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In 2004, the then Chief of Army’s Strategic Advisory Group, the Australian Army’s senior generals, established a scheme to promote the study and understanding of military history within the Army. The focus was the Army’s future generation of leaders and, from this, the Campaign Series was created. The series is intended to complement the Army’s other history publications which are major analytical works of high quality, academically rigorous and referenced.


The Campaign Series focuses on leadership, command, strategy, tactics and personal experiences of war. Each title within the series includes extensive visual sources of information — maps, including specifically prepared maps in colour and 3D, commissioned artwork, photographs and graphics.


Covering major campaigns and battles, as well as those less known, the Australian Army History Unit’s Campaign Series provides a significant contribution to the history of the Australian Army and an excellent introduction to its campaigns and battles.
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INTRODUCTION






More than any of the conflicts in which Australians have fought, the battles of the First World War must be placed in context if the efforts of Australian soldiers are to be understood. War on the Western Front was the domain of army groups, armies and corps, where the division was the basic building block for the corps and the corps the basis for the planning of any battle. This is significantly different to Australian military organisation in the Second World War where the battalion and the brigade were often the foundations of military planning, particularly for the battles of the south-west Pacific. The sheer scale of action on the Western Front means that any decision to focus on a single division risks losing the context of the broader picture, without which the actions of that single division cannot be fairly evaluated. This is particularly true of the divisions of the Australian Imperial Force (AIF) in 1917. They and other dominion troops comprised a minority force operating alongside the British Army under the command structure of the British Expeditionary Force (BEF). The BEF was, in turn, a junior partner to the French Army, which provided the bulk of the Allied forces on the Western Front.


The actions of the 3rd Australian Division at Passchendaele have to be viewed within this framework. It did not conduct independent operations, but fought within a corps structure using British equipment and doctrine. In doing so, the division achieved a level of integration with the British Army which would be the envy of any present-day coalition operation. Such close integration brought considerable benefits to the AIF and enabled it to realise a level of military proficiency that would have taken much longer to attain — if it attained such a level at all — had it been left to its own resources. However it also meant that Australia’s political and military leadership willingly acquiesced to British war aims, methods and campaigns.


Battles are usually the result of broader strategic and operational design. To understand why the battle for Passchendaele was fought, the campaign of which it was a component also requires study. As the name implies, the Third Battle of Ypres was not the first time this town in western Flanders had been a focus of interest. The town lay north-east of the great sweep of the German armies through neutral Belgium in August-September 1914 and only came to prominence as the German and Allied armies attempted to outflank one another during their rush to the channel coast in October-November 1914. Over this period, referred to as the First Battle of Ypres, Allied forces managed to establish a continuous front and repel German attempts to capture the town. Stiff Allied resistance at Ypres saw the town become a salient, protruding into the German line. The Second Battle of Ypres was fought between April and May 1915 and was the result of a German attempt to eliminate the salient. The outcome of the battles forced the Allied lines closer to Ypres, and saw Germans take control of the ridges around the town.


The Allied offensive conducted between June and November 1917 to break out of the Ypres salient and capture the Belgian channel ports was known as the Third Battle of Ypres. The





preparation and conduct of this offensive dominated the activities of the BEF for the latter half of 1917. Over this period a number of individual battles were fought. These began with feint attacks by Allied forces towards Lens and Lille (26—30 June 1917), moved to a preliminary operation at the Battle of Messines (7—14 June 1917), and finally settled into a sequence of battles: the Battle of Pilckem Ridge (31 July—2 August 1917), the Battle of Langemarck (16—18 August), the Battle of Menin Road (20—25 September 1917), the Battle of Polygon Wood (26 September 1917), the Battle of Broodseinde (4 October 1917) and the Battle of Poelcappelle (9 October 1917). This Allied offensive culminated in the two battles for Passchendaele, beginning with the attack by II ANZAC Corps on 12 October 1917 and followed by the attacks of the Canadian Corps from 26 October to 10 November 1917.


