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Programme 2020/2021 
 

 

December 1: Next month's Military History Group Zoom talk will be 10.30 am and will be 

given by Jim Barnes: Balloons, Barnstormers, the Royal Flying Corps and those German 

Airforce pioneers. The story of balloons to the pioneering work of the Royal Flying Corps, 

Royal Naval Air Service and their adversaries, the German Air Force, 100 years ago.  The talk 

includes development of what was a new element in 1914 – the aeroplane and the new 

dimension ‘Air Power’ what was Great Britain’s and Germany’s achievement?  Much has been 

written but we look at the most interesting stories of men and their machines.  

 

January 5th Guest Zoom Speaker ‘Gallipoli' 

February 2nd George Blundell Pound: “The Naval Battles of Coronel and The Falklands” 

March 3rd Barrie Friend 

April 6th Jim Barnes: ‘Women at War’ 

 

May 4 

June 8 

July 6 

August 3 

September 7 

 

Zoom Presentations 

Recording of MHG presentation “The Unknown Warrior” can be found at  
 https://youtu.be/KVY-eOcswiA 
 

 

https://www.danhillmilitaryhistorian.com/archive 

 

Interesting Site 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/RAF_Fauld_explosion 
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‘They Buried Him Among Kings’ 
 

The grave of the Unknown Warrior today in Westminster Abbey 

 

November’s Military History Group Zoom talk described how one unidentified service man 

was returned to Britain from the battlefields of The Western Front and laid to rest in 

Westminster Abbey on Armistice Day, November 11th, 1920 as our Unknown Warrior. 

Many bereaved could have hope that possibly this serviceman was their missing loved one 

and they maybe now would have a grave over which to grieve. 

 

Nearly half (47.2%) the British Army servicemen killed in The Great War have no known 

grave. 188,000 unknown men lie under Commonwealth War Graves Commission headstones 

carrying Rudyard Kipling’s words ‘Known Unto God’. 340,000 bodies are still missing. The 

lack of a grave over which to mourn would have been a further blow to the bereaved after 

that of the loss of their loved one. 

 

Chaplain David Railton MC whilst serving in the Armentieres area of France in July 1916 on 

seeing yet another battlefield grave inscribed ‘an unknown British soldier’ was inspired to 

write to General Sir Douglas Haig with the suggestion that one unknown British body should 

be brought back to England as a representative of all missing servicemen, given a hero’s 

burial and his grave become a national monument to all the  servicemen of the British Army 

killed in the Great War. 
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Not hearing from Haig, Railton let the idea rest. It was brought to his mind again in July 1919 

when a temporary wooden and wood Cenotaph memorial was erected in Whitehall as a focus 

for the Peace Day Parade. Designed by Lutyens it quickly attracted the grieving public who 

saw it as a loved one. The clamour to retain it in a permanent form was heard clearly in 

January 1920 when time for removal arrived 

 

 The announcement that a permanent memorial of Portland stone would be erected on 

Armistice Day 1920 energised Chaplain Railton in his parish in Margate to write to the Dean 

of Westminster Abbey, Dean Ryle, who became very supportive of the idea of returning an 

unknown British soldier from The Western Front to lie in ‘the parish church of The Empire’. 

The King’s initial objections were tactfully overcome by Lloyd George and others and on 

October 18th, 1920, just weeks before Armistice Day, it was announced that the ceremony 

would be arranged to coincide with the unveiling of the new Cenotaph. Time for planning was 

limited. 

 

The Unknown Warrior would receive a Field Marshall’s funeral and the nation’s thanks. On 

7th November, under the command of Brigadier Wyatt, GOC British Forces France and 
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Flanders, four unidentified bodies of British soldiers, one from The Somme, Arras, Ypres and 

Aisne areas, were each lifted and taken to St Pol, British Military HQ, near Arras. At 

midnight 7th/8th November one was selected and  taken with full military ceremonial dignity 

via Boulogne and placed on a British destroyer, HMS Verdun, on 10th November for passage 

to Dover and then to Victoria Station where the Unknown Warrior lay overnight at Platform 

8. 

At 9.40 am on 11th November the coffin constructed of oak from a tree that had stood in 

Hampton Court Palace with attached Crusader’s sword and covered by a Union Flag on a gun 

carriage, made its way on the two and a quarter mile journey to the flag draped Cenotaph in 

Whitehall 

The Unknown warrior was accompanied by twelve pall bearers of the nation’s highest 

ranking officers on the journey via Hyde Park, along The Mall, through Trafalgar Square 

arriving at 10.50 at The Cenotaph. 
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The King unveiled the Cenotaph as the last note of Big Ben chimed at 11.00 am.Then 

followed The Silence broken only by the occasional sound of weeping.  

On entering The Abbey the coffin, carried by Coldstream Guards, was slow marched  through 

two lines of ninety six men decorated for gallantry, seventy six were holders of The Victoria 

Cross, and placed over the open grave.  

 

Dean Ryle’s ceremony was not long and as the lowered coffin lay in the grave soil from the 

battlefield of France was sprinkled on to it by The King and other dignitaries. 

40,000 mourners paid their respects in the Abbey that day and by 15th November the number 

was calculated at some half million.  
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The Unknown Warrior’s presence met a very great public need in 1920 and beyond. He was 

the loved one of so many bereaved; maybe he is 19 year old  Harold Barker from Wathen 

Road Dorking, a member of The Queen’s Westminster Rifles, killed 1st July 1916 on The 

Somme; maybe is Lt Euan Lucie-Smith (see below) a black officer killed in The Second 

Battle of Ypres who has no known grave. Hope was given to the bereaved and a grave over 

which to mourn. 

 

The recorded Zoom talk can be viewed on Dorking U3A YouTube. 

 

There is a range of good books on the subject of Britain’s unknown warrior and remembrance 

including: 

 

Gavaghan M (2006) The story of the British Unknown Warrior  

 

Gregory A (1994) The Silence of Memory 

 

Hanson N (2005) The Unknown Soldier 

 

 

Poetry, Poppies and Remembrance 
 

One element integral to our culture of remembrance is poetry. Sometimes we may not always 

recognise the origins of the words we hear and recite and this short article addresses this. For 

example  
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‘When you go home, tell them of us and say, 

for your tomorrow, we gave our today’ 

 

is the Kohima epitaph, inscribed on the memorial to the 2nd British Division in Kohima, North 

East India it encourages us to remember those who fought in Burma and who fell with General 

Slim’s ‘forgotten army’. Attributed to John Maxwell Evans (1875-1958) it was inspired by the 

epitaph written by Simonides to honour the Greeks who fell at the Battle of Thermopylea in 

480 BC. 

 

‘Stranger passing by, tell the Lakedaimonians 

Here we lie, having obeyed their orders’. 

 

It illustrates the durability of the written word in verse form offering some group comfort 

when recited as part of a military remembrance event. The Kohima Epitaph is recited every 

evening at The Last Post Ceremony at The Menin Gate in Ypres, the words falling on over 

54,000 names inscribed on the Gate of those who have no known grave. 

 

Laurence Binyon’s For the Fallen was published in September 1914 as a reaction to Britain’s 

first battle, and defeat, at Mons in August. The seven stanzas forecasted the sadness that 

would be felt over the coming years at home. Two lines of the poem from the fourth stanza 

are now integral to remembrance ceremonies with ‘we will remember them’  repeated by the 

participants as if they were replying to a priest in a religious ceremony. 

 

‘They shall grow not old, as we that are left grow old: 

Age shall not weary them, nor the years condemn. 

At the going down of the sun and in the morning 

We will remember them’. 

 

 

Rudyard Kipling is remembered for so many of his books and poetry and it is hardly 

surprising that one of the most recited phrases associated with remembrance is his. 

In 1897 he wrote Recessional to commemorate Queen Victoria’s golden jubilee. The five 

stanzas express both pride in the British Empire but also an underlying sadness that the 

Empire might go the way of all previous empires. Four of the stanzas end with the same 

words, taken from Deuteronomy: 

 

The tumult and the shouting dies; 

The Captains and the Kings depart: 

Still stands Thine ancient sacrifice, 

An humble and a contrite heart. 

