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Editorial

by Isabel Campbell / Colleen McKee

Welcome readers to this autumn issue of Argonauta. As promised in the spring
issue of Argonauta, this issue features a meticulously researched article about the
RCN and captured German U-Boats by retired British Air Commodore Derek Waller.
Readers will also find a biography of the author who has thoroughly explored the topic
of captured German U-Boats for many years. As one of the co-authors of volume three
of the official history of the RCN, Isabel is especially grateful for this contribution which
will be utilized by official historians and many other scholars in the years to come. We
are deeply grateful to Derek for generously sharing his work with us.

We congratulate Society member, Ambjorn Adomeit, on completing his Master’s
thesis under Joel Sokolsky at Royal Military College. This issue includes his thesis
summary which we anticipate some readers might find controversial. As always,
Argonauta welcomes your feedback, debate, and alternative interpretations about
maritime historical and other professional matters.

We’re also delighted to highlight some announcements. Paul Adamthwaite, the
Society’s webmaster, has informed us of the Naval Marine Archive’s ship database
which incorporates several other databases and will be helpful to scholars in the field.
New Society member, Royal Military College Professor Erika Behrisch Elce, has sent
an announcement about her novel Lady Franklin of Russell Square. As The Northern
Mariner does not review fiction, we have arranged for a review of this well-researched
novel by distinguished historian Philip Goldring, now retired from Parks Canada, for a
future issue of Argonauta.

We also draw your attention to next year’s conference in Thunder Bay from 22 to
24 August 2019. Readers interested in participating in this conference should contact
Michael Moir who is the conference organizer. Further details will be included in the
winter issue of Argonauta.

Finally we would like to thank Council members and all those in the Society who

have contributed to Argonauta over the past years. Please keep your contributions
coming. This is truly your publication and we rely upon you for submissions.

Fair winds!
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President’s Corner

by Richard Gimblett
CNRSpresident@cnrs-scrn.org

Greetings colleagues! It’s hard to believe that another quarter has rolled by and
autumn is upon us. After my very full report in the last number, following the exciting
developments of our great conference and AGM at York University, | really don’t have
much in the way of news this time around. Things continue to progress “under the
radar’, and we are in good shape financially and with regard to governance, but | must
admit some specific continuing concerns about the Society’s future directions. These
fall into two familiar categories - membership and the journal.

On the Membership front, Sam McLean is doing great work filling the really big
shoes of former Secretary Faye Kert (ok, small shoes, but lots of them!). He is focused
on rationalizing the various categories of membership (Canadian, international, and
some crossover with our American sister organization NASOH, each broken further into
individual, institutional and students) as we gird our loins for the leap into “open
access”. ltis this latter factor that causes me to catch my breath, as it is very much a
leap into the unknown - there is no certainty as to how many of our faithful readers will
stay onboard as paying members once the journal follows Argonauta and becomes
available for free to anyone with internet access. My sense is that most of you are
committed to the altruistic purpose of supporting the study of maritime history in ways
beyond the price of the publications. Indeed, I'm willing to bet that a great majority will
continue to invest in having a hard copy of the journal mailed to you, and that we won'’t
see much of a drop off - please don't prove me wrong! The Society does so much
more than publish The Northern Mariner / Le Marin du nord and Argonauta, all of iton a
shoestring budget and through the dedication of volunteers, but things like student
bursaries and mailing of books for review have built-in “costs of doing business”.

The other aspect of membership is the need to keep growing the Society. There
is much evidence that maritime history is being widely practiced in and about Canada,
with new discoveries being reported in the news, the number of recent publications
covered in the book review portion of the journal, and even the nautical papers that
show up in the programmes of ostensibly non-maritime conferences - but many of
these are the work of non-members. Presuming they are unaware of us, how do we
increase our visibility? And if they are aware, how do we bring them into the fold?
Council is pursuing several ideas, but if any of this was easy, we wouldn’t be having
this discussion. Outreach is something that benefits from the engagement of all
members.

As for the journal, on behalf of the editorial team, | beg your continued patience
as they work to get out the remaining numbers of The Northern Mariner / Le Marin du
nord for this year. Speaking with Editor Bill Glover the other day, | am heartened that
he has a sufficient number of articles in various stages of the peer review process to
meet the quota for this calendar year. It will be a challenge to work them all through
subsequent author review, copy editing and layout to get them to the printer and in the
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post before the year is out. In my previous appearance as Chair of the Editorial Board,
| became quite aware of how much time and effort it takes from beginning to end to see
a single article through, let alone the three or four combined pieces needed to form one
complete issue. If you can excuse the mixed metaphors, it makes for quite a few balls
being juggled, and yet it is very much a hand to mouth existence. So this is the place
where | renew the call for submissions so that a steadier supply is to hand — please
share your own research with us instead of elsewhere, and do encourage others to
look at finding a home with us.

That brings me to a final statement of the obvious, but too easily overlooked —
on your behalf | extend very sincere appreciation to the Argonauta production team of
Isabel, Colleen and Kip for the timely production of another great issue, full of news and
articles to get us through this final stretch of 2018.

Richard H. Gimblett
Port Hope, Ontario
CNRSPresident@cnrs-scrn.org

Canadian Nautical
Research Society

Visit the CNRS on Facebook: facebook.com/cnrs.scrn
and
Follow us on Twitter twitter.com/CanNautResSoc

CNRS/SCRN

We encourage you to join us on facebook and twitter where we post links to interesting articles and
announcements from around the internet. Our social media channels are where you will find time
sensitive notices that are not suitable for publishing here in the Argonauta.
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U-Boats in the Royal Canadian Navy 1945 to 1947

by Air Commodore Derek Waller RAF (Rtd)

“U-Boat U-889 in position 43.35N, 51.36W” (101951Z May 1945)
“From German U-Boat U-190 - position 42.35N, 43.056W” (111001Z May 1945)(1)

So state the entries in the Admiralty War Diary in London on 10 and 11 May 1945
when, after the German capitulation on 8 May 1945, two Type IXC/40 740 ton U-Boats
(U-190 and U-889) surrendered at sea to units of the Royal Canadian Navy (RCN). The
latter on 10 May and the former on 11 May.

The RCN had made no separate arrangements for the surrender of any U-Boats
in the western North Atlantic in May 1945, preferring instead to follow the procedures
set out by the Admiralty and the Royal Navy’s Commander-in-Chief Western
Approaches. The RCN had nevertheless specified two surrender points in the waters
controlled by the Commander-in-Chief of the Canadian Northwest Atlantic area (C-in-C,
CNA), one to the east of St John’s, Newfoundland and one to the south of Halifax,
Nova Scotia, as it was expected that several of the U-Boats still at sea might head for
Canada rather than either the USA or UK, a sentiment that was reflected in a report in
the Ottawa Journal on 7 May, which said:

U-Boats in the area are likely to give themselves up at eastern ports rather than
make the long trip back to Europe. (2)

In the event, neither of the two U-Boats sailed directly to either of these surrender
points or to any Canadian ports, but instead they were intercepted at sea by RCN
warships.

Surrender of U-889

The first of the two to surrender was U-899, which was sighted by a Royal
Canadian Air Force (RCAF) Liberator aircraft on 10 May whilst the U-Boat was on the
surface and flying the black flag of surrender some 250 miles south-east of the Flemish
Cap, an area of shallow waters in the North Atlantic which is itself about 350 miles east

of Newfoundland.

The nearly-new U-889 had sailed from Kristiansand in Norway on 5 April on its 1°
wartime patrol with orders to undertake weather reporting duties in the mid-North
Atlantic and with instructions not to make any attacks. However, the latter instructions
were subsequently changed, and the U-Boat was instead ordered to hunt and attack
Allied shipping between New York and Cape Hatteras in North Carolina, USA.
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Because of difficulties with wireless transmissions in early May 1945, which also
affected a number of other surrendering U-Boats, it is unclear whether or not U-889’s
CO, Kapitanleutnant Friedrich Braeucker, ever sent his initial ‘position, course,
speed’ (PCS) surrender message especially as, according to the crew in their initial
interrogation, it was not until 10 May that U-889 received the Allied orders which
required it to surface and fly a black flag indicating its surrender.

At 1920Z on 10 May, and after its initial sighting by the Liberator, U-889 was
intercepted by four RCN warships of the Canadian Western Local Escort Group W-6,
the minesweepers HMCS Oshawa and HMCS Rockcliffe and the corvettes HMCS
Dunvegan and HMCS Saskatoon, whilst still some 175 miles south-east of
Newfoundland. Poor weather made it impossible to board the U-Boat, so Oshawa
closed to loud hailer distance and passed instructions to the U-Boat in German,
ordering it to head for Bay Bulls in Newfoundland escorted by the four RCN warships.

However, at 2300Z on 10 May these orders were changed. Oshawa and
Saskatoon were detached for return to St John’s, and Rockcliffe and Dunvegan were
instead instructed to escort U-889 to Shelburne in south-west Nova Scotia. Later on the
next day, the escort duties were taken over by the frigates HMCS Buckingham and
HMCS Inch Arran of the 28" Escort Group after the C-in-C, CNA had sent a message
at 110310Z saying:

Relieve HMC ships Dunvegan and Rockcliffe and escort U-889 to Shelburne,
NS.

Boarding party is to be put on board U-889 if weather conditions permit and all
possible precautions are to be taken to prevent scuttling. Report PCS. (1)

To which the CO of Buckingham responded at 112203Z:

My PCS at 2200Z [is] 43.53N, 57.07 W, 261 degrees, 11 knots. Escorting
U-889. Not boarded. Weather unsuitable. (1)

After a 2-day transit to Nova Scotia, U-889 was eventually boarded on 13 May,
and the formal surrender ceremony took place at the Whistle Buoy whilst the U-Boat
was some seven miles south of the entrance to Shelburne harbour, details of which
were reported in the Halifax Herald on 14 May:

Under an overcast threatening sky a twelve-man boarding party of the Royal
Canadian Navy, accompanied by Captain G R Miles, Chief of Staff to the
Commander-in-Chief of the Canadian Northwest Atlantic, and a squad of RN
submarine technicians, climbed onto the defeated enemy vessel and a few
seconds later the White Ensign was hoisted at the undersea raider’s flagstaff to
officially mark the taking over of the craft. (3)

Similarly, on 14 May the Ottawa Journal reported, in the highly-charged and
emotive language of the day, that:

One of Germany'’s underseas demons of destruction lay harmless in Shelburne
Harbour today. (4)
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Surrender of U-190

The much older U-190 had left Kristiansand on 21 February on its 6™ wartime
patrol en route to its operational area off Nova Scotia and the east coast of the USA.
On 16 April, whilst operating close to the approaches to Halifax harbour, U-190 fired a
torpedo at the minesweeper HMCS Esquimalt, which was the last Canadian warship to
be lost in the war. The torpedo exploded on the RCN ship's starboard side causing her
to sink in less than four minutes, and there were only 26 survivors from her 60-strong
crew.

On 29 April, with all its torpedoes expended, U-190 began to make its way home
to Norway, but because of wireless reception difficulties it was almost in mid-Atlantic
some 500 miles east of Newfoundland’s Cape Race before the first clear German
surrender orders were received. The U-Boat’s CO, Oberleutnant zur See Hans-Edwin
Reith, responded by sending the required PCS messages in the early hours of the
morning on 11 May to the US Navy in New York and Boston, as well as to the RCN
maritime wireless station at Cape Race.