Post-war criticism of the architect of the Third Ypres campaign, Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig, has tended to focus on two issues associated with Passchendaele: first, the accusation that the operational circumstances did not justify fighting the battle, and second, given the ground conditions, that the attacking Allied troops did not have a reasonable chance of success. To address these issues requires not only an examination of Passchendaele within the context of the campaign, but an understanding of the nature of battle in 1917. For both sides of the line, the battle for Passchendaele represented the apex of a broader pyramid, the foundations of which were training, organisation, doctrine and technology. Thus, a study of the way Australian divisional structure, tactics and weaponry had evolved prior to Passchendaele, together with a similar description of the evolution of the German forces charged with its defence, will set the scene for a more nuanced understanding of how the 3rd Australian Division conducted its attack. Since nothing illuminates failure like success, a brief description of the successful Canadian attacks on Passchendaele is also included, allowing a direct comparison with the Australian approach.


Finally, it is worth discussing some of the terminology associated with the battle for Passchendaele. This battle occurred in two parts, the first an unsuccessful attempt by the Australian 3rd Division to capture the village on 12 October 1917, and the second the successful Canadian attacks from 26 October to 10 November 1917. There are differences between the British Official History of the War and the Australian Official History when it comes to the labelling of these two battles. The British Official History describes the Australian 12 October 1917 assault on Passchendaele as the First Battle of Passchendaele (Passchendaele I) and the Canadian attacks from 26 October to 10 November 1917 as the Second Battle of Passchendaele (Passchendaele II). In contrast, the Australian Official History by C.E.W Bean names the 9 October 1917 attack on Poelcappelle as Passchendaele I and the Australian 12 October 1917 assault on Passchendaele as Passchendaele II. The subsequent Canadian attacks are also considered part of Passchendaele II. There is some logic in Bean’s labelling, since the 9 October 1917 attack was viewed in the Australian Official History as a ‘short preparatory advance’ for the subsequent attack on Passchendaele. The British Official History labels Poelcappelle as an attack to ‘reach more than half way [sic] towards the day’s objective’ (Passchendaele) which would then offer an opportunity to pursue the Germans well beyond the village and the associated ridge. While the distinction between the two definitions is so fine as to be meaningless, this study will use the terminology of the





British Official History and call the Australian attack on 12 October 1917 the First Battle of Passchendaele (Passchendaele I), if for no other reason than this particular label has more common usage and makes a clear distinction between this and the subsequent Canadian attacks at the Second Battle of Passchendaele (Passchendaele II).








CHAPTER 1


PASSCHENDAELE: THE OPERATIONAL BACKGROUND TO THE BATTLE


GENESIS OF THE THIRD YPRES OFFENSIVE
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An aerial view of Ypres taken from an Allied observation balloon on 31 October 1917. The Cloth Hall and Ypres Cathedral are at the top left of the picture (AWM E01257).




In 1917 Ypres had been transformed from what had previously been a prosperous market town in the Flemish part of Belgium to one of the most important locations on the Western Front. Not only had two major campaigns been fought for its possession in 1914 and 1915, but in 1917 it formed the base of a salient into the German lines, providing a potential starting point for any Allied offensive towards the Belgian ports. The town itself lay on the Yser Canal and derived its military significance from being a road, rail and canal junction linking northern France and Belgium. However, the cost to the town of this significance was high. A British Army padre visiting Ypres in September 1917 described a large a town that had been reduced to ruins, with not a single habitable dwelling. The dominant pre-war feature of the town was the Cloth Hall, one of the Middle Age’s largest commercial structures, but bombardment had reduced this unique building to a bare shell. In 1917 the damaged tower of the Cloth Hall was still standing, and was one of the few vertical landmarks in an otherwise horizontal landscape of stone and rubble.


