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President’s Editorial 
 

May I take this opportunity to wish you a slightly belated Happy New Year and to welcome 

you to this edition of Mars & Clio. Twenty-twenty-two was an ‘interesting time’, and 2023 

promises more of the same for those interested in military affairs. The Ukraine War continues, 

and Mungo Melvin has kindly provided an assessment of the situation and future prospects 

from his unrivalled vantage point and drawing upon his regional expertise. For myself, I have 

noted the First World War analogies trotted out in the media, an allusion no doubt to the 

stalemated front lines, localized and costly attacks, and ‘trench warfare’ conditions of a Russian 

winter. Thinking strategically, however, I myself wonder whether we are in 1916, with the two 

sides locked in a struggle of attrition that may last some considerable while longer – Mungo’s 

analysis supports this hypothesis – or 1918, with last reserves being desperately mustered and 

thrown in in the hope of a victory before collapse?  

As well as Mungo’s article, members have offered contributions that address various themes 

across different time periods, and I thank all the authors for their articles. This edition of Mars 

& Clio is starting to demonstrate the ambition that we have for the journal as a bulletin of 

record for the BCMH and a publishing outlet for reflections on military history that would not 

find their place in a scholarly journal. Once again, I encourage members to think about what 

they might wish to contribute to our pages.  

 

This is the last issue of Mars & Clio that will be put together by Andy Grainger, who will be 

stepping down from the General Committee and his many and various BCMH responsibilities 

at the AGM in March. As well as thanking him for his sterling efforts in this editorial role for 

many years, I also wish to acknowledge the huge contribution Andy had given to BCMH affairs 

for more than a decade, as webmaster, General Committee member, Secretary General and 

even, for one year, holding the fort between presidents. His efforts to rescue the British Journal 

for Military History and set it on a durable editorial footing stands out among his many 

contributions to our activities and success for which I, colleagues on the General Committee 

and the wider membership express our deepest gratitude. The search for Andy’s replacements 

has begun, but in particular for Mars & Clio to continue on the trajectory we have established 

and to prosper we require another individual to take on the commissioning editor’s role as well 

as a production editor to assist in collating the journal. An advertisement appears in the pages 

below and anyone interested in these roles is asked to contact the President or the Secretary 

General.  

 

While Andy’s loss to Mars & Clio can be redressed, sadly I have to report the Commission 

suffered two other irreplaceable losses over the winter. Christopher Duffy, our founding 

Secretary General and one of the outstanding military historians of his generation, passed away 

at the age of 86 in November. In January, Robin Brodhurst, a stalwart of the Commission for 

more than thirty years and our General Committee secretary, died suddenly at the age of 70. 

Christopher Duffy would be well known to members for his many books on eighteenth century 

warfare – I myself was a proud possessor of Siege Warfare as an undergraduate, before the lure 

of the First World War changed my academic direction – and his equally scholarly digression 

int other periods. Michael Orr has provided an obituary, supplemented by reminiscences of 

Christopher by other Sandhurst colleagues. The BCMH supported an event at which 

Christopher was presented with a festschrift volume edited by his many admirers and proteges 

last summer. I was struck then, even though he was  
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obviously physically infirm and using a wheelchair, that Christopher’s mind remained sharp 

and he still had much history to write. His wry sense of humour and humility came through in 

the lively thank you address he delivered. Christopher represented the best academic traditions 

of the Commission. Robin Brodhurst epitomized the spirit of our broad-church membership. 

A schoolteacher by profession, he was also a published historian and a regular and lively 

participant in BCMH affairs. It was rare that he would miss a conference or battlefield tour, 

and his easy conversational style and lively wit will be familiar to many members. Over a 

thirty-year friendship, established on the first ever BCMH battlefield tour, I myself enjoyed 

many a glass, and many a convivial discussion, with a true ‘renaissance man’. I recall and will 

miss his stentorian schoolmaster’s voice echoing around the battlefield tour bus with some 

keen observation or spirited quip. I have written a short obituary, and Brian Bond, Robin’s MA 

tutor and lifelong friend thereafter, has provided his own reminiscences. We welcome other 

reflections on Robin’s contribution to the Commission and military history from members. 

Sadly, we also heard on going to press that our former President Brian Bond has lost his wife 

Madeleine, who many of you knew, after a long illness.  

 

On a positive note, I am pleased to report that the BCMH student network, proof of concept of 

which was established before the pandemic, has now relaunched following the recent New 

Researchers Conference in Salford, in the capable hands of Chloe Storer, Andy Wheale and 

Hugh Davie, who intend to draw together the varied doctoral and early career communities of 

military history. Their first formal event will be a revived Three Minute Military Thesis 

competition, to take place at King’s College London and online on the evening of 28th March, 

and I would encourage members to join us and to support this important new initiative.  

 

Now that the world has returned to some sort of normality, the Commission has also launched 

a conference bursary scheme, with the purpose of sponsoring military history panels at 

academic conferences, particularly those that do not have a specific military history theme. We 

wish to encourage engagement by military historians more widely in historical discussion, as 

well as raise the profile of our specialism in the historical community. A formal notice will 

appear in the newsletter and on the website, and is reproduced below, where you will also find 

details of other upcoming Commission activities and the AGM calling notice, which this year 

takes place at the National Army Museum on Saturday 4th March.  

 

The Commission also seeks members willing to fill a number of roles in our management 

structure that, as we expand our range of activities, has become more complex. As well as the 

Mars & Clio editorial roles mentioned above, we seek a membership manager to work with 

the Treasurer in maintaining the membership records and monitoring subscriptions (see the job 

description below); and, sadly, following Robin’s untimely death we also need to recruit a new 

secretary for the General Committee. If you are interested in these roles, please contact the 

Secretary General. 

 

 

Bill Philpott 
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Articles 
 

 

On Military History 

 

The Uses and Abuses of Military History 

 

Adam L. Storring1 

 

The BCMH’s membership includes not only historians of war but also practitioners, so the 

pages of Mars & Clio are a particularly appropriate place to reflect on how the history of past 

conflicts is used as part of debates in the present. Michael Howard famously warned against 

seeking to draw direct lessons from history, emphasizing instead the value of understanding 

the general historical context in order to inform policy decisions.2 William Inboden has 

meanwhile shown that practitioners’ ‘use’ of history can take a variety of forms. It may directly 

influence what they do, but policy-makers may also use historical examples for rhetorical 

purposes: to justify their policy choices to others or to galvanise public support for them. 

Practitioners can thus ‘use’ military history in a variety of different ways, which may or may 

not involve its ‘abuse’.3  

 

I discussed these issues in a recent article in the International Journal of Military History and 

Historiography, using the example of the Prussian King Frederick the Great (reigned 1740-

86), who was not only a scholar and historian of war but also a distinguished general. I 

described how Frederick’s contemporaries related their warfare to the broader scope of military 

history, emphasizing that there was fierce debate over the degree to which technology had 

made warfare in their day different from previous ages and hence the degree to which the 

lessons of history were useful for them. Frederick had read widely on military history and it 

substantially influenced his own military thought, but I described how the Prussian king 

skilfully used contemporary narratives about the past to ensure that his own generalship 

appeared in the best possible light. Indeed, Frederick (and authors read by him) were quite 

willing to manipulate the historical narrative in order to support arguments that they wanted to 

make in the present. 

 

Frederick was particularly influenced by the military history of his own age, which he learnt 

about both through study and direct experience.4 On one hand, he sought to ape the battle tactics 

of famous generals like the Vicomte de Turenne (1611-75). On the other hand, his personal 

experience of France’s surprise attack in the 1733-5 War of the Polish Succession strongly 

influenced Frederick’s own strategy of pre-emptive strikes.5 Frederick was also  

 

 
1 I am grateful to Patrick Storring for his helpful thoughts on this article. 
2 Michael Howard, ‘The Lessons of History’, The History Teacher 15 (1982), pp. 489-501. 
3 William Inboden, ‘Statecraft, Decision-Making, and the Varieties of Historical Experience: A Taxonomy’, 

Journal of Strategic Studies 37 (2014), pp. 291-318. 
4 On the distinction between ‘study’ and ‘experience, see Inboden, ‘Varieties of Historical Experience’, pp. 296-

7. 
5 For more details, see Adam L. Storring, ‘‘The Age of Louis XIV’: Frederick the Great and French Ways of 

War’, German History 38 (2020), pp. 24-46. The manuscript of this article is available at 

https://www.repository.cam.ac.uk/handle/1810/290287. 
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inspired by classical conquerors like Julius Caesar, and sought to emulate Caesar’s decisive 

victory at the battle of Pharsalus in 48 BC. 

 

The long eighteenth century, however, also saw highly contested perceptions of the impact of 

technology on war, and hence of the degree to which the history of past conflicts was relevant 

for contemporary military ideas. There were significant developments in European warfare 

during the early modern period, driven particularly by the growing power of firearms, and in 

the eighteenth century there was great debate over whether or not these technological 

developments had changed warfare, and hence how much could be learnt from the practice of 

previous times. While many military commentators continued to see the warfare of ancient 

Greece and Rome as important inspirations for their own day, others argued that the invention 

of gunpowder, and the deployment of troops in long thin lines to maximize firepower rather 

than the deeper formations of earlier times, had made classical examples out-dated.  

 

This debate reflected many genuinely-held views, but my article emphasizes that such 

arguments may also be motivated by the agendas that authors want to advance in the present. 

The French military thinker the Marquis de Puységur (1656-1743) for instance on one hand 

extolled the value of classical examples and cited them to support his own ideas, and on the 

other hand claimed that changes in military technology even in the last few decades made the 

ideas of more recent military thinkers outmoded, so that his own work superseded theirs. While 

Frederick sought to emulate ancient warfare at the strategic level, he claimed that there was 

little to learn from the battle tactics of the classical world, and this was a convenient argument 

for him because it highlighted his own ‘oblique order’ of battle as a new tactic surpassing all 

previous ones. Frederick’s intimate Karl Theophil Guichard (1724-75) had previously written 

a treatise extolling the importance of learning from classical battle tactics, but when he entered 

Frederick’s service he reversed this, arguing instead that the brilliance of the Prussian king’s 

new tactic far surpassed all ancient examples.  

 

Frederick the Great thus provides a cautionary example of the importance of keeping our wits 

about us when we read arguments about how military history relates to warfare in our own day. 

As Michael Howard noted, the connections between the past and the present may be highly 

disputed.6 Frederick was well read on military history and it significantly influenced his own 

military ideas, but he was also capable of manipulating his accounts of the past to suit his 

purposes in the present. 

 

The full article is: 

 

Adam L. Storring, ‘“Our Age”: Frederick the Great, Classical Warfare, and the Uses and 

Abuses of Military History’, International Journal of Military History and Historiography 42 

(2022), pp. 323–355 

 

It is available to read online at https://doi.org/10.1163/24683302-bja10023. 

 

  

 
6 Howard, ‘The Lessons of History’, pp. 491-3. 
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Elucidation of Truth or Lesson for Future Campaigns? On the “Object of Military 

History” 

 

Jorit Wintjes 

 

While working on something fairly unrelated, the author stumbled across an interesting article 

published in 1907 in the American Historical Review. The author is only given as "a British 

officer" (Anon., The Literature of the South African War, The American Historical Review 12, 

1906/07, 299-321). The topic of the article is the state of the coverage of the Boer war in 

contemporary literature; while the article was published less than a decade after the war, the 

conflict had already generated a considerable number of publications, and it is these that the 

author tries to survey. 

 

In his 2013 study on how Britain remembered the conflict, Peter Donaldson quoted the 

anonymous author briefly (Peter Donaldson, Remembering the South African War: Britain and 

the Memory of the Anglo-Boer War from 1899 to the Present, Liverpool: LUP, 132), but 

otherwise it seems to have attracted only token attention. This is somewhat unfortunate, as this 

survey of the literature on the Boer war is, if anything, written rather pointedly, lacking the 

somewhat sedate character often associated with literary reviews. The first two paragraphs are 

reproduced below, as they provide food for thought not only for someone studying the Boer 

war, but for anyone trying to cover military affairs in writing, and some of what the unknown 

British officer wrote sounds as true for the coverage of 21st c. conflicts as it does for the Boer 

war. 

 

“[p. 299] The interest of the general public in the narratives of a campaign is unfortunately in 

inverse ratio to their historical accuracy and value. A few hours after a great action crowds mad 

with excitement are struggling thousands of miles away for successive editions of journals 

containing the latest bulletins of generals and the telegrams of war correspondents. Yet both 

bulletins and telegrams have been written on the field of battle with haste and imperfect 

knowledge of the facts and are the product of brains too overwrought for sound judgment. The 

letters of the correspondents and the personal despatches of the general in command which 

follow are read by many, but with less avidity than the telegrams.7 The former are expanded in 

book form, and become for the majority of the public the Ultima Thule of their studies of the 

war. The success of these books depends on their being placed on the market as soon as possible 

after the events which they record have taken place, and on their being written in graphic style 

with due regard to popular views and prejudices. The man in the street gets what he wants. If 

ill fortune has dogged the footsteps of a general, his shortcomings will be exposed with much 

candor to the indignant public by these rapid makers of history. If on the other hand a leader 

should be receiving worship as a popular hero, no whisper of the mistakes, which escaped 

paying a penalty, or of the happy accidents which insured victory will be allowed to appear. 

Even with the most honest desire to tell the truth, the whole truth, nothing but the truth, the  

 
7 This should remind the reader of the simple but astonishingly often overlooked fact that in the late 19th c., 

information, while not as instantly available as in the days of social media, could - at least in major cities - reach 

an audience within hours of the event as well; gone were the days of for example the First Anglo-Sikh War when 

the Illustrated London News reported on the Battles of Mukdi and Ferozeshah on February 28, 1846, nearly two 

months after the events and indeed more than a fortnight after the war was decided in the Battle of Sobraon on 

February 10. 
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writers of this class of books are foredoomed to fail in presenting any accounts which can in 

after years be regarded as a serious contribution to history. And this for two reasons: they are 

too near to the events with which they are dealing to look at them with a true focus; and the 

details of the events themselves are still wrapped in a confused tangle, only to be unravelled 

by strenuous labor and prolonged research.  

 

[p. 300] These causes no doubt affect the making of all history, but for military historians they 

have a special force. The object of military history is not the mere elucidation of the truth, the 

vindication of a great commander's reputation, or the pricking of the bubble of unmerited fame, 

but its true aim is to deduce, from the experiences of the past, lessons which may assist soldiers 

in the performance of their duty in future campaigns. Such lessons are not to be harvested 

without toil, the toil not only of the men who have won victory by their sweat and blood, but 

of those whose duty it is to collate and piece together the disjointed evidence of the staff, 

batteries, battalions, and regiments composing the contending force, and after due testing, 

sifting, and comparison to construct from this raw material a consistent narrative which, so far 

as human fallibility permits, may present to the reader a true picture. The difficulty of this task 

has been much augmented by the conditions of modern war. The great increase in the range of 

firearms, in the extension of troops, and in the size of armies renders it more and more 

impossible for any one man, be the commander-in-chief or war correspondent, or even for a 

large staff to follow at the time with any accuracy the detailed movements of units in action. 

Waterloo was fought ninety-one years ago; not a survivor is left with us. Yet that great struggle 

is a vineyard in which historians still labor. The harvest of a modern campaign may take even 

longer in reaping.” 

 

The anonymous article is well worth reading if only for the insights into how a late 19th c. 

military historian saw himself and his occupation. Some of his observations may raise 

objections - many would argue that nowadays the main object of military history is not to 

provide "lessons which may assist soldiers in the performance of their duty in future 

campaigns", although one could point out that while that may not be the main objective, 

injecting military history every now and then in the education of military decision makers is 

perhaps useful after all -, but looking at the reporting of current military affairs one cannot help 

but wonder whether his observations on public interest and reporting to the public are still very 

much valid. 
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“The finest victory” – the Battle of Himera and the first recorded Decapitation strike in 

European history. 

 

Jorit Wintjes 

 

I. Introduction 

 

In war, attacking the enemy command structure is usually quite useful. Attacking the very top 

of that structure promises to generate enormous amounts of friction, disrupt planning and 

generally degrade the enemy's capability to effectively wage war; this applies to tactical, 

operational and strategic levels of conflict. During the latter half of the 20th c. the terminology 

decapitation or decapitation strike emerged for targeted attacks on enemy command and 

control infrastructure, or on individuals in key positions in the enemy's chain of command. The 

practicality as well as the effectivity of such strikes have seen a considerable amount of 

attention since the late 1990s, but of course trying to disrupt the enemy's chain of command is 

far from a new or even 20th c. phenomenon. 

 

Despite its importance, as Victor Hyder noted in his important study on decapitation 

operations, the history of these operations is still surprisingly ill-explored (V. D. Hyder, 

Decapitation Operations: Criteria for Targeting Enemy Leadership, Fort Leavenworth: School 

of Advanced Military Studies, 2004, 2-3); to date, there is no in-depth study of the history of 

decapitation strikes extant, which is a pity as taking a closer look at such operations would 

probably offer insights not only into their viability in the respective combat environment, but 

also into the resilience (or lack thereof) of the attacked command and control structures. Yet, 

there is no such history, and this brief essay can of course not provide one. Instead, it aims at 

shedding some light on what is arguably one of the earliest if not the earliest decapitation strike 

in European military history that is more or less explicitly described as such, the successful 

elimination of the Carthaginian king Hamilcar during the Battle of Himera in 480 BC. 

 

While taking place at a time of great conflict in Greece – events on Sicily took place in the 

very summer that saw the cities of mainland Greece fight the Persian invasion –, the Battle of 

Himera has seen far less attention than the battles of the Persian wars; existing reconstructions 

of the events mostly go back to the work of the German ancient historian Georg Busolt, who 

in 1885 (G. Busolt, Zur Schlacht bei Himera, Rheinisches Museum für Philologie 40, 1885, 

156-160.) published the first in-depth analysis of the battle. While Busolt’s work is a milestone 

in the study of the conflict between Greeks and Carthaginians, the topography of the battle in 

general and the layout of the city of Himera in particular were still poorly understood at the 

time. More recent archaeological research (for an overview see E. Mango, Hypiskremnos 

Himera – Erster Vorbericht zu den Forschungen der Universität Bern (2012), Antike Kunst 56, 

2014, 131-142, 132-134) has significantly expanded the available knowledge, rendering some 

aspects of Busolt’s reconstruction obsolete; the present article therefore also presents a new 

reconstruction of the Battle of Himera. 

 

II. War clouds over Sicily 

 

The main narrative for the events that culminated in the Battle of Himera is that of Diodorus 

Siculus, a historian who had a Sicilian background and wrote a Greek universal history during  
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the last decades of the Roman republic. For those parts of his work that covered events on 

Sicily he will have relied heavily on Western Greek historiography, of which Timaeus of 

Tauromenium (c. 350-c. 260) was perhaps the most prominent example; a brief account of the 

battle can also be found in Herodotus (Hdt. 7.165-177), while Polyaenus (Polyaen. 1.28) relates 

a single episode than can be positively associated with the battle, and the anonymous scholiast 

on Pindar preserves a fragment of Ephoros of Cymae covering the events leading up to the 

battle (FGrHist 70 F 185). 