An RCAF Liberator was sent to investigate, and at 111205Z the C-in-C, CNA sent
a message to the Senior Officer of the Canadian Western Local Escort Group C-9
saying:

Detach two units forthwith to proceed [at] best speed to intercept U-190 reported in
42.35N, 43.06W about 1000Z/11". Report names [of] units detached. (1)

As a result, the frigate HMCS Victoriaville and the corvette HMCS Thorlock were
ordered to the scene of U-190’s surrender, and at 1805Z the C-in-C CNA sent a further
message saying:

U-190 PCS 1500Z/11 43.30N, 41.35W, 300 degrees, 8.5 knots. Join and escort
to Bay Bulls. Boarding party to be put on board U-190 if weather permits, and all
possible precautions are to be taken to prevent scuttling. (1)

In response, Victoriaville reported at 2320Z that U-7190 had been contacted and
that the Admiral’s instructions had been carried out. Thorlock’s boarding party, led by Lt
R O Blackford, RCNVR, went aboard U-190 at 2340Z on 11 May, and HMCS
Victoriaville’s boarding party, led by Lt F S Burbidge, RCNVR, went aboard the U-Boat
an hour later at 0040Z on 12 May. After that, all except 13 members of the German
crew were transferred to the two RCN warships, and a short time later whilst on board
Victoriaville the U-Boat’s CO signed the formal surrender document in the presence of
the frigate’s captain, Lt Cdr L A Hickey, RCNR.

At that stage, the three vessels were still well to the east of Cape Race, so at
0200Z with U-190 under the command of Lt Burbidge and flying the White Ensign they
set course for Bay Bulls with armed sentries on U-190’s bridge and in the torpedo
control room, the main control room and the engine room. It was not until two days later
at 0630Z on 14 May that they arrived at Bay Bulls, just south of St John’s on the east
coast of Newfoundland where, as recorded in the report of the Senior Naval Officer Bay
Bulls, Lt Cdr E Randell, RCNR:
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Lt M Wood, RNVR with Boarding Party boarded the submarine outside the
entrance and escorted by MLs [motor launches] 085 and 098 secured at the
Eastern Entrance trot buoy.

[The] Prisoners of War on HMCS Victoriaville and HMCS Thorlock and on
U-190thwere transferred to HMCS Prestonian, which sailed for Canada [at] 1200Z
on 147,

When prisoners were removed the U-190 was moved and secured to two buoys
off Boom Defence Jetty and Lt Wood with his party commenced examination and
overhaul. A guard was supplied from St John’s with Lt Sweeney in charge. De-
storing was carried on during the time U-190 was at the buoys. On the 23™ U-190
was removed and secured to the Naval Jetty. (5)

Almost immediately after U-790’s arrival at Bay Bulls, the inevitable post-war
bureaucrats began to exercise their craft. First, on 17 May the National Secretary for
Customs wrote to the CO of the Central Victualling Depot at HM Dockyard, St John’s
wanting to know what the RCN had done with the liquor removed from U-190, viz:

The Collector of Customs at Bay Bulls informs us that certain liquors were
transferred from the German U-Boat recently brought into Bay Bulls by the Royal
Canadian Navy. Permission was granted for this to be done but the goods were
transferred to St John'’s before a list could be taken and | would be very grateful,
therefore, if you could supply me with a detailed list of the liquors obtained from
the U-Boat and transferred to your Headquarters. (5)

Second, on 18 May the Base Naval Health Officer at St John’s, who had
inspected U-7190 on 16 May, complained that contrary to International Quarantine
Regulations he had not been able to examine the POWSs as a precautionary measure
against the possible introduction of diseases such as typhus fever and smallpox. His
report said that:

In so far as could be ascertained from this survey there was no visible evidence
of infestation. The ship, however, was found to be in a definitely unsanitary
state, presumably due in some measure to an exceptionally long period at sea,
of which time she probably remained submerged for many days before her
capture. (5)

What did the man expect? Perhaps he had forgotten that only 10 days previously his
country had been at war with Germany.

The Surgeon Lt. Cdr’s report went on to say:

In order to prevent the spread of any possible infection, the following
precautionary measures are now being carried out:

(a) Bacteriological analysis of the submarine’s fresh water supply.

7

Argonauta Autumn 2018 ~ www.cnrs-scrn.org



(b) Disinfestation of the ship’s galley and all living quarters.

(c) Precautionary delousing treatment of clothing stores by the use of DDT
insecticide.’

The third element of hassle related to the loss of kit and personal items from the
U-Boat and its crew which caused the crew of Victoriaville to be searched by shore
patrol officers on three separate occasions, all with negative results. This was the
cause of considerable concern to the frigate’s CO and, after Victoriaville arrived in St
John, NB, he sent a memo to the Naval Officer in Charge on 23 May in which he
suggested that, instead, the latter should perhaps search the crews of the other vessels
involved, Thorlock and Prestonian, as well as the various shore authorities involved in
the surrender of U-190 stating that:

It is requested that Naval Service Headquarters be informed of the circumstances
surrounding [the] loss of articles from U-190. The feeling in this ship is that
unnecessary reflection has been put on us due to the fact that:

(1) Our boarding party was mustered on the quarterdeck of HMCS Prestonian and
searched by shore authorities before returning on board from U-190.

(2) They were subjected to a second search after arrival in St John’s
Newfoundland at the request of Captain (D): both with negative results.

(3) On arrival at Saint John, NB, we were boarded by shore patrol officers and
ratings with orders from Naval Service Headquarters to search the entire ship and
ship’s company. This third search was carried out with negative results.

In view of the fact that considerable gear is missing from U-190 and our ship has
been subjected to three searches with negative results it is suggested that the shore
Authorities connected with U-190 be similarly subjected to an intensive search. (5)

Transfer of U-190 and U-889 to Halifax

The two Type XIC/40 U-Boats were in very different states of maintenance when
they arrived at their surrender ports. U-790 had been commissioned in September
1942, and was very war-weary at the end of its 6™ patrol, whilst U-889 had been
commissioned in August 1944 and was only just over a month into its 1% patrol. Also,
the latter was equipped with the most up-to-date German U-Boat technology, including
the latest acoustic torpedo system and a ‘Zwiebel’ experimental hydrophone array, as
well as carrying six intact T-5 GNAT (German Navy Acoustic Torpedo) torpedoes which
were designed to home-in onto a target’s noise signature.

The RCN was naturally very keen to take early advantage of its unexpected
possession of the two U-Boats. To this end, U-190 was commissioned (back-dated to
14 May) at the end of May as HMC S/M U-190, and U-889 was commissioned (again
back-dated to 14 May) at the end of June as HMC S/M U-889, initially with joint
Canadian and British crews, as the RCN did not at that stage have its own Submarine
Branch.
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U-889 was transferred from Shelburne to the RCN’s major naval base at Halifax
on 23 May, with Lt B Collins, RN, as its CO, where it was handed over to the Naval
Research Establishment (NRE) for detailed inspection, testing and trials.

After its surrender, U-190 was deemed to be too unseaworthy for early transfer to
Halifax and instead, with Lt M Wood as its CO, it was moved the short distance from
Bay Bulls to the RCN naval base at St John’s on 3 June. The transfer was however no
covert affair, with the U-Boat, under its own power, being escorted by the minesweeper
HMCS Red Deer, six Fairmile motor launches and the Royal Navy rescue tug HMS
Tenacity.

The purpose of the move was to facilitate essential initial repairs, as well as the
cleaning and repainting of U-790. The U-Boat was quickly taken in hand by the staff at
St John’s and it was ready for surface sea trials on 12 June. It was then made available
for visits by US Army personnel on 13 June, by RCAF personnel on 14 June and by
Canadian Army personnel on 15 June. There was no time to allow the general public or
even any RCN personnel to go onboard so, as a compromise, U-790 was moved to
Harvey’s No. 2 Wharf in St John’s harbour and the public were allowed onto the wharf
during the afternoon of Sunday 17 June to view the U-Boat. After these visits were
complete, the (by then) HMC S/M U-190 was transferred to Halifax on 21 June, this
time escorted by the frigate HMCS Hallowell, where it arrived on 23 June, exactly one
month later than U-889.

Despite their transfer to the main RCN naval base at Halifax, the futures of both
U-Boats were in doubt because the three wartime Allies (UK, USA and USSR) were
determined to ensure that all elements of the German Navy were eliminated just as
soon as possible after the end of the war, and especially that all the surviving U-Boats
should be sunk. Nevertheless, whilst awaiting the Allied decisions about the future of
the U-Boats that had surrendered, the RCN was determined to take advantage of what,
at that stage, was very much its temporary ownership of U-790 and U-889.

Initial NRE Trials with U-889

Of the two Type IXC/40 U-Boats, as U-889 was in the best condition and
equipped with the latest German technology, it was the focus of most Canadian interest
and attention from the very beginning of the post-war period and, under the aegis of the
NRE, a series of trials were undertaken in the Halifax area over a period of seven
weeks from 1 June to 27 July 1945. The RCN lost no time whatsoever in making the
necessary arrangements for these trials, with a request from the C-in-C, CNA to the Air
Officer Commanding-in-Chief, Eastern Air Command on 23 May saying:

Ex German submarine U-889 is being brought to Halifax on 23 May in order that
certain trials may be carried out by the Naval Research Establishment. Your co-
operation is requested in these trials which will require the use of aircraft. (6)

However even then there was a recognition that the use of U-889 was likely to be
temporary as, when the Canadian Naval Service Headquarters formally agreed on 26
June that U-889 should be commissioned, it was with the caveat that it should be for
the period of the trials only.
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The purposes of the various trials are set out in NRE Report PHx-59 dated 7
November 1945, being to determine the following points:

The diving qualities of the U-Boat

The operation of the schnorkel

Speed and turning trials

The anti-radar qualities of the coating on the schnorkel

The performance of the GSR [German Search Radar] and the Tunis Radar
Detection gear

The performance of the German Hohentweil Radar

The H.E. of the submarine when schnorkeling

. The performance of the Balkon and the Zweibel listening gear (7)

PQAOT O

SQ ™

The hydrophone (listening gear) trials were conducted in conjunction with U-790
in mid-July after its mini-refit, as both U-Boats were fitted with the standard but older,
‘Balkon’ listening apparatus with its 48 hydrophones, whereas U-889 was also fitted
with a ‘Zwiebel’ array, with its 15 hydrophones, which was a trial fit designed for use in
the more modern U-Boats whilst they were underway when either using their schnorkel
or when just submerged. (8)

The NRE trials did not however take place without a certain amount of
excitement, as is described in the informal history of the Research Establishment, viz:

The new Captain [Lt B Collins, RN] and crew of U-889 were eager to dive her so
that trials of her unusual equipment could be carried out. After learning the
handling of the controls, they did a series of practice dives in the shallow waters
of Eastern Passage, where they felt they could not get into too much trouble. First
attempts demonstrated great difficulty in maintaining a horizontal position, and
the wide, flat deck of the U-Boat made her much harder to handle than her
rounded British counterparts. First the screws and then the bow appeared above
water as the crew struggled for control, which they finally achieved.

