
- 205 -

The arrival of 2 Pz Div at this place puts 
a different complexion of the problem. 

I have got to be very certain of my position, 
step by step ; I must at all costs remain well 
balanced and able to handle easily any situation 
that may develop as the enemy r eserves come 
into the battle . 

I run now very strong defensively on the 
lef't of Second .:..Xmy , in the CAEN sector : I 
would be stronger still if I had CJ.EN itself, 
but I am quite well positioned as things are 
at present . 

I hnve not yet sufficient strength to be 
of'fensive on both flanks of Second J.:rmy . 

I have therefore decided to be defensive 
in the C.~ sector on the front of 1 Corps , 
b~t aggressively so . I run. going to put all my 
offensive power , ammunition and so on , into the 
offensive by 30 Corps on the right of Second 
.ti.rmy . 

(Liberation C~ppign North West 
EUropet £12 cit, ch Ill, Book 
I , p . 21 

531 . Commenting on 7 iu'md Div's withdrawal 
at Villers , one military writer states : 

Thus the fruits of the initial success, 
which might hnve been turned into n str iking 
victory , were hnnded back to the enemy . 
Erskine's troops had suffered no defeat a~er 
the first costly encounter with the single 
Tiger and if Bucknell [ Lt- Gen G.S. Bucknull , 
C. B., M.C. nnd Br..r , Commender, 30 Corps] 
had reinforcqp end persisted with the attack 
by ?th 1.rmoured , he would heve proved a 
serious threat to the recr of Caen and would 
have forced Panzer Lehr to ebnndon the Tilly 
salient in order to help close the gap which 
the ~'\mericuns had cree ted nt Caumont . This 
greet opportunity of disrupting the enemy 
line and expanding the Allied bridgehead was 
lost not so much in the woods .£md orchnrds 
a round Villers - Bocc.ge , 0.S in the Corps Co.mmnnder •s 
mind . 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

The f~ilure of this operct ion, end the 
simult aneous repulse of the Highland Division's 
attempt to expand the bridgehead east of the 
Orne, led Dempsey to write at the time 
that there was 'no chnnce now of a snap 
operntion with airborne troops either to 
seize Caen or to deepen the bridgehead on 
XX:X: Corps front . It is cleer now that Caen 
can be taken only by a set- piece assault end 
we do not have the men or ammunition for tha t 
nt this time . ' 

(Wilmot, 2.E cit , pp 310- 311) 
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{g) The First American Army 

5 32 . ( i J V Corps In the two days following 
the initial l andings , the operations of V Corps "were 
a continuation of the assault phase ·as all units 

mught to reach their D Day objeetives " (Harrison , 
Q.P.£!1, .P• 336) . During this time , 29 In.1' Div operated 
In the western sector of the cor ps bridgehead and 1 Inf 
Div in the eastern sector. Early on the morning of 7 
Jun, General Montgomery met Genera l Bradley in the 
" OMAHA" t r anspor t o.rea . The Army {}roup Commander "was 
anxious thnt the lJ.lied Beaches be joined before Rammel 
could concentrete his forces against any single beach 
e.nd ther e break t hr0ugh n (Bradley, 2.P. £.ll, p . 279 ) • 
That snme morning, General Bradley "Slipped ashore 
on Omaha to pr od Ger ow on Montgomery ' s or der f or an 
early link- up of the beaches» (Ibid , p . 280 ; in his 
book , Mr . Harrison states that General Eisenhower gave 
the order for the link-up and that General Bradley, "gave 
order s accor dingly" on the afternoon of 7 Jun . 
(Harrison, QE cit , p . 352 ) The Bradley version , however, 
seems to be true . Cf Liberation Campaign North 
West Europe, 2.P. cit , Ch III, Book I, pp 1- 2) . 
In V Corps 29--rnf'l5iv would thrust westward to make 
contact with VII Corps , while l Inf Div made contact 
with the Brit ish on their left . 

