Air 
Force meet stringent airworthiness requirements and follow strict operational guidelines to 
ensure the protection of other aviators, passengers and civilians on the ground. In fact, some 
types of remotely piloted UAS currently in operation are proving to be safer that certain forms 
of manned aircraft. 
Air Force currently operates the Heron at RAAF Base Woomera in restricted military air-
space for training purposes. Heron aircraft have completed more than 27,000 mission hours 
in Afghanistan providing high resolution intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance support to Australian forces and our International Security Assistance Force 
(ISAF) partners in southern Afghanistan. Australia’s Heron detachment in Afghanistan flew its final mission for Operation SLIPPER from Kandahar Air Field on 30 
November 2014. 
The Australian Government has additionally committed to acquiring the MQ-4C Triton subject to the successful completion of the US Navy development program 
currently under way. Based at RAAF Base Edinburgh, the Triton will be capable of supporting missions of over 24 hours while covering an area of over one million 
square nautical miles; an area larger than Western Australia. Together, the remotely piloted MQ-4C Triton and manned P-8A Poseidon maritime patrol aircraft will 
provide Australia with one of the most advanced maritime patrol and surveillance capabilities to replace the ageing AP-3C Orion. 
Australian personnel are currently carrying out training on the MQ-9 Reaper with the United States Air Force to ensure that Air Force personnel maintain their skills 
in a cost-effective manner, until the introduction of the MQ-4C Triton  into the Australian service. 
This training program provides a cost effective method to increase Defence understanding of complex UAS operations and how this capability can be best used to 
protect Australian troops on future operations. The effects provided by UAS  range from electronic warfare to intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance, and 
potentially strike. None of the effects are new to the Air Force, but the means of delivering them is evolving, just as the means to deliver most military effects have 
evolved over the years. UAS extend air power’s endurance by providing potentially unlimited persistent capabilities without degradation due to human fatigue or 
inattention. 
Defence does not use the term ‘drone’ to refer to remotely piloted UAS. Drones have historically referred to unmanned aerial targets used to test air-to-air and 
surface-to-air weaponry, and have had little in common with aircraft such as the Heron or Triton remotely piloted UAS. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The RAAF doesn't actually own the Heron drones it flies to war in Afghanistan. It hires them from a 
Canada-based company called MacDonald, Dettwiler and Associates (MDA). MDA in turn leases 

them from another corporation, Israel Aerospace Industries (IAI), which is wholly owned by the government of Israel. 
Israeli-owned drones, leased by Canadians, flown by Australians, fighting a war against Islamist insurgents in Afghanistan. 
The first RAAF drone teams were trained in Israel and Canada. Now instruction takes place at Amberley in Queensland, with hands-on training at the Woomera 
military reserve in South Australia, where trainees spend 10 hours a day flying drones over a purpose-built mock Afghan village, under the guidance of civilian MDA 
instructors. Australian Army and Navy pilots have also joined the Heron teams. 

Royal Australian Air Force Flight Lieutenant Janelle 
Sheridan controls the unmanned heron aircraft at the 
Rockhampton Airport ahead of Exercise Talisman 

Australia’s Heron detachment in Afghanistan 

Drones Are Revolutionising The Way The RAAF Fights War 

http://www.airforce.gov.au/Technology/Aircraft/Heron/?RAAF-U3cQ7cNqUl7hOR9akHK4KUQKnbbWmZnX
http://www.airforce.gov.au/Technology/Aircraft/MQ-4C-Triton-Unmanned-Aircraft-System/?RAAF-BYjCaU6eHptQ3E2EiHw9jKOLJvauES8Y
http://www.airforce.gov.au/Technology/Aircraft/MQ-4C-Triton-Unmanned-Aircraft-System/?RAAF-BYjCaU6eHptQ3E2EiHw9jKOLJvauES8Y
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The US military dropped its largest conventional bomb for the first time in combat, in  Afghanistan 
The target was said to be a network of tunnels operated by the so-called Islamic State in Achin district. As a non-nuclear weapon, use of the MOAB does not 
necessarily require approval by the US president. 