The geography of the region around Ypres is dominated by flat, agricultural plains, broken only by a series of low ridges which form a semi-circle around the south, east and north-east side of the town. South-east of Ypres are the villages of Wytschaete and Messines, which sit on the southern end of the Ypres Ridge. Almost 4 kilometres due north of Ypres is a small feature named Pilckem Ridge which runs in between, and parallel with, the Yser Canal and Steenbeek Creek. All of these features run in a north-south direction. Any advance east of these obstacles would encounter slowly rising ground until it reached the northern end of the Ypres Ridge.
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Contemporary farmhouses on the main road (Passendalestraat) leading into Passchendaele village. This gives an impression of what the housing and terrain would have looked like prior to the war (image courtesy of Bill Fraser).


The central mass of the Ypres Ridge was the Gheluvelt Plateau, a flat area crossed by the Ypres—Menin road. Moving north from the Gheluvelt Plateau the ridge narrowed, but provided sufficient level ground to support the villages of Passchendaele, Westroosebeke and Staden. These villages had provided housing for local businessmen and landowners and the houses were generally of a more substantial nature than those associated with the farming communities on the plains, although by 1917 these villages were in ruins. Small woods and coppice had dotted the Ypres Ridge, but these forested areas were now destroyed. The resulting debris of stumps and broken tree limbs fused with the churned soil, presenting a significant obstacle to advancing infantry or tanks.
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The Ypres battlefield south-east of Broodseinde on 28 September 1917. To the right the ground starts to rise towards the ridge line which would lead to Passchendaele (AWM E00893).


The military significance of the Ypres Ridge lay in the flatness of the surrounding plain. Despite an average height of just 40 to 50 metres (around 60 metres at its highest points), possession of the ridge provided German forces with clear observation of Allied activity in Ypres and the surrounding area, while also obscuring Allied observation of German movements behind the ridge. Because of this, no Allied offensive could move north to the Belgian coast without first securing its left flank on the Ypres Ridge.


A British plan to recapture the Belgian ports of Ostend, Blankenberghe and Zeebrugge from the Germans was first proposed in December 1914 by Winston Churchill, then First Lord of the Admiralty, to the commander of the BEF, Sir John French. Given their location, flanking the main cross-channel troop and supply routes from the British ports of Richborough, Dover and Folkestone to the French ports of Dunkirk, Calais and Boulogne, the Admiralty’s interest in recapturing the Belgian ports was self-evident. Their ownership gave German naval forces harbours from which to interdict the vital Allied channel supply links while also supporting German U-boat operations in the Atlantic. In November 1915 the Admiralty presented another proposal to capture the ports to the new commander of the BEF, Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig. The Admiralty plan involved an amphibious landing near Ostend supported by a limited land offensive from Nieuport. Haig, while supportive of the concept, considered the frontage of the proposed land operation too narrow, confined as it was between coastal dunes and the inland marshes of the Yser River. His concept was far bolder, involving a major offensive from the Ypres salient sweeping north-west to capture Bruges and the entire coastline between Nieuport and Zeebrugge.
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Map 1. The topography of the Ypres area in 1917 showing its significance as a road, rail and canal communications hub. The dominant geographic feature is the crescent-shaped ridge line beginning south of Ypres and sweeping north-east to Passchendaele. The Ypres to Roulers railway line and the Ypres to Menin road are the two transport corridors which bisect the ridge. The marshes south-east of Nieuport restrict an advance directly on Ostend and the other channel ports. The importance of Bruges, with its road and rail network, for the German defence of southern Flanders is also apparent.






FIELD MARSHAL LORD HAIG, KT, GCB, OM, GCVO, KCIE
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Haig as Commander-in-Chief of the BEF (AWM A03713).