533 . 1 Inf Div' s drive east against the enemy 
forces which continued to hol d a narrow wedge along 
the Drome River valley to the sea , and south to the 
high ground acr oss the Bnyeux- Isigny highway , met with 
medium opposition . Squeezed by the Br itish on the 
r ight and the Americnns on the left, the enemy withdrew 
from the corridor during 8 Jun . Contact with 50 {N) 
Div , first ma.de e t Port-ea-Bassin between 16 R.C.T. 
c.nd 47 R.M. Cdo at noon on 8 Jun > wes widened and 
mode more secure the following day . By 8 Jun also , l 
Inf Div wa s within a few hundred yords of its southern 
D Day objective line . 

534. 
and south , 

While the 1st Division udvcnced east 

••• the 29th Division on D plus l still 
found itself entangled in the enemy 's coastal 
defenses and spent most of the d oy cleaning 
up t he fragoents of enemy units that were 
shattered but not destroyed by the initial 
shock of the l andings . 

(Tbid , P • 340) 

The greatest advance made by 29 Inf Div on 7 Jun was 
al ong the coast t o St . v Pierre- du- Mont . Elsewhere , the 
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division was able to advcnce little more than a mile 
from its original , narrow D Day bec.chheod . Although 
the division's territorial gains were not striking , "in 
reality the crust of enemy defenses wus broken nnd the 
division wcs s et for u 1\il...l scale attack [on Isigny] 
on the morrow 11 (Ibid , p . 341) . The atteck to link up 
V and VII Corps benchhol'\ ds , launchod l ate on 7 Jun , made 
good progr ess during the following day. By tho night 
of 8/9 Jun Isigny hnd been entered nnd cleared . By this 
tine also the remainder of the division had established 
its elf on the high ground north of the .;'uiro River . (Ibid, 
p . 35 3) 

535 . From its D Day objective line , 

• •• V Corps ordered c three- di vis ion 
attack designed simply to push out the lodge­
ment oren in conformity with the advance of the 
British on tho left . 

(Ibid , P• 366) 

This move was evidently the outcooc of n meeting between 
Genera ls Montgomer y flnd Bradley on the mor ning cf 9 JunJ 
Gener al Br adley writes of this meeting : 

Monty hnd celled a meeting that morning 
at the fishing village of Port - en -Bessin to 
coordinate First li.rmy movements with those of 
the Br itish Second Army. Dempsey had plotted 
an a ttack south of the unspoiled town of Bayeux, 
partly to extend his beachhecd and par tly to 
envelop caen fron the west . 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Two Pnnzer divisions were dug in before 
Coen and Denpsey sought to out f lank them in 
his a ttack rrom Buyeux . We were to parellel 
this Br itish att~ck and drive south in the 
direction of Ccumont . There Ger ow was to 
establish n strong defensive outpost fo r 
V Corps . 

(Bradley, 2.E cit , pp 282- 83) 

536. By 9 Jun V Corps had un additional 
division under its command . This was 2 Inf Div which had 
started to lc.nd on ? Jun and which been.me opere.tional on 
9 Jun . With a 5000 ynr d front north of Tr~vi~res , and 
thus in the centre of the corps front , it was g_iven the 
main corps objactive -- seizing the For~t de C€risy. 
1 Inf Div, flanking 50 (N) Div , was to put its attack in 
on tho 1 eft and was to s E- i ze the high ground between 
Agy and Vaubndon on the Bayeux-St . L~ road . 29 Inf Div was 
to gain the north bank of the Elle Riv er from La 
Communette west to the Vire . A portion of its forces 
would elso operate west of the Vire t o establish contact 
with VII Corps . (Har rison , 2..E. cit , pp 366 ff) . 
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537 . "Enemy resistance broke first on either 
flank of the attack and then disintegrated all through the 
corps zone" (Ibid, p . 367) . By the evening of 10 Jun , 29 
Inf Div was in--um-uous contact with \'lI Corps west of the 
Vire and had also reached the north shore of the Elle . 
In the centre , the newly landed 2 Inf Div had a more 
difficult time "because jt hit the centre of the 352d 
Division, which despite the collapse of both wings 
continued to hold out during 9 Jun in strong defenses 
about Trevi~res ••• " (Ibid, p. 368J. By midnight 9. Jun 
the town was occupied, the enemy commander having been 
ordered t o withdraw to form a new defensive line along 
the Elle River some six miles to the south. This with­
drawal "allowed the 2d Division on 10 June to march to 
its cbjectives west and south of the Fo~t de C~risy" 
(Ibid, p . 369). It was this lack of resistance that 
influenced General Dempsey to have 7 Armd Div disengage 
itsel f from Tilly and move on Villers-Bocage along an 
a.xis closer to the American advance (Supra, para 525). 