The GBU-43/B Massive Ordnance Air Blast Bomb (MOAB) It is a huge weapon - a 30ft (9m), 21,600lb (9,800kg), GPS-guided munition that is dropped from the 
cargo doors of an MC-130 transport plane and detonates shortly before it hits the ground. 

The MOAB falls from the aircraft on a pallet, which is then tugged aside by a parachute allowing the weapon to glide down, stabilised and directed by four grid-like 
fins. 

Its principal effect is a massive blast wave - said to stretch for a mile in every direction - created by 18,000lb of TNT. The bomb's thin aluminium casing was de-
signed specifically to maximise the blast radius. The bomb is designed to damage underground facilities and tunnels. 

The weapon was developed for use in the Iraq war - at a reported cost of $16m (£13m) each - and was first tested in 2003, but never used in action - until now. 

And yet, the MOAB is not the US military's heaviest non-nuclear bomb. 

That distinction belongs to the Massive Ordnance 
Penetrator, or MOP, a bunker-buster which weighs 
a colossal 30,000lb. 

Media caption North Korea 'must be well aware' of 
what else is in the US armoury 

Russia has developed its own massive conventional 
bomb, nicknamed the Father Of All Bombs. The 
FOAB is a kind of fuel-air bomb, technically known 
as a thermobaric weapon. 

Thermobaric bombs generally detonate in two stag-
es: a small blast creates a cloud of explosive mate-
rial which is then ignited, generating a devastating 
pressure wave. 

A significant part of the effect of weapons like the 
MOAB is said to be psychological - to instil terror by 
the massive force of the blast. 

Its development followed the use of similar weapons 
including the BLU-82 Daisy Cutter, a 15,000lb bomb 
designed in part to flatten a section of forest to 

carve out a helicopter landing pad. 

The MOAB was developed by the Alabama-based aeronautics company Dynetics. 

 

The British Tallboy & Grand Slam (Bomb) 
Tallboy, or Bomb, Medium Capacity, 12,000 lb, was an earthquake bomb developed by the British aeronautical engineer Barnes Wallis and deployed by 
the RAF in 1944, at five long tons and carried by the Avro Lancaster. It was effective against hardened structures against which prior, smaller bombs had proved 
ineffective.  
The Grand Slam was a 22,000 lb (10,000 kg) earthquake bomb used by RAF Bomber Command against strategic targets during the Second World War. It was 

the most powerful non-atomic bomb used in the war. 

Known officially as the Bomb, Medium Capacity, 22,000 lb, it was a scaled-up version of the Tallboy bomb and closer to the original size that the bombs' inven-
tor, Barnes Wallis, had envisaged when he first developed his earthquake bomb idea. It was also nicknamed "Ten ton Tess”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The damage caused by one of the 
two Grand Slams that exploded in 
the roof of the Valentin submarine 

pen, 27 March 1945  

 

A 617 Sqn Lancaster dropping a Grand Slam 

bomb on the Arnsberg viaduct, March 1945  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Earthquake_bomb
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Barnes_Wallis
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Royal_Air_Force
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Long_ton
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Avro_Lancaster
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Earthquake_bomb
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/RAF_Bomber_Command
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/World_War_II
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tallboy_bomb
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Barnes_Wallis
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Avro_Lancaster
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Sir Barnes Wallis (1887-1979), was an English scientist, engineer and inventor, best known for his development of the ‘bouncing bomb’ used in the destruction of 

the Ruhr dams during the ‘dam busters raid’ of the Second World War. 

Barnes Wallis was born in Ripley, Derbyshire. He left school aged 17 to work at an engineering works at Blackheath, London. In 1913, he took up an opportunity to 
work for the newly formed aircraft design department at Vickers. In 1913, aircraft design was in its infancy, but the First World War increased the importance at-
tached to the development of aircraft technology. Barnes enjoyed his work and in 1922, took an external degree in engineering via the University of London’s exter-

nal programme. 