In order to test the directional qualities of the [Zwiebel] array it was necessary that
the bow be submerged, while in order to maintain communication we wanted the
control tower above the water surface and open. This arrangement required a
delicate balancing operation in the ship’s trim. On the first attempt, something
went wrong and she settled to the bottom of Bedford Basin. Immediate attempts
to return to the surface, blowing the tanks and even using the engines, were
fruitless — we were stuck in the mud. We relaxed for half an hour and tried again.
This time the ship came loose and we popped to the surface. On the next
attempt, the ship was provided with the required trim, and we carried on with our
measurements.

Shortly after this, a message was received from the Flag Officer Submarines
[stating] that under no circumstances were these submarines to be dived. (9)

The latter instruction was perhaps not unexpected as, on 18 June the NRE had
been asked to explain (in writing) by Halifax Dockyard’s clearly very wary Captain (D)
just why any diving trials were thought to be necessary. The response from NRE on 19
June was that:
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With reference to your [query] re diving trials of U-889, it is submitted that the
following submerged trials are necessary to complete the information required
relative to this ship.

1. Practice diving on schnorkel in preparation for anti-radar trials and general report
on schnorkeling.

2. Listening trials with hydrophone in bow of submarine, requiring submarine to do a
static bottom dive.

3. Anti-radar trials on periscope and schnorkel.
4. Trials of submarine’s own radar equipment on schnorkel.
5. Turning trials when submerged to determine turning radius of submarine. (6)
There was also a plan for U-889 to undertake trials with the GNAT acoustic
torpedoes which it had been carrying when it surrendered, but these were postponed

until later in the year, albeit that they were expected to be complete by the end of
November.

Public Exhibition Tours

Almost immediately after the war was over, and before the ink was hardly dry on
the formal surrender documents of U-790 and U-889, there was groundswell of public
interest in the two U-Boats amongst the general population in the maritime cities and
ports in eastern Canada and Newfoundland which had obviously been heightened by
the sensational newspaper headlines at the time of their surrender as well as the
surrenders elsewhere. Indeed, pressure to exhibit one or both of the two U-Boats
actually began as early as 14 May with the receipt of a letter by the RCN’s Chief of
Naval Staff from Mr R C Stevenson of Montréal, who was the Co-Coordinator of Sea
Cadet Activities for the Naval Services, saying that:

In confirmation of our conversation, | would like to suggest that a captured
German submarine be brought up the St Lawrence River, through to the Great
Lakes, being put on exhibition at various ports, starting with Quebec, Three
Rivers and Montreal, and carrying on to other suitable ports. | understand from
newspaper reports that a precedent has been set in England by the exhibition of
a German submarine.

| would further suggest that the submarine be accompanied by an escort of one
or two corvettes, preferably those ships and crews who have been responsible for
the sinking of submarines. (10)

It was quite true that similar tours were either taking place or being planned in
both the UK and the USA, where a small number of the surrendered U-Boats would be
sailed to the cities, ports and harbours which had been involved in the war against the
U-Boats, and where the local populations were keen to see examples of the (hated)
German weapon that had put their countries under such pressure for the previous five
years.

11

Argonauta Autumn 2018 ~ www.cnrs-scrn.org



Unfortunately Mr Stevenson’s suggestion initially fell on stony ground, with a
pessimistic response from the RCN on 24 May saying:

| should like to explain to you just what the present position is regarding
captured German submarines for exhibition purposes.

Both in the United Kingdom and the United States, the circumstances making
possible the immediate availability of such vessels for public inspection are
much more favourable by reason of the fact that many more of them are held in
their ports than is the case in Canada. They are in a position to withhold a
requisite number for experimental purposes and release others for exhibition,
while in this country the opposite is the case.

The one or two U-Boats in the custody of the Canadian authorities are required
for study and trials by the Royal Canadian Navy and arrangements in this
respect are rapidly being carried out. How long it will take to complete this most
necessary programme, it is impossible at this moment to say. (10)

Nevertheless, whilst the need for trials was clearly paramount for valid operational
reasons, the RCN relented in late June and it was decided that both U-790 and U-889
would undertake exhibition cruises after the completion of the initial technical
inspections and any urgent trials, with the Minutes of the 297" Naval Staff Meeting on 3
July recording that:

In a submission dated 25 June, C-in-C CNA requests consideration of a
proposed tour schedule for U-190 and U-889. The object of the proposed tour is
to permit the general public to see an enemy submarine and a typical anti-
submarine ship of the Royal Canadian Navy.

It was pointed out that the RN has established a precedent for such a tour by
putting captured German U-Boats on display in England. (10)

The official object of the tours was to permit the general public to see an enemy
submarine together with a typical anti-submarine ship of the RCN, the two opponents in
the Battle of the Atlantic. It was envisaged that at each port the two ships would to be
secured separately alongside a convenient jetty where the public could be admitted to
view them both but, if only one berth was available, the submarine would be berthed on
the inside in order to make access easier.

Thus, after Ministerial approval, and with the proviso that approximately 10 days
would be required for the NRE-led torpedo trials at Halifax after its exhibition tour was
complete, U-889 was selected to visit a number of cities and towns on the north, west
and south coasts of western Nova Scotia in the second half of August. Now with Lt E A
D Holmes, RNVR, as her CO, the U-Boat’s tour began in Halifax on 10 August, and
after 4 days there, where it was visited by over 10,000 people, and escorted by the
frigate HMCS Joliette, U-889 visited Saint John and St Andrews in New Brunswick, as
well as Digby, Cornwallis, Yarmouth, Shelburne, Liverpool and Lunenburg in Nova
Scotia, before returning to Halifax on 5 September. (11)
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There is no doubt that the tour was very successful and that U-889 and Joliette
were well received everywhere they visited. There was however one sour note when,
on 10 September the Minister of National Defence received a letter from a resident of
St.Eustache sur le Lac, Québec, saying:

| have to give you notice that my wife, whilst visiting captured German
submarine U-889 in the harbour at St Andrews, NB, on Monday 3 September
1945, fell on board as a result of a dangerous step between two compartments
not being protected by lighting or personal guard to give warning of any kind.

As a result of this fall my wife has sustained a crack of the right scapula and
severe abrasions and bruises, one of which on the left thigh, covers an area at
this date of sixteen inches in length and nine inches in width.

We feel that these injuries are due directly and entirely to the lack of protection at
a very dangerous point and that the Crown should be liable for all expenses and
damage incurred, particulars of which will be submitted to you in due course,
when the full result of the injury is known and the needed treatment completed.
(12)

Clearly, today’s world-wide mania for litigation has long-dated roots, but there is
no evidence in the LAC’s surviving RCN files as to what then transpired.

Similarly, after spending time in the naval dockyard at Halifax on a mini-refit
between 23 June and 18 July and then conducting some limited trials U-190, escorted
by the frigate HMCS Thetford Mines, and now with Lt D N Pope, RNR, as her CO,
undertook an exhibition tour of the ports and communities along the St Lawrence River
and in the Gulf of St Lawrence, arriving at Montréal on 27 July for an extended visit
which attracted some 30,000 visitors, and then making short visits to Three Rivers (now
Trois Riviéres), Québec City, Gaspé, Campbellton, Chatham and Charlottetown (on
Prince Edward Island), as well as Pictou and Sydney in Nova Scotia, before arriving
back in Halifax on 7 September. (13)

Despite the general success of U-190’s tour, there was one incident which put Lt
Pope under a certain amount of personal pressure. This occurred after he had
organised some minor local repairs to his U-Boat whilst it was berthed at Three Rivers
on 11 August and then needed the work to be paid for, an unusual situation that was
not well received by the naval staff in Halifax. The problem came to light on 12 August,
when U-190’s CO advised Captain (D) that:

The enclosed bills of Messers Germaine and Frere Ltd cover a small repair to a
fairing plate on the waterline amidships. This plate became loose whilst
underway, its holding down bolts shearing off, thus becoming buckled by the
pressure of the sea water exerted on the inner side. The repairs carried out
were to straighten one quarter inch plate about 5 feet square and weld [it] back
into position. (6)

The initial reaction from the Fleet Engineering Officer (FEO) was not good, with
him saying:
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This is definitely not approved practice. Suggest asking the CO if approval for
this work was obtained from any local NOIC and if not, if repairs were of such
an urgent nature that it could not wait until arrival at a Naval Dockyard.
Otherwise CO will get stung for the bill unless Capt (D) can recommend
payment. Bill with recommendation one way or the other should go to [the] C-in-
C. (6)

Fortunately in the end common sense prevailed, and after the FEO had said that
he considered the CO to have acted in the best interests of the Service, Captain (D)
wrote to the C-in-C advising:

Submitted herewith is [a] bill covering repair of steel plate in HMC S/M U-190 at
Three Rivers, PQ, on 11 August 1945. It is considered that the action of the
Commanding Officer in having [the] work carried out without the consent of a
Naval Authority was justified, and payment is therefore recommended. (6)

RCN Plans for the U-Boats

Even before the two public exhibition tours had been completed and any
decisions had been taken by the Allies concerning the future of all the U-Boats that had
surrendered, the RCN'’s thoughts about the future location and possible use of U-790
and U-889 began to develop, with Captain A F Peers, RCN, the CO of the NRE
advising the C-in-C, CNA on 1 September that:

U-889 wiill be required here for acoustic torpedo running until about the end of
October, dependent considerably on weather conditions, as these trials will have
to be carried out at night in Halifax Approaches.

Recommended that U-889 be allocated to Canada for experimental purposes
with a view to eventual scrapping. When all running trials are completed, we
would like to take out all her special equipment such as listening gear, radar, etc,
before she is disposed of.

U-190 is an older boat, built in 1942, and would not be much good as an
operational boat. Recommended that she be made available for transfer to any
other Navy, or alternatively that she be scrapped in Canada after removal of any
special fittings that we wish to keep for experimental or reference purposes. (12)

Shortly after this, on 20 September, and once the two public exhibition tours had
been completed, it had become obvious that U-7190 was in such a poor state that it was
unlikely to be of much further use to the RCN. Captain E F Adams, the CO of HMCS
Stadacona, the shore base at Halifax, therefore spelt out his instructions for the
administration of the two U-Boats:

The following arrangements for the administration of HMC ex-German submarines
U-889 and U-190 are to go into effect as from 21 September 1945, consequent upon
the reduction of U-190 to Care and Maintenance status.

Lieutenant E A D Holmes, RNVR, Commanding Officer HMC S/M U-889 wiill
assume the duties of Senior Submarine Officer [S S/IMQ)] of the flotilla, and be in
general charge.
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A Duty Submarine Officer of the Day will be detailed by the S S/M O in rotation
from flotilla officers, and will be responsible to him for both boats during non-
working hours. Rounds are to be carried out by the Duty Submarine Officer
during silent hours at sufficiently frequent times to ensure the safety of the boats.

Duty watches are to be detailed by individual boats, U-889 making up any
deficiencies for U-190. These will be detailed for 24 hour periods, and are to
sleep on board at night.

During working hours, each crew will normally work in their own boats, but for
special work beyond U-190’s capacity, U-889 is to provide the necessary
additional hands, subject to her own requirements.