 

Not much is known about the background to the campaign that led to the battle, and only 

Herodotus provides a brief glimpse into the politics at the time (Hdt. 7.165). At the time, many 

Greek cities in Sicily were ruled by tyrants, among which Gelon of Syracuse was the most 

powerful; he was allied with Theron of Akragas. Opposed to Gelon and Theron was Anaxilas 

of Rhegium, who had allied himself with Terillus, the tyrant of Himera. The sequence of events 

that eventually led to the Carthaginian expedition was set into motion by Terillus being 

expelled from Himera by Theron some years prior to 480; traditionally, Terillus’ expulsion is 

dated to 483 or 482, but this is based on Diodorus’ account of the Carthaginian preparations 

(Diod. 11.1.4), which fails to mention Terillus at all and should be treated with care (see below). 

The exact circumstances are unknown, though, as Theron apparently did not capture the city 

after a siege, there seems to have been local opposition of some kind to Terillus’ rule, and those 

trying to remove Terillus may have turned to Theron for support – or the latter may have 

instigated this opposition. Whatever the background to his expulsion, the – now former – 

Himeran tyrant apparently fled to the West and asked the Carthaginians for help. Herodotus 

reports Terillus and the Carthaginian king Hamilcar to have been bound by friendship, and 

Terillus’ plea for help supported by Anaxilas (Hdt. 7.165). And help the former got, resulting 

in a huge army supported by a powerful fleet being sent to Sicily. 

 

One can only speculate why Hamilcar decided to embark on what must have been the largest 

military expedition in Carthaginian history so far. A traditional view sees a struggle for 

dominance in Sicily behind the conflict: after the expulsion of Terillus observers could be 

forgiven for assuming that all of Greek Sicily was about to fall under the rule of Gelon and 

Theron, and the Carthaginians may have put too little trust in the Greeks’ capability of finding 

quarrel among themselves and feared for their influence in Western Sicily. Defeating Gelon 

and Theron also held the prospect of significantly expanding Carthaginian influence in Sicily 

(for a summary of this view which could be described as the “orthodoxy” on politics in Sicily 

leading up to the battle see D. Asheri, Carthaginians and Greeks, in: J. Boardman et al., The 

Cambridge Ancient History IV: Persia, Greece and the Western Mediterranean, c.525 to 479 

BC, Cambridge² 1988, 766-775). It is however quite noteworthy that the surviving sources 

stress the role of Hamilcar himself, and in 1993 Walter Ameling challenged the traditional view 

on the prehistory of the battle, suggesting instead that the Carthaginian campaign was a private 

military expedition (a “Privatkrieg”) undertaken by Hamilcar for personal gain (W. Ameling, 

Karthago. Studien zu Militär, Staat und Gesellschaft, München 1993, 15-44). While Ameling’s 

view has seen fairly little recognition, it does seem to fit best to the available evidence which 

nowhere suggests that the Carthaginians actually had a truly expansionist agenda on Sicily. 

Also, as Ameling pointed out (Ameling 1993, 43-44), there is no evidence for support from 

Carthage for the expedition beyond the forces raised by Hamilcar himself, nor is there any 

mentioning of Carthaginian institutions taking part in the decision-making process. 
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Beside Sicilian power politics Diodorus (Diod. 11.1.4-5) provides another motivation for the 

Carthaginian decision to go to war, which has attracted significant attention in the past. 

According to his account the Persian king Xerxes sent an embassy to Carthage asking the 

Carthaginians to attack the Greeks in Sicily while he was launching his attack on the Greek 

mainland, thereby forcing them to fight on two fronts. While this would certainly make for an 

exciting plot in a historical novel or a blockbuster movie, applying some common sense 

suggests being extremely cautious with rather than enthusiastic about Diodorus’ account. For 

once, it has the hallmark of a Western Greek historiographic tradition trying to prove that the 

Western Greeks were equal to those from Mainland Greece, and that their conflict with 

Carthage was every bit as important as the great struggle against the Persians, which defined 

the history of mainland Greece; it oddly fitting that the only surviving fragment of Western 

Greek historiography, a piece from Ephorus’ history, provides much the same information 

(FGrHist 70 F185 = Schol.Pyth. 1.146b). Moreover, assuming any kind of agreement between 

Carthage and Xerxes would not only assume the existence of lines of communication in the 

first place, but, crucially, also the Persian king to be communicating with the Carthaginians as 

his equals, something hardly compatible with Persian royal ideology. It is therefore far more 

likely that Diodorus’ account originates with sources simply trying to include the conflict with 

the Carthaginians into the Greek struggle against the Persians, than that the Persians and 

Carthaginians teamed together to “subdue those Greeks who lived in Sicily and Italy”, as 

Diodorus put it (Diod. 11.1.4). 

 

 
 

With no Carthaginian sources surviving, it is in the end impossible to decide why exactly 

Hamilcar decided to go to war in Sicily. But going to war he did, and according to Diodorus 

the preparations for his campaign were outlandishly massive. 

 

III. The opposing forces 

 

According to Diodorus, Gelon had gathered a force of 50,000 foot and 5,000 horse (Diod. 

11.21.1); these are supposed to have represented if not all then a substantial part of Syracuse's  
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military potential, and the numbers are huge; Herdotus (Hdt. 7.158) has Gelon offer the Greeks 

a force of 20,000 foot and 2,000 horse for the war against the Perians, which, while less than 

half of Diodorus’ numbers, would still be a massive force for a Greek city state. Comparison 

with the contemporary battles of the Persian wars show that these numbers must have been 

considerably inflated: at Plataiai a year later, the combined Greek army amounted to about 

40,000 hoplites (heavy infantry) and possibly an equal number of light infantrymen and 

missileers; the largest contingent was fielded by Sparta, which sent 10,000 hoplites (Hdt. 9.28). 

Unless one wants to assume that Syracusan resources were higher than those of Sparta or 

Athens, Gelon will have had something between 5,000 and 10,000 men at his disposal. 

 

Both Diodorus and Herodotus (Diod. 11.20.2, Hdt. 7.165) attest a Carthaginian army of in 

excess of 300,000 men, a number that is wildly excessive and well beyond the logistical 

capabilities even of a major power like Carthage. Further suspicion is raised by the time it took 

to prepare this army – three years – and the number of transports required to carry its supplies 

– 3,000. However, closer inspection of Diodorus' narrative, may at least shed some light on it. 

According to Diodorus' account, Hamilcar left Carthage in command of "huge forces", 

including a large fleet as well as a substantial army; it is the former that may provide a clue to 

the number preserved both in Diodorus and in Herodotus: according to Diodorus, the fleet 

included 200 warships and more than 3,000 cargo vessels. The former number is by itself again 

not very plausible – according to Herodotus, the Athenian fleet at the Battle of Salamis 

amounted to about 180 triremes (Hdt. 8.44) – , and the latter number relates suspiciously well 

to an army of 300,000 men. 

 

Yet while the exact number is probably suspect, it is obvious that even an army only somewhat 

superior in size to that of Gelon would have required a significant effort in putting it across the 

Mediterranean and onto the shores of Sicily. Thus, more than 200 years later, when the Roman 

consul Attilius Regulus tried to reverse the process and land in North Africa to directly attack 

Carthage, he gathered an army of about 40,000 men as well as a fleet of 330 warships and an 

unknown number of transports for a total of about 140,000 men (Pol. 1.25.5-7). In Regulus' 

force the transports seem to have been tasked with carrying supplies and heavy equipment, as 

the soldiers were apparently embarked mainly on the warships. The transport arrangement in 

the Carthaginian force of 480 BC is not entirely clear; while the transports are said to have 

carried supplies and equipment, Diodorus does not explicitly mention that the actual soldiers 

were carried by the warships, though it is likely that they play a role in carrying the army. When 

another Syracusan tyrant, Agathocles, in 310 BC attempted an invasion in North Africa to 

directly threaten Carthage, he had a fleet of 60 warships carry a force of about 14,000 men 

(Diod. 20.5.1, 20.11.1). 

 

While the large Hellenistic warships that dominated war at sea at the time of the Punic wars 

were still a thing of a distant future, carrying most of the army aboard the warships was 

certainly advisable given the greater flexibility of oared warships as opposed to sailed 

transports; the latter will have carried supplies and equipment. Assuming Carthaginian 

warships to be capable of carrying about 100 men each, a force of around 50 to 100 warships 

would have been needed to carry a force of 5,000 to 10,000 soldiers, or an army of about the 

size of Gelon’s army. Large numbers of additional transports would still have been needed, 

with the distance from Carthage to Panormus, where Hamilcar made first landfall, close to 

380km, making it necessary for the fleet to spend three days or more at sea. Thus, it would  
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certainly have been possible for the invasion fleet to include perhaps up to 100 additional 

transports. 

 

Assuming a land force of 5,000 to 10,000 men, around 10,000 to 20,000 men have to be added 

as crews for the warships and up to 3,000 more for the transports (assuming they were sailed 

and on average crewed with about 30 men), one would arrive at an overall total of about 16,000-

33,000 men, still an enormous undertaking if compared to Greek efforts from the Persian Wars; 

of course, this number is only a guess, and a pretty wild one at that. It is, however, within the 

realm of the possible – which Diodorus' army of 300,000 men clearly is not. 

 

Whatever its exact size, it was with this huge force that Hamilcar set sail – and ran into a storm, 

losing, according to Diodorus, the ships carrying the horses of his army. While storms and 

shipwreck are a prominent topical element in Greek literature, Carthaginian cavalry was 

suspiciously absent both before and in the Battle of Himera; moreover, Hamilcar had 

apparently asked the allied city of Selinunt to provide him with some cavalry, further pointing 

to a lack of cavalry capability that was actually felt by Hamilcar. Given that the waters around 

Sicily were notoriously dangerous, as the Punic Wars showed, with more than one fleet 

suffering losses from adverse weather, Diodorus’ account is perfectly plausible. 

 

 
 

As noted above, Hamilcar first made landfall at Panormus, and after a brief time spent with 

repairs he continued along the coast, finally arriving at the coastal plain where the Himera river 

(Fiume Grande) flows into the Thyrrenian sea. The city itself was located on the western banks 

of the river, its upper city spreading across a set of long hills overlooking the plain, with fairly  
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steep sides rising to about 300 feet on three sides, while on the southern side the hills sloped 

gently downwards. The lower city was of substantial size and extended well into the coastal 

plain, covering most of the space between the upper city and the sea. Further to the West the 

Torto river flows into the sea; it does not appear in any account of the battle and does not seem 

to have been an obstacle to moving troops across the coastal plain; probably the river fell dry 

during the summer months, as it does today. 

 

The Carthaginians landed to the west of the city, and Hamilcar had two camps established: his 

warships were pulled on land and protected by a ditch and a palisade, while the army moved 

further inland and erected a camp of its own. Given the large number of ships the fleet camp 

must have had a width of 1,000m or even more (assuming a width of 3m, simply putting 100 

ships hull to hull would already have resulted in a width of 300m). The size for the army cannot 

have been significantly smaller, assuming a size of about 75,000 men, and Hamilcar connected 

both camps with further walls. 

 

 
 

The precise location of both camps is unknown, but they must have been located at some 

distance of the city, as Diodorus stresses that Hamilcar occupied higher ground overlooking 

the city. This can only be found a few kilometers West of the city on the Eastern slopes of the 

Monte San Calogero, with the Monte Castellaccio a possible vantage point from which to 

observe the city. Furthermore, having the main camp too close to the city would have exposed 

Hamilcar's army to the enemy who might, for example, have attacked forage parties which 

were soon sent out.  
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While the Carthaginians were about establishing their camps, the Himerans. led by Theron of 

Akragas, will have had at least some intelligence of the enemy moving towards them, yet they 

refused to be dismayed, at least initially. When Hamilcar led a detachment of his best troops 

towards the city, they came out of their city and faced them on the battlefield, only to be 

soundly beaten. Panic-stricken the surviving Himerans flooded back into the city, and Theron 

had all gates facing the enemy blocked up. Despite this success Hamilcar did not immediately 

move upon Himera, which in itself is quite interesting yet rarely commented upon. A possible 

explanation is easy to find: he may simply have lacked the capability to attack a fortified city 

in the beginning, or required more supplies for a prolonged siege; in fact, he sent his transports 

away for gathering further supplies immediately after making landfall, which points to a certain 

need of provisioning his forces 

 

 
 

A certain amount of time must have passed between the initial encounter between the Himerans 

and the Carthaginians, and well aware of the danger outside their walls, the Himerans now 

despaired and asked Gelon for help. Himera called, and Gelon would answer. Leading his 

army, which he had already mobilised, Gelon set out for Himera, after a couple of days 

approaching the city probably from the South East (Diod. 11.21.1). 

 

Decapitation 

 

Once near the city, Gelon immediately made good use of his – apparently significant – 

superiority in cavalry. The Carthaginians had started to send out foraging teams, and Gelon 

had them hunted down by his cavalry. According to Diodorus, Gelon’s horsemen captured  
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around 10,000 men, and while the number is of course highly suspect, it seems clear that a not 

too insignificant number of captives is quite likely (Diod. 11.21.2). Bringing the captives into 

the city of Himera did wonders for the morale of the Himerans, who now turned from despair 

of their own fate to scorn for the enemy. 

 

He apparently also tried to cut at least some lines of communication leading to the Carthaginian 

camps and had his cavalrymen chase enemy messengers Gelon’s activity clearly proved to be 

a nuisance for Hamilcar, and lacking suitable cavalry forces of his own, he turned to the city 

of Selinunt to provide a contingent (Diod. 11.21.4-5). 

 

Unfortunately – for the Carthaginians, that is – Gelon’s cavalry intercepted the messages 

between Selinunt and Hamilcar, and Gelon learned from these plans. According to Diodorus it 

was due to his gaining this crucial piece of intelligence that Gelon decided to deliver a crippling 

blow to the Carthaginian army by attacking its very commander in chief, Hamilcar. Gelon had 

also learned that on the day the Selinuntine cavalry was supposed to arrive, Hamilcar himself 

was going to celebrate a big sacrifice in the naval camp. Based on these two pieces of 

information Gelon developed a simple yet daring plan: he planned to send his own cavalry, 

masquerading as Selinuntines, to the gates of the naval camp early on that day, and tasked them 

with killing Hamilcar and setting fire to the ships. Scouts positioned in the hills to the South of 

the camp would signal success of the operation to Gelon, who in the meantime would have led 

his army out of Himera and on the signal then and offer battle, hoping that the Carthaginian 

army, initially drawn out by him, would falter once news of Hamilcar’s death and the 

destruction of the ships would spread (Diod. 11.21.5). 

 

The plan was simple, daring – and on the day it was executed, it worked brilliantly. It is unclear 

how Gelon’s cavalry managed to get entry into the naval camp, but once they were inside, they 

quickly located Hamilcar, cut him down and started to set fire to the ships. At the same time 

Gelon led his forces into the coastal plain and waited for the signal; for that purpose, he had 

the city gates, which after the initial Himeran setback had been blocked up, reopened, and 

according to Diodorus even new openings created to facilitate the easier movement of his army. 

This clearly points to the lower city, which, lying on the coastal plain, had a gridded street plan 

and several streets leading up to the Western walls; if indeed Gelon had the Himerans make 

openings into their wall it was probably at the end of these streets. When the signal finally 

arrived, Gelon moved his army westwards and offered battle (Diod. 11.22.1). 
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Few shall part where many meet 

 

The exact sequence of events during the following battle is unclear; according to Diodorus 

(Diod. 11.21.2) the Carthaginian officers in the army camp, realizing that Gelon was advancing 

towards their camp, collected their forces and moved out to meet the Syracusan army; battle 

ensued, with no side gaining the upper hand for some time. Then news from the fleet camp 

about the death of Hamilcar spread throughout the Carthaginian army, while smoke from the 

burning ships started to rise. As a result, the Carthaginians, despairing of victory, broke; the 

battle turned into a rout, and large numbers of Carthaginians were killed. As noted above, in 

Herodotus' account, the whole battle played out very differently (Hdt. 7.166). Here, both sides 

simply struggled for a long time before the Carthaginians eventually broke; while his routed 

army was streaming back, Hamilcar vanished in the pyre of the beasts he had been offering to 

the gods all day. Herodotus’ account lacks any specific detail on the course of the battle, and 

apart from the vanishing of Hamilcar (which may have interested him due to parallels with 

Croesus’ fate) his narrative is fairly generic. As a consequence, there would be little reason to 

prefer Herodotus over Diodorus in the first place, and a small piece of information preserved 

by Polyaenus lends further support to Diodorus’ account (who himself mentions the killing of 

Hamilcar once again in the context of Himera’s eventual destruction, see 13.62.4). According 

to Polyaenus, Gelon embarked on an elaborate ruse, having the commander of his archers 

dressed as himself, some archers as priests and tricking Hamilcar into coming out of his camp 

for a common sacrifice, only to be shot by Gelon’s archers (Polyaen. 1.27.2). While at first this 

looks like one of the yarns Polyaenus spins too often, the kernel of truth in this case is the 

taking out of the Carthaginian commander, which fits to Diodorus’ narrative. 
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A crucial issue not covered by any of the available sources is the role of the Syracusan cavalry. 

It does not feature in Diodorus' account after the killing of Hamilcar, and he does not say 

whether it took part in the actual battle or not. Given that half of the Carthaginians were killed, 

most of them, Diodorus' account suggests, after the Carthaginian line collapsed, it is probable 

that the cavalry was involved in that part of the battle, doing what has always been one of the 

primary functions of cavalry – cutting down a routed enemy fleeing in panic. In fact, assuming 

that Gelon's cavalrymen initially tore through the fleet camp, setting fire to the ships, which 

must have taken some time, they might then have cut their way out of the camp towards the 

battlefield just in time to charge head on into the routed Carthaginians. 

 

However it played out in detail, Gelon's victory was complete. Some Carthaginians tried to 

make a last stand on a suitable position, presumably on the slopes of the Monte San Calogero, 

but to no avail. In the end, the army was totally destroyed and its commander dead. Some 

survivors were presumably trying to get to Panormus along the coast, pursued at least for some 

time by Gelon's cavalrymen, while others managed to get away in a number warships that had 

survived the blaze; the number provided by Diodorus – 20 – calculates suspiciously well to 

one tenth of the 200 warships the Carthaginians set out with, but clearly it was only a fraction 

of the original fleet. Setting out for Carthage, disaster struck again, and all ships were lost in a 

storm. Victory was complete (Diod. 11.23.2). 

 

Ever since Busolt's reconstruction of the battle in 1878, a brief account in Polyaenus 

immediately following the passage discussed above has been used to add a further detail to the 

battle; it is worth quoting it here in full (tr. Sheperd): 

 

Theron, in a battle against the Carthaginians, put the enemy to flight. But the Sicilians 

immediately fell to plundering the tents in the enemy's camp, and while they were thus 

distracted, they were overwhelmed by the Iberians, who had come to the assistance of 

the Carthaginians. Theron, perceiving the carnage that was likely to follow, dispatched a 

body of men to wheel behind the camp and set fire to the farthest tents. The enemy, who 

had lost their tents and now saw the camp on fire, hurried back to their ships; but the 

Sicilians pursued them closely, and killed most of them before they could board the ships. 