Barnes Wallis played a key role in developing the airships of the 1920s and early 1930s. He designed a geodesic design in the Vicker’s R100 airship. Airship devel-
opment was abandoned after the Hindenburg disaster, but his geodesic airframe was adapted for conventional planes. The structure gave pilots a better chance of 
returning home, even after experiencing a direct hit from anti-aircraft 

fire. 

With the onset of the Second World War, Barnes sought for ways to develop strategic bombing to enable the allies to take the war effort to Germany. His first idea 
was a ten-tonne super bomb, which would have required a more powerful plane – The Victory Bomber to be able to carry it; this plan never came to fruition. But, in 

1942, he began work on a surface torpedo bomb which would enable the destruction of dams protected from conventional weapons. 

In 1943, the allies were under pressure from the Soviet Union to open a second front against Germany. However, at the time, Britain didn’t feel ready to invade 
mainland Europe. Therefore, a high priority was placed on strategic bombing as a way of attacking the enemy and showing Stalin they were serious in defeating 

Germany. 

However, despite the high priority of bombing from the air, Wallis had great difficulty getting his ideas accepted by the military command. To be fair, High Com-
mand were presented with many ambitious ideas, which often lacked practicality. Also, Walli’s idea was quite unique. Wallis had designed a bomb that was intend-

ed to bounce along the water for a certain distance before hitting the target and then sinking down to explode near the base. 

Despite numerous rejections, Wallis had great faith in his design. He worked around the clock to develop prototypes. He even started by bouncing marbles in a 
swimming pool in his back garden. Eventually, after speaking directly to Bomber Harris, Wallis was given the go-ahead to develop a bomb, and a date for a poten-

tial attack was set for May 1943. This gave Wallis little time to develop a working model which could be used by pilots. 

To his great disappointment, his first real bombs failed to bounce and explode on impact. This required more modifications to the bombs and also a request that the 

pilots fly at an even lower height. Wallis managed to make the new bombs just in time; and in May 1943, his bombs were successfully used in ‘Operation Chastise’ 

– attacking the Mohne, Eder and Sorpre dams in the Ruhr area. 

Though the military benefit of the attacks was less than initial perceptions, it was a great morale boost, and the images of devastation were used by Churchill next 
time he met with Stalin. The project was later made famous in the 1954 film The Dam Busters – with Michael Redgrave playing Barnes Wallis. Although the project 
was considered a success, at least regarding morale, Wallis regretted the high casualty rate of the aircrew. After the ‘Dambusters’ raid, Wallis placed greater stress 
on trying to minimise the risk posed by aircrew. After the war, Barnes was awarded £10,000 from the Royal Commission on Awards to Inventors. He gave the 

entire sum to the Christ’s Hospital School, which specialised in nursing injured RAF personnel. 

After the Dam Busters raid, Wallis worked on deep penetration earthquake bombs, such as the Tallboy and Grandslam (10 tonnes) which were used on German 
V2 rocket launch pads and U-Boat pens.  After the Second World War, he worked on various defence projects until his retirement in 1971. He was an advocate of 

nuclear-powered submarines as a means to maintain Britain’s naval power. He was knighted in 1968. 

He married his cousin-in-law Molly Bloxam in April 1925. They remained married for 54 years until his death in 1979. From 1930, the family resided in 1930 lived in 

Effingham, Surrey. They had four children. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sir Barnes Neville Wallis  

Barnes Wallace also designed the 
Wellington bomber using the 

unique geodesic airframe  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Royal_Commission_on_Awards_to_Inventors
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Napoleon's Planned Invasion of the United Kingdom 

