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ures, Quinn had eleven men hit that first afternoon near his HQ
alone and the toll continued to increase.

Quinn’s first report to Colonel Monash read, ‘Enemy en-
trenched about 50 yards in front of centre of line and commenced
at daybreak to throw hand grenades. Fully } dozen have al-
ready burst about the trench. H Quinn Capt 6.30 am’. Later he
was given three captured Turkish bombs to try to dislodge some
enemy who were thought to be digging towards his precatious
position. Again, when the Turks attacked on 1 May he pleaded,
‘350 Turks have just attacked on our left and in gully. They have
thrown six bombs over into our trenches. I require a supply
hand bombs please. Can I get one periscope?” Such requests as
these led to the Australians and New Zealanders manufacturing
their own grenades from jam tins filled with scrap metal and
fitted with a fuze and detonator. They were usually lit from a
candle or a cigarette. Periscopes were made from mirrors sent
ashore from the cabins of the troopships.

Quinn’s men remained in the Post for a week until they
were relieved by 16 Battalion and some Royal Marines on Wed-
nesday, 5 May. During the week Quinn lost another platoon
commander — Freeman of 11 Platoon who was killed in a sniping
duel — and his 2IC, Captain Corser, who was wounded in the
stomach. The company went into local reserve in Monash Valley
where things were only a little less dangerous, as the enemy
could aim rifle and machine-gun fire from the features that looked
down into the busy valley.

By now the methodical Colonel Monash had his brigade
under his command again and he ordered that 13 Battalion should
permanently garrison Pope's; 14 Battalion, Courtney’s (a post 150
yards south-west of Quinn’'s) and 15 and 16 Battalions should
alternate every 48 hours at Quinn’s. Monash’s 4 Brigade had a
front line strength on 3 May, nine days after landing, of 41 of-
ficers and 1,770 men. Of this number, 15 Battalion had 8 officers
and 350 men. They had landed 25 officers and 934 men.

Apparently on the orders of the CO, company comman-
ders on 9 May submitted a brief report for the war diary of what
had happened to their commands since the Landing. Of neces-
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sity their descriptions are vague because, for the first few days,
features had no recognized names. Quinn’s report on C Com-
pany is in his own very neat handwriting on the familiar }-inch
squared paper of a field notebook. He called his position ‘Quinn’s
Hill’ and he makes one curious error throughout his three-page
report. He had the correct day but used the date of the previous
day, e.g., ‘to relieve Major Rankin at which place the company
has been on and off since Thursday the 28th (sic) April, 1915".
In action most men, at any rate before the advent of recent Japan-
ese watches, could recall the date but rarely the day. He signed
himself ‘Captain’ although he had been a major since 1 May.

Attacks and Counter-attacks

Quinn dated his report 9 May and on that night and early
next morning his company and the remainder of the recently
reinforced battalion were to suffer heavy casualties in a recon-
naissance in force ordered by the GOC NZ&A Division to Colonel
Monash. The aim of this local, but costly attack, was to find
out what the enemy was doing in front of Quinn’s. Patrolling
was obviously out of the guestion so it was to be a matter of
seizing the Turkish trenches about 20-25 yards from the front
line and digging communication trenches to them. One of the
men who was wounded in this action still recalls talking to
Quinn before the attack. Quinn appeared confident that the at-
tack would succeed. The assault did succeed, but the Turkish
counter-attack was too strong and the trenches had to be aban-
doned. The casualties that night were 14 officers and 193 men.
Ten of the officers were killed. Two of them were Quinn’s
platoon commanders, Lieutenants Collin and Armstrong. Arm-
strong, who was Quinn’s best friend, was killed beside him.

Had the Turks followed up their successful counter-attack
by continuing on to the post itself the situation could have be-
come most critical as, perhaps not unnaturally, a number of
reinforcements had become unsteady that morning and a part
of the post was unmanned. However, the wearied, more ex-
perienced men held on and by their example rallied the waverers.

Quinn, like all others, had his share of close shaves during
this period. A New Zealander engineer was shot dead while
they were talking; another bullet grazed his neck.
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Gradually, improvements came to Quinn’s Post. New
Zealand and Australian engineers were attached to the post to
supervise and assist in the digging at night and the construction
of tracks. There are never enough engineers and this was true
at Quinn’s and throughout Anzac.