Douglas Haig was born in 1861 in Edinburgh, Scotland. The son of a wealthy whisky distiller, Haigh’s parents died in his late teens, leaving him a comfortable fortune. He cut short his studies at Oxford University to join the British Army, entering the Royal Military College, Sandhurst, in 1884 and commissioning into the 7th Hussars in 1885, serving primarily in India. Graduating from Staff College, Camberley, in 1896, he served as a staff officer in the Sudan and Boer wars, before becoming Commanding Officer of the 17th Lancers in India in 1901. Returning to England in 1906 he held a number of staff positions before being promoted to lieutenant general and assuming the position of Chief of the General Staff for the Indian Army in 1909, laying the ground work for the Indian Expeditionary Force. Haig left India in 1912 to become General Officer Commanding (GOC) Aldershot Command. At the outbreak of war in 1914, Aldershot Command became I Corps, giving Haig command of one of the two BEF corps. Haig’s I Corps played a critical role in blunting the German attack during the First Battle of Ypres in October and November 1914 and he took command of the newly formed First Army in December 1914. Following the British setbacks in 1915, Haig replaced Sir John French as Commander-in-Chief of the BEF in December 1915. At the time of his appointment Haig was 54 years old and had achieved the most important field appointment in the British Army. He would lead the BEF through the battles of the Somme, Arras, Third Ypres, the German Spring Offensive and the Hundred Days. After the war Haig served as Commander-in-Chief Home Forces before retiring from the Army in January 1920. He devoted the remainder of his life to the welfare of ex-servicemen and died of a heart attack aged 66 in 1928. He was buried at Dryburg Abbey in the Scottish borders, his grave marked by the standard Commonwealth War Graves Commission headstone.










Haig had fought as a corps commander in the First Battle of Ypres, so he was well acquainted with the ground around Ypres. Admiralty priorities, combined with his familiarity with the ground, may have had a bearing on what appeared to be his longstanding preference for a Flanders-based offensive. On 14 January 1916 he instructed the commander of the British Second Army, General Sir Hubert Plumer, to consider plans for a major offensive launched from Ypres. On 4 February Haig further directed Lieutenant General Sir Henry Rawlinson, who was due to take command of Fourth Army, to also consider the option. Three weeks later, on 27 February, Rawlinson submitted to Haig his six-stage plan for an offensive from Ypres, the first stage of which included capturing the Messines Ridge, south-east of Ypres. Marshal Joseph Joffre, as Commander-in-Chief of the French Army, also gave approval for a Flanders-based offensive as the main British effort for 1916. However, the German attack at Verdun in late February almost immediately disrupted Allied consideration of a Flanders offensive. Heavy French losses resulted in the commitment of the British Fourth Army to the Somme in an attempt to draw German reserves away from Verdun. The Verdun offensive also dictated that Allied strategy in 1916 would be primarily defensive, its main objective to relieve the increasing pressure on the French Army. Any major Allied offensive in Flanders in 1916 was now unlikely. Despite this setback, Haig ordered the commander of the newly formed Reserve Army, General Sir Hubert Gough, to begin planning stage one (the capture of the Messines Ridge) of the Rawlinson Ypres offensive plan.


Determined to regain the strategic initiative in 1917, Joffre called a conference on 15 November 1916 to discuss Allied plans for the coming year. The conference emphasised the primacy of the Western Front over other theatres of war. It also agreed to a British and French offensive in the Somme and Aisne sectors, with the main Allied effort then switching to Flanders. It was anticipated that this series of battles would sufficiently degrade German reserves to enable a decisive Allied offensive in Flanders by late 1917. Following the conference, Haig again asked Plumer to submit a plan for a Flanders offensive, which he duly did on 12 December 1916. Allied unanimity to proceed with a Flanders offensive lasted barely three weeks as, in early December, Joffre was replaced by Robert Nivelle as Commander-in-Chief of the French Army. Nivelle wanted the French Army to undertake a major offensive in 1917 in the Soissons-Reims area with the British Army to play a subsidiary role at Arras. Haig agreed to the Nivelle plan, reasoning that, if the French offensive succeeded, German reserves would be withdrawn from the Flanders area, increasing the chances of success for any possible Ypres offensive.




On 6 January 1917 Haig asked Plumer to recast his Ypres offensive plan in light of Nivelle’s new strategic priorities. Plumer presented his revised plan to Haig on 30 January. In broad terms, Plumer’s initial operation employed a northern army (Fourth Army) to capture Pilckem Ridge and, on the same day, a southern army (Second Army) to capture Messines and advance across part of the Gheluvelt Plateau. Once the southern army had achieved its objectives, the northern army could advance on Passchendaele and position itself for a subsequent breakout to the channel coast. In essence, the success of the southern army would provide a secure right flank for the advance of the northern army, with the left flank of the northern army covered by Belgian divisions attacking from Clercken-Zarren. These moves would be complemented by either French or British forces attacking along the coast at Nieuport to link up with a British amphibious landing near Ostend.