538 . Both 1 and 2 Inf Divs spent 11 Jun 
"virtually out of contact with the enemy, reorganizing the 
ground won and preparing for a new attack" (Ibid ). The 
situation which had developed was as follows:---

The 1st and 2d Divisions on 10 and 11 
June were in fact facing a ge.ping hole in the 
German lines more than ten miles broad from · 
Berigny due east to Longraye where the Panzer 

"Lehr Division was attacking . This hole grew 
directly out of the D Day collapse of the left 
wing of the ?16th Division followed by the 
capture of Bo.yeux and the smashing of the 
352d left flank . The ten-mile-wide corridor 
opened the way through Caumont to the high 
wooded terrain in the vicinity of the Bois 
du Homme and le B~ny-Bocage. Occupation of 
t ha.t high ground would have placed V Corps in 
a deep southern wedge in Seventh ~1rmy lines 
which the Germans feared could be gradually 
reinforced Cl!ld then exploited either to out­
flank Cnen or move decisively to drive westward 
toward li..vrc.nches . 

(Ibid , pp 370-71) 

539. The only force available to the enemy to 
plug the gap was the reconnaissance battalion of 17 SS 
Pz Gren Div, and it was this unit which 'literally held' 
the Caumont gap during 10 Jun. (Ibid, p . 372) "Plans 

·were made that day to bring the :x:LVII Fnnzer Corns 
(General Funck) into the gti.p with the 2d Panzerivision ••• " 
(Ibid, p . 373) . V Corps troops, meanwhile , had contacted the 
reconnaissance battalion of 17 SS Pz Gren Div and hnd 
been led to believe thnt it might r epresent the leading 
elements of an a rmoured counter-attack which had been 
expected since D Day. This belief was soon dispelled and 
the attack went on. lct'ter the rest and reorgnnizRtion of 
the corps on 11 Jun, 
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••• V C0rps mounted a new attack , this 
time with the deepest sc uthward penetration 
planned en the left flank of the 1st Division 
zone . This was designed primarily t o essist 
the British Second i'i:rmy attempt t o outflank 
Co.en . 

(Ibid , p . 374} 

1 Inf Div' s advance to the high ground ct Cau.mont would 
protect the right flank of 7 Armd Div ' s odvunce on 
Villers down the valley of the la.ure (Supra, paras 525 ff) . 
Conforming to 1 Inf Div's drive to Cnumont , 2 and 29 Inf 
Divs were to continue to push southwest . It was hoped 
al so that V Corps advance would relieve pressure on VII 
Corps, ''which was .mo.king the me.in ar my effort aimed nt 
the captur e of Cherbourg" ( Ibid , p . 374) . 