Sandbags and some periscopes became available. The
locally manufactured jam-tin bombs came up with the fatigue
parties from the beach. The menace of the Turkish bomb was
decreased a little in the central section of the post. Previously
the bombs would roll downhill into the support trenches, a few
yards behind the front line. One 15 Battalion officer renewed a
pre-war friendship with an officer who was in charge of the
beach parties. Late at night 50 men from the battalion carried
36 sheets of galvanised iron and heavy timber up to Quinn’s and
set about roofing two lengths of the support trench closest to
the Turks. The iron was covered with two feet of earth and the
trench then widened to form a chamber. These were called
‘bomb-proofs’.

Early in May, 15 Battalion received their first issue of
Maconochie rations. These tinned stews were a welcome relief
from the bully beef, biscuit and the occasional cheese and jam.
Maconochie was a novelty then. Later it was to be loathed.

The soldiers also had more time to take in their surroun-
dings. The vegetation around Quinn’'s Post was cut down by
small arms fire, but elsewhere it was thick and scrubby and
mainly dwarf oak which the soldiers called holly. There were
(and are today), firs, arbutus, flowering thorn and laurel. There
were a few birds — doves, pigeons and hawks — and the hot
days brought out scorpions, centipedes and spiders. At night
the tortoises, moving through the scrub, froze the blood of sen-
tries. The full force of the summer had not yet arrived on the
Peninsula, but the smell of unburied bodies was even then per-
vasive. Flies and lice were becoming bad, as the days were warm,
but nights were still chilly. Few men were not stirred by the
splendour of the sunsets behind Imbros Island, 15 miles out
to sea.
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On Thursday 13 May Quinn received the good news that
his company was to be relieved by the Light Horse, who had
arrived at Anzac only the previous day as dismounted troops. It
was clearly wrong to put raw, unblooded troops into the worst
part of the front but the Anzac commanders had little choice.
2 Light Horse Regiment, appropriately a Queensland unit, took
over from 15 Battalion troops. Unfortunately the handover-
takeover was very hurried. In answer to the question, ‘What is
it like?’ the wearied 15 Battalion soldiers replied that there may
be some bombs. It was surely the understatement of the cam-
paign. The Light Horse were to suffer quite severely that after-
noon from bombs and sniping.

Later that afternoon Quinn wrote his last letter home.
He headed his letter ‘Quinn’s Hill’ although he said the official
name was ‘Quinn’s Corner’. He paid a compliment to the enemy:
‘The Turkish Army is not to be trifled with. They are great
fighters, well equipped and clothed and daring.” In this, Quinn
was a little ahead of his countrymen because general admiration
for the Turk did not come until after the enemy attacks of 19
May. In this letter to his mother he went on to say ‘I have built
my name not alone in the ring but also on the field” and finished
by saying that it was cheerful and amusing to dodge the bombs.

Quinn was not long out of the line because 15 Battalion
were ordered to relieve the raw 2 Light Horse Regiment the
following afternoon.

Monash Valley Command

The arrival of the Light Horse meant additional spare
headquarters and one of them — 1 Light Horse Brigade (Colonel
Chauvel) — was given the duties of Monash Valley Command.
Colonel Chauvel appointed permanent staffs at Pope’s, Quinn’s
and Courtney’s, so as to get continuity of work and supervision
as the battalions came in and out of the line. At Quinn'’s, Lieu-
tenant Colonel Cannan was appointed commandant with a 2IC
from 16 Battalion and an adjutant who was, in effect, a Works
Officer — Lieutenant McSharry, 2 Light Horse Regiment. Quinn’s
was now to be held by 13, 15 and 16 Battalions, each on a 48-hour
roster.
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Turkish Attack of 19th May and the Armistice

This was the supreme Turkish effort to drive the invaders
into the sea. It failed for a number of reasons, one of them being
that the Turkish troop concentrations were picked up by Royal
Navy aircraft. 15 Battalion, again in Quinn’s, were forewarned.
Troops stood to at 0300 hours, thirty minutes earlier than usual.
They tried to throw out barbed wire on knife rests, but were
unsuccessful. As an additional precaution, two companies of
16 Battalion, were brought forward to the post. Turkish attacks
against Quinn’s and other parts of the line early in the morning
never stood a chance against machine-gun cross fire from the
flanks and rifle and bombing from the front. The terrible enemy
casualties led to an Armistice on 24 May. Burial parties worked
in no-man’s land under the Red Crescent and the Red Cross, and
the remainder of the troops of both sides looked out upon the
strange scene through loop-holes in their trenches. During the
unnatural quietness of that day 15 Battalion men in Quinn’s again
heard the sound of enemy tunnelling.