Haig considered proposed changes to Plumer’s plan from both General Rawlinson and a planning team from his own headquarters staff (headed by Lieutenant Colonel Macmullen from his Operations Branch). In reviewing Plumer’s plan, Rawlinson’s primary misgiving concerned the northern army and what would happen to its attack on Pilckem Ridge should the southern army fail to capture Messines or the Gheluvelt Plateau. He also argued that the attacks could not take place simultaneously. Both the northern and southern armies required the same piece of ground from which to launch their operations and Rawlinson considered there was insufficient room to accommodate the artillery required for simultaneous attacks. Macmullen also recognised the limitations of space, but proposed to attack all three objectives (Pilckem Ridge, the Gheluvelt Plateau and Messines) simultaneously, using artillery to target Pilckem Ridge and Messines only, and utilising tanks to capture the Gheluvelt Plateau. Haig initially supported this Macmullen variation to Plumer’s plan, but a reconnaissance of the ground in April by a tank officer revealed that the intended sector was unsuitable for the employment of tanks. This information, combined with the shortage of tanks, saw the Macmullen tank variation dropped. During these discussions Haig accepted Rawlinson’s concerns over the Gheluvelt Plateau and the potential for crowding associated with launching simultaneous attacks. Plumer’s plan was modified to an initial attack on Messines and the western edge of the Gheluvelt Plateau, followed by a subsequent attack on Pilckem Ridge — but without specifying the time interval between the two attacks.


While Haig was satisfied with the fundamentals of Plumer’s plan, he was less enthusiastic over proposals for the way the battles would be conducted. Both Plumer and Rawlinson envisaged a series of limited advances, based on infantry assaults heavily supported by artillery which would seize objectives in the German front line. The infantry would then hold this ground against the inevitable German counter-attacks, with the support of the same artillery which had assisted the limited attack. The key to this tactic was for the infantry not to move outside the protective umbrella provided by Allied artillery fire. When compared to a general offensive these tactics, named ‘bite and hold’, limited Allied exposure to casualties while depleting any German reserves that should counter-attack. The disadvantage of the ‘bite and hold’ tactics, however, was that no single battle could achieve a significant breakout. Success in limited attacks would only result from the attrition of German forces.




This was clearly not Haig’s intent for any Ypres offensive. His vision included a breakout from the German defensive lines, followed by an advance north to the channel ports. In this plan Haig reflected the motivations of both the French and British governments in 1916 which sought a 1917 strategy that could possibly conclude the war, rather than one more likely to prolong the strategic status quo by defeating Germany through attrition. Within this context it is hardly surprising that Haig sought an officer with a similar view to his own on the conduct of the operation. Haig’s selection of General Hubert Gough as commander for the northern army may well have been based on his relationship with Brigadier General ‘Johnnie’ Gough, Hubert Gough’s brother, who had served as Haig’s Chief of Staff when he was commander of I Army Corps.


The failure of the Nivelle offensive (despite the British success at Arras) in April-May 1917 also meant another recasting of the Ypres offensive. A Franco-British military conference was held on the morning of 4 May, followed by an inter-Allied conference in the afternoon, to discuss possible Allied options for the remainder of 1917. At this stage, unknown to the British, the French position at the two conferences was increasingly influenced by developments within the French Army. The defeat of the Nivelle offensive, following so closely after heavy losses at Verdun, was generating a crisis of confidence within the Army and, in late April, the first mutinies occurred, the majority taking place between 25 May and 10 June 1917. As events were to illustrate, while these mutinies had only a limited impact on the defensive capabilities of the French Army, they significantly reduced its ability to undertake offensive action. While not immediately dismissed after his failed offensive, Nivelle was in the process of being moved to one side, with General Philippe Pétain becoming Chief of the General Staff on 29 April and then commander of the French armies in north and north-east France from 17 May 1917.