Napoleon's planned invasion of the United Kingdom at the start of the War of the Third Coalition, although never carried out, was a major influence on British 
naval strategy and the fortification of the coast of southeast England. French attempts to invade Ireland in order to destabilise the United Kingdom or as a step-
ping-stone to Great Britain had already occurred in 1796. The first French Army of England had gathered on the Channel coast in 1798, but an invasion of Eng-
land was sidelined by Napoleon's concentration on campaigns in Egypt and against Austria, and shelved in 1802 by the Peace of Amiens. Building on planning 
for mooted invasions under France's ancien régime in 1744, 1759 and 1779, preparations began again in earnest soon after the outbreak of war in 1803, and 

were finally called off in 1805. Contrary to what many think, the invasion was called off before the Battle of Trafalgar ended any threat of an invasion. 

FRENCH PREPARATIONS 

From 1803 to 1805 a new army of 200,000 men, known as the Armée des côtes de l'Océan (Army of the Ocean Coasts) or the Armée d'Angleterre (Army of 
England), was gathered and trained at camps at Boulogne, Bruges and Montreuil. A large "National Flotilla" of invasion barges was built in Channel ports along 
the coasts of France and the Netherlands (then under French domination as the Batavian Republic), right from Étaples to Flushing, and gathered at Boulogne. 

This flotilla was initially under the energetic command of Eustache Bruix, but he soon had to return to Paris, where he died of tuberculosis in March 1805. 

Port facilities at Boulogne were improved (even though its tides made it unsuitable for such 
a role) and forts built, whilst the discontent and boredom that often threatened to overflow 
among the waiting troops was allayed by constant training and frequent ceremonial visits 
by Napoleon himself (including the first ever awards of the Imperial Légion d'honneur). A 
medal was struck and a triumphal column erected at Boulogne to celebrate the invasion's 
anticipated success. However, when Napoleon ordered a large-scale test of the invasion 
craft despite choppy weather and against the advice of his naval commanders such 
as Charles René Magon de Médine (commander of the flotilla's right wing), they were 
shown up as ill-designed for their task and, though Napoleon led rescue efforts in person, 

many men were lost. 

Napoleon also seriously considered using a fleet of troop-carrying balloons as part of his 
proposed invasion force and appointed Marie Madeline Sophie Blanchard as an air service 
chief, though she said the proposed aerial invasion would fail because of the winds.
(France's first military balloon had been used in 1794 by Jean-Marie Coutelle.) Though an 
aerial invasion proved a dead-end, the prospect of one captured the minds of the British 

print media and public. 

These preparations were financed by the Louisiana Purchase of 1803, whereby France 
ceded her huge North American territories to the United States in return for a payment of 
50 million French francs ($11,250,000). The entire amount was spent on the projected 
invasion. The United States had partly funded the purchase by means of a loan 

from Baring Brothers, a British bank. 

For his planned subsidiary invasion of Ireland Napoleon had formed an Irish Legion in 1803, to create an indigenous part of his 20,000-man Corps d'Irelande. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cartoon on the invasion, showing a tunnel under the 

Channel and a fleet of balloons  

Inspecting the Troops at Boulogne, 15 August 1804  

Disposition of the French Invasion flotilla  

An Invasion Balloon Design 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/War_of_the_Third_Coalition
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Southeast_England
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Exp%C3%A9dition_d%27Irlande
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/English_Channel
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Napoleonic_Campaign_in_Egypt
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Italian_campaigns_of_the_French_Revolutionary_Wars#Bonaparte.27s_war
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Peace_of_Amiens
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ancien_r%C3%A9gime
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Planned_French_Invasion_of_Britain_(1744)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Planned_French_Invasion_of_Britain_(1759)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armada_of_1779
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Battle_of_Trafalgar
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Boulogne-sur-Mer
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bruges
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Montreuil,_Pas-de-Calais
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Flottille_de_Boulogne
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Batavian_Republic
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/%C3%89taples
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vlissingen
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Eustache_Bruix
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/French_First_Empire
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/L%C3%A9gion_d%27honneur
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Triumphal_column
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Charles_Ren%C3%A9_Magon_de_M%C3%A9dine
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Balloon_(aircraft)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sophie_Blanchard
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jean-Marie_Coutelle
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Louisiana_Purchase
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/French_franc
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Dollar
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Baring_Brothers
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Irish_Legion
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Editor’s Note  