540. The att ack on Cnumont , stcrting on 
12 Jun , mo.de good progress . By the evening of the sc.ne 
day 1 Inf Div was on the outskirts of Caumont , astride 
the Caura0~1t-St . IS- highway . By the following morning 
the town was cleared . In view of the strong enemy 
opposition to the British advance , 1 Inf Div was ordered 
to hold at C~umont while 2 nnd 29 Inf Divs pushed 
further south ~go.inst the enemy in front of St . ~-
These divisions, however , mede littl e headway ago.inst 
stubborn resistance by the enemy ' s Jrd Parachute 
Division and the remnants of the 352nd Infantry Division . 
On 13 Jun , therefore , 

••• the V Corps attack t oward St . Lo was 
halted by order of Genera l Bradley . The 
Carento.n- Isigny link between his two corps 
wns still thin and weak , end despite success 
in beating off the attack of 17th SS 
Panzer Grenadier Division , it still seemed 
possible that the eneny might try ugain . 
Furthermore , XIX Corps was just bec oming 
operaticnnl in this area and it wns necessary 
to adjust troop assignments between the corps . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
In calling off the southward push , 

General Bradley was also influenced by the 
desire to ovoid a general engagement of V Corps 
which might absorb resources needed for First 
Ji:rmy ' s main effort -- the VII Corps attack to 
cut the peninsula and take Cherbourg. Finally, 
since the British seemed to be stopped north 
of Tilly- sur- Seulles, any ndvance by V Corps 
would expose both flunks to possible enemy 
armoured attack. 

(Ibid, pp 376- 77) 

\ 
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541 . (ii) VII Corps The fighting in the 
VII Corps area , as with the other .t:.J.lied corps "aimed 
first at clearing the beachhead alrendy staked out and 
second nt pushing on towa rd D- Dny objectives" (Ha rrison , 
2.E cit , p . 341) . On 7 Jun 4 Inf Div managed to drive the 
enemy back some two miles t o tho north . In tho centre of 
the corps, "the day was occupied chiofl~ with eliminnting 
the strong enemy forces south of Ste . More- Eglise who on 
D Day had prevented firm junction between the 8th Infantrr 
on the south and the 82d Airborne ~ivision" (Ibid , p . 342J . 
An enemy armoured attack on Ste . Mere - Eglise wns beaten 
bnck , and ut the end of 8 Jun "the enemy ht:'.d retired west 
of the Merder et River ••• " (First United States i'1Xmy 
Report ••• , £!?.£it, p. 48) . 82 A/B Div wns unable to complet e 
i ts D Day task of establishing ~ bridgehe~d over the 
Merderet . Indeed , "during the morning of 7 Jun it was 
touch and go whether ~ determined enemy counterattack 
might not break the division ' s hold on the east bank of 
the river" (!jarrison , .21?. cit , p . 345) . 

542 . The task of capturing Carentan , the first 
step in joining UTJJI with OMAHA beachheeds , was given to 
101 A/B Div . This proved to be n f ur more difficult 
operntion them 29 Inf Div ' s cnpture of Isigny . Stubborn 
resistance by an enemy who realized tAe strategic value 
of the town, together with geographica l factors which 
favored its defence , ~esulted in C~rentan holding out 
until the early morning hours of 12 Jun . For the final 
assault , 101 A/B Div had to be reinforced by other 
units from VII Corps . The operntion was a lso suppor ted by 
elements from 29 Inf Div of V Corps , (with whom contact 
hed been made by 10 Jun) operating in the enstern 
sector of the six- mile area between Isigny and Co.rentnn . 
Tho enemy h~G. sc r.rccly boon forced out c f C~rcnt i-.n 

when ho tried to regain t he town by attacking it with 
17 SS Pz Gren Div . This attack, coming in on 13 Jun , forc ed 
the Juner~cans back to within 500 yards of the town before 
it was repulsed and the positions regained . By this time 
o.lso 

••• v and VII Corps were securely joined, 
although the strip between t hem still la.eked 
depth for adequate co.mm.unic~tions end defense . 
First fi:rmy , however , now hnd resources to 
deepen it and en 13 Jun the miss ion was cssigned 
to XIX Corps , which becrun.e operational the 
next day . 