The Senior Submarine Officer is to issue such additional orders as may be
required to put these orders into effect, and as may be required for administration
of the flotilla, forwarding copies to the Captain, Stadacona, and the Officer in
Charge, Naval Research Establishment for information. (6)

The October 1945 Engineering Review

The RCN then conducted a comprehensive engineering study of the two U-Boats
and on 20 October 1945 the Commanding Officer Atlantic Coast (COAC), Commodore
C R H Taylor, RCN, submitted a report to the Naval Board in the Department of
National Defence in Ottawa setting out his views about the status and future disposition
of U-190 and U-889, viz:

The present status of these submarines is as follows:

a. U-889. In good operational condition except for the auxiliary diesel air
compressor. The main electric air compressor still being in good shape. Manned
with three RCNVR s/m-trained officers, 7 RCN ratings, 16 RCNVR ratings and 7
RN ratings. The RCN and RCNVR ratings are now sufficiently trained to operate
the boat on the surface for Torpedo Trials purposes.

b. U-190. Due to a bad earth on her starboard main motor, this boat is not in
operational condition, as it cannot be used. She is an old boat (1942) and, with
other defects present, would take considerable work to bring into operational
state. Manned with one RNVR s/m-trained officer, 2 RCN and 8 RCNVR ratings
on a maintenance basis. (14)

However, not only were the futures of the two U-Boats dependent on their
serviceability status, but they were also dependent on the forthcoming Allied decisions
about their future, on the availability of trained crews, as well as the RCN’s desire to
undertake the planned trials with the German acoustic torpedoes which had been
captured on board U-889.

As far as the crews were concerned, there was a great deal of pressure, not only
to demobilise the RCN wartime volunteers who, after 4 to 5 years’ service, were
understandably keen to return to their civilian occupations and careers, but also the
Royal Navy officers and ratings on secondment to the RCN wanted to return to the UK
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as soon as possible. This was therefore a major factor to be taken into account in the
decision about the RCN’s use of the two U-Boats.

Initial Acoustic Torpedo Trials

Despite the on-going uncertainty about the long-term future of both U-Boats,
especially doubts about the retention of U-889 and U-190’s serviceability the RCN,
having acquired the former’s acoustic torpedoes, was loath to forgo the opportunity to
conduct trials and evaluation work likely to assist with the RCN’s ongoing development
of appropriate countermeasures, called Canadian Anti-Acoustic Torpedo (CAT) gear,
which had started in 1943. This was a noise-maker towed behind warships to act as a
decoy for the acoustic torpedoes, and which might be needed for possible use in any
future expansion of the RCN’s submarine fleet.

Unfortunately two of U-889’s six GNAT torpedoes had been lost in a huge
ammunition explosion on the North and South jetties of the naval magazine at the
Bedford Basin in Halifax Harbour on 18/19 July 1945. This was the second time that
Halifax had experienced a major naval-related explosion. The first had occurred during
the First World War when, on the morning of 6 December 1917 two ships collided in
The Narrows between the Inner and Outer Harbour, one of which was loaded with TNT
and other volatile cargo. The resulting explosion flattened one and a half square miles
of Halifax, almost 2,000 people were killed and 9,000 people were injured. This second
explosion was caused by a fire which started on the South jetty at 1840 on the evening
of 18 July which quickly spread to the North jetty, both of which were overloaded with
badly-stored surplus ammunition and other explosives which had been hastily
off-loaded from naval vessels which were being de-commissioned either temporarily or
permanently. However, on this occasion, there was only one fatality, as well as far less
damage to Halifax itself. The two U-Boats were moored in Bedford Basin at the time
and, though they were unaffected by the explosion itself, the incident was recorded in
U-190’'s Deck Log for 18 July:

1842: Violent explosion in Bedford Basin

2000:All ships ordered to slip and proceed to Outer Harbour
2115:Slipped and proceeding to anchorage

2322:Anchored Georges Island (15)

Luckily, the four remaining GNAT torpedoes were undamaged and thus available
for the NRE trials after the explosive had been steamed-out and the warheads had
been instrumented for running and other investigations. However, whilst the torpedo
trials had always been expected to take place during the second half of September and
that U-889 would not therefore be required after they had been completed, the Bedford
Magazine explosion caused a two month delay in getting the warheads steamed out
and fitted for the running trials. This was therefore the cause of considerable concern
as to whether or not the necessary engineering work would be complete before the
onset of poor winter weather, possibly leading to the trials having to be postponed until
May 1946. This was because the trials, which needed to be completed at night, would
require calm weather and at least 2 miles’ visibility.
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In the light of this new situation, the CO of the NRE, Captain Peers, wrote a
comprehensive review on 18 October which revealed that either U-889 needed to be
retained by the RCN for an extended period or that the planned CAT trials would need
to be completed by the US Navy. Captain Peers’ opinion was that, in view of the work
already completed, the full scale trials should still go ahead, but that they should be
postponed until the spring of 1946 when all four of the re-worked torpedo heads would
be available and when maximum use could be made of nights suitable for the running
trials. In particular, his report recommended that:

Bearing in mind that at present the RCN is in the lead of both the RN and the USN in
respect to knowledge of the acoustic torpedo and possible counter-measures:

a. U-889 be retained in commission as at present in order to complete the acoustic
torpedo trials.

b. The USN be informed of the latest developments in acoustic torpedo
investigation, and if possible the trials be done at a suitable USN port, east coast
ports’ winter weather being unsuitable.

c. Alternatively postpone trials until next spring at Halifax. (16)

Future Possible RCN Use of U-190 and U-889

In view of the state of the two U-Boats, Commodore Taylor’s almost simultaneous
engineering report to the Naval Board on 20 October, which had been written before it
became clear that U-889 was unlikely to remain in RCN custody much after the end of
1945, had also included a number of detailed recommendations about their future use,
saying:

It is recommended that U-190, being unfit for further service, be disposed of at an
early date, after removal of certain equipment required by [the] Naval Research
Establishment.

Disposal of U-889 is contingent upon policy considerations whether the RCN should
carry out the complete trials to establish acoustic torpedo performance against a
CAT, or turn the preliminary information over to [the] RN and USN for the final
running trials. In any case, on completion of the confirming Bedford Basin trials [the]
RN and USN should be informed of this new development.

It is considered improbable that the running trials can be completed at Halifax before
unfavourable weather conditions set in and, to complete them before [the]
demobilisation of the RCNVR ratings will require that they be carried out at a US
base, say New London or Bermuda.

It is therefore recommended that, unless prestige considerations require [the] RCN
to complete these trials, that U-889 be reduced to C&M at Halifax. The RCNVR
officers and ratings can then be demobilised and RN ratings returned to UK. In the
event that it is found necessary to carry out running trials next spring, she could then
be re-commissioned. (14)
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Allied Tripartite Naval Commission Proposals

Meanwhile intensive talks had been underway at Potsdam in the outskirts of
Berlin between the three wartime Allies concerning the future of the surviving German
naval vessels, including the 150 or so U-Boats that had surrendered.

The result of these high-level political discussions had been the production of the
Proceedings (Minutes) of the Potsdam Heads of State Conference [codenamed
Terminal] which took place between 17 July and 2 August 1945. In respect of the U-
Boats, the Proceedings said that the UK, the USA and the USSR had concluded that:

The larger part of the German submarine fleet shall be sunk. Not more than thirty
submarines shall be preserved and divided equally between the USSR, UK and
USA for experimental and technical purposes. (17)

It was also decided at the Potsdam Conference that a Tripartite Naval
Commission (TNC) should be established in Berlin charged with deciding, amongst
other things, just which of the surviving U-Boats should be allocated to the three Allies
(10 each). Thus, at face value, the chances of the RCN being allowed to retain either of
the two U-Boats that had surrendered in Canada were very slim indeed.

One of the TNC’s first actions was to inspect each of the U-Boats which had
surrendered, and as part of that process a team was sent to North America to inspect
the five U-Boats which had surrendered in the USA, the two that had surrendered in
Argentina and the two which had surrendered in Canada. The seven U-Boats that had
surrendered in the USA and Canada were inspected in early September 1945, with the
two in Canada being inspected on 12 September and, significantly, the only one of the
seven to be assessed as operational (both on the surface and submerged) was U-889.
In comparison, the TNC team assessed that U-190 would need at least one month’s
repair work to bring it to an operational condition. (18)

Once all the assessments had been made, the TNC then turned its attention to
deciding which U-Boats should be retained and, of these, which should be allocated to
each of the three Allies. At that stage the RCN was fairly relaxed about the future of the
two U-Boats in its temporary custody. It was expected that the CAT trials with U-889
would be complete by the end of September, and it was already clear from the state of
U-190 that there was no pressing need for its retention. The initial allocation lists were
announced by the TNC on 10 October 1945, but with the proviso that there should be
some flexibility and that bi-lateral exchanges could be made subject to formal TNC
approval. Of the two U-Boats located in Canada, U-889 was, not unexpectedly,
allocated to the USA, and U-790 did not feature in any of the allocation lists and was
therefore scheduled for sinking not later than mid-February 1946.

However the situation changed dramatically in the latter half of October when it
became apparent to the RCN that the CAT trials were bound to be delayed and,
because of this, in November the Canadian Government sought British support for the
retention of the two U-Boats in Canada. To this end, the Admiralty in London was keen
to do all it could to ensure that both U-790 and U-889 were amongst the U-Boats to be
retained, and on 16 November Admiral Sir Geoffrey Miles, the senior UK member of
the TNC, wrote to his US and Russian colleagues stating that:
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The British Admiralty are ... desirous of exchanging two of their [allocation of]
submarines for two [U-190 and U-889] now in Canada. (18)

In response, Admiral Robert Ghormley, the senior US member of the TNC, wrote
on 29 November saying:

U-889 and U-190, former German submarines, are located in Canada. | have
been advised that the United States Navy Department desires to retain former
German submarine U-889 in the United States allocation, but [has] no objection
to the exchange of the former German submarine U-190. (18)

The UK therefore dropped its proposal concerning U-889, which remained in the
US allocation, meaning that sometime prior to mid-February 1946 it would have to be
transferred from the RCN to the US Navy (USN), which was keen to acquire this Type
IXC/40 U-Boat, especially because of its apparently excellent condition as assessed by
the TNC inspection team in September 1945. However, the decision relating to U-889
meant that, despite its poor condition, the RCN needed to retain U-790 after all.

The TNC’s Final Report was issued on 6 December 1945 but U-790 was still not
included in the UK’s allocation. Thus a formal change was required so that the
previously unallocated U-190 could be allocated to the UK, with one of the U-Boats
which had already been allocated to the UK being added to the list of those to be sunk.
This change was a follow-up to the request made in November by Admiral Miles in
relation to U-790 and U-889, when both Admiral Ghormley and Admiral Gordei
Levchenko, the senior Russian member of the TNC, had said they would have no
objection to the UK retaining U-1790.

The need for U-7190 to remain in Canadian custody was therefore reinforced in a
message on 22 December from the Secretary of State for External Affairs in Ottawa to
the Foreign Office in London saying:

We are advised that submarine U-889 has been allocated to the United States
Government. The Canadian Government therefore wishes to retain submarine
U-190 in order to complete experiments originally undertaken on U-889.