(Polyaeen. 1.28) 

 

This has been interpreted as the Syracusans entering the Carthaginian camp, then being 

surprised by the stiffening resistance only to be rescued by a determined attack by Theron and 

his men, who entered the fray from the city. While this makes for a colourful reconstruction, it 

is unfortunately not supported by what Polyaenus actually claims to have taken place: nowhere 

does he mention Gelon or the Syracusans, and the soldiers keen on plunder were in fact 

Theron's, who apparently had a reserve at his disposal which he could send around to torch 

some tents; there is no mention of a fleet camp, indeed, the ships play no part in the actual 

fighting. In short, the episode related by Polyaenus, if it is at all historical (soldiers distracted 

by the opportunity of plunder are a common occurrence in ancient historiography) in the first 

place, bears no resemblance to the battle of Himera, and in fact contradicts Polyaenus' account 

of the battle between Gelon and Hamilcar, which is decided by the former having the latter 

killed – without any mentioning of a camp, stout Iberians or helpful Theron. 

 

Conclusion 
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According to the surviving narratives, and, one might add, not entirely unsurprising, the killing 

of Hamilcar was instrumental for Greek success in the battle of Himera; decapitation had 

worked, and while attacking the enemy commander must have been a time-honoured operating 

procedure already in the 5th c. BC, Gelon's attack is the earliest case where specific 

deliberations regarding a strike against the top of the enemy chain of command is actually 

mentioned. To borrow Diodorus’ beautiful phrase, Gelon "outgeneraled" (Diod. 11.21.3) – 

katastrateusas, literally "generaled to the ground" – his opponent by employing a clever 

stratagem, which Diodorus stresses no-one had used before (Diod. 11.22.5). In a history of 

decapitation strikes the battle of Himera would therefore warrant a prominent place. 

 

Gelon's success did not only confirm his role as the leading politician and general among the 

Western Greeks, it also established Syracuse as the Greek world's premier military and political 

power. For while Gelon was single-handedly fighting the Carthaginians, the Greeks of 

mainland Greece had formed an alliance to face the Persians – an alliance that in terms of 

military capability was about as powerful as the city of Syracuse. While the victory at Himera 

would bring a period of peace to Sicily, it was far from the end to the rivalry between Syracuse 

and Carthage; during the following two centuries, the two powers would clash again on several 

occasions in conflicts of a scope comparable to that of Gelon's war. 

 

For Gelon himself success in battle brought fame throughout the Magna Graecia, and traces of 

a historiography keen on extolling his virtues can still be detected in Diodorus, who closes his 

account of the battle by comparing Gelon to the Greek leaders in the Persian wars, Pausanias 

and Themistocles, noting that in contrast to the rather chequered fate of the latter, the former 

"... grew old in the kingship, and died in the esteem of his people, and so strong was the 

goodwill which the citizens felt for him that the kingship was maintained for three 

members of this house” (Diod. 11.23.4). 

Historical nitpickers might add that after his death in 478, his brother Hieron ruled over 

Syracuse for a decade, passing away in 467. While Syracuse prospered under Hieron’s rule, a 

third brother, Thrasybulus, only managed to keep himself in power for eleven months before 

being chased away. In 466, 14 years after the Battle of Himera, a democracy was established 

in Syracuse. Himera itself, after a troubled history under Theron and his son Thrasydaeus, 

seems to have reached stability in the mid-460s. Afterwards, the historical record is almost 

silent for half a century. Finally, in 409 another Carthaginian expedition led by Hannibal, a 

grandson of Hamilcar, set an end to Himeran history. The city was stormed and razed to the 

ground, never to be rebuilt; Hannibal had 3,000 captives brought to the place where Hamilcar 

had been killed, and tortured them to death (Diod. 13.62.3-5). 

 

Today, the Battle of Himera is largely overshadowed by contemporary events further east; the 

struggle between the cities of mainland Greece and the Persian empire has captured the 

imagination of observers ever since, while the wars between the Greeks and the Carthaginians 

to this day enjoy far less attention. Looking closer at the battle however reveals events on a 

scale comparable to that in mainland Greece and serve as a reminder that Greek history is more 

than just the history of Athens, Sparta and their enemies; one should, at least once in a while, 

look to the West as well. 
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The Unlikely Case of the Jewish Mercenary Nathan Leibowitz (1777-1810) 

 

Ilya Berkovich 

 

In 1788, Emperor Joseph II ordered conscription to be expanded to include his Jewish subjects. 

This made the Habsburg Monarchy the first state in modern history to draft its Jewish 

population into the military.8 A further, albeit overlooked, consequence of this decision was 

the invalidation of a long-established ban on voluntary enlistment by Jews into the army. A 

middle category between conscripts and volunteers were substitutes, that is men raised 

privately to replace draftees called for military service. A noticeable minority of the Jewish 

drivers of the Imperial- Royal Military Transport Corps (kaiserlich- königliche Militär-

Fuhrwesens-Corps) during the last Habsburg-Ottoman War (1788-91) were born in Poland 

rather than in the Habsburg lands.9 This suggests that local Jewish communities tried to spare 

at least some of their members by raising substitutes among foreign Jews. Foreign Jewish 

mercenaries who enlisted directly into the army out of their own free will were soon to follow. 

For instance, in 1794 Lazaro Isachi from Mondovì in Piedmont took service in the 44 th Line 

Infantry Regiment ‘Belgiojoso’, which then stood on the Habsburg Italian military 

establishment.10 Between 1796 and 1798, the mercenary Grün Loudon Freicorps had in its 

ranks as many as 30 individual Jewish soldiers. A comparable number of Jews served in the 

Galician O’Donnell Freicorps, some of them joining as early as 1794.11 To put these figures 

into perspective, while Jewish mercenaries probably numbered at most a few hundred men, 

from 1796 onwards the Habsburg army was drafting thousands of Jewish conscripts per year. 

Still, when Nathan Leibowitz enlisted voluntarily into the Habsburg army on 7 August 1798, 

the presence of Jewish professional soldiers in its ranks – both native volunteers and foreign 

mercenaries alike – was an established fact. 

 

According to his personal records, Nathan was born in 1777 in Russia, albeit it is likely that 

before 1794 this was part of the recently partitioned Kingdom of Poland. He enlisted under the 

standard rate (Werbgeld) for foreign regimental recruits of 15 Gulden. The bounty (Handgeld), 

that is the cash bonus paid directly to the recruit, made only a fraction of that sum, as the 

enlistment money had also to cover his journey to his new unit.12 For Nathan Leibowitz this  

 
8 On the introduction and early days of Jewish conscription, see: Erwin Schmidl, Habsburgs jüdische Soldaten: 

1788–1918, (Vienna: Böhlau, 2014), pp. 29–37; Michael Hochedlinger, Thron & Gewehr: das Problem der 

Heeresergänzung und die “Militarisierung” der Habsburgermonarchie im Zeitalter des Aufgeklärten 

Absolutismus (1740–1790), Veröffentlichungen des Steiermärkischen Landesarchivs 45, (Graz: Styrian 

Provincial Archives, 2021), pp. 603–7. On the contextualisation of this phenomenon within the framework of 

Habsburg military reforms, see: Ilya Berkovich and Michael Wenzel, ‘The Austrian Army’, in: Alan Forrest (gen. 

ed.), The Cambridge History of the Napoleonic Wars, 3 Vols., (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press 2022-

23), Vol. 2, pp. 111–12. 
9 For instance, the transfer papers of five Jewish supply and artillery drivers attached to the 28th Line Infantry 

Regiment ‘Wartensleben’ indicate that at least one of them was from Poland, see: Austrian State Archives [ÖStA], 

Military Archive [KA], Musterlisten [ML], 2438 IR 28 (1789): Transferirungsliste [TL] from 8 July, 23 August 

and 30 November 1789, as well as 14, 16 and 17 June 1790 – entries for Hersch Blützer, Wolfgang Galgenthal, 

Hanstel Salomonowitz, Jacob Schlosman and Hersch Knish. 
10 ÖStA KA ML 3906 IR 44 (1795): Vacant (previously Hauptman i.e. Captain Renschberg’s) Company, Nr. 126 

(Pavia 21/05/1795). 
11 See: Ilya Berkovich, ‘Jewish Mercenaries in Habsburg Service: Soldiers of the Freicorps Grün Loudon (1790-

1798)’, PaRDeS 28 (2023) [forthcoming].   
12 On the type and size of the standard enlistment rates in the Habsburg army, see: Ilya Berkovich, ‘Conscription 

in the Habsburg Monarchy’, in: William D. Godsey and Petr Maťa (eds.), The Habsburg Monarchy as a Fiscal-
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was the 43rd Line Infantry Regiment ‘Thurn’ which was then in garrison in Friuli in north east 

Italy. It was six months before Nathan arrived at the regimental Reserve Division in Laibach 

(modern Ljubljana), the capital of the Duchy of Carniola. Roughly corresponding to modern 

Slovenia, Carniola was one of the smallest Habsburg Crown lands. In 1781, two of duchy’s 

three administrative circles (Kreise) were allocated as the main conscription district of the 43rd 

Regiment. As nearly every other infantry regiment on the Monarchy’s German establishment, 

the 43rd also had an auxiliary conscription district in Galicia as well as a distinct recruitment 

region in the Holy Roman Empire.13 Galician conscripts and foreign mercenaries from the 

Reich were intended to spare as many native Carniolans possible from military service. Based 

in Tarnopol (Tarnopil, Ukraine) near the Russian border, the Galician conscription detachment 

of the 43rd Regiment was also tasked to raise as many foreign mercenaries as possible with the 

same aim. Presumably, this is how Nathan became enlisted.  

 

Arriving in Laibach on 26 February 1799, Nathan spent the next two months there. After 

completing his training, Nathan left the city on 21 April in a convoy of 181 men to join the 

Regiment, which was already fighting the French in north Italy. 26 days later, Nathan arrived 

at his unit and was allocated to the Lieutenant Colonel’s Company. On August 15 1799, Nathan 

was wounded at the Battle of Novi, a hard fought victory against a French army under General 

Joubert. After recovering, he re-joined his company forty days later. Nathan continued to serve 

throughout the entire Italian campaign until the final Habsburg defeat in January 1801. Later 

that year, his Regiment was garrisoned in Dalmatia on the Adriatic coast. In August 1801, 

Nathan re-engaged in an open-ended contract. This meant he had committed himself to lifelong 

service. So far, there was nothing special in his story which can be reconstructed from the 

monthly manpower reports preserved in the Austrian State Archives. What makes Nathan’s 

case unique was his disciplinary record.  

 

During his service, Nathan was arrested nine times. The first occasion was a two-day arrest in 

May 1800. In June 1803, he was arrested the second time. This time it was for 40 days. The 

third arrest, in autumn that year, was for more than six months. Three months following his 

release, in September 1804 he was arrested for the fourth time. The regimental muster shows 

that Nathan was left in the regimental headquarters in Cattaro (Kotor, Montenegro), some 300 

kilometres away from his company’s new garrison in Spalato (Split, Croatia), suggesting 

military imprisonment rather than simple confinement to the guardhouse. A fifth arrest took 

place for forty days in autumn 1806 and a sixth for two weeks in January 1807. Upon release, 

Nathan was immediately transferred into another company. 'Transfer of deserters to other 

companies was common practice in that period, apparently to remove them from previous bad 

contacts. The same approach was taken with Nathan, whichever offence he was guilty of. This 

measure was clearly unsuccessful, as he was arrested again, four months later on 21 April 1807. 

Then on 12 June a court martial sentenced Nathan to hard labour. Two weeks later he was 

formally struck out of his Regiment, indicating that the trial proceedings were approved in the 

regional headquarters in Graz. However, this was not the end of it. The following month,  

 
Military State: Contours and Perspectives 1648-1815, Proceedings of the British Academy 247, (Oxford: Oxford 

University Press, 2022), pp. 308–9. 
13 On the 43rd Regiment and its recruitment areas, see: Alfons von Wrede, Geschichte der k. und k. Wehrmacht, 5 

Vols, (Vienna: Seidel, 1898-1905), Vol. 2, p. 241;  For a history of the Regiment, consult: Friedrich Dengler, 

Kurzgefasste Geschichte des kaiserlichen Infanterie-Regiments Rupprecht Prinz von Bayern Nr. 43, (Vienna: 

Stern, 1908). 
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Nathan was back. According to the manpower report, his sentence was amended, and, by order 

of the Aulic War Council in Vienna, Nathan was reinstated in service. A transfer to another 

company soon followed. This did not curb Nathan’s disciplinary transgressions as there were 

two further arrests (for two weeks and ten days respectively) in April and October 1808.  

 

The period in which Nathan lived saw a broader transformation of penal practices. 

Imprisonment was already used but was still not the first recourse for discipline. In the 

Habsburg military, the ultimate punishment was the death penalty, although from 1781 it was 

replaced with forced labour other than in the most egregious cases. Corporal punishment was 

far more widespread covering nearly every offense from desertion to drunkenness. Long term 

imprisonment made all the less sense, because soldiers under arrest still drew pay and 

provisions. Furthermore, repeated offenders were usually forced out of service somehow. 

Soldiers who deserted repeatedly were eventually sent to hard labour or executed. Crimes 

which fell under the civilian jurisprudence, such robbery, meant punishment in accordance 

with the scale of civilian courts. Repeated minor offenders under the military jurisdiction, such 

as drunkards and petty thieves, would tend to be ejected whenever the army was scaled down 

in peacetime. Nathan does not seem to fall within these categories. He was never implicated in 

desertion. Furthermore, during his service, the 43rd Regiment experienced disciplinary crises 

on several occasions. For instance, following the defeats in summer 1800 hundreds of soldiers 

deserted successfully in a space of a few months. There was another major desertion spree in 

spring 1806, when the Regiment was transferred out of Dalmatia back to Carniola. When many 

had deserted, Nathan stayed. Repeated thieving does not seem to have been the problem either, 

as this would have led to Nathan being kicked out of the unit. Besides, several imprisonment 

periods of weeks and months at a time, such as Nathan had, does not match the scale of that 

offence. Running the gauntlet usually resulted in immediate hospitalisation,14 whereas 

Nathan’s only substantial periods in hospital were because of battlefield wounds. His numerous 

arrests did not seem to have been accompanied by serious corporal punishment. When finally 

sentenced to hard labour, he was in effect pardoned, suggesting involvement of the regimental 

top brass. There was something in his repeated offenses which appears to have made him 

respected, so what might that be? 

 

On several occasions when Nathan was arrested, another man was arrested on the same day. In 

the first arrest, it was Gefreyter Anton Paul from the same company. Nathan’s longest 

confinement started with his third arrest on 13 November 1803. On that day, Corporal Heinrich 

Heckert from the same garrison was imprisoned and then demoted. In spring 1807 when 

Nathan was eventually sentenced to hard labour, Corporal Johann Kozobinsky from the staff 

supernumeraries was arrested on the same day, spending two weeks under lock and key. Whilst 

this is only circumstantial evidence, it could suggest a pattern of behaviour by Nathan. Can we 

assume he was a serial brawler, who was not afraid of his superiors? According to the Articles 

of War in all European armies of the period, a physical assault on a superior – commissioned 

and non-commissioned officer alike – was defined as mutiny, which carried a mandatory 

capital punishment. In reality, as with duelling by officers, the military authorities were 

ambivalent when it came to fighting among lower ranks. Irrespective which form it took, from  

 
14 In the first two months of 1819, all eight of the deserters from the Tyrolean Kaiserjäger Regiment, who were 

sentenced to run the gauntlet, were later admitted to hospital. Punishments ranged between four and six runs 

through 300 men, while recovery time took between four and 24 days. Calculations based on ÖStA KA ML 

Tiroler Jägerregiment [TKJR] (1819): Standestabellen [ST] for January and February. 
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spontaneous fistfights to a formal duel with seconds and witnesses, fighting between common 

soldiers was considered brawling and had to be punished. However, fights were often spurred 

by matters of honour – which was a universal military phenomenon which officers and soldiers 

shared. Harshly punishing someone who defended his honour could be seen as undermining 

the raison d’etre of military culture.15 This helps to explain why duellists and brawlers were 

often treated leniently. Nathan’s third arrest might be suggestive here. Beating a senior NCO 

could not be ignored. At the same time, a superior who could not maintain his authority to a 

degree that one of his subordinates assaulted him, could not keep his post. This might explain 

why Nathan was imprisoned for over six months, and why Corporal Heckert was stripped from 

his rank. Nathan’s subsequent pardon from hard labour after his seventh arrest is also revealing. 

Since his case went all the way to Vienna, this means Nathan had patrons.  

 

Nathan’s eventual fate seems to suggest he was brave. In the War of 1809, his Regiment was 

part of the Austrian army which invaded the Napoleonic Kingdom of Italy. After recovering 

from the successful battle of Sacile (16 April 1809), the Austrians resumed their advance on 

20 April.16 Next day, Nathan is recorded as hospitalised with thirty other soldiers, six from the 

same company, suggesting they were all wounded in a skirmish. This occurred long enough 

before a French counteroffensive in early May swept the Austrian out of Italy, capturing many 

of their field hospitals. Nathan was evacuated and in February 1810 his record stated he was 

‘sick in Hungary’. An overlooked consequence of the 1809 war was an outbreak of a typhus 

spread by the marching armies and ravaging the military hospitals and civilian communities 

alike.17 In March 1810, the 43rd Infantry Regiment was dissolved because the Duchy of 

Carniola was lost to the French. 964 soldiers – nearly all patients left behind in Hungarian 

hospitals – were kept on the record. In October 1810, 667 men whose fate could not be 

determined by that date, were removed from the regimental roll under the rubric ‘fate 

unknown’. Among them was Nathan Leibowitz. 

 

 

Appendix: Full Service Record of Nathan Leibowitz 

 

Name: Nathan Leibowitz [Sometimes also referred to as Nosen/Nathan/Natal Leboviz, Natal 

Lepowitsch, Jacob Lewowiz, and Andre Lubiso] 

Place of Birth: Janislov, Russia 

Year of Birth: 1777 

Personal status: Married 

Profession: None 

Height: 5.5.1 [171.37 cm] 

 

07/08/1798 Enlisted in Galicia into the 43rd Line Infantry Regiment under a foreigner’s rate 

of 15 Gulden. Allocated to Captain Höffern’s Company. Since that that day, on the march to 

the Regiment with peacetime pay [ST Nov. 1798 & ML Jan. 1799] 

 
15 Ilya Berkovich, Motivation in War: The Experience of commons Soldiers in Old Regimen Europe, (Cambridge 

and New York: Cambridge University Press, 2017), pp. 104–5, 120–22, 181–82.  
16 John H. Gill, 1809 – Thunder on the Danube: Napoleon’s defeat of the Habsburgs, 3 Vols, (London: Frontline 

Books, 2008–10), Vol. 2, pp. 231–32. 
17 Nebiha Guiga, ‘Épidemies, routes d'évacuations et implications des sociétés civiles dans les guerres 

napoléoniennes (1805-1813)’, Revue Historique des Armées 303 (2021), pp. 34–5. 
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26/01/1799 Revision: IR 43 Captain Höffern’s Company Nr. 145 [On his march here] 

26/02/1799 Arrives in Ljubljana and attached to the regimental Reserve Division with 

peacetime pay [ST Feb. 1799] 

21/04/1799 Marches out to the Regiment with wartime pay [ST April 1799]  

17/05/1799 Arrival in Captain Höffern’s Company, and transfer into the Lieutenant Colonel’s 

Company [ST May 1799] 

15/08/1799 Sick in army hospital [The Battle of Novi] [ST Aug. 1799] 

25/09/1799 Recovers and re-joins his Company 

28/05/1800 Arrested [ST May 1800] [1st arrest, 2 days] 

29/05/1800 Released [ST May 1800] 

17/08/1801 Re-engages on open ended service contract for a bounty of 20 Gulden [ST Aug. 