Lord God of Hosts, be with us yet, 

Lest we forget—lest we forget! 
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Recessional was published in The Times July 17 1897 and was sung to music at the burial of 

The Unknown Warrior on November 11th 1920. Australians and New Zealanders sing 

Recessional at Anzac Day ceremonies.  

 

The acceptance of the poppy as a symbol of remembrance originated in a poem by a 

Canadian medical officer, Major John McCrea, stationed just north of Ypres at an Advanced 

Dressing Station in May 1915. His close friend had just been killed by a shell burst and after 

conducting the burial service in the associated cemetery at Essex Farm, McCrea wrote what 

would become known as In Flanders’ Fields: 

 

In Flanders fields the poppies blow 

Between the crosses, row on row, 

That mark our place; and in the sky 

The larks, still bravely singing, fly 

Scarce heard amid the guns below. 

We are the Dead. Short days ago 

We lived, felt dawn, saw sunset glow, 

Loved and were loved, and now we lie 

In Flanders fields. 

Take up our quarrel with the foe: 

To you from failing hands we throw 

The torch; be yours to hold it high. 

If ye break faith with us who die 

We shall not sleep, though poppies grow 

In Flanders fields. 

 

The poem was published in America where a Moina Michaels was moved enough to raise 

money for disabled American servicemen by selling silk poppies. The idea was introduced to 

Field Marshall Earl Haig who adopted it, established a manufacturing source in Richmond, 

Surrey, staffed by disabled ex-servicemen and the first artificial poppies were sold through The 

Earl Haig Poppy Fund on Armistice Day 1921. £106,000 was raised for disabled servicemen.  
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Field Marshal Douglas Haig’s 1921 Poppy laid on The Cenotaph November 11th, 1921 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Black Servicemen in the BEF, 1914-1918 

 

Lt Euan Lucie-Smith 

 

1 Royal Warwicks KIA 5th April 1915 

 

No Known grave - Our Unknown Warrior? 
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In our Military History Group Newsletter 3 an article reflecting Black History Month talked 

about the BEF and the British West Indies Regiment, the servicemen from India and those 

who volunteered or were recruited from Britain. Mention was made of the relative paucity of 

information about this latter group.  

 

Interestingly, The Times has just offered new evidence about one officer of colour, 

Lieutenant Euan Lucie-Smith, serving with 1 Royal Warwicks who was killed during the 

Second Batttle of Ypres in April 1915 just a month after his landing in France. His story is 

below. He has no known grave - could he be Britain’s Unknown Warrior buried in 

Westminster Abbey 11th November 1920? The battalion having marched from Locre, about 

ten miles south west of Ypres to Yypres itself on 24th April 1915 then progressed to the 

village of Vielje near St Julian, to the south east of Ypres in readiness for an attack. The War 

Diary gives the brutal details of what happened (including ‘trenches insufficiently shelled’) 

on 25th when the battalion suffered over 500 casualties including seventeen officers of whom 

Euan was one. 
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He is listed in the Diary’s month end summary as ‘missing presumably killed.’ 
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His body has never been found and he is listed on the Plugsteert Memorial some seven miles 

south of Ypres. 
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Lt Euan Lucie-Smith with his Death Plaque (‘dead man’s penny’) sent to his next of kin and 

his Medal Index Card 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

16 

 

 

Cromwell, The New Model Army and The Battle of 

Naseby 
Kind permission of Robert Chase 

 

 

 

 
 

Waller after his defeat at Cropredy Bridge leading trained bands and local militia levies 

reported to Parliament, “Until you have an army merely your own that you may command, it 

is in a manner impossible to do anything of importance”. A year later New Model was created. 

Up till now Parliament, dependent on locally funded militia and trained bands controlled by 

county committees, which impeded war effort. Lack of pay and provisions near starving local 

garrisons with poor morale led to desertion and their scavenging to survive which impoverished 

local population, who in war zones were taxed by both sides. High death rate from disease and 

malnutrition, war weariness and proliferation of the Clubmen, small holders defending their 

locality.  

 

Royalists were quartered deliberately on hostile territory and took without paying: Prince 

Rupert “the Robber”. Northamptonshire villages taxed by both sides to maintain local garrisons 

and pay assessments for Scottish Army. When unpaid Essex army spent 17 weeks in 

Hertfordshire, the population suffered the intolerable burden of providing free quarter. By 

winter 1644/45 many areas reduced to a sorry state as a result of taxation, quartering of troops, 

pillaging and destruction. Both sides coming to realise that civil population could not support 

the war for much longer, so 1645 needed to be the decisive year to end the Civil War. 

 

 Both sides needed to rebuild their armies. Local Royalist and Parliamentary forces not strong 

enough to take enemy strongholds and needed the greater resources of a field army. Locally 

raised garrisons were no match for the battle-hardened troops of the field armies. Led to 

stalemate. In 1644 Waller defeated at Cropredy Bridge and Essex surrendered at Lostwithiel, 

which dismayed Parliamentary forces. Cromwell and Vane sought to revitalise the war effort 

by replacing the ineffective and half-hearted leadership of the Earls of Essex and Manchester 

with the aim of securing the complete destruction of the Royalist armies. The Independents 
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took the lead in Parliament in proposing Sir Thomas Fairfax as Commander in chief. Opposed 

by Essex, Manchester and the Peace Party.  

 

War effort was previously based on cooperation between county militias funded at county 

level, who were reluctant to weaken the forces defending their local area by providing troops 

for the field armies. There was no state funded standing army. Rupert's successful storming of 

Leicester and the failure of the peace talks with King panicked Parliament, who created the 

Committee of Both Kingdoms, Cromwell and Vane leading members and the Committee 

approved the appointment of Sir Thomas Fairfax. The Self-Denying Ordinance removed Lords 

and MPs sitting in Parliament from serving in the military and replaced them with professional 

soldiers. It enabled Fairfax and Cromwell to choose men of proven ability and loyalty to fill 

the vacancies and to reduce costs by cutting back on the excessive number of officers. The 

New Model Ordinance created a new army from the remnants of the 3 defeated armies of Essex, 

Manchester and Waller. All recruits were still recruited locally, but now paid by national 

taxation. Soldiers pay standardised, no question of leaving one county militia to join another 

for higher pay. Regular pay of 1s and 6d for infantrymen, a little more than the daily wage of 

a farm labourer 2s per day for a cavalry trooper was now guaranteed by Parliament. Infantry 

to be well clothed in scarlet woollen coats and the cavalry in thick buff leather coats under their 

back and breast plates.  

 

Adequate recruitment of foot soldiers to meet the planned numbers for the New Model was 

still difficult, only a third volunteered the rest conscripted or press ganged, many deserted 

despite death penalty and foot regiments remained under strength. However, cavalry 

recruitment much easier and few deserted due to better pay, more comfortable and less 

dangerous. Trained by Fairfax and Sir Philip Skippon, the New Model comprised 12 regiments 

of foot of 1200 men and 11 regiments of horse of 600 troopers and 10 companies (100 men) of 

dragoons. Total strength of New Model 22,000 men funded from taxation and by a large loan 

from the City of London.  