(Ibid, P• 365) 

543 . lJ'ter the lodgenent area was cleered , 
VII Cor ps norganized o. full- scnle e.ttnck to the north" 
(Ibid, p . 386) . This Rttack wcs l aunched mainly by 4 
Inf Div nlong the wide corridor between the sen nnd the 
Mer deret . Slow but steady progress was made , with 
resistance stiffening as the troops recched the enemy's 
.ma.in defensive line which stretched "north along the 
railroad from le Ham to Monte 'Jourg and thence northenst 
foll owing the ma.in highway to Quin6ville" (Ibid , p. 387) . . -
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This line held the enemy's "last prepared defensive 
positions south of the Cherbourg Landfront {landward 
fortifications o.f the port)" {Ibid , p . 388'). By 14 Jun, 
ai'ter. four days of ho.rd fighting;-'"'l; In~ Div had cleared 
the enemy from the corridor up to this main defensive 
line , but it was temporarily unable to advance beyond it . 

544 . Meanwhile , 

On the VII Corps west flank on the 
Merderet River a similar delay of about a 
week in reaching D- Day objectives was' caused 
principally by the original accidents that 
befell the airborne drops and by terrain 
difficulties in subsequent attempts to for ce 
the river crossing . 

{Ibid, P.• 396) 

Hard fighting during 7 Jun by troops determined to gain a 
bridgehead across the Merderet was ultimately successful , 
and by 8 Jun the bridgehead was consolidated . mnith all 
units west of the Merderet nt last brought within a 
single bridgehead , the crossing was ready for exploitation 
in the first step of the major corps effort to cut 
westward across the peninsula" (Ibid , p . 401) . This 
mission was given to 90 Inf Div, which had commenced land­
ing on D Day . The attack , launched early on the morning 
of 10 Jun , went badly from the start , and it was not 
until 13 Jun that the division "struggled to its initial 
objectives roughly on a line from Gourbesville to 
Pont 1 ' J ... b b6" (Ibid, p . 402.) • The poor showing of 90 Inf 
Div resulted in the divisional commander and two of his 
regimental commanders being relieved of their command . 

545 . The Corps Commander then decided to 
reorganize his attack scheme . 9 Inf Div o.nd 82 A/B Div 
wore ordered to pass through 90 Inf Div o.nd seal off the 
peninsula. This nttnck began on 14 Jun , the day when 4 
Inf Div , attacking north was forced to o. halt . On 15 Jun) 
therefore , tho Corps Com.ra.o.ndor ordered that ttthe main eff o.rt 
of the corps .• • would be to cut tho peninsula" (Ibid, p . 
406) . The attack to c l ose the enemy 's corridor on the 
western side of the poninsulR went well . 

By the end of 16 June, the 9th and 
82d Division together had broken the last 
enemy defenses east of the Douve in their 
zones and had given impetus to what looked like 
a precipitate German withdrawa l that might be 
followed rcpidly to the sen . As a mutter of 
fnct , the way was open , o.nd the withdrnwo.l 
w~s:uc~unliy th9 . r~tro~t 9f disorganized -
Fe.mnc.rits ~ · tn~- 9lst Division had been smashed 
beyond repair . 

Cr:"b:i.'d , p . 40s > 
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By 18 Jun, the last enemy r oad leading from the Cherbourg 
peninsula was in .American hands and the advance to secure 
the port of Cherbourg itself ngnin beca~e the main corps 
objective . 