1801] 

28/08/1802 Muster: IR 43 LtCol. Company Nr. 72 

18/06/1803 Arrested [ST July 1803] [2nd arrest, 40 days] 

28/07/1803 Released [ST Aug. 1803] 

02/11/1803 Muster: IR 43 LtCol. Comp. Nr. 63 

13/11/1803 Arrested [ST Dec. 1803] [3rd arrest, 201 days]  

31/05/1804 Released [ST June 1804] 

02/09/1804 Arrested [ST Sept. 1804] [4th arrest, 128 days] 

05/10/1804 Muster: IR 43 LtCol. Comp. Nr. 61 [Under arrest in Cattaro] 

07/01/1805 Released [ST Jan 1805] 

31/10/1805 Muster: IR 43 9th Fusilier Comp. Nr. 53 [Sick in regimental hospital] 

11/10/1806 Arrested [ST Oct. 1806] [5th arrest, 40 days] 

23/11/1806 Released [ST Nov. 1806]  

01/12/1806 Muster: IR 43 13th Fus. Comp. Nr. 71 [Sick in regimental hospital] 

01/01/1807 Arrested [ST Jan. 1807] [6th Arrest; 16 days] 

16/01/1807 Released and transferred to the 5th Fus. Company [ST Jan 1807 & ML 1807] 

21/04/1807 Arrested [ST April 1807] [7th Arrest; 67 days] 

12/06/1807 Court martialled and sentenced to hard labour [ST June 1807 & ML 1807] 

25/06/1807 Struck off the company’s list as condemned to hard labour [ST June 1807] 

26/06/1807 As the sentence was amended during the transmission of the trial proceedings, 

readmitted into service and pay by order of the Aulic War Council (Vienna, 27 June 1807, Nr. 

2531) [ST July 1807] 

15/07/1807 Transferred to the 9th Fus. Comp. [ST July 1807] 

18/04/1808 Arrested [ST April 1808] [8th Arrest; 13 days]  

30/04/1808 Released [ST May 1808]  

11/08/1808 Arrested [ST Aug 1808] [9th Arrest; 12 days] 

22/08/1808 Released [ST Aug 1808] 

06/09/1808 Revision: IR 43 9th Fus. Comp. Nr. 148 

21/04/1809 Sick in army Hospital [ST April 1809] 

25/02/1810 Disbandment: 9. Fus. Comp Nr. 119 [Sick in Hungary] 

31/10/1810 Whereabouts could not be traced. Removal from the regimental roll.  

 

Archival records consulted 

 

Austrian State Archives [ÖStA], Military Archive [KA] 

 

ML 10.271 IR 43 (1799) – Haupt. Höffern Comp. Nr. 145 und Zuwachs (Cividalle 26/01/1799) 
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ML 10.272 IR 43 (1802) – ObristLt. Comp. Nr. 72 (Cattaro 28/08/1802) 

ML 10.273 IR 43 (1803) – ObristLt. Comp. Nr. 63 (Cattaro 02/11/1803) 

ML 10.274 IR 43 (1804) – ObristLt. Comp. Nr. 61 (Theodo 04/10/1804) 

ML 10.275/6 IR 43 (1805) – 9. Fus. Comp. Nr. 53 (Sebenico 31/10/1805) 

ML 10.277/8 IR 43 (1806) – 13. Fus. Comp. Nr. 71 (Laibach 01/12/1806) 

ML 10.279 IR 43 (1808-10) – RL 9. Fus. Comp. Nr. 148 (Laibach 06/09/1808) & DL 9. Fus. 

Comp. (Vordenberg 25/10/1810) 

ML 10.307 IR 43 (1799) – ST Feb. (29/04/1799), April (18/08/1799), May (22/09/1799), Aug. 

(06/03/1800), Sept. (21/07/1800) 

ML 10.309 IR 43 (1800) – ST May. (??/??/180?) 

ML 10.311 IR 43 (1801) – ST Aug. (13/07/1805) 

ML 10.313 IR 43 (1803) – ST Juli (15/08/1803), Aug. (15/09/1803), Nov. (15/12/1803) 

ML 10.314 IR 43 (1804) – ST Juni (15/07/1804) Sept. (15/10/1804) 

ML 10.315 IR 43 (1805) – ST Jan. (15/02/1805) 

ML 10.317 IR 43 (1806) – ST Okt. (17/11/1806) Nov. (15/12/1806) 

ML 10.319 IR 43 (1807) – ST Jan. (15/02/1807), April (15/05/1807), Juni (15/07/1807), Juli 

(15/08/1807) 

ML 10.321 IR 43 (1808) – ST April (14/05/1808), Mai (11/06/1808) 

ML 10.323 IR 43 (1809) – ST April (11/10/1810) bis Dez. (23/01/1811) 

ML 10.325 IR 43 (1810) – ST Jan. (01/03/1811) bis Okt. (22/03/1811) 
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The War in Ukraine: A Personal View 

 

Major General (Retd) Mungo Melvin CB OBE 

 

Looking back over nearly a year of bitter conflict in Ukraine since the Russian invasion of 24 

February 2022, it is now possible to make some pertinent observations on the operational and 

tactical character of this new high-tech industrial war – the largest in scale and highest in 

intensity in Europe since 1945. Predicting its outcome and longer-term political and strategic 

consequences, however, remains much more challenging. In my view it would be similar to 

forecasting the result of the Second World War at the end of 1941. So I trust readers will forgive 

me for focussing on the former topic at the expense of the latter. Yet before diving into the 

military technical detail, it is surely appropriate to remind ourselves of Ukraine’s quite 

remarkable national will in the spirited defence of its homeland. Unsurprisingly, at the end of 

2022 The Economist declared Ukraine to be its ‘country of the year’ citing the ‘heroism of its 

people, and for standing up to a bully’. More specifically, that journal praised the ingenuity 

and resilience of the Ukrainian armed forces and population, so providing inspiration to other 

threatened states such as Taiwan.1 I would add that the West’s robust response in assisting 

Ukraine has been equally striking, proving an unpleasant surprise for Mr Putin who staked all 

on a swiftly executed ‘special military operation’ to ‘de-nazify’ Ukraine and to decapitate its 

government. His irredentist goal of bringing back ‘Little Russia’ into the historic Russian 

imperium has appeared to founder on a combination of political hubris, military ineptitude and 

implacable Ukrainian resistance.2 Yet the war is far from over as Putin’s Russian Federation is 

unwilling to accept defeat and no political settlement appears in sight. 

 

2022 Russian invasion of Ukraine - Wikipedia  
Mungo kindly sent me a couple of maps to illustrate his article but, after discussion with him, 

I decided to insert the Wiki link because the maps there are animated and up to date AG.  

 

I should declare a couple of personal interests here. During the latter stages of my military 

career and in my early retirement I travelled extensively to Ukraine, including Crimea. So I got 

to know the country, its military and people well, and looked forward to leading a BCMH tour 

to Crimea in 2014 before it was cancelled in the wake of Russia’s illegal annexation. Moreover, 

I have some Polish-Ukrainian blood in that my paternal great-grandfather was born, raised, 

educated and taught in Austro-Hungarian Lemberg (now Ukrainian L’viv) at the end of the 

19th century. With this in mind, it’s worth stressing that the history, together with the human 

and physical terrain of any place of conflict, matter, and do so profoundly. Peoples and their 

armed forces are but the products of their culture, education and collective bonds of community 

and nationhood. Notwithstanding Ukraine’s long historical, industrial, linguistic and social ties 

to Russia, Ukraine is fighting for its territorial integrity and sovereignty as an independent 

democratic state. This vital commitment is a major contributing factor to the impressive 

fighting power of its armed forces and defiant perseverance of its civilian population in 

withstanding and repelling the assaults of a foreign aggressor. Hence the maintenance of 

morale, coupled with a sense of unifying national purpose and sufficient resources to fight, 

remain essential bedrocks in the prosecution of war.  
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When it comes to addressing the course and character of this conflict so far, it is easy to be 

drawn into a discourse of ‘what’s new and special’ and, perhaps even further, to proclaim a 

revolution in military affairs such as that brought about by apparently omnipresent 

reconnaissance and attack drones (more properly termed an Unmanned Aerial Systems or 

Vehicles). But where journalistic punditry and military historical analysis diverge is in the 

consideration of continuities as well as of dramatic changes in making any overall assessment. 

Among the published studies to date, RUSI’s ‘Preliminary Lessons in Conventional 

Warfighting from Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine: February–July 2022’ is perhaps the most 

informative.3 It not only addresses Russian and Ukrainian military achievements and 

deficiencies, but also offers a series of valuable lessons for the UK’s and other NATO 

militaries. Although I would concur with most of RUSI’s observations, including the self-

evident one that warfighting ‘demands large initial stockpiles and significant slack capacity’ 

(both areas of British military shortcoming, by the way), I consider the claim that there is ‘no 

sanctuary in modern warfare’, as if this were a recent phenomenon, to be overstated. Since the 

development of modern air and missile technologies from the Second World War onwards 

throughout the Cold War to the present day, opposing forces have been able to strike into the 

operational depth of their opponents. That said, as recent events in Ukraine have shown, the 

ability of a defender to establish and maintain a layered air defence system has proven to be a 

critical, if not existential, strategic requirement. What has changed, however, is the ability at 

the tactical level to ‘see over the opposing hill’ by the employment of drones; to communicate 

on the battlefield flexibly by commercial satellite links (for example, the Ukrainians’ 

widespread use of Elon Musk’s Starlink system); and the quality and quantity of precision 

strike capabilities available in modern air, aviation and artillery inventories. 

 

As previously trailed, geography and weather remain important factors in the planning and 

execution of military operations, notwithstanding any recent advances in technologies. Natural 

terrain can equally constrain or enable operational and tactical manoeuvre. For example, the 

initial Russian attack in the direction of Kyiv in late February and early March 2022 eventually 

culminated in the area’s forests, rivers, swamps and restricted road network. Wheeled vehicles 

routinely got stuck when proceeding off road, as did some tracked ones, making them 

vulnerable to ambush from air and land. Yet the rasputitsa (the muddy season formed by 

melting snow and heavy rain) should not have come as a surprise to Russian planners had they 

remembered their own country’s history. After all, the invasions of Russia by Charles XII of 

Sweden, Napoleon and Hitler had all come to grief in the mud.4 Compounding the Russians’ 

problem in their opening gambit of 2022, however, was their poor planning and preparation 

(based in part to little warning being given to the troops involved), a failure to integrate their 

reconnaissance, infantry, armour and supporting troops together, inadequate logistics and an 

inability to revise plans adroitly once operations were underway, and things began, inevitably, 

to go adrift. General Friction assisted General Winter in the Ukrainian defence. Clausewitz, 

who knew Russia well from the events of 1812, would have smiled, recalling his wise words 

that ‘friction … [distinguishes] real war from war on paper’.5 

 

This all helps explain why the Russian attack in northern Ukraine failed despite achieving, 

initially, a 12:1 favourable force ratio. As a result, Kyiv was neither encircled nor its defences 

breached. Yet without the rapid mobilization and employment of Ukrainian territorial forces,  

 

augmented by hastily mustered and equipped volunteers, the city would probably have fallen. 

In late February 2022 Ukraine’s regular forces were predominantly stationed in eastern Ukraine 
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awaiting an expected Russian offensive launched from the occupied areas of the eastern oblasts 

of Luhansk and Donetsk in the Donets Basin (Donbas). As the south was relatively weakly 

guarded, the Russian made early gains in the oblasts of Zaporizhzhia and Kherson as well as 

in the north towards Kharkiv and Kyiv. Hence the result was certainly no forgone conclusion 

to either side. 

 

While the early fighting in Ukraine in 2022 demonstrated the utility of modern anti-tank missile 

systems such as the British NLAW and the American Javelin in the close battle, it has 

increasingly become an artillery war waged in the ‘deep battle’ conducted in parallel with 

close-quarter trench and urban combat. As we have seen since the early summer of 2022, the 

principal reversionary course of action for Russian armed forces, including the infamous 

mercenary Wagner group, in the relentless battles for the Donbas industrial region and 

elsewhere is to fight methodically and predominantly by weight of artillery fire. For all the 

Russian doctrinal emphasis on armoured warfare, large scale tank-on-tank engagements have 

not occurred yet. The Russians’ employment of mass artillery represents nothing new, 

however, having its origins as far back as the times of Peter the Great. Typically, concentrated 

artillery preparation is followed by successive infantry assaults until the enemy is worn down 

and ultimately eliminated in a gruelling close battle. In this manner, the intense bombardments, 

house fighting and devastation witnessed in towns and cities such as Mariupol, Severodonetsk 

and Lysychansk turned these locations into mini Stalingrads. Both parties to the conflict have 

consumed vast stocks of munitions in the process. Perhaps it is only a matter of time before a 

major shells crisis arises in one side or another. 

 

During the Napoleonic and Crimean Wars, and similarly in the First and Second World Wars, 

Russian political leaders and their military commanders were prepared to accept very high 

casualties in pursuit of their objectives. There are practical limits as to what can be achieved, 

however, when trained manpower and ready logistics begin to dry up. As a result, Russian 

strategic goals over the course of 2022 would appear to have been reduced progressively to 

less ambitious operational ones, which in turn have become more limited tactical objectives. 

In this manner, following the notable Ukrainian successes in the oblasts of Kharkiv and 

Kherson, the principal Russian effort since the autumn of 2022 and into early 2023 appears to 

be towards securing the relatively insignificant Donbas city of Bakhmut, and more recently, 

the salt-mining town of Soledar. Looking ahead, it remains to be seen whether the latest 

Russian mobilization waves – and any lessons that the Russians may have learned in terms of 

improving training, combined arms tactics, logistics and command – will bring a material 

difference to the course of the war. But history tells us it would be extremely unwise to write 

Russia off prematurely – there may yet be a few more surprises to come, including at least one 

further major offensive. 

 

In contrast, Ukraine is just about maintaining relative strength due to the effectiveness of its 

popular mobilization turning the state into a veritable nation at arms. Its armed forces, despite 

having sustained heavy losses, are still coping and being increasingly equipped and assisted by 

the West with high tech weaponry. Furthermore, we should not underestimate the value of 

intelligence, surveillance, targeting and reconnaissance (ISTAR) support it may well be 

receiving from friendly powers, which in turn cues the long-range rocket6 and tube7 artillery  

 

systems that are engaging Russian ammunition dumps, command centres, transport links and 

troop concentrations. 
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Yet Ukraine faces a set of significant challenges in defeating further Russian offensive action, 

let alone in liberating the remaining occupied areas of Ukraine, not least the Crimean peninsula 

and the naval base of Sevastopol which Russian considers part of its historic and strategic 

heartland.8 Above all, it needs sustained political, economic and military assistance from the 

West. Achieving the necessary operational concentration of forces in time and space for 

decisive operations is easier said than done, bearing in mind the fact that the Russians are still 

very much attacking in parts of the Donbas. The fighting there has demonstrated a number of 

interesting parallels with the First and Second World Wars. While it is one matter to achieve a 

local break-in into a defended locality, it is quite another to convert this into a break-through, 

let alone to force a break-out into the enemy’s depth. Whereas Russian forces have struggled 

to capture Bakhmut and Soledar (the latter falling in early January 2023), the Ukrainians have 

faced equal difficulties in advancing on the towns of Kreminna and Svatove to the north. 

Although these places may change hands, and may have done so by the time this article 

appears, it looks like much of an operational stalemate in the Donbas for the immediate future. 

Spring and summer, however, may bring more decisive manoeuvre either here or elsewhere. 

The main battle tank, supported by armoured infantry fighting vehicles and self-propelled 

artillery, may yet return to prominence in major manoeuvre operations. Ukraine needs 

substantial reinforcement in such weapon systems (and rocket artillery) if it is to have any 

chance of prevailing in this conflict. 

 

In conclusion, there is no quick end to the Russo-Ukrainian war in sight. This terrible fraternal 

conflict, the likes of which we have not seen since 1945 in Europe, should act as a wake-up 

call for Western militaries. Despite the great qualitative advances in weapons, intelligence and 

communications technologies made in recent decades, there are no ‘silver bullets’ in achieving 

easy and cheaply won victories against a peer or near-peer opponent. Quantity, to paraphrase 

Stalin, still has a power of its own. Hence possessing sufficient numbers of trained soldiers, 

guns, tanks, armoured fighting vehicles, anti-aircraft and anti-tank systems, together with 

plentiful stocks of munitions for them, is required. It cannot be stressed enough, therefore, and 

contrary to much received wisdom in the West, precision does not buy out mass. Both are 

required in the prosecution of modern war. ISTAR, military engineering support, logistics and 

robust communications are equally vital, together with the doctrine and training to integrate all 

arms into effective combined arms teams and formations.  

 

As the war progresses, learning equally from successes and failures, and the associated 

adaption of tactics, techniques and procedures to meet changing circumstances is essential, as 

proven in past conflicts. While strategic goals and operational design shape the planning and 

conduct of war, decisions on the battlefield ultimately depend on the determination, skill and 

endurance of frontline fighting soldiers and the experience and leadership qualities of their 

commanders. It was forever thus.  
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1 Anon, ‘Country of the year: It has to be Ukraine’, The Economist, December 24th 2022, p. 14. 
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1 For details of Mr Putin’s views on Ukraine, see his article ‘On the Historical Unity of Russians 

and Ukrainians’ (July 12, 2021), available at: http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/66181 
1 Mykhaylo Zabrodskyi, Dr Jack Watling, Oleksandr V Danylyuk and Nick Reynolds, ‘Preliminary Lessons in 

Conventional Warfighting from Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine: February–July 2022’ (London: RUSI, 30 

November 2022) available at: https://rusi.org/explore-our-research/publications/special-resources/preliminary-

lessons-conventional-warfighting-russias-invasion-ukraine-february-july-2022 
1 For a fascinating comparative study, see W G F Jackson, Seven Roads to Moscow: A Study of the Military 

Invasions of Russia from the Days of the Vikings (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode, 1957). 
1 Carl von Clausewitz, On War, ed. & trans. Michael Howard and Peter Paret (Princeton, NJ: Princeton 

University Press, 1976), p. 119. 
1 Such as the tracked M270 Multiple Launch Rocket System (MLRS) and the wheeled M142 High Mobility 

Artillery Rocket System (HIMARS). 
1 Such as the M777 155mm towed howitzer and the superb German Panzerhaubitze 2000 155mm self-propelled 

gun, both of which are capable of firing the extended-range, GPS-guided, M982 Excalibur shell. 
1 For details of Russian views on Crimea and Sevastopol, and some background to the current 

conflict, see Mungo Melvin, Sevastopol’s Wars: Crimea from Potemkin to Putin (Oxford: 

Osprey, 2017). 

 

Editor’s Note 
I am sorry that the numbering of the footnotes in Mungo’s article has not worked. I do not know why this is and 

I am afraid that my sanity has been put at risk in trying to find out. The Notes, correctly numbered, are to be 

found on the final page of this issue! AG 

 

 

A Ukrainian Christmas 

 

Andy Grainger 

 

Last year I spent Christmas in the west of Ireland with a friend who is a liaison person for 

Ukrainian refugees. I had no sooner met her in the Arrivals Hall after the inevitably tiring 

journey than she explained that we had a busy afternoon. After some errands we would be 

picking up a Ukrainian family to take them to a party that evening where there would be about 

twenty of their compatriots plus their Irish hosts. 