 

A major re-equipment programme included ammunition, new wagons, and brass mortars for 

the artillery train, 5,600 new matchlocks and 6000 bandoleers for the 9000 musketeers and 

1050 snapchance muskets for the dragoons and 2,400 pikes for the 4,800 pikemen. Pikemen 

were armed with 16 ft pike and short broadsword. Organised into blocks of several hundred 

pike they provided effective protection for the foot against cavalry attack. At the time of 

Naseby 2/3 of the infantry were musketeers armed with matchlock muskets with slow burning 

cords, formed up in two blocks six ranks deep flanking a single body of pike per regiment. For 

reasons of safety those guarding the artillery train were armed with firelocks using a flint 

striking a metal plate to ignite the charge with a spark. In hand to hand fighting the musketeers 

used their swords or the musket butt as a club. The proportion of pikemen to musketeers was 

1:2 and they all wore red coats, the same as the Eastern Association. However, the cavalry 

wore coats of buff leather. Pikemen ceased to wear armour as too expensive. The New Model 

Cavalry wore a three-bar pot helmet, back and breast plate and buff leather coat and armed 

with pistols and sword. The majority of the cavalry were transferred with their equipment from 

existing regiments, but 7000 new infantries had to be recruited.  
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The New Model was completely independent of the County Association Committees and large 

enough not to depend on the help of locally controlled troops. Cromwell raised and trained his 

own regiment of horse composed of 14 troops of the elite “Ironsides”, the most effective 

cavalry unit on either side as well as infantry regiments with highly committed officers. Up till 

now Parliament had lacked a renowned charismatic leader like Prince Rupert, but now old 

incompetent and less committed senior officers of the old guard such as Essex and Manchester 

were replaced. Overall command of the military machine was taken from the nobility and 

placed in the hands of the gentry with Sir Thomas Fairfax as Lord General, Cromwell as Lt, 

General of Horse and Philip Skippon as Major General of Foot.  

 

The advantage of maintaining such a relatively small army of 22,000 men was that it would be 

within the powers of Parliament to ensure that it was paid, equipped and supplied in such a 

way that it would not need to plunder the countryside in order to survive. Nor it was hoped 

would its men mutiny or desert from lack of pay and supplies. At the same time the New Model 

would be large enough to detach one or more small forces and still outnumber anything the 

Royalists could put into the field. Six of the eleven regiments of horse were ones that Cromwell 

had trained and led in the Eastern Association. The loss of Leicester and Vermuyden's 

unexpected resignation as General of Horse caused Parliament to forget about indicting 

Cromwell as an incendiary and to grant Fairfax's request to appoint him his deputy and General 

of Horse. 

 

Unlike previous Parliamentary armies the New Model was a single army with a team of senior 

officers with a common purpose, compatible religious and military views. They had good 

military records and were trusted by their men. Fairfax showed concern for the welfare of his 

men. He was well liked and admired for his measures to curb plundering and wanton 

destruction as well as for his concern for the fair treatment of civilians upon which the armies 

depended for their support. It was important to ensure that the troops were adequately paid and 

disciplined in order that they did not alienate the population in the areas through which they 

marched. He instilled discipline and a sense of honour. Cromwell had his first experience of 

battle at 45 years of age. Royalist view of the New Model officer’s corps, Clarendon “Officers 

in the New Model are dirty people of no name.......The officers you will hardly distinguish from 

common people”. In fact relatively few of the New Model senior officers came from lower 

class families, some examples Col Pride son of a brewer's drayman, Col John Hewson, son of 

a shoemaker and Col John Shelbourne the son of John Hampden's shepherd. Of 37 senior 

officers with the rank of colonel or above only seven were of the lower or middling sort. Nine 

were related to noble families and 21 were gentlemen by birth. They called the New Model” 

the New Noddle”.  

 

Major General Philip Skippon aged 45 was Parliaments most respected and experienced 

infantry commander having fought in wars on the Continent. The composition of the corps of 

infantry officers was very important as the infantry were mainly unwilling press ganged men 

and there was a rapid turnover through desertion. In the New Model the number of officers to 

soldiers was greatly reduced, which halved the cost of officers' pay. The core of the New Model 
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was the Eastern Association Horse, which were already well trained and well organised and 

untroubled by desertions.  

 
Major General Philip Skippon 

 

The Royalist army did not control sufficient territory to build and maintain an army capable of 

defeating all the forces, which Parliament was able to mobilise. Even Rupert had concluded 

that outright military victory was no longer achievable, but Charles would not countenance a 

negotiated settlement. Rupert became a cavalry trooper aged 14, then Colonel of Horse, 

fighting in the Thirty Years War and adopting its harsh practices. He was Charles' cavalry 

commander and popularly known as “Prince Robber”.  Rupert was not allowed by the King to 

carry out a fundamental reform and reorganisation of the Royalist forces, similar to that carried 

out by Parliament with the creation of the New Model.  

 

 

Prince Rupert 

 

The King clung onto overall command as Captain General and mistakenly granted Lord Goring 

an independent command in the South West. Charles' close adviser Lord Digby continually 

plotted against Rupert. The Royalists had a greater number of experienced officers than the 

New Model including Sir Marmaduke Langdale the Yorkshire catholic leader of the Northern 

Horse. Major General Lord Astley was a very experienced commander of infantry having 

fought under Gustavus Adolphus. The post of Sergeant Major General (major general) held by 

both Astley and Skippon ranked third in the hierarchy of a civil war army and commanded the 

infantry. They were responsible for drawing up the army in battle formation in accordance with 

the plan formulated by the senior commander at the start of a campaign and altered as necessary 

on the day of battle. In 1644 and 1645 Wales and the Marches produced and supported the 

assembly of the greater part of the Royalist army. Goring in the West was pursuing his own 

priorities and proving disobedient. His plundering troops aroused the resistance of the Clubmen 
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in the West. The Royalists were attempting to negotiate a peace treaty with the Catholic rebels 

in Ireland in order to release more troops to fight in England. 

 

Despite now having a single new army capable of winning the war, the old Parliament 

leadership still wanted to fight simultaneously on all fronts thus fragmenting the army. While 

Fairfax and Cromwell wanted to unite all Parliamentary forces to win a decisive victory over 

Rupert's army and achieve peace, Parliament sent them to the relief of Taunton resolutely 

defended by heroic Col Blake, half the buildings destroyed during the siege and then to besiege 

Oxford. Charles needed his forces to outnumber the New Model, so he summoned Goring to 

join him. Rupert advised the King against taking on the New Model without Goring, but 

Charles chose to attack Parliament stronghold of Leicester. Rupert besieged and stormed 

Leicester suffering heavy losses. He sacked the town and hanged the town council and any 

Scots.  

 

After the fall of Evesham, Oxford was not only under siege and becoming increasingly isolated 

from sources of supply for cannon, shot, grenades etc Royalist courtiers wanted the Royalist 

armies to march to the relief of Oxford and seek battle with Fairfax. Encouraged by the 

successful storming of Leicester, the King ordered the army to relieve Oxford and then attack 

Fairfax instead of following Rupert's advice to march North to recruit in Yorkshire and then 

face either the Scots or the New Model with a stronger army on ground of their own choosing. 

The King had chosen to attack the Parliamentary Midlands heartlands the counties of 

Leicestershire, Northamptonshire and Warwickshire. Meanwhile the fall of Leicester panicked 

Parliament, who feared an attack on the Parliamentary heartlands and so the New Model 

abandoned the siege of Oxford and moved to protect the Eastern Association. When well 

manned and provided with sufficient artillery, the defending garrisons proved an effective 

frontier defence, but until a major field army met the royalist challenge no territory and no 

garrison was entirely safe. 

 

 

General Fairfax 

 

The Committee of Both Kingdoms after the fall of Leicester and the ravaging of 

Northamptonshire, finally handed over responsibility for directing the war effort to Fairfax and 

approved his appointment of Cromwell as Lt. General. Fairfax ordered that no provisions or 

quarter was to be taken without payment of ready money unless through lack of pay in which 

case the details were to be recorded by the quartermaster for subsequent payment. He intended 

to ensure that the army did not alienate P Parliamentary supporters as previous armies had 
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done. Death penalty imposed for pillaging or desertion. The speed of Fairfax's advance to 

Northampton caught Rupert by surprise. Fairfax had a big advantage as always informed as to 

the location and the strength of the Royal army through reports from local garrison patrols and 

captured prisoners, who also provided details of local topography. Northampton had a scouting 

service run by Postmaster Nathaniel Sharpe. The Royalists were here at a disadvantage 

operating in enemy territory with fewer Royalist garrisons. The night before the battle Charles 

staying at Mr Collins house at Lubenham dreamt that Lord Strafford appeared to warn him not 

to fight the New Model on the morrow. 