Articles in all editions of the Military History Group Newsletter have been sourced from the Australian Government, Army, Navy and Airforce newspa-
pers, the Australian War Memorial Canberra via their web site, the Shrine of Remembrance web site and other various public information sites. Most 

articles have been précised to enable them to fit our publication.   

NAPOLEON'S PLANNED INVASION OF THE UNITED KINGDOM. CONTINUED. 

BRITISH COUNTER MEASURES 

 Though the fleet-test was unsuccessful  Britain continued to be on high alert with defences from invasion. With the flotilla and encampment at Boulogne visible 
from the south coast of England, Martello towers were built along the English coast to counter the invasion threat, and militias were raised. In the areas closest to 
France new fortifications were built and existing ones initiated against the 1779 invasion completed or improved. Dover Castle had underground tunnels added to 
garrison extra troops, the Dover Western Heights were constructed (with a Grand Shaft to deploy its troops from its hilltop site to sea level rapidly should a landing 
occur, and the Royal Military Canal cut to impede Napoleon's progress into England should he land on Romney Marsh. Unfounded rumours of a massive flat 

French invasion raft powered by windmills and paddle-wheels, a secretly-dug channel tunnel and an 
invasion fleet of balloons spread via the print media, as did caricatures ridiculing the prospect of inva-
sion. A naval raid on Boulogne was also carried out in October 1804 and British fleets continued to 
blockade the French and Spanish fleets that would be needed to gain naval superiority long enough for 

a crossing. 

NAVAL PLAN 

Before the flotilla could cross, however, Napoleon had to gain naval control of the English Channel – in 
his own words, "Let us be masters of the Channel for six hours and we are masters of the world." He 
envisaged doing this by having the Brest and Toulon Franco–Spanish fleets break out from the British 
blockade (led at Brest by Collingwood and Toulon by Nelson), and then sail across the Atlantic to threat-
en the West Indies. This, he hoped, would draw off the Royal Navy force under William Cornwal-
lis defending the Western Approaches. The Toulon and Brest fleets (under Pierre-Charles Ville-
neuve and Honoré Joseph Antoine Ganteaume respectively) could then rendezvous at Martinique, 
quickly sail back across the Atlantic to Europe (losing both these pursuing British fleets en route), land a 
force in Ireland (as in the two French Revolutionary invasions of Ireland in 1796 and 1798) and, more 
importantly, defeat what parts of the Channel Fleet had remained in the Channel, take control of the 
Channel and defend and transport the invasion force, all before the pursuing fleets could return to stop 

them. 

This plan was typical of Napoleon in its dash and reliance on fast movement and surprise, but such a style was more suited to land than to sea warfare, with the 
vagaries of tide and wind and the effective British blockade making it ever more impractical and unlikely to succeed as more and more time passed. Only the Tou-
lon force eventually broke out (on 29 March 1805) and, though it managed to cross the Atlantic, it did not find the Brest fleet at the rendezvous and so sailed back 
to Europe alone, where it was met by the force blockading Rochefort and Ferrol (where invasion vessels had been prepared), were defeated at the Battle of Cape 
Finisterre and forced back into port. Therefore, on 27 August 1805 Napoleon used the invasion army as the core of the new Grande Armée and had it break camp 
and march eastwards to begin the Ulm Campaign. Thus, by the time of the Battle of Trafalgar on 21 October, the invasion had already been called off, and so this 
battle further guaranteed British control of the Channel rather than preventing the invasion. The comment attributed to First Lord of the Admiralty Lord St. Vincent – 

"I do not say they [the French] cannot come – I only say they cannot come by sea" – had been proved right. 