Request that Tripartite Commission be asked to leave Canadian Government in
possession of U-190 for a period not exceeding one year with the understanding
that on completion of experiments U-190 is to be sunk. (19)

In fact, the TNC had no authority whatsoever to allocate any of the surrendered
U-Boats to Canada, the only authorized recipients being the UK, the USA and the
USSR.

So, to overcome this hurdle, it was necessary to persuade the TNC to agree that
U-190 should be allocated to the UK for ‘experimental and technical purposes’, and
then for the UK to make its own arrangements with Canada. As a result, the Foreign
Office in London advised on 5 February that:

It has been arranged with the Tripartite Naval Commission that U-190 should be
substituted for a submarine of the original British allocated. The latter will be sunk
at once in accordance with the Potsdam Agreement and the trials planned for her
by the Admiralty will be transferred to U-190 and postponed for a year.
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His Majesty’s Government in the United Kingdom are, therefore, agreeable to
U-190 remaining in the possession of His Majesty’s Government in Canada for
one year on the understanding that she is available to the Admiralty at the end of
that period. (19)

The formal change to the TNC paperwork was implemented at the end of January
1946, and after that U-790 was quickly loaned to Canada by the Royal Navy for a year.
Thus, as one of the 30 U-Boats authorised for retention by the Allies, it was allowed to
remain in Canada in the temporary custody of the RCN.

Extended Acoustic Torpedo Trials

Whilst these discussions were taking place in Potsdam, the RCN nevertheless still
remained keen to take every possible advantage of their temporary charges,
particularly as they wished to initiate the CAT trials with the four remaining GNAT
torpedoes. Thus it was decided to continue with the NRE torpedo trials with U-889 for
as long as possible, and a number of such trials took place between 23 September and
30 October 1945 in and around Halifax harbour before it too was reduced to Care and
Maintenance status on 12 November 1945 before the torpedo trials programme had
been completed.

However, whilst U-889 was being put to good use by the RCN in the latter part of
1945, the same could not be said of U-190. Whilst it was still based at Halifax, and
despite all the high-level staff work that had taken place in Berlin to ensure that it could
be retained in Canada, U-790 was by that time deemed to be of little further use to the
RCN. It was generally moored alongside U-889, and it was clearly deteriorating fast.
Nevertheless, winter was approaching, and the situation was complicated by the need
to transfer U-889 to the USN despite the fact that the RCN’s CAT trials with the four
now-instrumented GNAT torpedoes remained unfinished. Thus there was a very real
probability that, despite its poor state, U-7190 might now be needed to take over the
torpedo trials work in the spring of 1946 rather than being subject to early disposal.

Transfer of U-889 to the US Navy

At the end of 1945, and in accordance with the TNC recommendations U-889
could no longer remain in Canada. The U-Boat was therefore delivered to the USA by
its RCN crew, but escorted by the US Navy tug ATR-7, arriving at Portsmouth Navy
Yard (PNY), New Hampshire, on 12 January 1946. However, whereas when U-889 had
been inspected by the TNC in Canada in September 1945 and found to be in the best
condition of all the U-Boats that had surrendered from sea in the Western Hemisphere,
it was in a non-operational condition when transferred to the US Navy.

In particular, the condition of the battery was very poor and, on attempting to put a
charge onto it, it was found that serious problems existed which would have been
expensive to correct. Indeed the expense of returning the battery to a satisfactory
condition did not appear to be justified in view of the plans that the US Navy had for
U-889’s future use. Fortunately by that time the USN was already conducting trials on
another Type IXC/40 U-Boat, U-858, which it had renovated, and it had no need for a
second example to be included in its trials programme, even for any GNAT torpedo
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trials. The US Chief of Naval Operations (CNO) therefore granted PNY permission to
de-activate U-889, and the U-Boat remained moored at PNY as a potential source of
spares until the USN’s Bureau of Ships advised the CNO on 27 September 1946 that
all the necessary cannibalisation action was complete and that U-889 was ready for
disposal.

The USN was in no hurry to dispose of those of its U-Boats which were by now of
no further use, and it was not until November 1947 that U-889 was finally scheduled for
use as a target in torpedo trials. Along with three other surplus U-Boats, U-889 was first
towed to Provincetown Harbour near Cape Cod, and then to a torpedo firing area 40
miles north-east of the Cape by the US Navy submarine rescue ship USS Tringa and
the yard tug YTB 366. There it was sunk on the afternoon of 20 November by a torpedo
fired from the submarine USS Flying Fish.

Re-Activation of U-7190

The result of the transfer of U-889 to the USN left the RCN with just U-190, which
had been reduced to Care and Maintenance status in September 1945. Despite this,
and despite the fact that in October 1945 COAC’s report to the Naval Board had
recommended that U-7190, being unfit for further service, should be disposed of at an
early date, by mid-March 1946 the situation had been reviewed and it had been
decided that the U-Boat should be retained in commission with a reduced complement
and as the firing platform in support of the NRE’s remaining CAT trials. However, other
than taking part in these torpedo trials at various times between May and the autumn of
1946, U-190 was involved in no other RCN-related activities.

This was not surprising, as on 2 August 1946 U-190's CO, who was now Lt J L
Johnston, RCNVR, had advised in a report headed “Steaming Capabilities and
General Conditions of U-190” that:

At present U-190 is in such a condition as to warrant a major refit before she
could be considered in a satisfactory sea-going condition.

The submarine is not capable of diving, due to lack of personnel for maintenance
of main vents, hydroplanes, underwater valves, Diesel Air Compressor, Diesel
engine exhaust blowing system and the overall watertightness of the ship.

There are a number of defects that have arisen in the last few months which
indicate the state of deterioration of the ship. The port main motor has developed
a full earth, making independent manoeuvring impossible. The galley electric
range is unserviceable and is lacking spare parts. The forward bilge pump has
defective wiring circuits. No. 8 main ballast tank has developed a leak into
number 3 torpedo tube.

Many of the navigational aids on board are unserviceable. The Echo Sounder

and the Radar Set are defective, and were found unreliable at their best. The low
frequency transmitter and receiver are not working.
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In my opinion U-190 is not capable of leaving Halifax harbour, and it appears that
more defects will arise unless she is soon docked for a well deserved refit. (20)

Thus, other than the intermittent NRE torpedo trials, the same pattern of general
inactivity continued into autumn 1946.

Preliminary Arrangements for the Demise of U-7190

The approaching completion of the NRE’s acoustic torpedo trials marked the end
of U-190’s already limited usefulness to the RCN and meant that a decision could be
sought about the future disposal of the shortly to be surplus-to-requirements U-190, the
loan period for which was due to expire in February 1947.

This process started in mid-September, and on 26 September the Director of
Naval Plans and Intelligence in Ottawa wrote to the Assistant Chief of Naval Staff
saying:

After the surrender of the German submarine fleet the RCN acquired U-889 and
U-190, and the former was subsequently used for experiments with her acoustic
torpedo gear and special hydrophone system.

The Tripartite Naval Commission sitting in Berlin in November 1945 agreed that
30 German submarines only should be retained and divided equally between the
USSR, the USA and the UK. The 10 allocated to the United States included U-
889.

Following this decision the RCN requested that the Tripartite Commission might
authorise the retention by Canada of U-190 until acoustic torpedo trials were
completed after which she would be sunk.

In January 1946 however it was arranged that U-190 should be substituted for
one of the 10 submatrines allotted to Britain. The latter was then sunk and it was
agreed [with the UK, not the TNC] that U-190 should be retained by Canada for
one year after which she should be made available to the Admiralty.

It is anticipated that the acoustic experiments will be completed early in October
and there will then be no further requirement for U-190. Should the Admiralty
require her return to the United Kingdom however the boat is not at present in a
sufficiently seaworthy condition to make and Atlantic passage and a refit will be
necessary.

It is therefore recommended that the Admiralty should now be informed of the
condition of U-190 and a decision on her disposal requested. (19)

In January 1947, the CO of the NRE formally confirmed that the weather
conditions in Halifax had become so bad as to make it impossible to carry out any
further GNAT trials with U-7190, and he recommended that the torpedo trials should
cease. As a result, on 24 January 1947 the C-in-C, CNA advised that:
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Further acoustic torpedo trials are to be abandoned. Torpedoes [are] to be
landed and stored. U-190 is to be reduced to Care and Maintenance status. (13)

This was then followed by advice from the Canadian Naval Mission in London on
21 March saying that:

The Admiralty has no further requirement for this U-Boat and are enquiring
whether the RCN would wish to retain her as a war relic. If not, the Admiralty
would be grateful if the RCN would dispose of her by scrapping or sinking in
deep water. It is suggested that the disposal of the submarine might provide
valuable data on the damaging power of weapons, or the resisting power of the
ship’s structure, and the Admiralty Ship Target Trials Committee would be glad to
advice the RCN on experiments that might be arranged.

The Admiralty point out that the circumstances under which this submarine was
acquired make it inadvisable to transfer her to a third party before she is reduced
to scrap. (19)

This debate was finally completed on 16 April, when the Chief of Naval Staff wrote
to the Minister of Defence saying that the Admiralty had no requirement for U-790 and
had requested that the U-Boat should be disposed of by one of the following three
methods:

a. Retention as a war relic. This would be of little value to the RCN and would
involve the expense of care and maintenance.

b. Scrap. As the Admiralty specify that U-190 is not to be transferred to a third
party for scrapping, this would entail the expense of the work being done by
the RCN.

c. Sinking in deep water. (19)

The CNS’ memorandum went on to say that neither of the first two alternatives
was considered to be desirable, and that as there was no further requirement for U-190
she should be sunk after the removal of any equipment required by the RCN. The CNS
recommended that, in order to derive the greatest benefit, U-190 should be sunk by
being used as a target for ship and aircraft practice, and asked the Minister for his
agreement to this course of action, which was readily given.

The result of all this staff work was that on 23 April 1947 the formal decision was
taken to sink U-190 after the removal of any equipment that might be of further interest.
In June it was forecast that the de-storing activity would be completed by 5 July, and
that the submarine would then be ready for disposal. This was followed by a
recommendation on 19 July that U-790 should be paid-off at an early date and be
placed in reserve pending disposal. Approval for the latter was granted on 21 July, and
the U-Boat was formally paid-off on 24 July 1947. (13)

On the same day, COAC issued instructions concerning the care of U-190 until
such time as it was sunk, saying:
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When U-190 is berthed at a jetty where electrical power is not available, the
power is to be obtained from the ship’s main batteries which will last
approximately 10 more days, at which time the ship will be in darkness and the
bilge pump and ventilation fans being electrical, will be unserviceable. It will be
noted that the batteries when dead will no longer give off oxygen gas and there
will be no danger of explosion. However, in order to ensure that all danger is
avoided, the ventilation fans are to be run for one-half hour twice daily for one
week after the batteries are dead.

A 50 ton portable pump is to be made available for pumping the bilges.

It will be noted that No. 3 torpedo tube is flooded by a leak from No. 8 main
ballast tank and there is reason to believe that a similar leak might develop into
No. 4 torpedo tube from No. 8 tank: care is to be taken accordingly.

All underwater connections to the sea are shut off and the ship is taking a
negligible amount of water into the engine room and motor room bilges. As the
ship has not been on the dry dock since being taken over by the RCN the
condition of these underwater valves and sea connections is highly questionable.