 

Ireland (pop approx 5m) is currently hosting about 80,000 Ukrainian refugees. At the party I 

attended there were around 25, mostly women and children though there were a few men. My 

friend explained that a family typically took about four months to get over the shock of 

displacement and start integrating with the local community. This was a lot easier for the 

women who focussed on their children – the local school currently hosts about 20 Ukrainian 

children, around 10% of their pupils. She said that the men seemed like ‘fish out of water’ and 

needed much more support. 

 

From my experience not many of the Ukrainians spoke English although it was possible to 

converse using deepl Translate on the phone. Some had set up their phones to translate verbally 

although the results sometimes caused either incomprehension or guffaws from one party or 

another! 
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An Irish Magician performing (is that 

the right word?) for a mixed group of 

Irish and Ukrainian children. The lady 

on the left was one of the few 

Ukrainians whose English was good 

enough to translate Abracadabra into 

Ukrainian. 

 

To be honest, I sometimes found it 

easier to understand the English 

speaking Ukrainians than the accents 

of the locals who, as many of you will 

know, tend to speak very fast and with 

great enthusiasm! 

 

Rather like Fawlty Towers it did not do to ‘mention the war’ though I did later have a 

conversation with one man who fixed my friend’s boiler. He was a plumber therefore and from 

Crimea but had only just arrived. He had been content in Crimea until Putin announced 

conscription for everyone. This produced a considerable exodus, particularly and 

unsurprisingly, of men. He had exited with some friends by car across Russia into Lithuania. I 

found that he was much happier conversing in Russian than Ukrainian (via deepl translate)– 

there do in fact seem to be some significant differences between the languages.  

 

By contrast I met a 19 year old student whose services had been declined by the Ukrainian 

Armed Forces; he had been told to continue his studies. Another aspect that I had not 

appreciated was that individuals in different families might have different passports. Those 

with Ukrainian passports could get into the EU under their Temporary Protection Scheme 

whilst those with Russian passports could not, at least easily. The plumber’s partner was 

Russian and had therefore remained behind.  

 

Given the enormous disruption and trauma involved in leaving one’s homeland I was puzzled 

why so many people chose to leave completely rather than relocate to the western part of their 

vast country (1000 miles west to east) where there is relatively little military activity. Naturally, 

this was not a topic which I felt comfortable addressing to these people directly but my friend 

explained that they said frequently that they ‘did not feel safe’. One family had left their 

apartment in Lviv and this had now been taken over by the Govt to house refugees so perhaps 

some are relocating. There was concern about a further wave of refugees should Putin launch 

an invasion via Belarus. My perspective had been – and is – that if he were to do so it would 

be stopped in its tracks. I had not appreciated that if you are a resident living in that part of 

Ukraine then your perspective might be different.  
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On Christmas Eve we attended Midnight Mass (actually at 9pm) in the local Church (pop about 

600). The Mass was opened by the Catholic priest welcoming the Ukrainians who made up a 

significant proportion of the congregation. He then made way for a group of eight women 

bearing a large eight-pointed star (a symbol of hope) who sang a Ukrainian song. As the 

Ukrainians are scattered in B&Bs, hotels and occasionally private houses, they were pleased 

to have an opportunity to meet each other. 

 

The war has scattered not only individuals but also families. On one of our walks in a remote 

area we met a late middle-aged lady whom my friend knew. She had only been here three 

weeks and her children and their partners were scattered in the USA, Germany as well as here 

in Ireland. I asked my friend why she was living in such a remote place. She said that she 

wanted a quiet place to live. When we got back to our car we found she had left a bottle of 

spring water for us. I can only hope that she has found some happiness there. 
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Reviews 
 

Mark Thompson  Wellington and the Lines of Torres Vedras, the Defence of Portugal during 

the Peninsular War 1807-1814, pp 224, folding map  inside back cover, Helion 2021, £25. 

 

In October 2022 I attended a tour of the Lines of Torres Vedras organised by the Friends  of 

the Lines of Torres Vedras - Home (weebly.com) and a few weeks later Mark Thompson kindly 

presented me with a copy of his book. Although this was my third or fourth visit to the Lines I 

wished I had had the chance to read it before the Tour! 

 

I am not a specialist in the subject so this cannot be a formal review but I thought it would be 

helpful to share some of the insights that the book offered me. 

 

The bulk of the book is a comprehensive description of the construction of the Lines against 

the backdrop of the operations of the field army between Wellington’s Instruction to his CRE, 

Richard Fletcher in October 1809 and their occupation twelve months later in face of the third 

French invasion of Portugal. During this period there was a host of problems - priorities 

changed, Sapper officers were diverted elsewhere, there were constant discussions – more 

usually demands followed by complaints - with the local civil and military authorities over 

labour and the Portuguese engineers and militia, negotiations with the Treasury over money 

and a remarkable ‘work to rule’ by the Royal Navy regarding pay and allowances for sailors 

working ashore! 

 

For me however, the most interesting chapters related to the strategic context in which the 

Lines were built. The Lines are featured in most books about the Peninsular War but usually 

only in passing. They are mentioned after the campaigns of 1808 and 1809 when Wellesley 

defeated two French invasions of Portugal despite the ‘Dunkirking’ of Sir John Moore’s army 

at Corunna. Wellington’s unsuccessful campaign in Spain in 1809 is followed by Massena’s 

third invasion of Portugal in 1810. But the cunning Wellington, as he now is, has secretly 

constructed lines of fortifications to defend Lisbon, implemented a Scorched Earth policy and 

so the French must withdraw back into Spain. The campaigns of 1811 and 1812 follow, the 

French in Spain are depleted following the invasion of Russia and at the end of 1813 

Wellington invades France as part of a massive Allied effort to finish off the Corsican upstart. 

 

Unsurprisingly, it was all rather more complicated than this. Mark explains that right from the 

start the Lines were the essential cornerstone of Wellington’s strategy. Following Moore’s 

defeat there was, as one might expect, discussion in London as to whether the defence of 

Portugal was not just worth further blood and treasure but actually feasible at all. Unlike others, 

Wellington was convinced that Lisbon with its essential port facilities could be defended ‘even 

if Spain should have been conquered’ and said so in a Memorandum in March 1809 before he 

landed there. Portugal could not be defended on its border with Spain but, on the other hand, 

he felt that the French would need at least 100,000 men to take Lisbon. If they were blocked 

by fortifications and a scorched earth policy then their Army could not subsist and would have 

to withdraw. Lisbon would then be the essential base from which further operations could be 

undertaken. 

 

 

about:blank
https://twitter.com/Mars_Clio
https://twitter.com/BCMH_ECR_
https://fltv.weebly.com/
https://fltv.weebly.com/


Mars & Clio January 2023 

 

www.bcmh.org.uk   https://twitter.com/Mars_Clio ... https://twitter.com/BCMH_ECR_ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

33 

 

Mark describes how this strategy evolved and was put into effect. Gaps remain in our 

knowledge that will never be filled however since Wellington kept his cards very close to his 

chest. It is not entirely clear, for example, how the construction was financed and whether the 

retreat to the Lines in 1810 caught Wellington on the hop with the result that the earth was not 

scorched as effectively as he would have liked. 

 

The Lines were built under the direction of the Royal Engineers. Mark deals at length and 

sensitively with the involvement of the Portuguese civil and military authorities. Both at the 

time and now (there is now an annual Lines Day on 20th October celebrated by the districts in 

which they are located and the French invasions are being given greater prominence in the 

educational curriculum) the Portuguese felt that their efforts were not receiving the attention 

that they deserved. The author does not say so but my impression is that the British were 

determined to run the show and if they drew upon Portuguese surveys of the ground or their 

already extant signalling system they were certainly not going to give the natives any credit. 

Manpower (and womanpower) to construct the Lines was a constant problem and the British 

officers could not understand why this was so when the rates of pay were relatively generous. 

I was reminded a little of the condescension and incomprehension between the Americans and 

their allies / clients in South Vietnam. 

 

Misunderstandings did not only exist between British and the Portuguese. Since very few of 

Wellington’s officers were fully briefed on his strategy there was ample scope for rumour and 

discussion when construction began in the autumn of 1809. Many officers felt that the idea of 

defending, let alone building a line of fortifications 40 kms long was ridiculous. Others that the 

fortifications were being built purely to protect an evacuation – as was indeed one of their 

functions. During the retreat from Bussaco many assumed that the Army was going to be 

embarked at Lisbon and taken back to England. It was only when they saw the Lines that, like 

the French at the same time, they realised that the Army was staying put. 

 

The Lines met their strategic purpose entirely. There were a few skirmishes but the French 

made no serious attempt to breach the Lines. They did not have 100,000 men but more likely 

only half that and they were led by a man who had stated at the outset that he would rather not 

be there. There was a financial cost to Great Britain but arguably the major price for their 

success was paid by the Portuguese civil population of whom 40,000 may have died from 

starvation and illness during the retreat and around Lisbon.  

 

For anyone interested in the campaigns in Portugal and the Lines this is essential reading. 

Helion have provided a service to readers with their high production values at an affordable 

price. 

 

There are several colour photographs by the author showing a number of the forts today, some 

of which have been restored and equipped with very good Visitor Centres. Helpful sketch maps 

show the various phases of planning and construction and there is a very useful coloured 

topographical map at the back of the book showing each of the 152 forts, the major and minor 

roads, the scarping, ditches and abatis. 
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Artwork by Chris Collingwood 

 

A further review of the book is to be found in the Journal of the Australian Army Research 

Centre: Book review - Wellington and the Lines of Torres Vedras | Australian Army 

Research Centre (AARC) 

 

Andy Grainger 
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Geoffrey Cox The Red Army Moves, Marble Hill Publishers 2022, first published in 1941 by 

Gollancz, pp278 £12.99 

 

Geoffrey Cox Geoffrey Cox (journalist) - Wikipedia was a New Zealand born journalist who 

joined the NZ Army in 1941. On my shelves I have his vivid memoir of Crete and Sidi Rezegh 

A Tale of Two Battles 1987, W. Kimber. With the agreement of his estate Marble Hill have 

republished the book that he wrote following his coverage of the Russo-Finnish War of 1939-

40 (the Winter War). I read it on my return from a Battlefield Tour to Finland in September 

last year https://www.theculturalexperience.com/tours/finland-1939-battlefield-tour/ .  

 

 

What struck me was just how accurate his analysis of the war was even though it was 

contemporary and he was a member of that despised tribe – a journalist, albeit a very good one. 

His story is studded with attempts to verify statements from locals about bombing raids or 

claims of aircraft shot down. Cox was in Helsinki at the beginning of the war and reports on 

the completely unexpected Russian air raids. These caused little physical damage but 

significant civil and political concern. What would happen next? As a result of the Spanish 

Civil War everyone was very aware of the damage that serious air raids could do. Cox captures 

the atmosphere of uncertainty but also the well-prepared civil defence measures that the 

Government then implemented.  He knew many of the politicians and his coverage of the 

change of government at the beginning of the war and the political and social anguish at the 

end of it is both vivid and well-informed. 

 

He then visited the town of Kuhmo in the ‘waist’ of the country and where some of the most 

dramatic Russian defeats took place. We had visited Kuhmo during the tour including the very 

evocative displays in its local history museum so I found that his account stimulated my own 

memories. It was in these areas that the Finns were keen to display their evidence of the Russian 

invasion and the astonishing destruction that they had meted out on the columns of road-bound 

Soviet vehicles. The photographs of the aftermath of these battles became the abiding images 

of the war in the West. Cox however visited the troops on the front line and captures in detail 

their patrolling, clothing, and measures such as their food and heated tents to survive in the 

intense cold. 

 

Of the wreckage of the Russian columns he writes “… they thought that the social structure of 

Finland was so rotten that one push would dislodge the present rulers.” Thus the descriptions 

of trucks loaded with brass band instruments, printing presses and leaflets for an occupation 

rather than an invasion. One does not need to think very hard about contemporary comparisons. 

But was Stalin, like a successor, indulging in wishful thinking about the internal politics of his 

adversary? Cox reports of fellow journalists, particularly of the Left or in Scandinavia who 

assumed that the Finnish War of Independence / Civil War of 1918 – 21 had left deep divisions 

between Whites and Reds. The Head of the Army and later President, Mannerheim, had been 

implicated in brutal massacres. But most of them had not visited Finland. The Russian invasion 

had united the country rather than dividing it. 

 

Yet Cox was quite aware that the central sector was not the decisive front. The critical battles 

were fought on the Mannerheim Line about 15 kms north of the border. The initial Russian  
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assaults in early December had been repelled with appalling losses to the Red Army but over 

the New Year they regrouped. In mid-January they recommenced their attacks with 

overwhelming firepower from artillery, airpower and armour. Although the Finns inflicted 

enormous casualties they could not withstand the rate of attrition. Because the Finns did not 

allow journalists, including Cox, to visit this sector it is here that, with hindsight, we can see 

inaccuracies in his assessments. This is hardly surprising as, like all journalists he was entirely 

reliant on the press reports of the Finnish Army. Nevertheless he provides interesting material 

on the foreign volunteers and accurately assesses the Swedish position. Overt assistance might 

well have resulted in occupation by the Germans.  

 

In their blurb the publishers state “This is a remarkable book about a little-known war that is 

of great relevance to what is happening now. It deserves to be read again.”. They are right. 

 

Review by Andy Grainger 

 

 

 

Timandra Slade, From a Hard Place to a Rock. First-Hand Accounts of Soldiers of the British 

Expeditionary Force on the Run in World War Two. Market Harborough: Troubador, 2022. pp. 

235. 

 

The German victory in the West in the summer of 1940 resulted in thousands of British soldiers 

left in France to face an uncertain future in a German PoW camp. Some tried to escape and 

make their way to unoccupied France, with the hope of finding passage to a neutral country 

from which they could return to England. Timandra Slade's book covers the fascinating story 

of a handful of these men, trying to escape from northern France by travelling for hundreds of 

miles through enemy-held territory; the book tells their story through a lengthy report written 

by some of them and by using personal letters. The main protagonists are four officers who 

were all captured initially, but managed to escape, two of them from a hospital and two from a 

PoW march. All four met in Spain and spent the last leg of their journey to Gibraltar together, 

where one of the four was killed during the Vichy French air attacks of September 24/25, 1940. 

 

The first three chapters provide brief biographies for the four main characters up to the outbreak 

of World War 2 and the beginning of BEF operations in France. Then the reader follows two 

pairs through chapters four to 16 and 17 to 20, with five closing chapters covering the final leg 

of their journey and providing further information such as the post-1940 biographies of all 

escapees mentioned in the book. 

 

The first pair, acting captain Chris Waters (RE) and lieutenant Dennis Lennon (RE), were 

captured on June 12; they spent a few days in captivity before "jumping ship" on June 20 while 

being marched with other PoWs. Their story is told through their own report which they 

composed after their arrival in Spain. It highlights the difficulties of finding their way through 

German-occupied France on bicycles with little navigational aids, a sometimes slightly tenuous 

grasp of the local idiom and - at least initially - constant fear of capture. The two initially make 

for the Channel, but realizing that finding a boat to take them back to England was unlikely to 

happen they embarked what they called "almost a tour of France". They went via Paris and 

Fontainebleau to the border to unoccupied France, where they arrived on July 4. Surprisingly,  
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the difficult part of their journey began once they had left the area of immediate German 

control. After arriving at Vichy they found French authorities less than helpful, with Operation 

Catapult weighing heavily on Anglo-French relations. Eventually they managed to get to the 

Spanish border, crossing the Pyrenees on foot, only to be detained by Spanish authorities. A 

period of intense haggling with the authorities followed, during which they met other escapees 

who also had found their way to Spain. Early in August they finally managed to send messages 

to England informing their families that they were safe. 

 

The narrative now turns to the second pair captain Jimmy Johnson and lieutenant Tommy 

Trythall (both 51 Highland Division), whose escape to Spain is told from letters they sent back 

to their families; the account is shorter that of Waters and Lennon. Both were wounded when 

captured and escaped from a hospital in Camiers on June 27. Setting out initially for Dieppe 

they also soon realized that returning to Britain by boat was not a viable option and found their 

way to unoccupied France where they were interned for a time. Eventually, they managed to 

get to Spain at the end of August, where they met other BEF escapees, including Waters and 

Lennon. Eventually they were all sent to Gibraltar, where they awaited their return to England. 

In a tragic turn of events however, lieutenant Trythall was killed during the French air raid of 

September 25. Finally, on October 9, they embarked on a ship sailing with an England-bound 

convoy, which arrived on October 27.  

 

The closing chapters provide some background to the French attacks on Gibraltar, some brief 

but highly illuminating shorter biographies on the fate of the other escapees mentioned in the 

book, lending further detail and colour to the picture of various British servicemen trying to 

find their way through occupied France, unoccupied France and Spain, and their post-war 

biographies. 

 

Timandra Slade begins her closing remarks by stating that "I have long felt this is a story 

deserving of a wider audience". That is certainly the case. While the escape routes through 

France and Spain have been covered before, attention is usually focussed on what happened 

later during the war when allied airmen used them after being shot down over occupied Europe. 

Timandra Slade's book sheds light on the very first English soldiers trying to escape from a 

France that was just in the process of being occupied, and doing so by publishing what is 

essentially a lightly annotated edition of their own report makes for some fascinating reading.  

 

Finally, the quality of the production itself deserves mention. The book is essentially the 

product of what could best be described as assisted self-publishing, and not rarely formatting 

or layouting of such books can leave something to be desired. This is not at all the case with 

Timandra Slade's book which can compete with any high-street publisher, its text particularly 

well-supported by maps and illustrations. 

 

Review by Jorit Wintjes 
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W. R. (Bob) Baker, Break in the Chain: Intelligence Ignored: Military Intelligence in Vietnam 

and why the Easter Offensive should have turned out differently. Casemate: Philadelphia and 

Oxford, 2021. pp. 251. 

 

 

Bob Baker’s Break in the Chain is difficult to categorize. It is, in part, an American soldier’s 

Vietnam memoir and, as such, one of a vast number, though accounts by enlisted men such as 

Baker, are rarer than those by officers. In addition to personal recollections, however, Baker 

aims to offer unprecedented depth of analysis of aspects of one of the war’s greatest events: 

the massive Communist offensive that commenced at Easter 1972. 

 

Though, in November, the vast majority would vote for a presidential candidate who claimed 

to offer “peace with honor”, there was, on the part of the American public in 1972, an 

increasing sense of detachment from the war in Vietnam and a growing desire to be rid of it. 

Under pressure of public opinion, the vast majority of American infantry and artillery units 

had, by the beginning of the year, already been withdrawn, though some logistical units, 

combat aircraft and helicopter units remained. In addition, American advisors (though far fewer 

than previously) were still serving with the Republic of Vietnam Armed Forces (RVNAF) - 

troops belonging to the anti-Communist government of South Vietnam. Finally, and often 

forgotten, while many American intelligence personnel had gone, some remained, and Baker 

was one of these. 

 

It is well documented that, in what was, for them, the final phase of the war, 1968-1972, there 

was a profound decline in the morale of American armed forces. By the early 1970’s, they 

exhibited widespread problems of indiscipline: alcohol and narcotic abuse; racial hostility and 

violence; combat avoidance and combat refusal; and, at the most extreme end of the spectrum, 

the practice known as “fragging”: murderous attacks on officers and NCOs. The picture was, 

however, very mixed, with some combat units apparently continuing to function reasonably 

well as late as 1971. 