( h) ilir Force 

546 . Tho strength of l.J.li ed air power which 
was lcunched in support of the ground forces during D Day 
continued to protect and further the ''NEPTUNE" opere.tions 
during the first wcok of the assault . In the opinion 
of Air Chief Mn.rshc l Leigh-Mallory, the most importnnt 
contribution which the air forces could make once 
the armies had joined in battle was to continue the work 
of dislocating tho enemy's trnnsportation system and so 
"••• to impose tho maximum delay and to inflict the 
heaviest ccsuolties on the flow of reinforcements and 
supplies to the enemy armies 0 (Leigh- Mol lory, 21: cit , 
p . 61) . On D plus 1, LOi(jll-Mallory drew e. line around 
the tactical area 

••• beyond which enemy movement by 
rail t o the battle zone could not proceed . 
R.A.F. Bomber Commond attacked Rennos , 
J.J.en9on, Fougoros , .Mnyenne and Pontaubault 
and followed up with attacks on the next 
two nighta, on Dreux, Evereux ond Ach~res . 
Within the boundary of the tacticel area 
thus drnvm, A. E. A.F. fighter bombers caused 
such destruction that after t hr ee days , all 
railway ~nd major road movement by day had 
beon virtually halted . 

(Ibi d , See al.so Appx 
~o t hi s Report) 

Outside the tactical area fighters of the United States 
VIII ii...ir Force h~..mmered away at enemy r ail nnd ro~d 
transport , while nt night , inside the tactical area , 
spGcially trcined R.A.F. crews h:tressed enemy movement . 

547 . On 12 Jun Air Chier Mo.rshel Leigh- Mallory 

••• re -drew tho boundnry of the tactical 
ar0a as follows - along the Seine to Vernon , 
thence to Dreux , Chnrtres, Le Mans, Laval 
and St . Nazaire . Within that e.rea the t actical 

81..r ro~oes policed all roads and rnilways . 
outside that area the United States Eighth 
1\.ir Force was busy attacking the Loire bridges 
to prevent any reinforcements from the south •••• 

(Ibid) 

548 . The weather during June , which severely 
hampered air opernticns in genernl~t- had less Gffect 
on R.il.. F. Bomber Command operations . 

On every one of the seven nights after 

*"For a whole fortnight after 6th June the weat her 
was most unfavorable for air attack Gither by day or by 
night , with 6/lOth to 10/lOth cloud prevailing , and often 
harging low, and it was a re.markable achievement that 
Bomber Command should havo been able to operate in 
support of the invasion as it did ••• " (W . J . Lawrence , 
No . 5 Bomber Group. R. A.F., 1939- 1945 (London , 1951) , p . 193) . 
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D Day Bomber Command was able to operate, 
mostly agninst road$ and railways of immediate 
tactical importencei nnd, with the llmo~i can 
heavy bombers l arge y inactive because of 
the unfavorable weather , this wes of critica l 
importance for the success of the inva sion . 
Besides bombing railways , we were able to 
block essential road junctions by blowing 
up buildings round them and choking the cross­
road with debris ••• ; we were now able to 
keep the German reserves out of the battlefield 
during a most criticnl period by a whole series 
of heavy and extremely accurate attacks . 

(Harris, .2.E. cit, p . 209) 

549 . 11.Side from the many and diverse operations 
in which the air forc es were engaged -- such as 
r econnaissance , protecting tho main naval approaches , giving 
direct support to the ground forces, acting as aerial 
observation posts , bringing in and escorting troop 
carriers , supplying the airborne forces, llld so forth 
great attention wns paid to air cover for the beachhead . 

Commencing at 04.30 hours on D Day and 
continued throughout the daylight hour s 
during tho assault period , a continuous fighter 
cover was maint ained at nine squadrons 
strength over the whole assault area. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ . 
The sccle of effort described above was 

maintained, whenever weather permitted , 
until 13th June , when tho for0e involved 
was reduc ed to three low cover and two high 
cover squadrons . All these squadrons 
operated from England • 

• • ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

The strength of squadrons busod on the 
continent wns gr ndually built up in the first 
fourteen days of the operntion ; eight Spitfire , 
three Typhoon and three hUster squadrons moved 
in to , and were operating from , beachhead airfields * 

-if-"Thc first British squadrons to land in France since 
1940 were Nos . 130 and 30.3 which put down at 1200 hours 
on D plus 4 on a strip on "Gold" area . They wor e quickly 
followed by No . 144 (R.C.L.F . ) Fighter Wing , consisting 
of Nos . 441 , 442 , and 443 squadrons , which at 16.37 hours 
that so.me do.y ~ were nirborne for a. sweep" (Leigh- Mallory , 

I . 