 

Fairfax's New Model now shadowing the King's army had 11well trained regiments of horse 

at full strength and 8 regiments of foot below strength, but not overloaded with officers. The 

officers were men of ordinary background, but despite the views of their betters. this did not 

affect their fighting ability. They were more numerous, well equipped, well provisioned and 

well paid In contrast the royal army comprised shattered remnants of many regiments from 

various armies and garrisons, many poorly armed, especially amongst the horse. Some of the 

best of the cavalry had been sent West with Goring. The infantry were well seasoned troops 

with some professional soldiers amongst the experienced officer corps. While there were many 

Welsh recruits, the royal army overall had fewer new recruits than the New Model, which made 

the royalist infantry more experienced and of a higher quality than their New Model 

counterparts. 

 

Naseby, on the border of Northamptonshire and Leicestershire, was quite a small but very 

important battle; there were 30,000 combatants at Edgehill, 40,000 at Marston Moor and only 

25,000 at Naseby. The landscape was one of open fields with some enclosures, hedges and 

rabbit warrens. It was generally suitable for the deployment of cavalry. Whereas in an enclosed 

landscape, musketeers could dramatically affect the outcome of a battle from the cover of 

hedgerows, the opportunity for this where the countryside was dominated by open fields was 

very limited. However, where small areas of enclosures did exist, as Col. Okey's dragoons’ 

action at Naseby demonstrated, the impact of the use of hedgerows could be significant. An 

open field landscape enabled a defeated army to be completely destroyed as at Marston Moor 

and Naseby, where once detached from their cavalry and without the cover of hedges, 

enclosures and lanes of an enclosed landscape the infantry become vulnerable.  

 

Rupert initially selected Farndon Hill to deploy the Royalist army as it was an advantageous 

position with steep slopes and difficult to outflank. Meanwhile Fairfax had initially selected to 

position the New Model on low ground between Naseby Ridge and Dust Hill one and a half 

miles from Naseby village, but it was too wet for cavalry, so Cromwell proposed withdrawing 

a few hundred yards onto the slopes of Naseby Ridge, “Let us I beseech you draw back to 

yonder hill, which will encourage the enemy to charge us, which they cannot do in that place 

without absolute ruin”. Morning of 14 June was foggy. Rupert sent Royalist Scoutmaster Sir 

Francis Ruse to locate the Parliamentary Army but saw no sign and it was rumoured they had 

retreated, whereas in fact Fairfax was shadowing the march of the Royalist army. Fairfax was 

anxious to prevent the Royalist army from moving North and was preparing to harass their 

rear-guard. Leaving army on Farndon Hill, Rupert rode forward and spotted the vanguard of 
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the New Model Army withdrawing to the better ground on Naseby Ridge. He concluded that 

they were withdrawing further south, so he sent word to the King to abandon the strong position 

on Farndon Hill. Rupert wanted to seize the initiative to compensate for the Royalists' weaker 

numbers, so he advanced to take up a weaker position on Dust Hill in full view of the New 

Model Army. Fairfax ordered his troops to retire 100 paces from the summit of Naseby ridge, 

so that he could deploy his troops out of sight of the royalists. This may have encouraged 

Rupert to launch an attack as he may have thought New Model Army was retreating. From the 

bottom of the gentle slope below the Parliamentary lines the ground is almost flat across 

Broadmoor rising slowly again to the slightly lower Dust Hill. 

 

Cromwell in a state of euphoria and holy exaltation, he divided each regiment of horse into two 

squadrons standing next to each other with a gap between them so that the musketeers could 

fire at the advancing enemy before contact was made. Ireton on the left wing commanded the 

first rank of horse and Fleetwood the second rank; he had six regiments 3,400 troopers. On the 

right-wing Cromwell had seven regiments and Fairfax's 150 Life Guards, a total of 3,900 

troopers standing in squadron blocks in three ranks. In the centre were Skippon's eight 

regiments of foot, five in the front line and three in the second totalling 6400 men. Eight 

cannons had been sited in pairs between the gaps in the front-line regiments.  A forlorn hope 

of 300 musketeers drawn from all the regiments were positioned 200 yds in front of Skippon's 

and Waller's Regiments of Foot tasked with shooting at the advancing enemy to disorganise 

their attack and then retire on the main body. The New Model's password was “God is our 

strength” and “Queen Mary” in honour of Henrietta Maria was the Royalists' password. Many 

Royalists had beanstalks in their hats and some Parliamentary soldiers had white linen or paper 

as their field sign. The cavalry had scarves in their Colonel's colours. The Reverend Hugh 

Peters, the chaplain of the Independents rode through the ranks bible and pistol in hand 

exhorting the Parliamentary soldiers to do their duty and fight the good fight. 

 

 Cromwell viewing the battlefield from Sulby Hill, while overseeing the deployment of the left 

wing cavalry realised the importance of controlling the enclosures on the left wing of the army 

to prevent any outflanking manoeuvre by Rupert and to enable the Parliamentarians to fire on 

the advancing Royalist horse before they attacked Ireton's cavalry. He sent Okey' s a thousand 

dragoons to occupy the Sulby enclosures on the Royalists' right flank with orders to fire on the 

advancing Royalists from behind the Sulby hedge. Rupert sent horse and foot, who failed to 

dislodge the dragoons from the close. 

 

Rupert deployed Langdale's Northern Horse 1,700 troopers formed in two lines supported by 

200 musketeers opposite to Cromwell's right wing of 3,900 troopers. In the centre Lord Astley's 

foot 3,200 strong, best in England facing Skippon's 6,400 foot. Astley formed up his infantry 

into nine divisions, each of 500 men, six deep and deployed in chequer board fashion, so that 

units in the second line could move up in support through the gaps in the first line. Astley was 

supported by 900 cavalry troopers under Col. Howard deployed in three divisions. two in front 

of Astley's second line and one in the rear of the second line. Prince Rupert commanded the 

right wing of 1,700 horse and 200 musketeers facing Ireton's 3,400 horse and 1000 dragoons. 

Rupert's first rank comprised his Life Guards, his regiment of horse, Prince Maurice's regiment 
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of horse and the Queen's Regiment of horse and in the second rank three regiments of Lord 

Northampton's brigade commanded by Sir William Vaughan. In reserve on Dust Hill from left 

to right was half a regiment of horse from Newark, Prince Rupert's Regiment of Foot, the 

King's Lifeguard of Horse and the King's Life Guard of Foot and the other half of the Newark 

Regiment of Horse. The King commanded this sizeable reserve designed to repel a major 

incursion or to be used to provide reinforcements as necessary. 

 

Rupert with the smaller army was eager to attack in order to seize the initiative and take 

advantage of the favourable wind, which would blow smoke into the faces of their opponents 

to their discomfort. Between 10am and 11am the whole Royalist line moved forward to the 

attack with drums beating and trumpets sounding, the horse initially moving in line with foot, 

then Rupert charged Ireton's left wing. His aim was to meet the enemy at full gallop and shatter 

them with the sheer force of impact. Ireton moved down the slope to meet the attack, the 

momentum of Rupert's charge was lost due to boggy ground and he had to halt and reform. 

Northampton with the reserves in the second line was fired on by Okey's dragoons and then 

crashed into Buller's Regiment of Horse pushing them back. Around half of Ireton's troopers 

from his left divisions were driven back over a mile west of Naseby village, but Rupert's assault 

was only partially successful as 1500 troopers in Ireton's right-hand divisions fought well and 

routed two Royalist divisions.  

 

Ireton then led them to attack the Royalist infantry. Meanwhile Whaller commanding the first 

rank of Cromwell's right wing moved forward to confront Langdale's advancing horse, which 

were weaker in number and having to ride up the slope. They were supported by the fire of 200 

musketeers incorporated with the cavalry, a tactical formation used by Gustavus Adolphus as 

a method of checking an enemy charge of horse, as muskets were more effective than pistols 

in penetrating through armour. Whalley's regiment struck the right-hand regiment of the 

Northern Horse dispersing three or four troops, who withdrew to reform behind Prince Rupert's 

Regiment of Foot on Dust Hill. The remainder of the Northern Horse heavily outnumbered fell 

back and. Cromwell ordered Whaller to make no further attack on the Northern Horse, but with 

two regiments keep them under observation, while the remaining regiments were to return. 