 

By the standards of American enlisted personnel serving at this late period of the war, Baker, 

a professional soldier (whose father, also a professional, had done two Vietnam tours) was 

exceptionally well-motivated. According to his evidence, indeed, during his 1971-1972 tour, 

Baker’s entire unit, the US Army’s 571st Military Intelligence Detachment, put in an exemplary 

performance. Not only did it provide timely and accurate order of battle intelligence on the 

North Vietnamese, but it also offered astute and accurate estimates of their capabilities and 

intentions. Baker’s central thesis is that the rest of the American intelligence community was 

much less precise in its estimates and far less clear in its warnings, and that the 571st’s 

intelligence did not get the attention it deserved. As a result, he suggests, the relevant 

authorities failed to take appropriate action, and the Communists were able to inflict far more 

damage on the RVNAF and the southern state than might otherwise have been the case. 

 

It has long been the consensus that the American and allied intelligence community failed to 

provide adequate warning of the Communist Tet Offensive of 1968 and that this failure had 

great importance in the history of the war. Though the Vietnamese Communists, over most of 

the country, suffered swift and bloody military defeats at Tet 1968, the initial psychological 

shock of their offensive had a profoundly negative impact on the American war effort. It  
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precipitated President Johnson’s decision not to seek re-election and the American military’s 

long, slow withdrawal from the conflict. Until the appearance of Baker’s book, however, there 

has been less emphasis on intelligence failure on the anti-Communist side as a factor in the 

events of 1972. 

 

Given that the great bulk of American ground combat forces were programmed to withdraw 

from Vietnam by early 1972, and given that an RVNAF offensive had failed, in 1971, to cut 

the formidably developed Communist logistical system running through Laos, with the 

RVNAF suffering serious losses in the process, some sort of Communist offensive in 1972 was 

not difficult to predict. Indeed, it was, as Baker admits, widely forecast. Baker suggests, 

however, that when no Communist offensive occurred during Tet (the time of year selected for 

such offensives in 1968 and 1969) many intelligence agencies appear to have become confused 

and afflicted by doubt. Unable to predict its timing, some apparently became uncertain that an 

offensive would be mounted at any time in 1972. Indeed, according to Baker, no intelligence 

organization except the 571st was able to get the timing, nature and points of main effort of the 

Communist offensive correct. 

 

The North Vietnamese attacked in three main sectors: directly across the so-called 

Demilitarized Zone (DMZ), and from Laos, into South Vietnam’s northern provinces of Quang 

Tri and Thua Thien: this effort culminating in battles in and around the city of Quang Tri; in 

the northern part of the Central Highlands, culminating in a battle around the town of Kontum; 

and, from Cambodia, through Tay Ninh Province, culminating in a battle in and around the 

town of An Loc. It was the northern sector for which the 571st was responsible. That was where 

the North Vietnamese made their main effort, where they made the greatest advance, and where 

they inflicted the greatest damage on the RVNAF. 

 

Basing its analysis mainly on human intelligence (from agent reports and prisoner 

interrogations), the 571st predicted a massive attack into Quang Tri Province, involving 

unprecedented amounts of Communist artillery and armour. Most controversially, the 571st 

appreciated that the main weight of the attack in this sector would come directly across the 

DMZ. This was something the North Vietnamese had not attempted before, and there seems to 

have been considerable scepticism about it on the part of those receiving reports from the 571st. 

 

The RVNAF were exceptionally badly prepared to meet the Communist attack in this sector. 

The 3rd Division of the ARVN (Army of the Republic of [South] Vietnam) was possibly the 

weakest in that army. Thrown together in a recent expansion, it incorporated much unpromising 

human material: many men who had been draft dodgers/deserters until the expanded control 

and improved grip of the Saigon regime in the early 1970’s caught up with them. Yet this was 

the division given primary responsibility for the DMZ and for Quang Tri, South Vietnam’s 

northernmost province, into which the North Vietnamese mounted their biggest attack of the 

war so far, backed by the greatest concentration of artillery they had yet assembled. To make 

matters worse, just as the Communist offensive began, the 3rd Division was re-shuffling its 

forces in a way that made it almost impossible to offer effective resistance. 

 

Factors making the situation even darker for the anti-Communist side in the northern sector 

were that the Americans had already withdrawn much of their tactical airpower from Vietnam 

and that the weather in the early stages of the offensive was distinctly foul: lots of rain and low,  
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murky cloud. In these circumstances, even the American and Vietnamese aircraft available 

were commonly unable to offer much in the way of close air support in the opening stages of 

the fighting in Quang Tri Province. It is, therefore, scarcely surprising that much of the ARVN 

3rd Division either surrendered or fled. 

 

In a notorious incident that Baker examines in some detail, Lieutenant-Colonel Phan Van Dinh 

(an officer hitherto widely considered an ARVN hero) surrendered Camp Carroll, a fire base 

on the DMZ, and all the troops in it. He did so after initial North Vietnamese infantry assaults 

had been repelled, and after his surrender, made propaganda for the Communist side. Baker 

suggests that Dinh may have been contemplating such treachery for some time.  

 

To this reviewer it seems more likely that Dinh’s action was not premeditated and not 

ideologically motivated, but precipitated by a combination of factors: deep depression brought 

on by the stress of more than a decade of war, much of it experienced at the “sharp end”; 

disillusionment with the Americans as allies (to which apparently petty and contemptuous 

treatment during the 1969 fight for Hamburger Hill may have contributed); most immediately, 

by the seemingly callous attitude of the ARVN superior who ordered him to fight on 

indefinitely without the slightest prospect that his force could be rescued or relieved. 

Complying with this order would, almost certainly, have condemned the great majority of his 

men to death. 

 

Decades later, while still resident in Communist-controlled Vietnam, Dinh gave testimony to 

American historian, Andrew Wiest, indicating that he remained a Nationalist rather than a 

Communist at heart. His soul, it seemed, still belonged in the ARVN, an army from which he 

had long-since defected, and which, like the state it had served, no longer existed. 

 

Tension between the Americans and their Vietnamese allies is one of Baker’s themes. He tries 

to present it in a balanced way. On occasion, American heroism helped minimise South 

Vietnamese losses, as when two advisors took it upon themselves to demolish the bridge at 

Dong Ha. At other times Americans demonstrated extreme chauvinism and selfishness, as 

when the USAF stopped airstrikes over large areas at a critical period, greatly endangering 

South Vietnamese forces in order to rescue their own downed personnel. Indeed, during the 

well-known BAT-21 incident, a senior USAF officer openly expressed willingness to see a 

couple of ARVN divisions destroyed if this would save the lives of a couple of his officers. 

 

The RVNAF would, at least partially, recover from the initial shock of the Easter offensive and 

the North Vietnamese would prove unable fully to exploit initial gains. Though Quang Tri 

Province, including the provincial capital, was overrun, the North Vietnamese were stopped 

short of the historically and psychologically important city of Hue, much of which they had 

held for about a month in 1968. Though, as a result of the withdrawal of much American 

tactical airpower and the vast increase in Communist anti-aircraft capability, South Vietnamese 

ground troops never got as much close air support as they might have expected, the Americans 

made massive use of B-52s. With that kind of help, the RVNAF blunted the Communist 

offensive. In the northern sector, with which Baker’s account is most concerned, they mounted 

a counter-offensive. Involving the Airborne and Marine divisions, this was directed by 

Lieutenant-General Ngo Quang Truong (widely considered their best general) and would 

eventually retake Quang Tri city, or at least its ruins. 
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Baker, however, is not so much concerned with the latter stages of the 1972 fighting. His focus 

is on the initial onslaught in the northern sector and the failure of commanders to take proper 

account of good intelligence provided to them over the months leading to this. Ultimately, he 

is unable to provide a definitive answer as to why his unit’s intelligence did not gain the 

attention it deserved. Yet some solutions to this puzzle are suggested. 

 

Commanders and HQs were subjected to a constant stream of intelligence reports from a 

multiplicity of different agencies. These were typically vague and often contradicted each 

other. Commanders, therefore, commonly developed attitudes of extreme scepticism in relation 

to intelligence reports, preferring to back hunches based on personal experience. They often 

assumed that patterns of enemy activity previously witnessed were likely to continue, 

assumptions to which the enemy could (and in this case did) play in his deception planning. 

Finally, many commanders had come to rate human intelligence and reports based upon it as 

the least reliable of all. In their scepticism they could, as Baker indicates, draw some support 

from Clausewitz who bluntly stated that, “most intelligence is false”. 

 

Baker’s Break in the Chain is a most significant contribution to the historiography of the 

Second Indochina War, well-provided with maps and including copies of primary source 

documents. It deserves very serious attention from scholars. 

 

Review by Paul Harris, RMAS. 

 

 

 

Forthcoming 

 

The Italian Commission for Military History is about to publish volume twelve in their Fucina 

Marte series, a collection of 15 essays on military transformation, a topic that seemingly never 

ceases to be popular: J. Black (ed.) Global Military Transformations: Change and Continuity, 

1450-1800. Pp. 529. 

 

Jorit Wintjes 

 

 

Member Julian Whippy of Battle Honours www.battle-honours.co.uk has asked us to 

mention that his book Burning Horizon is out soon. 

https://www.casematepublishing.co.uk/burning-horizon.html . I was a bit taken aback to find 

that the Second Gulf War took place twenty years ago and the First was thirty five years in 

the past! 

 

Andy Grainger 

Notices Received 
 

Open Military Studies: A New Journal for Military Studies 

 

For new scholars, either approaching the end of their doctorate, or who have just survived their 

viva and are thinking of (or trying to) apply for jobs, the need to publish is only too obvious. 
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Sometimes the first step of getting an article into print can be quite daunting. While military 

history is now an established discipline in higher education, there are only a handful of journals 

which are dedicated to military history (mainly War in History, The Journal of Military 

History, International Journal of Military History & Historiography and War & Society). New 

researchers of the BCMH may, however, not be aware of a new journal (launched in 2020) 

which offers an open access service (but without any charges). 

While the journal is, at present, more of a yearbook, and covers contemporary military and 

security subjects as well as military history, this is a further option for publishing, especially 

for early career researchers. According to the journal’s webpage, Open Military Studies accepts 

articles in the following fields (among others) military and society, history of warfare, 

geopolitics, military logistics, military technology and strategic studies. According to the 

journal’s webpage, it is ‘an international, open access, peer-reviewed academic journal that 

welcomes contributions in English addressing military and defense studies in its various forms 

and aspects: historical, political, sociological and other. … The aim of the journal is to promote 

an international and interdisciplinary dialogue in the field of military and defense studies.’ 

In addition to the fact that there is no payment for an accepted article which is then 

automatically open access upon publication, a further advantage appears to be the word length. 

Although the very clear author Instructions for Authors style sheet specifies that abstracts 

should not exceed 200 words, there is currently no specified word limit for submitted 

manuscripts. 

Published by DeGruyter Open Access, further details can be found on the journal’s webpage, 

https://www.degruyter.com/journal/key/openms/html?lang=en#overview.  

 

Alaric Searle, University of Salford 

 

 

 

History Reclaimed 

 

Some of you may have heard of this recent grouping of historians. Here is the link 

https://historyreclaimed.co.uk/  

 

Andy Grainger 
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From: Jim Tanner 

 

The Friends of the British Cemetery, Elvas 

Annual Fundraising Reception at the Army and Navy Club, Thursday 30 March 2023 

  

The Friends of the British Cemetery, Elvas, in Portugal, will be holding their annual 

fundraising reception at the Army and Navy Club in London on Thursday 30 March. The 

Friends are a small charity that cares for the cemetery which is the only British military 

cemetery in the Iberian Peninsula that contains graves from the Peninsular War. The cemetery 

also includes memorials to the regiments that fought at Albuera and Badajoz. 

  

The reception will be accompanied by a talk by Brigadier Justin Maciejewski DSO MBE, 

Director of the National Army Museum, on the subject of ‘Coalition Success – The Anglo-

Portuguese Army in the Peninsular War.’ 

  

Further details and an application form for tickets can be found in the attached leaflet. All are 

welcome. 

 

https://www.british-cemetery-elvas.org/en/future-e-past-events/london-reception-2023  

 

 

From Jim Tanner 

 

British Army Review 

 

I was doing a bit of research this week on the current organisation of the British infantry, this 

for the Military Historical Society, and by chance found British  Army Review (BAR) is now 

online. The link is here: 

 

https://www.army.mod.uk/news-and-events/british-army-review/ 

 

But you can simply google mod.uk british army review. There is a lot here and especially 

interesting are the BAR Special Reports, especially where they have begun to delve into 

military history. 

 

Even better, many of us bemoaned the fact that the Army’s two excellent volumes on the Great 

War had never been made available to the public. But they are online too, on The Centre for 

Historical Analysis and Conflict Research website. If you scroll down the BAR website you 

will find access, or go straight to https://chacr.org.uk/ 

  

There is all sorts of stuff; the two Great War volumes are downloadable. 
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In Memoriam 
 

 

Christopher Duffy 

 

 
Image: Daily Telegraph 

 

Members of the BCMH will have been saddened by the news of the death of Christopher Duffy 

who died on 16 November 2022. His physical health had been fragile for some time but he 

continued to the end to research, talk and write about the many areas of military history which 

interested him. Given their range there can be few members who have not benefitted from 

reading one of his books or hearing him lecture. 

 

He was born in Cheadle in 1936 to Irish Catholic parents; his father served in the Irish Guards 

in the First World War. He was educated at Xaverian College, Manchester and Balliol College, 

Oxford. He was awarded a First Class Honours degree in Modern History in 1958 and a D Phil 

in 1961. His D Phil thesis became the basis for his first book, The Wild Goose and the Eagle 

(1964), a biography of Marshal von Browne of the Austrian Army. In 1961 he joined the 

Department of Military History at the Royal Military Academy Sandhurst. Although formally 

titled an Academy, Sandhurst in the nineteen sixties was often likened to a minor public school 

which had been taken over by the Combined Cadet Force. Almost without exception the cadet 

intake came straight from school and the academic departments were intended to provide a 

general background of knowledge of military science, British society and politics, languages 

and international affairs for future officers. There was a concentration on improving A Level 

results for those who might go on to take a degree at the Royal Military College of Science at 

Shrivenham or at a civilian university. The academic staff were also valued for their ability to 

coach sports and organize societies and extra-mural activities. 
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When RMAS was formed in 1947 by the amalgamation of the Royal Military College at 

Sandhurst with the Royal Military Academy at Woolwich (which had originally been proposed 

in the 1870s) military history was not an academic subject although cadets did produce 

presentations on great battles and leaders which were assessed for the quality of the 

presentation rather than the historical content. In 1958 a Department of Military History was 

created under Brigadier Peter Young but it remained a military subject comparable to military 

law or accounts and was not an academic department. The curriculum was focussed on the 

history of the British Army from the seventeenth century and battles and leaders and cadet 

presentations were still central to the programme. Peter Young recruited a number of new 

lecturers, a very noticeable injection of fresh blood when most of the academic staff had joined 

in 1947. Young had a formidable war record with the commandos and the Arab Legion but had 

read history at Oxford before the war and developed an interest in the English Civil War. This 

led not only to the formation of the Sealed Knot which originally had a very strong Sandhurst 

contingent but the publication of a number of detailed studies of Civil War battles. He recruited 

historians such as Anthony Brett-James, David Chandler, John Keegan and John Adair and 

encouraged them to pursue their own interests. Together they enthused a generation of young 

officers with a serious interest in military history, some of whom went on to become well-

known authors. Anthony Farrar-Hockley and Anthony Beevor were just two of these, one 

continuing to pursue a distinguished military career and the other becoming a full-time author. 

 

This background is important to understand Christopher’s professional development. The 

department’s workload was not heavy and its members were free to spend their spare time 

researching and writing. They had the resources of the Central Library at hand, containing one 

of the largest collections of military history in the country with a Librarian, Colonel Alan 

Shepherd, who was always open to suggestions for new purchases and wrote a notable history 

of the Italian campaign. Debate was encouraged, particularly by Peter Young who much 

preferred historical arguments to mundane administration in departmental meetings, even if the 

topic might be as obscure as Marshal Murat’s hats. Despite somewhat snide comments from 

colleagues on the lines of “writing another book are you?” the department’s reputation grew in 

the outside world. However it is important to realise that there was nothing like the pressure to 

publish to improve research assessment markings which blights modern universities. Long 

term research was fine and David Chandler spent many years producing his biography of 

Napoleon and John Keegan’s production of The Face of Battle came as a considerable surprise 

and even shock to his colleagues. 

 

Christopher was responsible for editing and completing The War of The Second Coalition by 

his old tutor at Balliol, A. B. Rodger. This was published in 1964 and became the standard 

textbook for the Oxford Military History Special Subject on which so many military historians 

cut their teeth. But for many years no new publications followed. Christopher was known to 

be producing a definite history of fortification from the sixteenth century, working from texts 

in at least six languages. The breadth of his reading was astounding and he visited as many 

locations as he could. His garden in Blackheath also came to feature a scaled-down bastion and 

out-works. He did not confine himself to the technicalities of military  
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engineering but sought to set fortifications in their strategic, political and social context. It was 

a considerable shock to him when his publisher abandoned the project but he rallied and 

produced three shorter works on fortresses and siege warfare which remain standard references. 

In the week after Christopher’s death I met the chairman of the Fortress Study Group who told 

me that when they had surveyed their membership and asked how they came to be interested 

in fortification, about half replied that it was reading Fire and Stone (1975) which first sparked 

their interest. 

 

But because Christopher was researching fortification in the broadest possible context those 

years of study became the bedrock for the steady stream of books on eighteenth century armies 

which made his international reputation. A total of 10 appeared between 1975 and 2008, 

covering the Austrian, Prussian and Russian armies and The Military Experience in the Age of 

Reason. A summer spent as a historical consultant to the BBC’s 1971 production of War and 

Peace which involved drilling Yugoslav soldiers serving as extras in the battle scenes led him 

to write studies of the battles of Borodino and Austerlitz but also provided new insights into 

the mechanics of eighteenth century soldiering and military discipline. 

What is notable is that Christopher’s ideas continued to evolve over the whole of his career and 

he was not afraid to revise his judgements and admit errors as he discovered new material. He 

was one of the first historians to accept that eighteenth century soldiers were not terrorized and 

unthinking automatons as traditionally depicted but patriotic and motivated by the same bonds 

of comradeship as modern soldiers. This process of organic growth is most clearly seen in his 

studies of the Jacobite Rebellion of 1745-46. His first book on the subject, The ’45: Bonnie 

Prince Charlie and the Untold Story of the Jacobite Rising (2007) was praised for its discovery 

of a vast range of new sources, from neglected personal accounts to the meteorological reports 

found in ships’ logs which could be used understand the impact of weather on the land 

campaign. But the publication of the book led to the discovery of new sources and so Fight for 

a Throne: The Jacobite ’45 Reconsidered appeared in 2015. The Best of Enemies: Germans 

Against the Jacobites (2013) explored a neglected aspect of the campaign.  

 

Sandhurst was Christopher’s professional home for 35 years from 1961 to 1996 and even after 

retirement Christopher continued to live in Camberley for several days a week. A table in the 

Library remained dedicated to the piles of his closely and almost illegibly written notes. 

Another generation of historians began arriving in the Department from 1969 as it became the 

Department of War Studies. Christopher adapted to the new syllabus and the arrival of a 

graduate intake. As a senior member who strenuously avoided promotion posts and the 

attendant bureaucracy, Christopher was a greatly valued mentor and friend, ready with advice 

but also keen to join in the lively social life in the Officers’ Mess. There was never a generation 

gap between Christopher and his younger colleagues.  