Every possible care is to be taken to ensure that HMC S/M U-190 is kept in an
adequate condition in order to prevent sinking. (14)

‘Exercise Scuttled’

The only remaining question then was how to dispose of the unwanted U-Boat
and, as was the case with most matters relating to U-790, this one too took several
months to answer. The initial proposals for sinking the U-Boat were discussed at a staff
meeting on 27 May, and these were formalised in a memorandum to the Assistant
Chief of Naval Staff on 6 June which recommended that:

a. Date of sinking to be about 22 October 1947 in order that as many RCN ships
as possible be available to take part in the exercise, and to allow air
squadrons to participate.

b. Position of sinking to be about 50 miles SE off Halifax (over 100 fathoms).

c. Ships and aircraft to carry out rocket firings, gunnery, A/S weapon firings and
bombings during the exercise. (19)

This proposal to sink U-790 in some style was endorsed at the 308™ Naval Staff
Meeting which was held on 21 July and, during a visit to Halifax later in the month, the
Minister of National Defence confirmed that U-790 would be destroyed by the RCN
‘with explosives’. Indeed, to this end, it had already been announced by the Director of
Naval Information in a Press Release on 15 July that:

Naval authorities have indicated that this [the sinking of U-190] will probably take
place in the early fall, and that it is possible that both surface craft and aircraft will
pay a part in sending the one time sea raider to its last account in a realistic
anti-submarine exercise. (21)
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This announcement nevertheless caused a complication in that it motivated the
Managing Director of Halifax Shipyards Ltd to write to the Head of the RCN’s Naval
Administration and Supply Department on 21 July saying:

I notice by a press report recently that the German submarine U-190 is to be
taken out to sea and sunk. This seems to me to be a pity. Here are the steel mills
in our country crying for scrap. There is a definite shortage and this submarine
could well be used for that purpose. (19)

Unfortunately Rear Admiral HW T Grant’s response on 24 July was somewhat
equivocal. It did not make clear that the Admiralty in London had specifically ruled out
scrapping by a third party, and it left the door open for a further review. Thus the
inevitable happened and the Managing Director of Halifax Shipyards Ltd wrote yet
again, this time to the Deputy Minister of Defence on 30 September when final
arrangements for U-190’s sinking were well advanced. As a result, the matter had to be
taken to the Defence Minister himself, who then accepted that there was a need to
follow the Admiralty’s request.

Additionally, in July the Chief of Naval Staff had personally invited the Chief of the
Canadian Air Staff (CAS) to consider whether or not he would like the RCAF to
participate in the arrangements for sinking U-790 but, somewhat surprisingly, the CAS
declined the invitation, saying:

Your invitation to participate in this exercise would have been speedily accepted
were it not for the fact that the aircraft and personnel which would normally
participate are fully engaged on prior commitments, My staff have endeavoured
to arrange for the fitting out of other aircraft for this exercise, but | feel that any
makeshift arrangements would be unwise. (19)

Reading between the lines, it is clear that the RCAF were just not interested in
participating what seemed very likely to turn into a publicity stunt.

As forecast in his earlier Press Release, and after a dummy run of the exercise on
14 October, the Director of Naval Information gave further information of the RCN’s
intentions on 18 October, saying:

Preliminary arrangements have been completed for the destruction by ships and
aircraft of the Royal Canadian Navy of the former German submarine U-190 off
Halifax on Trafalgar Day, October 21.

The U-Boat, which surrendered to ships of the RCN in May 1945, will be sent to
the bottom not far from where she torpedoed and sank the minesweeper HMCS
Esquimalt on 16 April 1945. (22)

The scenario that was invented for the exercise, and thus the purpose of the
RCN'’s joint air and sea attacks, was that:

U-190 is assumed to have been damaged during an attack carried out by a ship

on patrol in the Halifax approaches. The patrol vessel having been sunk by
GNAT, U-190 is attempting to escape on the surface. (20)
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The formal RCN orders for this highly publicised event, which went by the
somewhat dull and very un-original code name of ‘Exercise Scuppered’, indicted that it
was due to take place on 21 October, that it was expected to take approximately 90
minutes to complete, that it would be located approximately 50 miles south-east of
Halifax, and that the redundant U-Boat would be towed into position by the dockyard
tug Riverton.

A considerable amount of trouble was taken to ensure that U-7190 would be ready
for the event and would not simply sink under its own devices when towed out of
Halifax prior to the planned exercise. The detailed preparations included:

The bridge and all uprights were painted with one coat of yellow paint. A strip 2.5
feet wide on the outboard side of the upper deck was painted yellow, while a strip
on the upper deck 3 feet wide was painted red.

All sea valves were checked closed. All bilge lines, cross connection valves and
bulkhead valves were closed.

The ventilation system was checked, and all vents and compartment isolation
valves were closed.

Ballast tanks were blown and ship trimmed on even keel.

The rudder was lashed in the mid-ships position. Forward Hydroplanes were
given 10 degrees of elevation and After Hydroplanes were fixed in a horizontal
position.

All watertight doors were hammered up secure, and Conning Tower hatch
dogged down.

The periscope was plugged with a wooden plus, and the holes in the H/F, D/F
Stands, caused by removal of same, were plugged with wooden plugs. (14)

The RCN forces involved in ‘Exercise Scuppered’ were the destroyers HMCS
Nootka and HMCS Haida, the minesweeper HMCS New Liskeard, as well as aircraft of
the 18" Canadian Carrier Air Group (comprising eight Seafires from No.833 Sqn, eight
Fireflys from No.826 Sqgn, two Ansons and two Swordfish).

The expected sequence of events was set out in the Exercise Order:

1. Two Swordfish acting as reconnaissance aircraft will report the presence of the
submarine, which will be presumed to have been damaged prior to the exercise.

2. Fireflys armed with rockets will attack in formation.

3. The destroyers will attack with 4.7-inch gunfire, opening fire at approximately
4,000 yards range.

4. Seafire aircraft armed with bombs will attack from a height of about 5,000 feet.
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5. HMCS New Liskeard will close the target as it sinks — either following the above
mentioned attacks or at any stage in the exercise should the U-Boat sink earlier —
and deliver the final attack with ‘Hedgehog'. (23)

The event was given maximum publicity, and it was covered by press, radio and
newsreel, with 24 reporters, commentators and photographers on-board the RCN
ships, and one reporter was even able to view the exercise from the air whilst flying in
one of the Anson aircraft.

However, despite all the careful planning, the whole event eventually went off like
a damp squib because, after the initial rocket attacks by the Fireflys, U-7190 started to
settle slowly by its stern. Nootka then opened fire with her guns, but was able to fire
only two salvoes, both of which missed the target, before the U-Boat suddenly up-
ended and sank from sight less than 19 minutes after the start of the exercise.

Nevertheless the Director of Naval Information sought to give the affair the best
possible positive gloss, stressing that it was solely an exercise designed to give ships’
crews and the RCN aircraft crews training in combined air-sea operations, and saying
in his somewhat emotive Press Release on 29 October that:

The former German submarine U-190 made its last descent to the cold depths of
the Atlantic on Trafalgar Day, October 21.

The once deadly sea raider came to a swift and ignominious end when, as a
target for ships and aircraft of the Royal Canadian Navy, it was sunk in less than
19 minutes in the same waters in which it toroedoed HMCS Esquimalt in April
1945. (24)

Inevitably, on the evening of 21 October 1947 there was a certain amount of
typical informal celebration in the Wardroom of the Naval Air Station in Dartmouth,
Nova Scotia about the fact that U-790 had been successfully sunk by the air attacks
before the RCN’s surface ships had been able to make any effective contribution to the
U-Boat’s final demise. A little bit of inter-Service rivalry was not unsurprising.

Details of the event were forwarded to Naval Service Headquarters by COAC,
(now) Rear Admiral C R H Taylor, RCN, and his Exercise Report dated 22 December
1947 concluded with the somewhat low-key words:

The fact that U-190 was eventually sunk in the required position and without
accident is considered to be the most important factor.

Although all phases of the proposed exercise were not carried out as a result of
the effectiveness of the rockets, it is still considered that the sequence of attack
was the best from the point of view of training to be obtained and the cooperation
required between Air and surface ships.

It is also felt that ‘Exercise Scuppered’ provided very good publicity for the Royal

Canadian Navy and gave the press an opportunity to understand more fully the
duties of Naval officers and men.
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In general | consider that great benefit was derived from the sinking of the U-190
by the Royal Canadian Navy. (20)

The last words about the demise of U-7190 after its time in the RCN were written
by the Naval Secretary in his equally low-key and belated response to Rear Admiral
Taylor on 23 January 1948, viz:

Your report has been noted with interest by the Department.

The administration for the exercise and the detail of the orders were admirably
prepared, and reflect great credit on those who took part in the planning.

The air attacks speak for themselves, but it was a disappointment that sufficient
of U-190 was not left for Captain (D) to dispose of. (20)

Finally, a physical link with U-190 still exists even today in that, some 70 years
after its sinking, the U-Boat’s periscope is one of the many historical naval artifacts
displayed in the Crow’s Nest Officers Club in St John’s, Newfoundland. It was removed
from U-190 before ‘Exercise Scuppered’ and after it became of no further interest to the
NRE and the RCN, it was initially on display in the Maritime Naval Museum in Halifax
before being transferred to St John’s for safe keeping in 1963.

The POW'’s from U-7190 and U-889

Whilst the crews of the two U-Boats played no significant part in the RCN'’s
exploitation of either U-Boat, they nevertheless all spent about a year in Canada as
Prisoners of War (POWSs) before being transferred to camps in England in 1946 after
the Canadians began to close their POW camps.

Shortly after its arrival at Shelburne in Nova Scotia on 13 May, the 55-man
German crew of U-889 was disembarked and taken to Halifax for interrogation.
Similarly, after its arrival at Bay Bulls in Newfoundland, U-790’s 54-man crew was
transferred to the frigate Prestonian, which sailed for Halifax on 14 May. After their
interrogation they were all then handed over to the Canadian Army and despatched by
rail to POW camps in Ontario and Québec, although the CO of U-889 and five of his
colleagues remained in Halifax until 22 May whilst they assisted the RCN with the U-
Boat’s initial engine running trials.

The five officers from U-7190 and three of the six officers from U-889 were taken to
Camp 20 at Gravenhurst, Ontario, two of the officers from U-889, including the U-boat’s
CO Fritz Braeucker, were taken to Camp 40 at Farnham, Québec, and the remaining
one was taken to Camp 44 at Grande Ligne, Québec. (25)

Whilst U-190’s officers were at Gravenhurst, a somewhat distasteful event
occurred which did not reflect well on the integrity of the Kriegsmarine. During U-190’s
last two patrols the relationship between the U-Boat’'s CO, Hans-Edwin Reith, and his
four colleagues had seriously deteriorated due to his pomposity as well as his
indecisiveness and inability to control difficult situations. Thus soon after their arrival at
Camp 20, the other officers from U-190 petitioned the camp’s German senior officer to
dissolve the command relationship between Reith and themselves because they had
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lost respect for him and found it distasteful even to have to salute him. A Board of
Inquiry resulted in the granting of this request, with an option to re-open the matter of
Reith’s behaviour if there should ever be an opportunity within any future post-war
German Navy. (26)

The non-commissioned crewmen from both U-Boats were transported to Camp 33
at Petawawa, Ontario, where they arrived on 18 May. Most of them were later
transferred to Camp 100 at Neys, Ontario, on the north shore of Lake Superior on 20
January 1946 from where, after just two months, they were moved to Halifax and
embarked on the troopship SS Aquitania which departed for England on 26 March
1946. (17) They were then held in various English POW camps before being returned
to Germany in 1947 and 1948.