Rupert managed to break through Ireton's line and it seemed as if the Royalist strategy was 

working, but he failed to deploy any divisions of his cavalry to prevent Ireton' scattered 

regiments from returning to the fight, in contrast to Cromwell who assigned two regiments to 

ensure that Langdale's Northern Horse could not return to the fight. Instead Rupert pursued 

some of the second line regiments back to the baggage train, so he was too far away from the 

battle and not in a position to prevent the Parliamentary recovery.  Ireton's right-wing divisions 

managed to drive off their opponents and having successfully survived Rupert's charge, Ireton 

led half of his regiment in an attack on the right hand tertia commanded by Astley's son 

Bernard, who managed to beat off Ireton’s horse with the help of Howard's brigade of horse. 

Ireton's horse was killed and he was wounded by a pike and captured. He was released towards 

the end of the battle in return for quarter for his captors.       

 

As the bodies of infantry closed, the Parliamentary light guns positioned between Skippon's 

divisions opened fire doing little damage. The Parliamentary line advanced to the brow of the 



 

24 

hill and the musketeers fired their salvo, which mostly passed over the heads of advancing 

Royalists. Before the Parliamentary infantry could fire again, the Royalists were on them. The 

Royalist musketeers may not have paused to fire at all, but the foot did not charge each other 

until they were within twelve paces of one of another and could not charge above twice but 

were at push of pike. As the blocks of 200 pikes moved into push of bike, the musketeers 

prepared to engage each other with clubbed muskets. Owing to Skippon's longer frontage and 

larger numbers, they outnumbered the Royalist infantry two to one, the Royalists were only 

able to engage half of Skippon's front line, so Fairfax's Regiment of Foot was not hard pressed. 

 

The first Royalist charge failed to break through, but then Astley brought up the reserves, so 

now his numbers equalled those of Skippon's first line. His second charge included the reserves 

and Howard's cavalry interwoven with the infantry. The Royalist pikemen dropped their pikes 

and engaged the enemy with their swords and the musketeers wielded their musket butts 

supported by Howard's horse and broke through Skippon's first line. Astley pushed Skippon 

back, but not very far.  His own left flank was vulnerable to attack from Fairfax's strong 

regiment. To prevent this Astley evidently ordered forward from the reserve the King's and 

Prince Rupert's Regiment of Foot. Part of Skippon's first line Pickering's, Montagu's and 

Waller's regiments were pushed back behind their second line regiments. Main Royalist thrust 

fell on Skippon's Regiment, which was attacked from all sides, but they held their ground 

against the Duke of York's regiment and Fairfax's Regiment held off De Lisle's Regiment. This 

gave Skippon the chance to bring up his reserves from the second line. Marching forward firing 

by ranks Hammond's and Rainsborough's regiments filled the gaps where the front line had 

been broken.  

 

Behind the new front line, the broken regiments could regroup in safety. At this point Skippon 

himself was disabled with a shot in the chest at close range from one of his own men, but he 

refused to quit the field. The reserves advanced firing by ranks, the first rank fired, then 

wheeled and the second rank advanced and fired halting the Royalists advance. With the 

momentum of Astley's attack waning, the usual pause took place as the opposing foot engaged 

in a firefight. The main problem now facing Astley was the lack of reserves to enable him to 

renew the attack. Astley was hoping for the intervention of the King's and Rupert's regiments 

of foot from the reserve. However, both these regiments had been deployed to Astley's left to 

watch Fairfax's Regiment and they found themselves under attack by Cromwell's victorious 

cavalry which had driven off Langdale's Northern Horse on the Royalist left wing.  

 

Cromwell visited Ireton's left wing and then launched attacks against the left flank of the 

Royalist Foot. Fairfax directed his own Regiment of Foot to go to the rescue of Montagu's 

Regiment of Foot on his left. Cromwell now turned part of his horse against Astley's foot. 

Fairfax personally led Cromwell's third line of reserve horse to attack Rupert's Bluecoats, 

possibly the only remaining Royalist reserve of foot. The Bluecoats resisted strongly, but after 

being surrounded most were killed or captured. Nathaniel Fiennes Regiment of Cromwell's 

horse attacked the King's Life Guard of Foot, who were forced to retreat losing 15 colours. 
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Once this reserve was destroyed and now facing a complete battle line of mainly fresh 

Parliamentary infantry; Astley with his own assault grinding to a halt and under attack from 

Cromwell's horse began withdrawing his foot and this became a disorderly retreat. Fighting a 

series of rearguard actions he fell back for more than a mile across the Sibertoft Plateau to the 

north of Dust Hill. As the retreat continued the Royalist foot came under yet more pressure as 

Okey's dragoons mounted up from their position in the Sulby hedge enclosure and joined in 

the attack on the retreating Royalist foot.  

 

The Royalist foot were attacked from the front and rear and now in the flank by Okey's 

dragoons. The Royalist Foot started to crumble and surrounded groups of infantries began to 

surrender or flee. They tried to make a stand near the baggage train and the remnants made a 

final stand on Moot and Wadborough Hills. When Rupert's horse finally returned to join the 

King, his horses were too blown to make another charge. The King was trying to rally the 

broken horse of the left wing for a final charge, but they turned and fled. Charles was then 

persuaded to flee by the Scottish Earl of Carnworth. Meanwhile Fairfax now redeployed and 

realigned his army so it presented a solid front with the foot in the centre and the cavalry on 

either flank to sweep away the remnants of the Royal army. Cromwell pursued the Royalist 

horse as far as the outskirts of Leicester. The Royalists lost 1000 killed and 4500 captured. 

 

Contrary to the usual practice of disarming and releasing rank and file prisoners, Fairfax sent 

all the prisoners to London. Those captured included many professional soldiers needed to turn 

new recruits into fighting soldiers. Parliamentary losses were no more than two or 300 killed 

and wounded. The Part army captured the royal baggage train, 10000 weapons, the artillery 

train of 14 guns, the gunners, wagons carrying 50 loads of muskets. Pikes. Powder, match and 

bullets as well as the King's cabinet with his correspondence revealing his treacherous dealings 

with the Scots and the Irish. In contrast to Rupert's attack on the Parliamentary baggage train, 

Fairfax strictly forbade the cavalry from plundering the Royalist baggage because they had to 

continue the pursuit of the fleeing Royalists.  Cromwell had handled his part of the battle with 

great skill. The first rank of horse under Whaller tasked with repelling the Northern Horse had 

been reinforced promptly when Cromwell saw that he had not committed enough in his first 

line. This still left him with 4 regiments of horse to launch against the Royalist foot in the 

centre and when he saw that the Northern Horse were unlikely to be able to attack again, he 

recalled a fifth regiment to join in the attack on the infantry. 

 

The big question regarding Rupert's conduct was why he opted to lead the right wing when as 

the King's overall commander he might have been more effective staying with the King to 

oversee the battle. The main credit for victory goes to Fairfax, who pursued the Royalist army 

tenaciously and assembled enough troops to outnumber them. He conducted the battle skilfully 

committing his reserves at the right moment and in the final phase put himself at the head of 

his regiment of horse to administer the coup de grace. The New Model knew that they were 

commanded by a skilled tactician. After the battle Fairfax marched to lay siege to Leicester, 

which surrendered on 18 June, while the King withdrew to Hereford.   
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The devastating losses amongst officers and NCOs made any attempt to rebuild the Oxford 

Army foot virtually an impossible task. Almost all the royalist infantry had been either killed 

or captured. The Provost Marshal reported having 4000 prisoners in his charge including 400 

officers. 

Took Leicester and defeated Goring at Langport, then successfully stormed the key port 

stronghold of Bristol defended by Rupert who surrendered the town, Exeter also surrendered. 

Within nine months of Naseby, King Charles had given himself up to the Scottish Army and 

the First Civil War was at an end.  