Turks Break into Quinn’s

As part of their attacks against Quinn’s Post, the Turks
had planned to tunnel and mine under the Australian line. There
were a number of miners in 15 Battalion and these men heard the
enemy digging as early as 17 May. Unfortunately their warnings
were largely unheeded, one reason being that the New Zealand
engineers mainly came from the UK and they were inclined to
be sceptical. The Turks were unable to tunnel far enough for-
ward in time for their attack on 19 May but continued their
steady, underground advance in the following days and nights.

Again and again a soldier of A Company, 15 Battalion
reported that the Turks were getting nearer. On the day after
the Armistice — 25 May — the engineers in the listening gallery
heard the enemy digging and they were alarmed to find them so
close. They in turn started five offensive tunnels and that evening
fired the first camouflet charge. The unfortunate 15 Battalion,
which had only that afternoon been relieved from Quinn’s Post,
manned the rear slopes in case the Turks attacked.
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The Australian and New Zealand counter-mining was not
completely successful. The enemy was still heard digging and
on 2 May the second camouflet charge was blown. Again 15
Battalion manned the rear slopes and again the countermining
did not stop the enemy digging.

The next charge was set off in the early hours of the
morning of 28 May. For the third time, 15 Battalion were posted
to the rear slopes of Quinn’s, in case the enemy should fire their
mines and threaten the post. By an oversight the battalion re-
mained on the slope that night and were not stood down. They
were tired men by the time they eventually returned to the
bivouac area in Monash Valley.

On the evening of Friday, 28 May, when the Australian
counter-mining team left the post, the soldier who had urged
upon his seniors for almost two weeks the serious nature of the
Turkish operations, dolefully reported that it was only a matter
of hours before the post would be blown up.

That night the post was garrisonned by 350 men of 13
Battalion and 100 men of 10 LH Regiment. The CO 13 Battalion
had command of the post, for Lieutenant Colonel Cannan —
the commandant of Quinn’s under the Monash Valley Command
structure — was on board Arcadian.'> 15 Battalion, now down
to three companies, was the local reserve; 16 Battalion, of only
two companies, was a further reserve; in addition there was the
remaining company of 13 Battalion and some Light Horse regi-
ments.’® The moon was full.

At 0320 hours Saturday 29 May the Turks blew their
mines, which destroyed the front trenches in the central sub-
section of the post. The Australians there were either killed or

12 Arcadian was the Headquarters ship and General Sir Ian Hamilton would
from time to time invite commanders to spend a day or so on board for
a complete rest. Monash had just returned from the ship. The Gallipoli
Campaign was unique in that there were no rear areas, the Allies always
fought with their backs to the sea a mile or so behind them and very few
places were safe from bullets or shelling.

13 At full strength, a Light Horse Regiment had about 500 men, equivalent to
two rifle companies.
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suffocated. The Turks, bombing freely, entered the post and
reached the bombproofs behind the front trenches. It was the
most critical development since the Landing.

Fairly naturally, to begin with there was confusion. How-
ever, three important things occurred which were of immeasur-
able assistance to the garrison. Both flanks of the post held firm
and prevented the enemy from expanding north and south and
Lieutenant McSharry, the permanent adjutant who had been
awakened 20 minutes before the blast, had already determined
a course of action. He took a supply of bombs and some men
and began to bomb the Turks. Very early he realized that the
Turks were bottled up, and with the approaching first light the
enemy would risk heavy casualties should they attempt to ex-
ploit their initial success by reinforcing across no-man’s land.
Although there were to be many other officers senior to Mec-
Sharry around the post that morning, it was to be he who would
most fully control the situation.

By now the reserves — the 15 Battalion companies —
were reaching the slopes behind Quinn’s. The first company was
simply told — “You must charge and drive them out.” Shortly
after this the Post Commander — the CO 13 Battalion — was
wounded and evacuated and Lieutenant McSharry had the lead-
ing company reinforce both flanks of the post. Casualties were
suffered as the men moved across the rear of the post to do this.