Both conferences concluded that a decisive breakthrough of the German lines was now unlikely and that the best the Allies could hope for in 1917 was to maintain pressure on the German Army through a series of attacks with limited objectives. It was believed that such a strategy would deplete the reserves of German manpower and prevent their recovery from losses incurred in the April-May offensive. Given the exhaustion of the French Army, it was also agreed that the British Army would carry the main burden of any future offensive operations, with the French Army playing a supporting role. The French Premier, Alexandre Ribot, and the British Prime Minister, David Lloyd George, agreed that any further military planning would not aim to achieve operational breakthroughs, but rather concentrate on wearing down German resistance as a means of creating strategic opportunities. This approach reflected both the limitations of the French Army and the increasing possibility that German successes on the Eastern Front would enable them to transfer significant numbers of divisions to the west. If this was the case, the Allies would have to survive a possible German offensive in late 1917 or early 1918 before American reinforcements would arrive on the Western Front in significant numbers.
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Field Marshal Paul von Hindenburg

Replaced von Falkenhayn as Chief of the General Staffof
the German Army in August 1916

‘General Erich Ludendorft

Quartcrmaster General o von Hindenburg

Ficld Marshal Crown Prince Rupprecht

‘Commander of Army Group Rupprecht

‘General Herman von Kuhl

Chicfof Saff, Army Group Rupprecht
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David Lloyd George Britsh Prime Miniscer
Winston Churchill rst Lord of the Admiraley

Admiral John Jellicoe First Sea Lord

December 1915 until che end of the war. Haig was the
architect of the Third Ypres campaign.

Brigadicr General John Charceris Hiaig's Chicf of Intellgence
Licutenant Colonel Macmulen Member o Haigs Headquarters Staff (Operatons)
Licutenant GeneralSir Hubert Plumer__ Commander of he Bricsh Sccond Army

Major General Charles Haringeon Chief of Slf o Plumer

Lieutenant General Sir Henry Rawlinson _ Commander of the Bricsh Fourth Army
Licutenant General Sir Hubert Gough __ Commander of the Bridsh Fifth Army

The French Government and Army

Alesandre Riboc French Premier
Marshal Joseph Joffe ‘Commander.in-Chie of the French Army unil elived of
command in December 1916
Marshal Robert Nivelle Replaced Joffe s Commander.in-Chicf o the
French Army
General Philippe Vécin ‘Chick of the General Safofthe Feench Army who

replaced Nivelle as Commander-in-
Army in che spring of 1917

ANZAC Corps and New Zealand

Licutenant Genera Sir William Birdvood _Commander of | ANZAC Corps,Sccond Army.
Licutenant Genera Sir Alexander Godley _Commander of 1 ANZAC Corps, Second Army
‘Major General Sir Andrew Russell ‘Commander of New Zealand Division, Il ANZAC Corps

hicFof the French
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AIF

Australin Imperial Force. Title of the all-volunteer force that Australia
despatched overseas to assist Briain.

ANZAC

Australian and New Zealand Army Corps. In October 1917, 11
ANZAC Corps comprised the 3rd Austraian Division, the New
Zealand Division and the 66th and 49¢h Briish divisions.

BEF

Britsh Expedicionary Fore, Tide of the Britsh armies ist senc
10 France in 1914, During the Third Ypres campaign the BEF was
commanded by Field Marshal Haig,

Ay

A headquasters, wo or more corps and supporting units, contsining
40,000 o more soldiers commanded by a general. General Plumer had
thrce corps from the Britsh Sccond Army for his initial Passchendacle
attack.

Corps

A headquareers with owo or more divisions including additionsl
units ot in the division such as corps artillry or corps tank units.
Comprises becween 20,000 and 80,000 troops commanded by
leutenant general such as Godley, who commanded Il ANZAC Corps,

Division

A headquarters with three infantry brigades, supporting arcllery,
engincers, medical and logistic srvices, with 15,000 0 20,000

troops commanded by a major general The division (such as the 3rd.
Australian Division commanded by Monash) comprisd the basic unit
of manocuvre on the Western Front.