 

He had been rejected for national service on physical grounds, with a deformation of the back 

which caused increasing discomfort in later life. But when Sandhurst introduced a 4-week 

course for doctors, chaplains, lawyers and other professions to prepare them for life as an army 

officer, Christopher joined the first course and greatly enjoyed it. His desire to  
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understand the military from inside was also evident when he played the leading role in 

initiating and developing a section of the syllabus devoted to Northern Ireland. He regularly 

visited the Province and went on patrols and discussed current operations with the military and, 

thanks to BCMH contact Nick Perry with police, politicians and other agencies. He identified 

individuals who could be invited to Sandhurst to talk to cadets during the package and ensured 

that its content was kept up to date until, to his horror, the visits were vetoed on financial 

grounds. 

 

Sandhurst also affected his research and writing, leading him to move onto new ground, away 

from the eighteenth century. In 1986 he published Confrontation: the Strategic Geography of 

NATO and the Warsaw Pact under the pseudonym Hugh Faringdon in order to avoid Ministry 

of Defence censorship. It shows a remarkable understanding of modern military technology 

and organization for someone classed as an eighteenth century historian and its description of 

Europe’s strategic geography remains relevant today. He was asked to write a short study of 

the Vistula-Oder Operation of 1945 for the Army’s Junior Command and Staff Course. 

Unsatisfied with the result he began assembling and collating both German and Russian 

accounts of events, although he was unable to benefit from the Soviet archival material which 

was briefly becoming available as the Cold War ended. But Red Storm on the Reich (1991) 

remains the best introduction to the subject, full of insights into Soviet and German operational 

techniques and problems. The following year saw the publication of a new translation of Heinz 

Guderian’s Achtung Panzer. 

 

A remarkable example of his ‘nose’ for new sources appeared in 2006 when he published 

Through German Eyes: the British & the Somme 1916. He became aware of the Bavarian Army 

Archives in Munich and in particular their holdings of reports on the interrogation of British 

and Imperial prisoners of war. These provided a new approach to the battle, revealing insights 

into both British and German operations which Christopher expanded from a wide range of 

documentary and published sources.  

 

He was one of the founding fathers of the British Commission for Military History. In the late 

sixties David Chandler and Christopher had managed to obtain funding and leave of absence 

to attend the annual Congress of the International Commission for Military History where they 

were the only British representatives. In Christopher’s account (which has never been 

challenged) they grew tired of being asked why there was no British Commission for Military 

History and so, in 1972, returned from one coffee break to announce the formation of the 

BCMH with David as President and Christopher as Secretary General. Sandhurst colleagues 

were promptly drafted into the Commission but David and Christopher realised that the 

European model of Commissions based on the military history branches of their ministries of 

defence and largely staffed by retired officers would not work in UK and would certainly never 

receive public funding. They therefore decided to open membership more widely, tapping into 

their contacts in the limited field of university military history, army officers and museums. 

They also welcomed “amateur” historians and the war-gaming fraternity was a fruitful source 

of recruits. With a more secure membership base they began to organize regular conferences 

and even one international conference based at Sandhurst. As a result the  
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British Commission soon became a rather livelier organization than its international counter-

parts and Chandler & Duffy’s  initiative provided the basis from which the BCMH expanded 

under other Secretary Generals and Brian Bond as President. Christopher remained a greatly 

valued member of the Commission and any paper he gave was guaranteed to be a highlight of 

a conference.  

If Sandhurst was, in his own words, Christopher’s “spiritual home” he was never confined 

within its walls. He had an unrivalled list of contacts in Central and Eastern Europe, based on 

his visits to battlefields and archives. Invitations to address the Seven Years War Association 

in the United States were an annual event and his books were eagerly awaited on that side of 

the Atlantic. 

 

His visits to the battlefields of the ‘45 led to his involvement with the National Trust of Scotland 

in the work of identifying and preserving the battlefield of Culloden. He gave his time, 

expertise and his own funds to the Culloden project. In addition he was Chairman of the 1745 

Association from 2014 to 2016 and often visited Scotland for commemorations. Sadly a heart-

attack and increasing ill-health limited his efforts in recent years. Both organisations were 

represented at Christopher’s funeral and the 1745 Association provided a piper and their 

standard as marks of respect and affection. 

 

Christopher’s books will remain standard reading for their subject. They are all characterised 

by a flowing literary style but to say they are easy to read does not do justice to the stimulation 

and original insights they provide. The research is painstaking and thorough, including walking 

the battlefields. They are illustrated with his own photographs of key sites and maps which he 

drew himself and are models of clarity and relevance, benefitting from his skill as a talented 

artist. 

 

To close on a personal note, I first met Christopher in 1967 because Balliol used to bring him 

in to tutor those who chose the Military History Special subject. He was a stimulating teacher 

and his tutorials always worthwhile. I was then lucky enough to go to work at Sandhurst where 

Christopher was a great support to a young man with neither academic nor military experience. 

If I had to sum up over fifty years acquaintance I would say that his most memorable feature 

was that one was constantly being surprised by some new and unexpected facet of his character. 

This was especially obvious in the regular meeting of the War Studies Discussion Group, the 

‘Wardig’, an informal gathering of academic and military colleagues and other friends which 

met regularly to listen to and discuss members’ new research. Christopher was a frequent 

contributor but one could never predict what you were going to hear. It might be a paper based 

on a forthcoming book but equally it could be a learned discussion of crows and warfare. I also 

remember a comparison of British and American community policing methods, based on trips 

in squad cars arranged by Chicago policemen who were Seven Years War devotees. 

(Christopher was impressed and provided a more nuanced picture than the gun-toting 

stereotype we expected).  After retirement from Sandhurst he became a volunteer with the 

Witness Support Programme at Southwark Crown Court where his work was greatly valued. 

He was involved in helping the witnesses in many long trials such as the Hatton Garden 

Robbery and his experiences were the basis of some  
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fascinating talks. Whether reading one of Christopher’s books or talking to him over a glass or 

two of red wine, one was guaranteed to learn something new and go away inspired. As a GP 

my wife had a category of patient known as a “heart-sink”. Christopher was a “heart-lift” 

whenever you met him.  

 

Michael Orr 

 

 

 

Working with Christopher Duffy 

 

From: Nigel de Lee 

 

I joined the staff at Sandhurst in March 1973 and so met Christopher and worked with him 

from then until he retired . He was a very courteous and helpful colleague, full of wisdom about 

the realities of life at Sandhurst- a very peculiar institution- and how it functioned. He was 

already a notable scholar but never showed any sign of vanity or pride; in particular he never 

sought promotion within the establishment, and on one occasion, having been cajoled into 

accepting a post at the next level swiftly resigned it on the grounds that he had better things to 

do. He was utterly opposed to careerism being absorbed in his scholarship. But after work he 

took a full part in the social life of the Officers’ Mess; in those days it was like a gentleman’s 

club. He was also very active in the WARDIG, an informal discussion group that met on 

Monday evenings after dinner to hear papers given by members of staff and guests, a good 

format for testing ideas. He continued to support and encourage this body after his retirement 

in the years before poor health stopped his frequent visits to Sandhurst. 

 

As we all know his approach to military history was very broad, and engaged many of his skills 

.He was keenly interested in terrain and topography and walked over as many battlefields as 

he could, but he also took and developed his own photographs of relevant ground, and for years 

insisted on using monotone pictures taken early or late in the day to capture key features. But 

his work in the visual arts went beyond; he was a good painter and made panoramic pictures 

of battle scenes in the style of their era. In addition, he painted portraits of great commanders, 

again in period style; we have one of Frederick the Great which he gave us as a wedding gift. 

But he also embraced the techniques of battlefield archaeology as a means to enhancing history, 

including the latest forensic processes, which also chimed with his interest in crime, a subject 

he studied when working in the witness escort service, and on many visits to a police 

department in the suburbs of Chicago where he used to ride along with patrols made by officers 

he had met in the Seven Years War Association. 

 

His curiosity went beyond military matters; he was also very observant of natural history. In 

Blackheath he befriended several generations of a family of crows whom he fed and who used 

to bring him gifts and put on displays of comical flying behaviour. For some years he hosted a 

vixen every spring who came to whelp on the compost heap in his garden, and whom he fed 

by hand with biscuits He was also keen to watch the habits of domestic animals such as cattle 

and comment on their social organization and patterns of movement. 

 

In general we have lost a man of many interests and talents. 
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From: Nick Perry  

 

I first met Christopher not long after I joined the BCMH, way back in 1989, having been 

introduced both to him and to the Commission by Keith Simpson (then special adviser to the 

Defence Secretary, when I was a humble private secretary to a junior MOD minister). Keith of 

course knew Christopher well from their Sandhurst days. I, like everyone else, found 

Christopher to be the most charming, entertaining and unassuming of people: in contrast to one 

or two of our fellow members in those days, you would never have guessed he was one of the 

most distinguished British military historians of his generation. He chatted away to all of us in 

his friendly, unassuming way, paying us the compliment of treating us as if we were as 

intelligent as he was. His lectures were always fascinating, and I was lucky enough also to be 

part, along with Andy Grainger and other friends, of a brilliant battlefield tour he led in 1995 

of Frederick the Great's Saxony battlefields.  

 

But I also had, albeit briefly, a professional engagement with Christopher in the early 1990s. I 

by then was in the Northern Ireland Office in Belfast, heading up its security policy and 

operations division working on counter-terrorism stuff, and for a couple of years Christopher, 

who then lectured on NI at the RMAS, came over for briefings. He had his own contacts in the 

Army, of course, but I was able to arrange, and accompany him on, his meetings with senior 

government officials and ministers, the RUC, the agencies and other folk. It was never any 

bother setting up his programme once I explained who he was. And the conversations he 

generated were first class. His own family, of course, came from County Tyrone. He had a 

sophisticated understanding of contemporary Northern Irish issues, military and political, to 

set alongside his deep historical perspective (evidenced, along with much else, by his superb 

biography of Marshal von Browne, The Wild Goose and the Eagle [recently republished by 

Helion, Ed], and his lifetime vice-presidency of the Military History Society of Ireland). His 

questions were courteous, mildly-delivered, and deceptively incisive. Without making too 

much of a meal of it, he tested some of our assumptions in a way that was both gently 

challenging but also supportive; it made me rethink some of our policies, and it was a far better 

way of prompting a reflective and thoughtful response than from, for example, an RUC 

Assistant Chief Constable who had just come from the funeral of one of his officers killed by 

a sniper, than aggressive questioning. We were all sorry when internal RMAS/MOD 

reorganisations meant that Christopher stopped coming.  

 

I count myself fortunate that I was lucky enough to continue the engagement with him through 

the BCMH.' 

 

 

From: Dr Alex Burns 

 

Dr Alex Burns is the Editor of the Festschrift in honour of Christopher presented at an event 

organized jointly by Helion Press and the BCMH at the Cavalry & Guards Club on 5 July 2022 

British Commission for Military History » Festschrift Presentation to Prof Christopher Duffy, 

5 July 2022 (bcmh.org.uk).  

 

Dr Burns has kindly sent me the text of the remarks that he delivered on that occasion.  

about:blank
https://twitter.com/Mars_Clio
https://twitter.com/BCMH_ECR_
https://www.bcmh.org.uk/festschrift-presentation-to-prof-christopher-duffy-5-july-2022/
https://www.bcmh.org.uk/festschrift-presentation-to-prof-christopher-duffy-5-july-2022/


Mars & Clio January 2023 

 

www.bcmh.org.uk   https://twitter.com/Mars_Clio ... https://twitter.com/BCMH_ECR_ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

51 

 

The Changing Face of Old Regime Warfare, Essays in Honour of Christopher Duffy edited by 

Alexander S Burns, Helion 2022. 

 

 
Image: Helion 

 

We are gathered here to honor one of the great historians of our day. I’ve had the pleasure of 

knowing Christopher personally for over a decade, but I want go back before that time, to my 

first encounter with his work. I hail from a rural part of the American state of Indiana, where 

my closest incorporated community (Strawtown) did not have a local library. Despite this, my 

mother indulged my fascination with history, and would drive me twenty miles to the large 

regional library closer to Indianapolis. Here, while searching for a book on Frederick the Great, 

I found Christopher’s work.  

 

This might sound like a story about me, but it actually tells us so much about Christopher, his 

writing, and his impact. Far from being an academic whose life is confined to the ivory tower, 

or even the important world of Sandhurst, Christopher’s writing was consumed by a rural 

audience across the Atlantic. Most historians today write for other historians: contributing to 

seemingly arcane debates which matter little to the general public. As careerists, they care 

primarily about how their work is perceived and received: where is it published, where is it 

reviewed, who has reviewed it, etc, etc. Though I have spoken with Christopher Duffy many 

times, his philosophy in writing has never been more clearly expressed than a conversation that 

we had on a June afternoon in 2020, when I asked Christopher about writing in his career. He 

corrected me immediately: he did not view his large body of works as part of a career at all, 

rather, they were written for pleasure. In selecting his research, Christopher chose a series of 

subjects that interested him. This eccentric response, so at odds with the manner of topic 

selection in modern academia, gives a window into the mind of the man who has written over 

20 books covering the range of modern warfare from 1500 to the Second World War. Even 

more importantly, Christopher Duffy’s life and works, from the 1960s to the present time, have 
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changed the face of eighteenth-century military history, demanding that we understand the 

armies of that period as serious military institutions. 

 

When Christopher Duffy defended his doctoral manuscript at Balliol College, Oxford, in 1961, 

there was a vast gap in the English-language historiography of Central European history in the 

eighteenth century. Social history was beginning to flourish; the new military history was in 

its infancy. As work on his festschrift concludes sixty years later, the historiographical 

landscape has shifted beneath our feet. Christopher’s years as an author have seen the rise of 

transnational history, cultural history, gender history, subaltern studies, to say nothing of 

material or spatial “turns.” What is remarkable, then, is that during all that time Christopher’s 

work has remained guided by the same principles: making history accessible to a public 

audience, keen analysis of historical institutions and structures, physically visiting the places 

being discussed, and a belief in the importance of narrative in history writing. Christopher’s 

method of thinking about the past is rooted in the physical reality of the past: he had 

conversations early in life with elders who could remember the war in the Crimea. His writing 

makes the past come to life, whether examining the structures of states and armies, the 

archaeological remains of conflicts, the geological formations and weather patterns which 

shaped the military landscape, or the monarchical biographies of Frederick II or Maria Theresa.  

This is evidenced in wide variety of scholars who leapt at the chance to take part in this 

Festschrift honouring Christopher. The authors include graduate students, young academics 

with the ink still wet on their diplomas, professionals in mid-career, and seasoned senior 

scholars in their fields. Even more surprising than the range of seniority among the authors 

who have come together for this festschrift is their geographical diversity. These scholars live, 

work, and hold academic positions in the United Kingdom, France, Germany, Poland, Czechia, 

Argentina, and the United States. For scholars in various stages of their careers, in seven 

countries on three continents, Christopher Duffy’s work still holds a special place of attention. 

His work has become the natural starting place for Anglophone scholars studying the military 

history of German Central Europe in the eighteenth century, as well as all scholars interested 

in the military history of the Jacobite 1745 Rebellion.  

What is truly incredible about Christopher’s professional life, however, is not the way that he 

has connected with fellow-scholars, but with the public. Christopher’s written work, always 

penned in a manner that could connect to a general audience, was only one of the important 

ways that he reached the public. Christopher taught generations of British officers during this 

time at the Royal Military Academy Sandhurst from 1961 to 1996. In this period, teaching 

young officers alongside John Keegan, David Chandler, and Richard Holmes, Christopher 

thoroughly enjoyed work that he would have happily done for free. He retired as the Senior 

Lecturer in War Studies and spent the next several years as a research professor at De Montfort 

University.  

In addition to writing and teaching, Christopher worked extensively in the service of a number 

of professional and public organizations related to his interests. He has served as a founding 

member and the Secretary-General of the British Commission for Military History (which he 

immediately pushed me to join upon our meeting) and served as the vice-president of the 

Military History Society of Ireland. As befits a scholar with an abiding interest in Jacobite 

military history, he served as the Chairman of the 1745 Association. Far from providing 

administration for these societies, Christopher has been at the forefront of the fight in Britain 

to preserve battlefields. Over the past twenty years, he has worked tirelessly with the National 

Trust for Scotland in order to preserve the Culloden Battlefield for posterity.  
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In addition to service in professional organizations. Christopher has kindly donated his time in 

the service of the interested public, taking on speaking engagements in the United Kingdom 

and the United States for private associations dedicated to the study of military history. His 

long connection with the Seven Years War Association fostered the study of the European 

Seven Years War in the United States, and Christopher developed long friendships with many 

members, such as the late Jim Mitchell and Dean West. Many of these interested individuals 

in the United States and the United Kingdom joined Christopher, as he led tours of eighteenth-

century European battlefields. He has never been afraid to devote time to the public, smashing 

the perception that rigorous researchers are disconnected from ordinary life.  

When you match his public activities with his scholarly writing, a clear picture emerges of his 

professional work. It is not an exaggeration to claim that Christopher has been in the vanguard 

of thought, representation, outreach, and action on the subject eighteenth-century warfare for 

most of his professional life. This volume, then, is a small tribute to the life and work of a 

towering giant in the historical profession.  

Alexander Burns, Ph.D. 

Visiting Assistant Professor 

https://kabinettskriege.blogspot.com/ 

Department of History, Franciscan University of Steubenville 

asburns@mix.wvu.edu  
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Robin Brodhurst 

 

 
Image: The Pangbourne College Website https://community.pangbourne.com/news/news/219/219-In-

Memoriam-Robin-Brodhurst-CR-90-  

 

Robin Brodhurst, who died unexpectedly in January, was a long standing and stalwart member 

of the BCMH. Members will remember him both for his erudition, and bonhomie at BCMH 

events over more than thirty years. Robin joined the BCMH after reading for a BA in History 

at Goldsmith’s College, University of London (in which he pursued his interest in military 

history by taking the courses taught by our then president, Professor Brian Bond), and a PGCE 

at Cambridge University. Before attending university, he went to Sandhurst, being 

commissioned into the Royal Green Jackets and seeing service in Northern Ireland. After 

graduating, Robin followed his father into the teaching profession, latterly at Pangbourne 

College from 1990 to 2012, where he became head of history. The job advertisement he 

answered supposedly called for a ‘renaissance man with an interest in bats or boats’. Although 

cricket was Robin’s other abiding passion – his grandfather had played as an amateur for 

Hampshire – he did, as a naval historian, have considerable interest in boats, if not of the oared 

kind. His own historical work focused on the Second World war Navy, and in 2000 he 

published Churchill’s Anchor, a biography of Churchill’s first First Sea Lord, Admiral Sir 

Dudley Pound. As well as supporting the BCMH, he was an active member of the Navy 

Records Society, serving for some years as committee secretary, and the Society for Nautical 

Research. He remained active as a committee man in retirement, recently joining the MCC 

cricket heritage committee after publishing a volume of the cricketing correspondence between 

his grandfather Harry Altham and Sir Donald Bradman, of which he was as proud as his 

numerous naval history publications; and, in 2022, taking on the role of secretary to the BCMH 

General Committee.   

Robin’s Twitter profile described him as an ‘enjoyer of all good things’. One of these was jazz 

music; but above all, he appreciated good company, good conversation and convivial 
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surroundings. His many BCMH friends will remember intense discussions over lunch, and 

more irreverent chatter over a glass of wine or a pint after formal proceedings had concluded. 