The CO 16 Battalion now took over the duties of Garrison
Commander. He was pressured by the GOC NZ&A Division to
retake the lost trenches at whatever the cost. In addition, Colo-
nel Monash’s headquarters, as the morning wore on, asked if
the trenches were re-taken. It was easy enough to order a
charge to re-capture the trenches. The difficult thing was to
arrive at a plan of how to launch an attack. Movement on most
of the higher rear slopes of Quinn’s was open to enemy fire and,
of course, to charge over the top of the bomb proofs in order to
reach the front trenches would mean annihilation on the skyline.

The second company charged the occupied trenches and
bomb proofs diagonally. They included the men of the transport
section who had for some time refused to take down their un-
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15 Battalion troops awaiting orders for the counter-attack at Quinn's Post
about the time of Major Quinn’s death, 29 May 1915.

authorized emu plumes in Egypt and, because recklessness was
necessary, their former platoon commander used some simple
psychology — ‘Come on, transport. They want you to show
them how to do it.” The assaults were signalled by Major Quinn
blowing on his whistle. The assault met with the greatest num-
ber of bombs yet thrown by the Turks at Anzac. Eventually,
the Turk was cleared out of the northern bomb-proof and sur-
rounding trenches. They were now confined to the area of the
southern bomb-proof. More than ever, the enemy were cut-off
in a defined space. It was now daylight.

However, Colonel Chauvel had arrived at Quinn’s Post
and he decided that the charge had failed and that the risk of
charging over the bomb-proof must now be faced. He gave the
order for another charge to Quinn personally. The next reserves
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were Quinn’s own C Company and a company of 13 Battalion.
Quinn's company formed up on the left, the other on the right.
The men were in three ranks because, as the CO 16 Battalion
wrote later, he expected the first two waves to be mown down
on the crest and the third would be left to clear the trenches.
Efforts by the junior officers to convince Chauvel that it would
be better to weed out the remaining enemy by fiitering in from
the flanks were of no avail. One report says that Quinn was in
a very argumentative mood. The charge was delayed a number
of times until Quinn was told he could postpone it no longer.
He returned to his men and was seen twice to place the whistle
in his lips as if to blow the signal for the assault. He then decided
to go up to the front line himself to see what the paosition was.
He took McSharry with him. On entering the front line lie was
shot and killed from behind and fell back into McSharry’s arms.

And Afterwards

Quinn’s death delayed the charge and a further delay
occurred when the enemy opened heavy machine-gun fire on the
crest. When this stopped the Australians sprang forward and
such are the fortunes of war that the Turks attacked across
no-man’s land at the same time. The Australians suffered only
a few casualties as the Turk machine gunners could not fire for
fear of hitting their own men and the front line was re-occupied.
Unfortunately, the Turks still held out in the southern bomb-proof
and, after causing some more casuaities, they finally surrendered
at about 0800 hours. They were slapped on the back and offered
cigarettes as they came down the slope.

The Australian casualties for the action were 33 killed,
178 wounded. Al told the Turk suffered about 300 casualties.

Quinn’s Post was eventually repaired. Between 29 and
31 May the post was handed over to the New Zealand Infantry
and 4 Brigade went into reserve.

The New Zealanders, benefitting from their comparative
freshness and an increase in engineer stores made vast improve-
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ments at Quinn’s. They cut sheltered terraces into the hillside
near the crest. These were roofed with iron and sandbags and
here the supports bivouacked. They also gained an ascendancy in
sniping. However, for both Anzacs and enemy, Quinn’s Post
remained the most dangerous part of the line during the cam-
paign.

For his actions at Quinn's Post on the morning of 29 May,
Lieutenant McSharry became the first Australian to be awarded
the newly instituted Military Cross. Later, on 21 June 1915, he
transferred from the Light Horse to 15 Battalion and was the
CO when he died of wounds in France on 6 August 1918.

Lieutenant Colonel Cannan commanded 15 Battalion in
action in France and on 31 August 1916 took command of 1l
Infantry Brigade!* with the rank of brigadier-general for the re-
mainder of the war. He was awarded the CB, CMG and DSO.
Between wars, he returned to his insurance business and com-
manded CMF units. In the Second World War he was the QMG
from 1940 for five years. Despite the tremendous responsibilities
he carried throughout those difficult times his services went
completely unrecognized and he was placed on the Reserve of
Officers as Colonel, (Honorary Major-General}, one grade lower
than the rank he had held 27 years previously. He lives in
Brisbane.