 

Escape from a Nazi firing squad 
 

Handcuffed and led into the woods at dawn, two SAS men prepared to die... What 

followed was one of the most breath-taking episodes of the entire war 

 

Lord Ashcroft Mail on Sunday 17 October 2020  

 

It was approaching dawn on August 9, 1944 and the seven prisoners of war caught operating 

behind enemy lines in German-occupied France thought they knew their fate. After weeks of 

imprisonment, including brutal interrogation at the hands of the Gestapo, their end was 

near. German SS men, armed with automatic weapons, led the seven SAS men, all of whom 

were in handcuffs, from a lorry to a clearing some 100 yards into a wood. 'Are we going to be 

shot?' asked Corporal Jean Dupontel, one of the prisoners. 'Of course, you're going to be shot. 

What do you think this is, a picnic?' said one of the guards, with a snigger.  

 

Dupontel, who was dark-haired and slightly built, had spent the previous three years serving in 

the British Armed Forces. Now he had been weakened by torture and a lack of food. He was 

also so scared that his knees began to tremble and he half fell to the ground but the butts of 

several SS rifles propelled him forwards. As Dupontel was lined up to be shot, his thoughts 

turned to his younger brother, Antoine, whom he had not seen for five years but who he knew 

was fighting with the French Resistance. Then, as he listened to the birdsong, he thought of his 

parents, who lived in a tiny house in Brittany.  'God help me,' he whispered under his breath. 

'I'm too young. I don't want to be shot down like a dog under these trees.' As the men prepared 

to be executed, Dupontel glanced at his best friend Corporal Thomas 'Ginger' Jones, short and 

stocky, who was the last man in the line.  

 

An SS captain read out a statement, first in German, before one of his sergeants translated it 

into English: 'Having been tried and found guilty before a court martial of collaborating with 

French terrorists and in this way endangering the security of the German Army, you have been 

sentenced to death by shooting.' What happened next was astonishing and led to one of the 

most remarkable stories of the entire 1939-45 war. Moments earlier, Dupontel had managed to 

work his right hand free from the handcuffs but he kept his arms in front of him to pretend that 

they were still restricted. As the group of SS soldiers raised their weapons to fire, Dupontel let 

out a roar like a wild beast and rushed forward, breaking through a gap between one of the 

https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/france/index.html
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German officers and a civilian who was watching the execution. In the darkness, he raced 

forwards and as one of the SS soldiers opened fire, he fell to the ground – not shot because, in 

fact, he had tripped on the root of a tree. He picked himself up and ran through trees, brambles 

and foliage as bullets whistled by his head and body. 

 
Left Serge Vaculik was, in fact, Jean Dupontel's real name. His family were Czech, but when 

he fought with the British he was advised to change his name in case he was captured: his 

Gestapo interrogators would probably have given him a harder time if they knew he was 

Czech, not French 

 

Right SAS soldier Corporal Thomas 'Ginger' Jones 

 

'Dear God, help me,' he shouted. But at the edge of the forest he came to a tall, thick hedge. He 

could hear the Germans were on his heels and so he launched himself, arms first, through the 

top of the hedge, briefly remembering what he had been taught at his commando training course 

in Inverness, Scotland. Landing with a roll forwards, he glanced at a surprised horse standing 

close by, picked himself up and, once again, ran for his life towards another wood. Eventually, 

Dupontel was free – alone in the French countryside just over two months after the D-Day 

landings.  

 

Dressed in civilian clothing, he was also limping from a badly swollen right ankle that he had 

injured as he frantically made his escape. Out of desperation, he sought help from French 

villagers, some 40 miles north of Paris, hoping that they would take pity on him and not turn 

him over to their German masters. He was in luck: he was befriended by a French butcher who 

had a cousin in the Maquis, the French Resistance. As he prised off the second handcuff, his 

thoughts turned to his six comrades who he imagined had been shot and buried in the wood. 

Distraught and frightened as he sheltered in a farmhouse, the slightest noise made him jump. 
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Soon Dupontel linked up with the butcher's cousin and his Resistance friends. And days later, 

as his ankle began to heal, his new friend told him that three miles away villagers had found a 

man who didn't speak any French but who was gesturing for help.  At first, Dupontel feared it 

was a trap, but he agreed to accompany the Frenchman to see the stranger. The two men slipped 

into a house and listened to the stranger talking in English. The voice coming from the kitchen 

was unmistakable to Dupontel: it was Ginger Jones, so he entered the room. The two friends 

stared at each other as if they had both seen a ghost, then they shook hands and hugged each 

other warmly.  'Is it really you, old man?' Jones said. 'It can't be. I was sure you were dead.' 

Dupontel told Jones he had been equally sure that he was dead. As the excitement calmed 

down, Jones explained that in the commotion caused by Dupontel's dash for freedom, he too 

had raced away from his position at the end of the line before tripping and falling. 'Bullets hit 

the ground around where I was lying. 'I was afraid to move. I knew that my only chance now 

was to pretend to be dead. I heard someone come up to me and my heart almost stopped 

beating… I was astonished at still being alive,' Jones recalled. When the execution squad left, 

Jones had picked himself off the ground and counted the five dead bodies of his comrades. 

Then he made his way up a hill and eventually came to a village where he, too, was befriended 

by locals. Jones thanked his friend for saving his life. 'If you hadn't distracted their attention by 

shouting and making a break for it, I'd have had it with the others,' he said. 

 

As the Allied forces closed in on Paris and its nearby countryside, Dupontel and Jones 

decided to stay and fight with the Resistance. They were pleased to discover that their new 

friends were well armed.  

 

Their first mission was to ambush a German staff car that the Resistance had observed passing 

by each day, and which never had a motorcycle escort. Five men, including an SS colonel, 

were captured. They were ordered to dig their own graves and later shot, though not by 

Dupontel or Jones. 

 

On another occasion, Dupontel found six enemy soldiers beating up a young Frenchman, 

dragging the boy's mother by her hair and stealing their horses. With another Resistance fighter, 

he shot the SS men dead. 

 

By this point in the war, the Germans were retreating and it was not long before the area where 

Dupontel and Jones had been in hiding was liberated by advancing American troops. 

'You guys certainly did a pretty swell job,' said one US officer, after hearing of the bravery 

with which the men and their Resistance allies had fought off a German tank. 

 

Soon Dupontel and Jones, both aged 30, were heading back to London, hitching a lift in a flat-

bottomed landing craft on its way back to England across the Channel. Both survived the war, 

Dupontel was reunited with his family, and they both gave evidence at a war crimes trial in the 

German city of Wuppertal in February 1947.  Some of the German troops responsible for 

torturing the two men and killing their colleagues during their captivity were found guilty by 

the court and executed by hanging. 
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I have been able to tell this remarkable, true story because of help from a Mail on Sunday 

reader, Roger Mason, who contacted me after reading my account in this paper of the bravery 

of the 'Parachuting Padre', the Rev Fraser McLuskey, who went behind enemy lines in France 

with the SAS in 1944. Mr Mason put me in touch with Ginger Jones's daughter and also referred 

me to a little-known memoir, Air Commando, written by Serge Vaculik shortly after the war 

and which was published in 1954. 

 

Serge Vaculik was, in fact, Jean Dupontel's real name. His family were Czech, but when he 

fought with the British he was advised to change his name in case he was captured: his 

Gestapo interrogators would probably have given him a harder time if they knew he was 

Czech, not French. Neither Vaculik nor Jones was decorated at the time for bravery, which 

seems an injustice, given their gallantry. Many years later they were awarded the French 

Croix de Guerre and a war memorial was erected in France for the five comrades who had 

been executed in 1944. Their bodies were exhumed and buried in a military ceremony at 

Beauvais. 

Glenys Atherton, Ginger Jones's daughter, told me that she was proud of her father's actions 

more than 75 years ago. 'He was an incredible man,' she said. Glenys was born in 1946, the 

year after the war ended, but she remembers being six or seven years old when Serge Vaculik 

came to her family home in Wigan to run through the events of 1944 with her father, who by 

then was a coal miner. 'They corroborated their stories before Serge's book was published,' 

she explained. 