It was the turn of U-190’s and U-889’s officers to be transferred from Gravenhurst
to Southampton in England via Halifax on the Aquitania in June 1946 (18), where they
too were held in a variety of POW camps for up to a further two years before finally
being taken to Germany for release. For instance, U-190’s Werner Hirschmann was not
released until August 1947, and Fritz Braeucker, the CO of U-889, was not released
until December 1948, more than three years after he surrendered his U-Boat in the
North Atlantic off the east coast of Canada in May 1945.

Summary

In summary, two Type IXC/40 U-Boats surrendered to Canadian naval forces in
May 1945. First, U-889 on 10 May and, second, U-790 on 11 May. Both were
commissioned into the RCN, and both were evaluated, tested and trialed by the Naval
Research Establishment at Halifax during their short time in Canadian hands. Also,
both took part in public exhibition tours of coastal towns and cities in eastern Canada in
August 1945.

U-889 was transferred to the US Navy in January 1946 in accordance with Allied
decisions concerning the allocation of the small number of U-Boats that were allowed
to survive post-war. However, when received by the USN it was found to be non-
operational and it was therefore never used for any purpose other than for
cannibalisation of its spares and equipment for use in other USN U-Boats. It was sunk
as a torpedo target off Cape Cod on 20 November 1947.

U-190 was formally allocated to the Royal Navy in early 1946, but then
immediately loaned to the RCN. It was nevertheless in a poor state of maintenance and
proved to be of very little use to the RCN after the end of 1945 other than as a floating
firing platform during the NRE’s CAT-related torpedo trials. This is contrary to the views
of several authors who have suggested — quite wrongly — that the U-Boat was used by
the RCN for anti-submarine warfare training during 1946 and 1947. Its final demise was
planned to be a spectacular and highly publicized event off Halifax on Trafalgar Day, 21
October 1947, but in the end U-190 had the last laugh, disappearing beneath the
waves only 19 minutes after the start of what was supposed to be a 90-minute anti-
submarine exercise conducted jointly by RCN aircraft and ships.
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A Fleet of its Compromises: The Canadian Navy’s Cold War
Submarine Posture

Master of Arts (War Studies) Thesis by Ambjorn L. Adomeit
Supervised by Joel J. Sokolsky, PhD (RMCC)

ABSTRACT

Described as “broken” and as an “international embarrassment,” the Canadian
Navy’s procurement initiatives proved to be interminable and poorly developed through
the course of the Cold War, and into the years beyond. This was not intentional on the
Navy’s part: it urged civilian politicians to expedite their decision making process. It
was, however, symptomatic of the federal government’s attitude toward military
procurement. For the purposes of this thesis, the Navy’s submarine fleet specifically
was one that stressed the continuation of civil initiatives over the Navy's desires. The
example used in this thesis is the welfare state initiated by Prime Minister William Lyon
Mackenzie King. The Navy desired a large and fully modern submarine fleet throughout
the Cold War, but it was forced to accept succeeding governments’ ambitions of
creating a higher standard of living, and received funding only to support initiatives
deemed necessary in order to meet Canada’s alliance commitments.

The submarine service suffered from the lack of a cohesive, long term funding
plan. This also meant that there was no long-term plan at the Cabinet level to maintain
a subsurface capability regardless of its necessity: if the citizenry no longer wished to
support the submarine squadron, it would fade away very quickly. It also meant that
prioritizing an efficacious submarine succession programme was lacking.

This thesis surveys four foundational factors that have impacted Canada’s
submarine procurement programs since 1950: first, that the North Atlantic Treaty
Organisation (NATO) needed conventional naval forces (not armed with nuclear
weapons) to operate in the Cold War nuclear security environment. Canada filled this
need with a small, anti-submarine warfare (ASW) surface fleet. Second, Canada
needed to find a way to contribute to NATO, and it could provide a conventional navy
on the same side of the Atlantic as its ally, the United States. Accordingly, Canada
provided to the US Navy (USN) a conventional and dedicated anti-submarine (A/S)
fleet with which to exercise and develop A/S techniques. Third, Canada needed to
determine the extent to which it was willing to contribute to NATO. It decided that
Canada would supply a surface fleet large enough to be useful to NATO in ASW
exercises and efforts, but no more. The Navy would acquire for its own purposes just
enough diesel-electric submarines (SSK) to stay relevant in naval policy discourse by
helping to train Allied fleets in ASW. Finally, Canada was compelled to contribute to
NATO collective defence according to the ebbs and flows of Canadian domestic civilian
attitudes, and the policies developed therefrom. The degree to which Canadian
governments funded the submarine service during the Cold War was based upon their
understanding of the political capital gained by possessing the squadron, and of the
military need for familiarity with subsurface technologies and strategies stemming from
the presence of submarines in the world’s oceans.
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The acquisitions decided upon were consistent with successive Canadian
governments’ political reasons to maintain a submarine fleet. However, in quantity,
quality, and type, the Canadian Cold War submarine fleet was consistent with
government policy to not spend more than was deemed absolutely necessary on
defence. As a result, the fleet the Navy floated was not in tune with its military leaders’
specific desires and military rationales for a submarine fleet. Therefore, the Navy had to
settle for the few submarines it did because it had no other recourse, particularly given
the political and fiscal realities of the time. Combined with a protracted and often ill-
managed procurement process, the result was a submarine posture which did meet
Canada’s defence obijectives but which was, for the Navy, a fleet far from its dreams
and reflected the compromises that went into its making. It was a fleet that ran silent,
but also ran cheap.

Une flotte basée sur des compromis
La situation de la flotte de sous-marins de la Marine canadienne au cours de la Guerre
froide

Mémoire de maitrise és arts (études sur la guerre) par Ambjorn L. Adomeit
Supervisé par Joel J. Sokolsky, Ph. D. (CMR)

RESUME

Décrites comme étant « fragmentées » et comme un « embarras international »,
les initiatives d'approvisionnement de la Marine canadienne se sont avérées
interminables et peu développées tout au long de la Guerre froide et dans les années
qui ont suivi. Ce n'était pas intentionnel de la part de la Marine : elle a exhorté les
politiciens civils a accélérer leur processus décisionnel. C’était cependant
symptomatique de I'attitude du gouvernement fédéral a I’égard de I'approvisionnement
militaire, plus particulierement, aux fins du présent mémoire, en ce qui a trait a la flotte
de sous-marins de la Marine. Le gouvernement insistait en effet sur I'importance de
poursuivre les initiatives civiles, plutét que d’acquiescer aux désirs de la Marine.
L’exemple utilisé dans le présent mémoire est I'Etat-providence introduit par le premier
ministre William Lyon Mackenzie King. La Marine souhaitait une flotte de sous-marins
vaste et moderne pendant toute la Guerre froide, mais elle a été obligée d'accepter les
ambitions des gouvernements successifs de créer un niveau de vie plus élevé et elle
n’a regu des fonds que pour appuyer les initiatives jugées nécessaires au respect des
engagements du Canada envers I'alliance.

Le service sous-marinier a souffert de I'absence d'un plan de financement
cohérent et a long terme. Cela indiquait aussi qu'il n'y avait pas de plan a long terme au
niveau du Cabinet pour maintenir une capacité sous-marine indépendamment de sa
nécessité : si les citoyens ne voulaient plus soutenir I'escadrille de sous-marins, elle
disparaitrait trés rapidement. Cela signifiait également qu'on n’accordait pas la priorité
a un programme efficace de reléve en matiére de sous-marins.

Le présent mémoire examine quatre facteurs fondamentaux qui ont influé sur les
programmes canadiens d'acquisition de sous-marins a partir de 1950. Premiérement,
I'Organisation du Traité de I'Atlantique Nord (OTAN) avait besoin de forces navales
conventionnelles (non dotées d'armes nucléaires) pour fonctionner dans
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I’environnement de sécurité nucléaire de la Guerre froide. Le Canada a répondu a ce
besoin au moyen d’une petite flotte de surface de lutte anti-sous-marine (LASM).
Deuxiémement, le Canada devait trouver un moyen de contribuer a I'OTAN et il
pourrait fournir une marine conventionnelle du méme cé6té de I'Atlantique que son allie,
les Etats-Unis. Par conséquent, le Canada a fourni a la marine américaine (USN) une
flotte conventionnelle et spécialisée de lutte anti-sous-marine aux fins d'exercice et de
mise au point de techniques LASM. Troisiemement, le Canada devait déterminer dans
quelle mesure il était disposé a contribuer a I'OTAN. Il a été décidé qu’il fournirait une
flotte de surface suffisamment importante pour étre utile a 'OTAN dans le cadre des
exercices et des initiatives LASM, sans plus. La Marine acquerrait a ses propres fins
tout juste assez de sous-marins diésel-électriques (SSK) pour demeurer pertinente
dans le discours de politique navale en aidant a former des flottes alliées en LASM.
Quatriemement, le Canada a été contraint de contribuer a la défense collective de
I'OTAN en fonction des fluctuations des attitudes des civils canadiens et des politiques
qui en ont découlé. La mesure dans laquelle les gouvernements canadiens ont financé
le service sous-marinier pendant la Guerre froide reposait sur leur compréhension du
capital politique que la possession de I’escadrille permettait d’acquérir et du besoin
militaire de se familiariser avec les technologies et les stratégies sous-marines
découlant de la présence de sous-marins dans les océans du globe.

Les décisions concernant les acquisitions sont allées dans le sens des raisons
politiques qu’ont eues les gouvernements canadiens successifs de maintenir une flotte
de sous-marins. Cependant, du point de vue de la quantité, de la qualité et du type, la
flotte de sous-marins canadienne de la Guerre froide s’est inscrite dans le cadre de la
politique du gouvernement consistant a ne pas dépenser plus que ce qui était jugé
absolument nécessaire en matiére de défense.

Par conséquent, la flotte n'était pas en phase avec les désirs et les justifications
militaires des dirigeants de la Marine canadienne concernant une flotte de sous-marins.
Ainsi, la Marine a dU se contenter des quelques sous-marins qui lui ont été attribués
parce qu'elle n‘avait aucun autre recours, compte tenu notamment des réalités
politiques et financiéres de I'époque. Ces réalités, combinées a un processus
d'approvisionnement trés long et souvent mal géré, ont eu comme résultat la mise sur
pied d’une flotte de sous-marins qui répondait aux objectifs de défense du Canada,
mais qui, pour la Marine, était loin de la flotte de ses réves et qui reflétait les
compromis acceptés. C'était une flotte silencieuse, mais aussi bon marché.

Biography:

Ambjorn L. Adomeit is a 2018 civilian graduate of the Royal Military College of Canada’s
Master of Arts in War Studies programme and a long-time contributor of book reviews to The North-
ern Mariner. In this latter role, he thanks Dr. Kert for her patience over the last few years.