His company commander, who was killed in the front line
of the post that bore his name, was buried in Shrapnel Valley
Cemetery, near Anzac Cove, with many others who fell that
night. His death was officially recorded in Military Order 382
of 6 June 1915.

Quinn’s Post Today

A small Commonwealth War Graves Commission cemetery
marks Quinn’s Post today. It has the graves of men who were re-
buried from the Pope’s Hill cemetery after the war. On entering

1+ 11 Brigade was a formation of 3 Division. Monash was the divisional
commander.
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the gate in the rosemary hedge one looks over Monash Valley
down to the Aegean Sea. A gravel landrover truck runs past the
front of the cemetery. The further gutter was once a Turk
trench. Soon it will be difficult to identify landmarks for. the
Turks have planted pine trees on the slopes that run down to
Monash Valley. [] '

MONTHLY AWARDS

The Board of Review has awarded prizes for the best original
articles published in the July and August 1971 issues of the
journal to: '

July: Major J. L. L’Epagniol {‘Not by Arms Alone’) $10.

August: Major A, J. C. Newton ('The Australian Instructional
Corps’) $10.




OTHER BANNERS: An Anthology of Australian Literature of
the First World War. Selected and edited by J. T. Laird. (The
Australian War Memorial and the Australian Government
Publishing Service, Canberra 1971, $3.90).

Reviewed by Brigadier M. Austin, DSO, OBE (RL}),
AHQ Canberra.

ONE of the problems facing the student of history is tio

recapture the circumstances under which an event, or series
of events occurred. This is particularly important when study-
ing military history where the environmental background —
economic, geographic, sociological and political, plays such a
decisive part in determining the course of events leading up to
the declaration of war, and subsequently to the aftermath to
victors and vanquished.

Factual background can be established readily, if pains-
takingly, but the feelings of those who played the decisive role,
both at home and in the trenches, are not so easily found, even
from an extensive investigation of contemporary sources. For
this reason John Laird's anthology Other Banners is important
to the study of the part played by Australia, but more particu-
larly the part played by the Australian private soldier in World
War 1.

By a judicious selection of the extensive literature avail-
able, this anthology takes us through the beginnings of nascent
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nationalism; the heroics, mistakes and battle conditions on
Gallipoli, the Desert and the Western Front; disenchantment;
and the final return of those who came back, some quite
cynically, to civilian life. The overall impact is a skilful blend-
ing of events as they affected individuals, from Monash to the
private soldier, as well as Australia as a nation.

The vivid word pictures will recall simiiar, but perhaps
not such harsh conditions, to those who have been involved in
more recent theatres. In addition, the wry flashes of humour
which seem so much a part of the Digger’s ethos, always show
through to mitigate the stark reality of war.

Whether individuals agree or not with Bean’s thesis on
the Australian naticnal character, this anthology is a substantial
contribution to the environmental background of the reactions
of Australians to World War I, as well as an effective illustration
of ‘mateship’ between authors, editor, publishers and printer.

The human elements during the entire course of the First
World War are vividly portrayed, and since human nature does
not change, this book should give a deeper insight into, and under-
standing of, the problems of man management which inevitably
arise in war.

A book worthy of a place on any bookshelf. []

THE FRANCO-PRUSSIAN WAR, by Roger de Mauni, edited by
David Clarke (Longman, London, 1970, $7.20).

Reviewed by Dr R. C. Thompson, Lecturer in History,
Royal Military College, Duntroon. . -

THIS slim volume is the journal plus a few letters written by

Roger de Mauni, a lieutenant, and later a captain, in a French
battalion of raw conscripts in the Franco-Prussian War,
de Mauni's i$ an interesting account because of his intelligence
and literary ability and because it deals mostly with the less
well known ‘People’s War’ after the disastrous French defeat
at Sedan.

de Mauni’s battalion was part first of the Army of the
West in Normandy and then of Chanzy’s Army of the Loire.
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The only major battle in which it participated was the fall of
Le Mans in January 1871, and only a small part of the journal
deals with this and other minor skirmishes. These descriptions
of actual fighting well reflect the perspective of an infantry
lieutenant who knows no more than what his own battalion is
doing.