 

Today, the Boulogne camp's site is marked by a 53-metre-high column (the tallest of such columns in France), built in the 1850s, with a statue of Napoleon on top, 
panels on the base showing him presenting medals of the Légion d'Honneur to his troops and surrounded by railings decorated with the golden French Imperial 

eagle. The arsenal from the camp is preserved. 

 

John Bull, a national personifica-
tion of England, holds the head 
of Napoleon Bonaparte after a 

conjectured French invasion. 1803 

propaganda by James Gillray  

The rumoured French invasion raft  

Drop Redoubt, part of the Dover Western 

Heights complex  

BRITISH PROPAGANDA GALLERY 
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U3A NUNAWADING M ILITARY H ISTORY GROUP NEWSLETTER 

 

Major Peter John Badcoe, an officer in the Australian Army who was posthumously awarded 
the Victoria Cross for his actions in the Vietnam War during 1967.  

He was 33 years old, and a major in the Australian Army Training Team Vietnam during the Vietnam 

War when the following deed took place for which he was awarded the Victoria Cross  

On 23rd February 1967 he was acting as an Advisor to a Regional Force Company in support of a Sector operation in Phu Thu District. He monitored a radio 
transmission which stated that the Subsector Adviser, a United States Army Officer, had been killed and that his body was within 50 metres of an enemy ma-
chine gun position; further, the United States Medical Adviser had been wounded and was in immediate danger from the enemy. Major BADCOE with com-
plete disregard for his own safety moved alone across 600 metres of fire-swept ground and reached the wounded Adviser, attended to him and ensured his 
future safety. He then organised a force of one platoon and led them towards the enemy post. His personal leadership, words of encouragement, and actions 
in the face of hostile enemy fire forced the platoon to successfully assault the enemy position and capture it, where he personally killed the machine gunners 

directly in front of him. He then picked up the body of the dead officer and ran back to the Command post over open ground still covered by enemy fire. 

On 7th March 1967, at approximately 0645 hours, the Sector Reaction Company was deployed to Quang Dien Subsector to counter an attack by the Viet 
Cong on the Headquarters. Major BADCOE left the Command group after their vehicle broke down and a United States Officer was killed; he joined the Com-
pany Headquarters and personally led the company in an attack over open terrain to assault and capture a heavily defended enemy position. In the face of 
certain death and heavy losses his personal courage and leadership turned certain defeat into victory and prevented the enemy from capturing the District 

Headquarters. 

On 7th April 1967, on an operation in Huong Tra District, Major BADCOE was with the 1st A.R.V.N. Division Reaction Company and some armoured person-
nel carriers. During the move forward to an objective the company came under heavy small arms fire and withdrew to a cemetery for cover, this left Major 
BADCOE and his radio operator about 50 metres in front of the leading elements, under heavy mortar fire. Seeing this withdrawal, Major BADCOE ran back to 
them, moved amongst them and by encouragement and example got them moving forward again. He then set out in front of the company to lead them on; the 
company stopped again under heavy fire but Major BADCOE continued on to cover and prepared to throw grenades, when he rose to throw, his radio opera-
tor pulled him down as heavy small arms fire was being brought to bear on them; he later got up again to throw a grenade and was hit and killed by a burst of 

machine gun fire. Soon after, friendly artillery fire was called in and the position was assaulted and captured. 

Major BADCOE'S conspicuous gallantry and leadership on all these occasions was an inspiration to all, each action, ultimately, was successful, due entirely to 
his efforts, the final one ending in his death. His valour and leadership were in the highest traditions of the military profession and the Australian Regular Ar-

my. 
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They ask me where I've been, 

And what I've done and seen. 

But what can I reply 

Who know it wasn't I, 

But someone just like me, 

Who went across the sea 

And with my head and hands 

Killed men in foreign lands... 

Though I must bear the blame, 

Because he bore my name.  

“Back” By Wilfred Dickson 