 

In Vaculik's book, he refers to his comrades as being commandos or parachutists and he does 

not mention the Special Air Service: this is because the regiment was then, in its early days, 

still so secretive. In fact, all the captured men were from 1 SAS commanded by the legendary 

Lieutenant Colonel Blair 'Paddy' Mayne. They had been taken prisoner after a firefight during 

only their second mission behind enemy lines, working with the French Resistance to carry out 

hit-and-run attacks on German targets. 'When my younger brother Norman and I were children, 

our father didn't speak much about the war, but when we grew up he did talk to us about what 

he had done. He spoke about how he had survived the firing squad,' said Glenys, 73, a retired 

teaching assistant, who lives in Saddleworth, near Manchester. After her father's death, she and 

her husband, David, went to retrace his steps in northern France and found the villages where 

the two men had been befriended, speaking to a female member of the Maquis who had met 

her father in 1944. 

 

Ginger Jones died in Oldham Hospital, Lancashire, on December 6, 1990, aged 76. He had 

been ill in hospital for three months and then contracted pneumonia. Ginger had shown a sense 

of humour in hospital even when he was in great pain. During his stay, doctors informed him 

that they would have to amputate one of his legs above the knee. He replied: 'Well then, give 

me a pair of headphones so that I can't hear you – and get on with it!' Later he asked if he could 

keep the leg and mount it in a glass case, explaining: 'You see I scored nine goals with that leg 

in a match, playing schoolboy centre-forward in Wigan!' 
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There is, however, one remarkable final twist to this wartime story that relates to Ginger's 

death. 

 

Mrs Atherton said: 'Soon after I got back from the hospital, a representative from the SAS rang 

me, having learnt of my father's death. He asked me if there was anything he could do to help, 

and I asked him to contact Serge Vaculik to let him know my father had died. 'A few days later, 

the man rang me back and told me that Serge had died too – within a few hours of my father. I 

couldn't believe it.' Incredibly, the two men who had been due to die together in August 1944 

had, in fact, died at almost the same time 46 years later in December 1990. 

In Pegasus, the magazine for the Parachute Regiment and airborne forces, their obituaries 

appeared on opposite pages. Brothers in arms to the very end. 
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Author 

 

Dr WILLIAM NESTER, a Professor at the Department of Government and Politics, St. John’s 

University, New York, is the author of thirty-seven books on history and politics. His book 

George Rogers Clark: I Glory in War won the Army Historical Foundation’s best biography 

award for 2013, and Titan: The Art of British Power in the Age of Revolution and Napoleon, 

won the New York Military Affairs Symposium's 2016 Arthur Goodzett Book Award 

 

Many indeed, are the biographies of Winston Churchill, one of the most influential figures of 

the twentieth century. But what was that influence and how did he use it in the furtherance of 

his and his country’s ambitions? For the first time, Professor William Nestor has delved into 

the life and actions of Churchill to examine just how skilfully he manipulated events to placed 

him in positions of power. 

 

His thirst for power stirred political controversy wherever he intruded. Those who had to deal 

directly with him either loved or hated him. His enemies condemned him for being an egoist, 

publicity hound, double-dealer, and Machiavellian, accusations that his friends and even he 

himself could not deny. He could only serve Britain as a statesman and a reformer because he 

was a wily politician who won sixteen of twenty-one elections that he contested between 1899 

and 1955. 

 

The House of Commons was Churchill's political temple where he exalted in the speeches and 

harangues on the floor and the backroom horse-trading and comradery. Most of his life he was 

a Cassandra, warning against the threats of Communism, Nazism, and nuclear Armageddon. 

With his ability to think beyond mental boxes and connect far-flung dots, he clearly foretold 

events to which virtually everyone else was oblivious. Yet he was certainly not always right 

and was at times spectacularly wrong. 

 

This is the first book that explores how Churchill understood and asserted the art of power, 

mostly through hundreds of his own insights expressed through his speeches and writings. 

 

Review 

 

The question left in the air; does the book fulfil the promise made within the title? Is the work 

unequivocal in identifying the “Art of Leadership” and “How Winston changed the World”? 

The hackneyed sub-titles, “changing the world” and “art of leadership”, cover what is largely 

familiar ground. It is not however, written for professional scholars though he is one himself. 

The book is about an extraordinary man living through tumultuous times with so many great 

stories to tell. However, many of these stories have been told so often an approach or catchy 

title has to be found to justify yet another biography of Churchill. 

 

Is this amongst possibly thousands of books and articles the book “that explores how Churchill 

understood and asserted the art of power”? I am not sure it does. A further claim “For the first 
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time, Professor William Nestor has delved into the life and actions of Churchill to examine just 

how skilfully he manipulated events to placed him in positions of power.” These are huge 

claims to make when the extraordinary works of Martin Gilbert, Roy Jenkins and Andrew 

Roberts among many, many others are taken into account. There can be little left for “first 

time” claims with Churchill! 

 

The book is a general biography from childhood to death (last ten years of his life on two pages) 

and encompasses significant periods of Churchill’s life when he had, though he sought them, 

few responsibilities. Churchill from childhood was self-centred and too individualistic, 

probably lacking empathy to be a team player. No one doubts his physical courage but it may 

be said that some of his actions he took to be noticed! (By choosing to ride a grey into battle in 

Afghanistan, Churchill was making sure that no one could fail to notice his endeavours.) He 

was frequently wrong. Impossible for many to work with and some including Viscount 

Alanbrooke say towards the end of the war, his abilities were failing. Just worn out. He then 

lost two elections to Atlee before winning the October 1951 election. Despite suffering a stroke 

in 1953, Churchill remained in office until April 1955, when he resigned at the age of eighty. 

Post war Churchill was not at his best and was not a leader to many just a frustration.  

 

Amongst the biographical detail there is a significant amount of period data that establishes 

context but adds little to the stated aim of the book. However, it is accessible, not a 1,000-page 

blockbuster and there are a number of American insights from the New York based academic. 

 

It is by modern history works a short book of 258 pages containing an extensive small print 

bibliography of 15 pages and notes of 21 pages with a seven-page index. However, the work 

is very readable though with some questionable statements. 

  

If you are new to the subject of the role of Churchill in the life of the United Kingdom this 

biography with its additional historical material will ease you into the subject. If his 

contribution is doubted, judge how the wartime generation bade him farewell with his state 

funeral in 1965 and the continuing extolling his contribution. There is a reason why there are 

so many books continuing to be published with Churchill in the title. 

 

Churchill and Stalin 

Comrades-in-Arms during the Second World War 
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Synopsis 

 

Based on documents from the Russian archives, this comprehensive study charts the 

tumultuous wartime relationship between Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin and British Prime 

Minister Winston Churchill. It highlights the secret correspondence between the two leaders, 

records their meetings and conversations in Moscow and at the Tehran, Yalta and Potsdam 

summits, and discloses the confidential communications of Stalin and his diplomats. 

 

“Churchill and Stalin” has been compiled and edited by three leading Russian and British 

historians of the Second World War. Their narrative brings together military and political 

history, documentary analysis and biography in an illuminating way. It reveals how Stalin and 

Churchill clashed and collaborated in order to achieve victory, and it demonstrates the deep 

personal relationship between these two great personalities as well as their profound political 

differences. Even when the Grand Alliance collapsed after the war, they retained their respect 

and affection for each other. 

 

Other important wartime personalities also feature in the documents – President Roosevelt, the 

British and Soviet foreign ministers, Anthony Eden and Vyacheslav Molotov, Ivan Maisky, 

the Soviet ambassador in London and Averell Harriman, the American ambassador in Moscow. 

 

This fascinating documentary record is linked by a detailed narrative and commentary on the 

Stalin-Churchill relationship in the context of Anglo-Soviet relations during the war and the 

politics of the Grand Alliance. 

https://www.pen-and-sword.co.uk/Dr-Martin-Folly/a/3625
https://www.pen-and-sword.co.uk/Geoffrey-Roberts/a/3624
https://www.pen-and-sword.co.uk/Oleg-Rzheshevsky/a/3623
https://www.pen-and-sword.co.uk/Pen-Sword-Military/i/3
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A landmark book – it will appeal to all those interested in Churchill and Stalin and in the 

politics and diplomacy of the Second World War. 