Robin demonstrated wide-ranging and deep historical knowledge and understanding, 

scholarship carried lightly. He was gregarious and charming, always with an anecdote or 

observation to thrown into conversation. He will be sorely missed by his many friends in the 

Commission. 

 

Bill Philpott 

 

 

From: Brian Bond 

 

Robin took my History of Warfare class and at once noticed that I was wearing a 

Gloucestershire tie. On hearing his name, I remarked that his father had opened the batting for 

Cambridge University in 1939. Thus began our long friendship, founded on our deep interest 

in cricket and history. Robin also took my undergraduate special subject on Appeasement and 

the Fall of France and although his main interest was in naval history he developed a 

remarkably detailed knowledge of the events and personalities of 1939–40. Decades later he 

would still cite sources that I had forgotten, even using my teaching as a guide or standard for 

different subjects. 

It is a consolation for a teaching career that a handful of ex-students continue to regard you as 

an inspiration, perhaps even as a guru. I felt this indebtedness towards Basil Liddell Hart; and 

even the late Sir Michael Howard, for all his honour and achievements, expressed similar 

sentiments regarding a few of his successful graduates, such as John Gooch and Peter Simkins.  

 

Robin was a jovial, optimistic and extremely clubbable character. Nothing was too much 

trouble for him, including driving me to shops and looking at a new car for me when mine was 

a write-off. For all our wider-ranging discussion I cannot recall a single heated argument, much 

less a quarrel. Indeed, Robin was a warm, thoughtful and considerate gentleman whom it was 

a privilege to know as a friend for many years. I had hoped he might write a short obituary of 

me (perhaps I can say that aged 86) and his death has come as a terrible shock to me, almost 

impossible to realise.  

 

Robin, we shall all miss you terribly, and deeply regret that your innings has come to such a 

sudden end. 

 

Madeleine Bond 

As we went to press I heard from Kathy Stevenson that Brian Bond’s wife, Madeleine had 

died. Many of you will have known her and want to send condolences to Brian. 
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Report: New Researchers’ Conference 2022  

 

The 12th BCMH New Researchers’ Conference was held at the University of Salford on 

Saturday 15th October 2022. On behalf of the Committee I would like to thank Br Brian Hall, 

Professor Alaric Searle and all their colleagues for making the arrangements. 

 

In his concluding remarks, Bill Philpott reported that the Conference went very well. We held 

eight Panels which, as ever, can produce difficult choices as to which speaker(s) you want to 

hear. Two speakers had to drop out with visa problems but we had 22 panellists plus the 

remarkable keynote from Matthew Hughes about the Confrontation in Borneo in the 1960's. 

History? When I joined the Territorial Army in the mid 1970's nearly all my instructors had 

served there and now it seems like ancient history! 

One Panel covered the subject of Boredom by reference to the Great War in Macedonia. The 

speaker defined the subject in sociological terms: “Boredom is deemed a fundamentally 

negative subjective state where the individual experiences little interest in what is currently 

happening.” P Conrad… Notes on the Meanings of Boredom in Everyday Life. A challenging 

topic and I am pleased to say that he engaged the attention of the audience throughout! 

 

All of us on the Committee received very good feedback from the attendees and we look 

forward to the 2023 Conference. Discussions regarding the venue commenced at Salford(!) 

and we hope to announce details in March. 

Early Career Researchers (ECR) Network Launch 
 

On the 20th January 2023 the Early Career Researchers network was launched. The network 

was set up to create a community of post graduate military historians to support them and bring 

them into the BCMH fold. This includes those currently studying for a PhD, having just 

finished a PhD, or thinking about doing one. The network chat has an active membership of 39 

individuals from across the country working on several different facets of Military history. The 

network twitter has 162 followers and can be found at https://twitter.com/BCMH_ECR_ Any 

support is gratefully received. The network was initially started by Dr Zack White pre 

pandemic, however, the growth of which was prevented and many of the PhD students at the 

time are now doctors.   

 

The network is now headed up by Chloe Storer, the student network co-ordinator, supported 

by Hugh Davie acting as the PGR ‘return to study’ contact. Dr Andy Wheale is the BCMH 

contact overseeing everything.  

 

The first network event will be a Three Minute Military Thesis (TMMT) competition held at 

King’s College London on 28th March 2023. This is a competition by which members will 

present their thesis in just three minutes in front of judges and a supportive audience. The 

deadline for applications is 24th February 2023. It will be an in-person event (with hybrid 

options), free of charge, and it would be wonderful to have as many BCMH members attend 

as possible to integrate the network with the wider Commission. Details about booking to 

follow. 
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 Additionally, we are still looking for an extra two judges. If this is something you would 

be interested in doing, please contact Chloe on the network email at: ecr.bcmh@gmail.com . 

Chloe Storer 
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ECR Background 

 

By way of background to the BCMH involvement with Early Career Researchers (ECRs) I 

should add that in the relatively short time they served on the Committee, just before and into 

Covid, Zack White and his colleagues Sarah Ashbridge and Phoebe Style organised a number 

of events which engaged a large number of ECRs. Zack organised the 9th New Researchers’ 

Conference (NRC) at Southampton in 2018 which included workshops around publishing and 

a Panel for ‘pre-graduates’ ie 6th Formers. He also played a key role in organising the BCMH 

Summer Conference at Kings College London on the theme War & Peace in the Age of 

Napoleon https://www.bcmh.org.uk/save-the-date-war-peace-14-september-2019/ . Sarah 

organised her multi-disciplinary Conference, the 2nd Modern Conflict Symposium, just before 

lockdown British Commission for Military History » 2nd Modern Conflict Research 

Symposium 31 Jan / 1 Feb 2020 BOOKING OPEN (bcmh.org.uk). The BCMH was delighted 

to be able to sponsor these events and a process is now in place for members to seek such 

support more formally though it is not necessary to organise a full-blown Conference to obtain 

it. See next page. 

 

These events were of great benefit to the BCMH and those who attended but we also hope that 

they were worthwhile projects for those who organised them too. 

BCMH Conference Panels and Papers Support Scheme 

 

The BCMH has set aside funds to sponsor military history papers and panels presented by 

members at academic conferences held by non-military history societies, with a view to 

raising the profile and extending the reach of the Commission and military history in the 

wider academic community. Funds may be available to support individual members who 

offer papers, or organize panels on military history broadly defined, and will be awarded after 

consideration of proposals by the General Committee.  

 

• We are unable to sponsor individuals who are not paid-up members of the 

Commission although are happy to sponsor BCMH members’ participation in panels 

that include speakers who are not members of the Commission.  

• Funds are available to offset the cost of conference fees, travel and accommodation 

that cannot be not met by the speaker’s own institution, up to maximum of £200 per 

member or £500 per panel.  

• Speakers and panel conveners are expected to acknowledge the support of the 

Commission in conference programmes, presentation, and any publication arising 

from the conference.  

• The scheme is intended to support participation in conference in the UK and Northern 

Ireland. (Separate funds are available to support members’ participation in the 

International Commission for Military History’s annual congress). 

• Proposals should be submitted on the form below to the Secretary General, either 

before or after the paper has been accepted by the conference organizers. The 

Commission is particularly keen to encourage doctoral and early career researchers to 

offer conference papers under this scheme. 

 

about:blank
https://twitter.com/Mars_Clio
https://twitter.com/BCMH_ECR_
https://www.bcmh.org.uk/save-the-date-war-peace-14-september-2019/
https://www.bcmh.org.uk/call-for-papers-2nd-modern-conflict-research-symposium-31-jan-1-feb-2020/
https://www.bcmh.org.uk/call-for-papers-2nd-modern-conflict-research-symposium-31-jan-1-feb-2020/


Mars & Clio January 2023 

 

www.bcmh.org.uk   https://twitter.com/Mars_Clio ... https://twitter.com/BCMH_ECR_ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

59 

 

Proposer’s Name and Contact Details:  

Proposer’s affiliation:  

Conference title, organizer and dates: 

Panel title (if appropriate): 

Paper title(s), abstracts and speakers (please indicate if speakers are BCMH 

members): 

Budget: 

Amount of BCMH sponsorship requested: 

Signature:  

BCMH Membership Manager 

 

The BCMH is seeking a membership manager to support the General Committee in 

managing subscriptions and processing membership applications. It would be an opportunity 

for someone who wishes to get more involved with the running of the Commission to 

contribute. Working closely with the Treasurer, the role involves: 

1. Maintaining the BMCH membership database and subscription record and chasing up 

late subscriptions. 

2. Processing applications for membership – circulating these to the General Committee 

for approval and receiving and processing the subscriptions of new members.  

There is a short busy period in January when annual subscriptions are received, otherwise the 

roles is not onerous and would take less than an hour a week.  

If you would be interested in taking to the role, please contact the Secretary General 

(secgen@bcmh.org.uk) who can give you more information about the role.  

 

Mars & Clio 

Commissioning Editor 

Production Editor 

This is the last issue of Mars & Clio that Andy Grainger will edit as he is stepping down from 

the General Committee at the 2023 AGM. We therefore need to find a replacement. 

 

Mars & Clio is the bulletin of the British Commission for Military History. It records the 

business of the Commission by publishing conference proceedings, reports on battlefield 

tours, and promotes the practice of military history by publishing articles, reflections, and 

book reviews. 

 

It is run by an editorial board consisting of the editor-in-chief, the commissioning editor, the 

production editor and the reviews editor. 

 

Andy’s primary role was Production Editor. The role of this person is to assemble each issue 

(currently two per year in January and July) from the material submitted either by individual 
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authors or other editors. The other editors will commission articles but there is no reason why 

the Production Editor should not do so id s/he wishes - producing M&C is a team affair and 

the more people who can commission material and otherwise encourage it, the better. 

 

The main technical skill that the Production Editor needs is familiarity with MS Word to 

format documents and images and then paste the material into a Word template. Nearly all 

material is submitted in Word though very occasionally it will be necessary to type up some 

manuscript copy – within reason.  

 

There is no reason why, if s/he desires, a different format might not be discussed with the 

Committee.  
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If you would be interested in taking on either role, please contact the President 

(president@bcmh.org.uk) or Andy Grainger (asstscegen@bcmh.org.uk ) who can give you 

more information about them  

 

 

British Commission for Military History 

 

Annual General Meeting – Saturday 4 March 2023 

 

Convening Notice 

 

The 2023 AGM will be held on Saturday 4 March at the National Army Museum, Royal 

Hospital Road, Chelsea, London SW3 4HT.  

 

The nearest underground station is Sloane Square (Circle and District Lines) approx. ten 

minutes’ walk away.  The 170 bus stops outside the Museum. 

 

Nominations of candidates for Officers and other members of the General Committee and 

Motions for discussion at the AGM should be received by the Secretary General by Saturday 

5th February at secgen@bcmh.org.uk.  Nominations for candidates for election should be in 

writing, each with a proposer and seconder who are members eligible to vote and 

accompanied by an expression of the candidate’s willingness to stand.  Motions affecting 

members’ rights and benefits, or altering the rules of the Commission, should be in writing 

and have a proposer and seconder who are members eligible to vote.   

 

The Agenda and 2021/2022 Accounts will be posted on the website or sent to members by 

Saturday 18th February. The Minutes of the 2022 AGM are on the website at the Members’ 

tab. 

 

The programme for the day will be:  

 

10.00: Morning coffee 

10.30–13.15: Annual General Meeting  

13.15–14.30: Lunch 

14.30–15.30: Address  

15.30 onwards: Social activities at a local pub. 

 

Booking details will be provided in the next two or three weeks. 
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British Commission for Military History Spring Conference 2022 

 

Close Air Support and the Battlefield 

 

10–11 March 2023. Royal Air Force Museum, London 

 

Hosted at the Royal Air Force Museum London and organised by the British Commission for 

Military History (BCMH) this two-day conference on Close Air Support will explore topics 

from the introduction of the aircraft to the battlefield, through to close air support in 

contemporary conflicts. The Conference will feature a keynote address given by Seb Cox, head 

of the Air Historical Branch, on ‘Enabling Close Air Support’. 

The cost of attending the conference is £60.00 for BCMH members. RAF Museum members 

are also able to access the event for £60.00. The event is also open to those without membership 

for the price of £75.00. This cost covers registrations, refreshments and lunch for both days. 

Tickets are available now. 

 

The Conference will present research which established how close air support has become an 

essential role of air power and a critical feature of modern warfare. The research presented will 

examine the evolution of close air support doctrine, concepts and capabilities and discuss the 

effect of close air support on the modern battlefield. The history of close air support will be 

considered from its early inception, which rapidly followed the introduction of the aircraft to 

the battlefield, through to close air support in contemporary conflicts. 

The conference will feature research which assesses the enduring importance of close air 

support in the Russia-Ukraine War and the two-way relationship of manned and unmanned 

aircraft towards multi-domain integration in future operations. Other papers will consider ‘the 

Development of Ground Attack Aviation in the United States, 1919-1927’; ‘Field Marshal 

Montgomery and Joint Air/Land Operational Art’; and ‘RAF Tornado Close Air Support in 

Afghanistan: Lessons And Legacies’. 

Along with separate panels on close air support in the First World War, the Second World War, 

and in contemporary conflict, the Conference will also include panels examining developments 

undertaken to facilitate, and the challenges of meeting demands to provide, close air support. 

The Keynote address, on ‘Enabling Close Air Support’, will be given by Seb Cox, Head of the 

Air Historical Branch (RAF). Seb has written widely on the history of the RAF and air power 

and has lectured on air power and related topics to military and civilian audiences on four 

continents, including Military Colleges in the UK, USA, Canada, Australia, France, Germany, 

Norway and Kuwait. 

TICKETS 

The cost of attending the conference for both days is £60.00 for BCMH members, and RAF 

Museum members. The event is also open to those without membership for the price of £75.00. 

This cost covers registrations, refreshments and lunch for both days.  
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Booking is quick and easy 

 British Commission for Military History BCMH Spring Conference – 10/11 March 2023 

Close Air Support and the Battlefield: 

 

Location 

The conference will take place at the RAF Museum, London, on Friday-Saturday 10-11 March 

2023. Registration will open from 10.00am on 10 March. 

Programme 

A full programme will be released shortly. 

 

 

BCMH Battlefield Tour 28th April – 2nd May 2023 
 

Aficionados of BCMH Tours are still reeling at the news of Robin Brodhurst’s passing 

but please have a look now at details of this year’s Tour. 

The 2023 Battlefield Tour will look at the Second Battle of the Marne (June to August 1918) 

and will be based in Chateau Thierry throughout. 

The Tour will be administered by Battle Honours Tours who led us so successfully to the 

Reichswald in 2022 and the Tour Leader will be Mike Sheil whose work, particularly his 

photography, will be known to many of you. 

Priority booking will be given to members of the BCMH and the Douglas Haig Fellowship 

(DHF) until 31st January 2023. 

Tour Dates: 28 April - 2 May 2023 

Price Per Person: £880:00 (Single Supplement £160:00) 

Hotel: 

4 nights in 3* Hotel central to the battlefields *B&B Basis  

A group evening meal is included  

 

Details of the Itinerary, including a booking form, are to be found at this link BCMH 

Battlefield tour 2023 (battle-honours.co.uk) 
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And last but definitely not least… 

 

Prizewinning Boardgame! 

 

Congratulations to our Secretary General, Tim Gale, whose board wargame Decisive Victory, 

Soissons July 1918 has won the Charles Roberts award for best WW1 era wargame in 2021. 

The Award is shared with Serge Bettencourt. 

 

"The Charles S. Roberts Awards (or CSR Awards) is an annual award for excellence in the 

historical wargaming hobby. It was named in honor of Charles S. Roberts the "Father of 

Wargaming" who founded Avalon Hill.... The Award is managed by the Charles S. Roberts 

Award Committee which has no commercial sponsorship, made up of designers, writers and 

hobbyists. It is a "people's award" with winners chosen through votes submitted by fans." Wiki. 

 

Tim tells me that the game was initially designed as part of Professor Philip Sabin’s first 

conflict simulation course, which was part of the Department of War Studies Masters’ Degree 

in 2003. Professor Sabin’s advocacy of the utility of conflict simulation in modelling warfare 

has been transformational in drawing serious academic attention to this area and King’s now 

boasts a Wargaming Network within the School of Security Studies. He has written extensively 

on the topic Professor Philip Sabin (kcl.ac.uk) 
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Mars & Clio Editorial Policy 

 

1. Mars & Clio is the bulletin of the British Commission for Military History. It records 

the business of the Commission by publishing conference proceedings, reports on 

battlefield tours, and promotes the practice of military history by publishing articles, 

reflections, and book reviews. 

2. Mars & Clio is run by an editorial board consisting of the editor-in-chief, the 

commissioning editor, the production editor and the reviews editor. 

3. Mars & Clio accepts contributions from members and non-members and commissions 

articles and reviews. 

4. Mars & Clio is a non-peer reviewed journal, although contributions should when 

appropriate follow scholarly conventions. 

5. Mars & Clio encourages scholarly debate relating to military history. Contributions 

should be respectful to individuals and groups and written in language appropriate for 

a scholarly publication. 

6. The editorial board reserves the right to decline to publish articles that do not promote 

the objectives of the Commission or its journal or do not meet the journal’s editorial 

guidelines, or to request revisions to submitted pieces before publication. 

7. The production editor may edit submissions for style, clarity and length without 

reference to the author. Substantive changes to content or style will be agreed with the 

author before publication. 

8. Contributions by authors represent their own views and should not be taken to represent 

those of the Commission or any other body or institution. 

9. The authors of articles in Mars & Clio retain the copyright of the material. No part of 

any article may be reproduced or distributed in any form other than for private use 

without the express permission of the author. Permission may be sought via the editor. 
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The Endnotes for Mungo Melvin’s Article which I could not move or delete…. 

 
1 Anon, ‘Country of the year: It has to be Ukraine’, The Economist, December 24th 2022, p. 14. 
2 For details of Mr Putin’s views on Ukraine, see his article ‘On the Historical Unity of Russians 

and Ukrainians’ (July 12, 2021), available at: http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/66181 
3 Mykhaylo Zabrodskyi, Dr Jack Watling, Oleksandr V Danylyuk and Nick Reynolds, ‘Preliminary Lessons in 

Conventional Warfighting from Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine: February–July 2022’ (London: RUSI, 30 

November 2022) available at: https://rusi.org/explore-our-research/publications/special-resources/preliminary-

lessons-conventional-warfighting-russias-invasion-ukraine-february-july-2022 
4 For a fascinating comparative study, see W G F Jackson, Seven Roads to Moscow: A Study of the Military 

Invasions of Russia from the Days of the Vikings (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode, 1957). 
5 Carl von Clausewitz, On War, ed. & trans. Michael Howard and Peter Paret (Princeton, NJ: Princeton 

University Press, 1976), p. 119. 
6 Such as the tracked M270 Multiple Launch Rocket System (MLRS) and the wheeled M142 High Mobility 

Artillery Rocket System (HIMARS). 
7 Such as the M777 155mm towed howitzer and the superb German Panzerhaubitze 2000 155mm self-propelled 

gun, both of which are capable of firing the extended-range, GPS-guided, M982 Excalibur shell. 
8 For details of Russian views on Crimea and Sevastopol, and some background to the current conflict, see 

Mungo Melvin, Sevastopol’s Wars: Crimea from Potemkin to Putin (Oxford: Osprey, 2017). 
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