Most of the time de Mauni and his men were marching
back and forth across the picturesque valleys of the Loir and
Sarthe rivers south-west of Paris. The deteriorating effect on
their morale of little fighting, of a lack of faith in a high com-
mand that continuously promised impending victories but seemed
mostiy to be ordering retreats, and of an uncertain suppiy of
food and adequate shelter, combined with the rigours of an icy
winter, is well depicted. It becomes easy to understand why
troops like those of de Mauni’s battalion broke and ran at the
battle of Le Mans. Though de Mauni's' men suffered few battle
casualties, the wonder is that half of them were still W]th the
colours at the end of the campaign.

The journal also casts an interesting light on the so-called
‘People’s War'. The civilians suffered nearly as much from their
own soldiers — who burnt their supplies of fuel, ate their
reserves of food and crowded them into cold corners of their
own houses — as they did from the invading Prussians. There
was a consequent damning of both sides among many of the
peasants de Mauni encountered. The author himself sympathized
to some extent with their attitude; he suggested: ‘it is very
doubtful whether the French are more in the right than the
Prussians, and whether the God to whom both parties offer up
their supplications does not regard us all as being wrong’. (p.87).
On the other hand there were villages where the French troops
were patriotically welcomed.

The value of the journal is enhanced by the concise
comments by the editor, Colonel David Clarke. These provide
a clear framework in which to place de Mauni’s record and also
balance his judgements, which at times are less than objective.
There is also an adequate index and three maps which, though
reasonably detailed, would have been more useful had they
explicitly delineated the path taken by de Mauni’s battalion. []




LETTERS T0 THE EDITOR

Four-Ball-Best-Ball

Sir, — In their stirmulating essay ‘Rachel Who's Minding the
Store® (Army Journal, July 1971), Lieutenant Colonels D. M.
Butler DSO, and B. 5. Milligan recommended upgrading the
general educational standing of the Staff Corps of the Australian
Regular Army. This most desirable aim, and their sub-themes
of ‘parity with external reference groups' and ‘intrinsic demands
of the military role in the present age’, justify examination from
some ogther viewpoints.

Educational Standing of the Australian Staff Corps

The authors clearly indicate that they are concerned with
standard as well as standing. I regret that it is in the matter of
standing that we as staff corps officers have most let ourselves
down, From 1911 until the recent changes the RMC conducted
a four-year course of tertiary education of considerable academic
standard (I include military subjects in this assessment) for
cadets who had passed the Leaving Certificate and many of
whom had matriculated. This was a broader and in most cases
longer academic course than provided by faculties. such as arts,
science or engineering at a university. Cadets of all corps gained
academic depth to the extent of four years of general study
which, whether in military or civil subjects, was comparable to
an arts or science course. Cadets, heading for Engineer Corps,
qualified for two years exemption as well in engineering at
university. The extra maturity and education gained from their
total RMC course was frequently commended by their professors
at university.

The tragedy was that we did not recognize among out-
selves that most officers had completed four years of tertiary
education which equated at least with a three-year university
arts or science course. So in post-World War II, when the need to
demonstrate the RMC graduates educational standing was
considered important, our RMC graduates were the first to deny
their own education and cry for university guidance, instead of
demanding recognition of a West Point style military degree.
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This strange inferiority complex is perhaps the result of most
graduates of RMC being overawed by the unknowns of univer-
sities. Those who were graduates of both RMC and a university
were apparently considered unworthy of consultation on such
an important problem of leadership.

The authors quote from US Army experience without
noting that the curriculum of West Point, which -gives each
graduate a degree (Bachelor of Science in Military Engineering),
closely paralleled that of RMC up to the end of the 1960s, with
the exception that mathematical and engineering subjects were
emphasized at West Point for all cadets. Of the 77 per cent of
US infantry career officers with bachelors degrees quoted, West
Point graduates may account for 20 per cent with the rest mainly
Reserve Officers Training Corps (ROTC) graduates of the vast
array of universities or colleges of varying standards which
correspond to our universities, technical colleges and business
colleges. In the ROTC system military subjects, including small
arms training, drill and PT, are accepted as credits towards
achieving a degree in any faculty. Even in recent years, when
the ROTC System has come under heavy attack, the military
credit towards a degree can be up to 16 per cent.

Australia has no government controlled university system
like the ROTC and this is probably the chief reason for shoriage
of long service officers with degrees. On the other hand RMC
graduates of the past, without formal degrees, should not them-
selves deny possession of a good academic standard and they
must face the world, the public service and Sir Henry Bland
with this self confidence.