Conducting graduate and independent research while trialling treatment for Crohn’s Dis-
ease, his first scholarly presentation was Roosevelt’s Private War: Theodore Roosevelt and Naval
Gunnery Reform in the United States Navy at the Laurier Centre for Military Strategic and Disarma-
ment (LCMSDS) and Canadian Nautical Research Association’s (CNRS) Joint Symposium at Wil-
frid Laurier University in May 2013. With Professor Chris Madsen’s encouragement, Ambjérn en-
rolled at the University of Western Ontario and then at Royal Military College. His first published

35

Argonauta Autumn 2018 ~ www.cnrs-scrn.org




full-length article was “Alfred and Theodore Go to Hawai'i: The Value of Hawai'i in the Maritime
Strategic Thought of Alfred Thayer Mahan,” International Journal of Naval History, Vol. 13, No. 1
(April 2016). A portion of this paper was presented at the McMullen Naval History Symposium at
the US Naval Academy in Annapolis, MD, in September 2015. By sheer coincidence it was also the
first time he and Richard Gimblett met.

Ambjorn worked as a research assistant for his future M.A. thesis supervisor Professor Joel
J. Sokolsky in 2014, investigating maritime piracy in the Gulf of Aden and the South China Sea.
Between this work and his thesis research, he has developed a deep interest in maritime strategic
analysis, with a focus on anti-submarine and submarine warfare. He asks that researchers citing his
thesis be conscientious and is willing to be contacted for questions about the material in it. He is
also seeking advice, avenues, and opportunities in his chosen and related fields and is able to offer
experienced editorial and proof-reading for works in the social sciences and humanities, with a dis-
tinct preference for naval issues. He may be contacted at aadomeit@telus.net
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The James C. Bradford Dissertation Research Fellowship in Naval

and Maritime History

Awarded by the
North American Society for Oceanic History

Amount: $1,000

Closing Date for Applications: 15 March 2019

Send Application Materials To: nasohbradfordfellowship@gmail.com
Announcement of Award: 15 May 2019

The North American Society for Oceanic History is offering one dissertation
fellowship in North American naval and maritime history for 2019. The fellowship is
named in honor of NASOH past-president Dr. James C. Bradford, in recognition of his
distinguished contributions to the field of American naval history.

Eligibility: Applicants must have completed all requirements for the Ph.D. at the
time of application and have an approved dissertation proposal on file at their
degree-granting institution.

Topics in all periods of United States and North American naval and maritime
history are eligible, including:

Naval topics include strategy, tactics, and operations; institutional development and
administration; biography, personnel, and social developments; exploration, science,
and technology; and policy and diplomacy;

Maritime (including oceans and inland waters) topics include commerce, the
environment, exploration, biography, societies, fishing, labor, shipbuilding and
technology, navigation, oceanography, and travel.

Application Documents: Applications should include:

1). A completed and signed application cover sheet (the blank application cover
sheet is available at www.nasoh.org);

2). Curriculum Vitae;

3). Copy of approved dissertation proposal;

4). Description of the status of the project (not over 1,000 words);

5). Brief statement of proposed use of the fellowship funds;

6). The names and contact information for the dissertation committee chair and
two other individuals asked to submit letters of recommendation.

Submission and Deadline: All application materials and letters of
recommendations are due on 15 March 2019 and should be sent by e-mail with pdf
attachments to: nasohbradfordfellowship@gmail.com

Selection: Applications will be evaluated by a three-person committee of NASOH
members and the recipient notified by 15 May 2019.
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Naval Marine Archive
Ships Database

AVAL MARINE ARCHIVE
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Many of you will remember the Canadian Heritage Information Network's
"heritage ships database" that suffered an untimely demise some three years ago;
some of you will know of the late Tom Tumilty's extensive research into Canadian ship-
wrecks and casualties.

The Naval Marine Archive in Picton, Ontario (NMA) is happy to announce that
these two resources have been combined, other smaller sources incorporated, and
they are now available on line at https://ships.navalmarinearchive.com. This database
has been developed by the NMA to assist researchers. It contains mostly Canadian
ships, but also many ships that were foreign built but traded regularly with Canada, or
were sold to Canadian owners. Where available, further details of owners, masters,
builders and voyages are also included.

The service is into its final stages of "tuning" -- we would encourage you to have a
look and make any / all comments on presentation and ease of use. Over the next few
months, NMA will be looking for editors to assist with additions, corrections and errors.

The Naval Marine Archive is a Canadian charity, established nearly twenty years
ago, and is proud to make this service available to researchers at no charge (although
membership is encouraged.) The NMA firmly believes that this project could become
an indespensable resource, and looks forward to collaborating with historians on its
long-term development.
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Book Announcements and

K,__. Biographical Sketch

Title: Lady Franklin of Russell Square
By: A.D. Erika Behrisch Elce

J_%%’ oy Publi§her: Stonehouse Publishing (Oct. 15 2018)
Website: www.newworldpublishing.com

of Kotsell ,ﬁ%u
ISBN-10: 11988754070
ISBN-13: 978-1988754079

ERIKA BEHRISCH ELCE

“Spring, 1847, and Lady Franklin is back in London expecting to greet her hero
husband, polar explorer Sir John Franklin, upon his triumphant return from the
Northwest Passage. As weeks turn to months, she develops an unconventional
friendship with Russell Square’s gardener even as she reluctantly grows into her public
role as Franklin’s steadfast wife, the “Penelope of England.” This novel imagines a rich
interior life of one of Victorian England’s most intriguing women, and the force behind
the international search for the lost polar heroes.”

This novel, based upon extensive scholarly research, is due for release on 15
October. Here is the link to the press’s website: http://www.stonehousepublishing.ca/

Erika Behrisch Elce is an associate professor in the English Department at the
Royal Military College of Canada, where she teaches Victorian literature and culture.
She focuses her research on exploration and the Royal Navy in the nineteenth century.
Her scholarly edition of Lady Franklin’s writing, As affecting the fate of my absent
husband, was published by McGill-Queen’s University Press in 2009. This is her first
novel.
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Guidelines for Authors

Argonauta follows The Chicago Manual of Style available at this link: http://
www.chicagomanualofstyle.org/home.html.

However, we utilize Canadian spelling rules, in lieu of American rules, unless
referring to proper American names. Thus, the Canadian Department of Defence and
the American Department of Defense are both correct.

For ship names, only the first letter of the names of Royal Canadian Navy ships
and submarines is capitalized, and the name appears in italics. For example:

Her Majesty’s Canadian Ship (HMCS) Queenston
Her Majesty’s Canadian Ship (HMCS) Chateauguay

Class of ship/submarine: Victoria-class submarines (not VICTORIA Class
submarines)

Former HMCS Fraser rather than Ex-Fraser

Foreign ships and submarines:
USS Enterprise

HMS Victory

HMAS Canberra 3

Because Argonauta aims to publish articles that may be easily understood by
senior high school students and other non-experts, we encourage authors to include
general introductory context, suggestions for additional reading, and links to relevant
websites. We publish memoirs, humour, reviews of exhibits, descriptions of new
archival acquisitions, and outstanding student papers. We also publish debates and
discussions about changes in maritime history and its future. We encourage
submissions in French and assure our authors that all French submissions will be
edited for style by a well qualified Francophone.

Although Argonauta is not formally peer-reviewed, we have two editors who
carefully review and edit each and every article. For those producing specialized,
original academic work, we direct your attention to The Northern Mariner which is peer-
reviewed and appropriate for longer, in-depth analytical works.

All submissions should be in Word format, utilizing Arial 12 pt. All endnotes should
be numbered from 1 consecutively to the highest or last number, without any repeating
of numbers, in the usual North American Academic manner described in the Chicago
Manual which also provides guidance on using the Word insert function at this link:
https://www.ivcc.edu/stylebooks/stylebook5.aspx?id=14646. For technical reasons, we
prefer that authors use endnotes rather than footnotes. Typically an article in Argonauta
will be 4 to 6 pages long, though we do accommodate longer, informal pieces. We
strongly encourage the use of online links to relevant websites and the inclusion of
bibliographies to assist the younger generation of emerging scholars. The Chicago
Manual provides detailed instructions on the styles used.
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All photos should be sent separately and accompanied by captions, describing
the image, crediting the source, and letting us know where the original image is held.
Authors are responsible to ensure that they have copyright permission for any images,
art work, or other protected materials they utilize. We ask that every author submit
a written statement to that effect. The images should be named to reflect the order in
which they are to appear in the text ( Authornameimage1, Authornameimage?2,
Authornameimage3) and the text should be marked to show where the images are to
be added (add Authornameimage 1 here, add Authornameimage2 here, etc.)

All authors are also responsible to ensure that they are familiar with plagiarism
and that they properly credit all sources they use. Argonauta recommends that authors
consult Royal Military College’s website on academic integrity and ethical standards at
this link:
https://www.rmcc-cmrc.ca/en/reqistrars-office/academic-requlations#ai

We encourage our authors to acknowledge all assistance provided to them,
including thanking librarians, archivists, and colleagues if relevant sources, advice or
help were provided. Editors are not responsible for monitoring these matters.

All authors are asked to supply a short biography unless the text already contains
these biographical details or the author is already well known to our readers.
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The Canadian Nautical Research Society

P.O. Box 34029 Station B
Ottawa Ontario
K2J 4B1
http://www.cnrs-scrn.org

Membership/Renewal Form

CNRS membership supports the multi-disciplinary study of maritime, marine
and naval subjects in and about Canada.

Members receive:

o The Northern Mariner/Le Marin du nord, a quarterly refereed journal dedicated to publishing
research and writing about all aspects of maritime history of the North Atlantic, Arctic and North Pacific
Oceans. It publishes book reviews, articles and research notes on merchant shipping, navies,
maritime labour, nautical archaeology and maritime societies.

e Argonauta, a quarterly newsletter publishing articles, opinions, news and information about maritime
history and fellow members.

¢ An Annual General Meeting and Conference located in maritime minded locations across Canada
such as Halifax, Vancouver, Hamilton, Churchill and Quebec City.

o Affiliation with the International Commission of Maritime History (ICMH).

Membership is by calendar year and is an exceptional value at $70 for individuals, $25 for students, or $95
for institutions. Please add $10 for international postage and handling. Members of the North American
Society for Oceanic History (NASOH) may join the CNRS for a reduced rate of $35 per year. Individuals or
groups interested in furthering the work of the CNRS may wish to subscribe to one of several other levels of
membership, each of which includes all the benefits of belonging to the Society. CNRS is a registered charity
and any donation above the cost of basic membership to the Society is automatically acknowledged with a
tax-receipt.

Canadian International
Individual $70 $80 Benefactor $250
Institutional $95 $105 Corporate $500
Student $25 $25 Patron $1000 or above
NASOH $35 $35

Please type in or print clearly and return with payment (all rates in Canadian $).

NB: CNRS does not sell or exchange membership information with other organizations or commercial
enterprises. The information provided on this form will only be used for sending you our publications or
to correspond with you concerning your membership and the Society's business.

Should the CNRS publish a members directory for members only access please indicate with a check
mark personal contact information you wish to disclose

Name: Email:
Address:

Payment by Cheque |:| Money Order |:| Visa |:| Master Card |:|
Credit Card Number Expiry date

Signature Date
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