 

Review 

 

This is an excellent book, mostly accessible for the specialist and non-specialist on grand 

strategy during the Second World War.  It is a valuable and very informative resource covering 

the dangerous and precarious relationship of these two key leaders of the war. Given their 

fundamental political differences and lack of trust, partly due to Churchill’s involvement in 

Russia post First World War, perilous circumstance demanded total cooperation. However, 

both distrusted the other, and were profoundly politically opposites yet these leaders accepted 

that necessity required collaboration to defeat the Germans. This they were able to achieve 

through long and often obdurate bargaining. 

In the introductory chapters there is a narrative summary establishing the circumstances of the 

war and the difficulties of relationships, involving of course Roosevelt once the USA became 

a belligerent power. The work concentrates on 130 documents from British and Russian 

sources with messages giving the reader direct access to the events as they advanced. 

Documents include the Churchill-Stalin correspondence and meeting transcripts, including the 

Eden-Stalin meetings of December 1941, the Churchill-Molotov meetings of May-June 1942, 

and Churchill-Stalin meetings and conversations in Moscow, Tehran, Yalta, and Potsdam. 

With the availability now of the documents, from the private papers of participants and from 

Soviet archives, a more rounded and complete picture can be presented and a fuller analysis 

achieved. The Soviet records of meetings give a different and often less dramatic perspective 

than the British ones that have been the standard fare for assessing Churchill’s interaction with 

Stalin for years. 

 

Highly recommended for those who seek to understand the development of grand strategy and 

how it evolves.  

 

Dambuster-in-Chief 

The Life of Air Chief Marshal Sir Ralph Cochrane 
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Richard Mead 

 

Richard Mead was educated at Marlborough College and Pembroke College, Cambridge. He 

has written General ‘Boy’: The Life of Lieutenant General Sir Frederick Browning and The 

Last Great Cavalryman: The Life of General Sir Richard McCreery, Commander Eighty Army, 

The Men Behind Monty, Commando General – The Life of Sir Robert Laycock and Sam - The 

Life of MRAF Lord Elworthy all in print with Pen and Sword Books. Richard and his wife live 

in Gloucestershire and he has two grown-up sons. 

 

Synopsis 

 

Ralph Cochrane was born in 1895 into a distinguished naval family. After joining the Royal 

Navy, he volunteered in 1915 to serve with the RNAS in airships and was an early winner of 

the Air Force Cross. In 1918 he transferred to the fledgling RAF and learnt to fly, serving in 

Iraq as a flight commander under ‘Bomber’ Harris. His inter-war career saw him as a squadron 

commander in Aden before he became the first Chief of Air Staff of the Royal New Zealand 

Air Force. During the Second World War he served mainly in Bomber Command and 

commanded 5 Group from early 1943. He formed 617 Squadron and was instrumental in 

planning the legendary Dambuster Raid, the most spectacular of the War, as well as the sinking 

of the battleship Tirpitz. An inspirational leader, he trained 5 Group in low level target marking 

https://www.pen-and-sword.co.uk/Richard-Mead/a/1626
https://www.pen-and-sword.co.uk/Pen-Sword-Aviation/i/1
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skills. 

 

Post war Cochrane held a string of senior appointments commanding Transport Command, 

Flying Training Command and finally as Vice Chief of Air Staff, retiring in 1952. He died in 

1977. 

 

Review 

 

Cochrane began his flying career as a sailor developing and serving on airships of the Royal 

Naval Air Service of which there was much more activity than many now realise. These early 

chapters about airships are fascinating. What courage these early airmen displayed. Post war 

and now a member of the Royal Air Force, Cochrane moved to what became conventional 

aircraft serving mainly in the Middle East specialising over the next twenty years in bombing 

and flying training.  The author covers this period very well and there are interesting chapters 

on operations in the Middle East, and his time as a squadron commander. He was sent to New 

Zealand to advise on the country’s air defences. During his service and promotions, Cochrane 

worked alongside many airmen who were to go on to fulfil some of the top posts in the RAF 

during the Second World War. Cochrane extended his contacts book by attending the top staff 

and joint services courses open to career officers.  

 

It was fortuitous that Bomber Harris was his CO on 45 Squadron as he later selected Cochrane 

to lead 5 Group during the time when the Dambuster Raid was developed and accomplished. 

The book’s title highlights this period of Cochrane’s service though it is a small but important 

part of his life and therefore the book. Encapsulating research into the possible bombs to be 

used in the raid to the formation of 617 Squadron and details of the raid takes just 31 of the 

268 pages of narrative but outside this period there remains a great deal of interest. Cochrane 

followed closely the work and life of 617 Squadron and had a significant impact on its 

leadership and development for the remainder of the war. Bomber Harris was to write in 1944 

that “Cochrane is in my view the best operational commander we have today ----.” Post War 

Cochrane forged and led Transport Command establishing standards and efficiency that 

continue to this day. 

 

The uniqueness of this work is the help of Cochrane’s family with access to a substantial 

archive which made a significant contribution to the writing of the book, allowing for detail 

and colour. There are photos, a useful list of abbreviations, notes, a bibliography and a very 

useful index divided in to place names and individuals and organisation. There are 32 black 

and white photographs. 

 

If you have any interest at all in the history of the RAF this is a “must have” book! Richard 

Mead has established himself as a substantial military biographer with this his seventh book 

on Second World War leaders. This book is all the more interesting because Cochrane, known 

possibly just to the keen historian, has a fascinating and challenging life of service that Mead 

manages to bring out so well. 
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Responsibility for Air Operations 

 

From Richard Mead following a question about selecting targets, mounting operations and 

responsibility from Robert Bartlett, Richard wrote: 

 

Responsibility for raids, it fell fairly and squarely onto Harris's shoulders.  In my last book on 

Sam Elworthy, (see below) who was Wing Commander Ops 1 (b) and then Group Captain 

(Operations) in Bomber Command HQ, I wrote as follows: 

 

"(Sam) was part of a strict routine, which began with 'morning prayers'. SASO (Senior Air 

Staff Officer, at that time Saundby), the Group Captain Ops, the Wing Commander Ops 1(b), 

the Group Captain Intelligence and the senior Meteorological Offer met first for a preliminary 

look at the weather, an assessment of the previous night's operations and a general review of 

priority targets. The intention of this gathering was to try to anticipate as far as possible what 

the AOC-in-C would decide, so as to have the answers ready. At 09.00 sharp Harris would 

appear, by which time other operations staff, Carrington (the Army liaison officer) and Captain 

de Mowbray, the Royal Navy liaison officer, would have joined the group. There would be a 

more formal presentation of the weather and any other key factors, based on which a list of 

potential targets was handed to Harris. He would then make his decision without further 

discussion, after which the meeting was at an end, although Harris might stay on for a 

discussion with Saundby on the previous night's events. In the meantime, the G/C Ops and 

W/C Ops 1(b) would ring each of the groups, providing them with the target and the make-up 

of the bomb load. There would then be a further discussion between them and Saundby on the 

defences, based on which the routes would be established and communicated to the groups." 

 

Since in most cases several groups would be involved in a raid, those participating would have 

no direct input themselves.  The exception was 5Group, in which Cochrane had a much greater 

latitude as to choice of target for the 'Independent Air Force', although of course Bomber 

Command HQ was still directly involved, so as not to allow confusion with the Main Force. 

The exception to all of this came in the months leading up to D-Day and for a period thereafter, 

when Harris found himself subordinated to Eisenhower/Tedder in support of the Transportation 

Plan and then of 21st Army Group.  

 

‘SAM’ Marshal of the Royal Air Force the Lord Elworthy 

A Biography 

 

Richard Mead 

 

Sam Elworthy's career was remarkable by any standards. Born in New Zealand in 1911 and 

educated in England, he was called to the Bar. After learning to learning to fly he joined the 

RAAF. During the Second World War he won the DFC, DSO and AFC and, after commanding 

82 Squadron, worked closely with ‘Bomber' Harris and General Eisenhower 
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