To summarize on this point, we as graduates of RMC
have failed to establish recognition of the standing of the fine
education we received. In attempting to compensate we have
submitted our choice of curriculum, discipline and management
of RMC to at least partial control by a civilian university. I
cannot think of any other country that has done this. I share
with the authors each his individual pride for being a graduate
of RMC or Sydney University. I sincerely agree with their theme
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\ that to be a graduate of both should be of advantage to one’s
army.

Standard of Education in the Australian Staff Corps

Turning to the standard of education in the staff corps,
I share the authors’ dismay at the deficiencies that are apparent.
The standard of education achieved can be influenced by two
factors. The ability of the student and the quality of the
education offered.

The standard for RMC entry has always been reasonable:
Originally, a leaving certificate with matriculation desirable,
latterly, matriculation is a requirement. It is clear that the
quality of the education is adequate to provide bachelors degrees
to all those who are willing to enter and who reach the entry
standard. Entry to OCS .is partly from those who have not
achieved these educational standards, and allowing for a reason-
able percentage who through various misfortunes did not have
the opportunity, - the remainder seem . destined to a greater
struggle to achieve a degree at Australian university standards
despite the extraordinary statistics arising from ‘Professor
Karmel’s prediction. At the same time their educational
standards compare reasonably with ROTC officers from lesser
US universities. whose degrees equate with something less than
Australian university standards.

Attendance at the staff colleges and joint services staff
colleges (our own and overseas) equates reasonably with post
graduate work. The syndicate size and tutor (Directing Staff).
relationship is favourable. Even if the pressure of staff duties
allows little time for liberal studies and the content does not
readily parallel with any civilian masters degree course, they
should not be undervalued by post graduate education standards.
The year at the Royal College of Defence Studies (Imperial
Defence College) is, by any measure, of PhD status. The main
shortcoming here is the small number of Australian officers
allowed to attend. The Public Service vacancies seem to be
eagerly filled despite the authors’ demonstration of the existing
superior degree holding status of that body.
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The more cadets who can be enticed to enter RMC, the
more bachelor degrees there will be in the army which can
lead to higher degrees for those who need them and are capable.
If enough of those capable of reaching degree standard can not
be attracted to the army we can only make the best of what
we get. Our excellent system of education should not be decried
because insufficient volunteers reached past or present RMC
standards. The pressing need is to find ways to increase the
quantity of acceptable volunteers.

Direct Entry From University

The long successful British university direct entry scheme
and the US ROTC system undoubtedly provide both armies with
a far higher proportion of bachelor degrees than possessed by
the Australian Army. Direct university entry for staff corps
officers has been a mere trickle and cannot be regarded -as
notably successful. The main deficiency appears to be in-
adequacy of military training and background obtained by the
applicant before joining. the staff corps. The ROTC system with
its strong US Government entry into university organization
and management and the compulsion inherent in its application
to National Service has produced the great majority of the
quoted 77 per cent US infantry career officers with bachelor
degrees. Even so, pressures including those that kept ROTC
type training out of our universities in the past century are
stirring in the USA. No matter what the ouicome is there, the
chance of the Australian community reversing its historical
decision is small.

National Service Appraisal of the Status of a Degree in the Army

So where else can we turn? Our National Service has
produced a flow of soldiers and officers with bachelor degrees,
some of whom could be absorbed into the staff corps on very
reasonable terms to themselves and likely advantage to the
_army. AS they have the labelled, educated intelligence the
authors are seeking they may well have examined what the army
does with its regular officers possessing bachelor degrees. As
the authors-noted, many of these regulars with degrees will be
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It has been my experience, as the president of such a
court, that the members, when considering their findings are
at great pains to ensure that: A

® The evidence is thoroughly considered and that all
facts have been presented and the accused given the
benefit of any doubt.

® Any sentence awarded is commensurate with the
offence but is such as to best serve the ‘interests of
both the Army and the soldier, i.e., will punish; should
act as a deterrent; but should have the result of
encouraging the soldier to become a useful member
of the Army community. The question of retributive
award was never raised.

After all this, the findings and sentence are subject to
review and confirmation before being implemented.

Add to’ this the extensive system available for redress
of a soldier's wrongs, and the Army disciplinary systems looks
pretty. good.

I agree with Major McGregor that some specific areas
could be reviewed, but overall I would consider a Court Martial
to be, when conducted in accordance with the principles and .
ideals of military justice, the fairest possible.

Army Headquarters Lieutenant Colonel P. G. Prince [J
Melbourne