Brigade

A headquareer, four infantry batralions,  machine-gun company and
a trench mortar baseery, around 3500 to 5000 troops commanded by a

brigadicrgencral.Brigade commanders i the 3l Auslian Divison
‘were Rosnchal (9%h Brigade), MeNicol (10¢h Brgade) and Cannan
(116h rigade).
Barlion
u A headquartees, four rifle companics and support pltoon, oulling
5010 1000 troops commanded by a iutenant colonel. A battlion is
“home forthe aerage sodice and the building block of the brigade
Company
1 A headquartees and four rifl placoons, some 100 1 200 woops,

commanded by a major or captain.
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Assalt

“The climax of an attack, usualy involving hand-to-hand fighting.

Boundary

A demarcation or planning line beoween two units wsd to ensur they
do not become intermingle in the heat of btte. Boundaries are ofien

raphic feturessuch as the Ypres- Zonnebeke ralvay line
the 3 and dch Auscralan divisions.

Battlefield Clesrance

A task undertaken forvard of the main trench line afte the batde
has concluded. Typically soldies undertaking battlefied clarance are
Iooking for sounded, weapons, ot items of enemy inteligence while
also ensuring that no enemy reconnaissance clements remain close at
hand.

Control Lines

Planning line drawn on maps and used by headquarees to control
the progress of the bartle such as the Red, Blue and Green lincs of the
3ed Austraian Division. Where possibl, such lines ar algned vith
eographic features to make them obviows to sdvancing troops.

Counter-attack

‘An atack by the defending force sgainst an encmy artacking force t0
regain lost ground or destroy the advancing enemy forces. A frequent
German tactic was to use

recaprure los ground.

sted counter-attack divisions to

Defensive Line

A sericsof defended positions. I the carly war yearsthis was usually 2
Jincar trench posicion but later evolved to layers of individul defensive
posicions.

Enfilade Fire

Fire directed acaright angle agains the flank of advancing troops such
asthe 10th Brigade experienced on s lfe flank from the German
posicions ac Warerfcds,

Frontage

“The widdh of  unit when spread out for an acack. The widdh of
the frontage willlso decermine itsdensicy. For example, Monash
calculaed a batalion froncage of 450 to 550 mecres with a densicy of
one soldier every metre during the Passchendacle avack

Junction Poine

Points on or near boundariesat which contact il be made with
fanking unitssuch as the junction point beoween 1 and Il ANZAC
Corps on the Ypres-Roulers ailway line.

“The liquidation of remnants of enem resistance in an area through
which other units have moved without ciminating allacive resistance.

Mopping up For example, i the 10th Brigade plan, che 40th Bartlion was tasked
0 mop up German clements that were not eliminsted in the inital
attack by ather butalions,

“The physical objecefearure for which an attack s being conducted.

Objective “The scizure of an objective, such as Passchendcl, is seen a5 essential to

the success of a commander’ plan.

Operational Level of War

“The operarionallevel of wa is concerned with the planning and conduct
of campaigns. It s a¢ this levelthar national concepts of miltary stategy
are decided by government and implemented by asigning armics and
resources o specific cimpaigas such a Third Ypres.

Rate of Advance

“The speed at which a milcary unit clculates it should advance in the
faceof encmy resisance,terain and other relevan variables
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Reverse Slope

‘A slope on a hill hat descends away from the enemy: A defence on a
reerse slope provides protecion from enemy observation and dirct fire,

Rescrves (amy, corp.
diison, brigade, bacalion,
company: platoon)

Reservesare held by commanders atall level of army organisaton 0
deal with unforescen circumstances. These circumstances may include
repulsing enemy atacks or exploicing enemy weaknesscs.

‘A salient is discre territory projecting out of a main geographic
position. This disrete territory s bordered by enemy-held ground on

Salent e sides. The Third Ypres campign was based on Haig’s decison to
atack out of the Ypres salent.
A line designated on 4 map and coordinated with 1 geographic esture
which defines he departure point of a attack. Where  geographic
Star Line fature i not svaiabl,other methods are sed. On the evning of 11

October,th Brigade Mjors of the 3rd Austalsn Division pegged our
e variousbatalion sare ins with takes and tape.

Stratgic Level of War

“The level of war in which s nation or s group of nations decermines
nal objectives and deploys miliary resources to
achicve them. The decision by Britan and her domiions to deplay
che BEF to the Western Frone to assist France is one example

naional or muling

Tactical Level of War

The tactcal levl of war is concerned with the planning and conduct
of specfic bartles o achieve tactical objectves. Such bartesare usually
within a framework of operational objecives. Hai conducred a seies
of cactical bartles — Messincs, Pilckem Ridge, Menin Road, Polygon
Wood, Poclcappelle and Passchendscle — in order to achieve his
operational abjective of securing the channel porcs.

“Trench Raid

Asurprise artack on cnemy positions ofien used to caprure prisoners,
gain inteligence and unsectle the opposing enemy: Can be conducted
in any strength, from section to bartalion.

Defence in Depth

‘A reaction to the superioriy of Alled artillery defence in depth
replaced the linear trench line with a collction of layered fortificd
positions designed to absorb and then entrap an Alled actack. This
enabled the German Army to hold the line with fower men and slso
reduced the ffectivencss of Alled artillery.

Outpost Line

“The first ofthe thrce layers of a German battalion's defensive line, the
outpos line provided carly warning of an Alid attack, This line was
chinly held by infantry scattered among shel holes,

Forvard Zone

‘A zone containing one or two platoons and machine-guns from.

a company locaced some 500 metres forward of the Main Line of
Resistance. To overcome the defences of the Forward Zone would

require the Alles to commic substantial arillry resources t0 an accack,
during which the Forward Zone troops would reteat to the Main Line

of Resistance,

Main Line of Resistance

“The area in which the bulk of a German batalion was located in
company-sized positions with interconnecting trenches and wire to
a depeh of 300 to 400 metres. Equipped with machine-guns and
infantey weapons, thse troops hoped to absorb and then halc any
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Platoon
A headgquartersand chree or four ifesecions of 30 t0 50 roops
commanded by a licutenant.

Section

Approximaccly 10 o 15 troops commanded by  corporal

Anillry Reserve Astillry fire held back for use against unforescen enemy targets.

‘Arclery fre that s designed to cove an area held by the enemy rather

b than amed a  specfc poin or trget.

“Thice or four baresges used to form @ box around a position in order
o isolate i, cither for defensive or offensive purposes. At Messines

Box Barrzge box barrages were placed around Alled infantry holding captured
German trench lines in order to deter German counter-attacks.
BGHA Brigadier General Heavy Arillery
Arillery fire placed i front of advancing troops. The fre would
Creeping Barrage advance with the troops, ypically at a rare of 100 metres every three
Counterbartery i Atillery fire used o destroy or neutralse enemy atillery.
Artilery Forward Observation Offcer wh dirccs areilry fireand
o0 wsully moves with the advancing infantry
Arilleryincluded within the divsion. usd in a mobile role and
ki engaging the enemy with dircc fir. Lacr it would include howirzers,
R {Tigho Avsihery which could fir in the indirect rol. Typically hese were guns of
berween 7.6om and 8.4cm calibre.
ook General Officer Commanding Royal Arcllery — controlld arclery
asets acorps level.
Artiley wsed to artack forcications, pillboxes and German arillry
Hearlay — typially a corps resource and benween 156mm and 299mm calibre
Avillery fire that dispenses with registration, ranging on a arget by
. abservation only: Predicted fir s placed on target hrough clcularions

based on tigonomerry and incorporating 4 range of other variables
such as weather

‘A barrage conducted to weaken and disrupt the enemy defence prior

Preiminary Bombardment 1 Pa4E¢ ©

Artllry of more than 10.5¢m calibre and up to 15.5cm calbre

Medium Arllery Uil alsdind 5 3 lvilon 4 oo 5 covauas by s
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