£E cit , p .· 71J . For n dotniled description of the planning , 
location , constructionJ etc ., of landing grounds in the 
Normandy crunpnign see tHS) 693 • .3013 (Dl ) : Ro5a1 En~ineers 
Battlefield Tour , Nor.mnndy to the Seine (B.A •• R. , ~946), Ghaptor 
VII, "The Construction of the First Landing Grounds in France . " 
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by the end of this per iod . 

During the following week , United States 
forces began movins in and nine Thunder bol t and 
three Mustang squadrons arrived . ~ fur ther 
British contingent of one Spitfire , three Typhoon 
and one Auster squadr ons arrived to make a total 
of thirty- one Al lied squadrons operating f r om 
beech- head airfie l ds three weeks after D Day . 

(Leigh-Mallor y , £l?. cit, pp 69- 71) 

550 . The reduction of the .lUlied o.ir eff ort 
over the beachhead nrea was a r esult of the unexpectedly 
weak enemy air resistance . This weakness , it wns felt , 
was duo to the enemy ' s need to pr otect the Reich , to the 
destruction of his airfield faci l ities , to his lack of fuel 
end lubricants end to the difficulty he exper ienced in 
replacing consumed stocks . (Ibid , p . 71 ; see also 
supra , para. 310) Although greatly weakened , the German 
Air Foree was by no neans impotent . 

Throughout June , the [enemy] squadr ons 
which showed the most aggressiveness were 
bomber units which operated by night , 
principally on sen nining in shipping lanes 
but also on bombing oper~tions against 
shipping in the appr oach lanes and against 
the beaches . The fighter units oper ated 
mainly i n a defensive role against Allied 
bomber attacks •••• 

( Ibi d , pp 71-72) 

551 . Mention has alr eedy beeen made of the air 
attacks cgainst enemy submarines on D Day (supra , paras 
316- 317) . Once the Allies had lnnded in Normandy , the 
U- Boats in the Bay of Biscay made every effort to r each 
the Chcnnel and cut the .lilies' we.terborne line of 
communications and supply . R.h. F. Coastal Co:::ia.and , 
supported by eircra~ fron A.E. A. F., had anticipated 
the eneoy ' s reaction . 

The air patrols which had been planned 
to counter this nove were already being f lovm 
and successes soon .onterielized . Off the 
Brest Peninsula and in tho nouth of the Channel , 
thir ty- six U-Bon~a were sighted by Coastal 
Commnn.d in the fi r st four days of the asseul t 
c~d twenty- three wer e attacked . Si x wer e 
destr oyed and four ser iously danaged . Sixteen 
of the attacks wer e at night . 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

In almost every case the enemy fought 
back desperately with his nnti - air cr af't 
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armament, for in those four days the U~Bcata 
were in too much of a hurry to be able to 
proceed submerged . They inflicted a high 
proportion of casualties on our attacking 
aircraft , but very few got through . Prisoners 
of wur from the U- Bouts have told us that the 
penetration of the Chc.nnel was e nightmare . 

lU'ter D plus 4 tge enemy was forced to 
change his tactics . l'uring their sojourn 
in the Bay ports almost all the U- Boct s 
had been fitted with the exhaustible air intake 
(Sohnorkel) , and from the fourth day of the 
assault until the end of June sighting 
mainly consisted of periscopes and 'Schnorkelsf 
of U-Boats trying to get through by re~nining 
submerged continuously •••• 

Between D plus 4 and the end of June 
forty- seven sightings of U- Boats were made 
by Coastal Command in southern waters and 
twenty- four were attacked . During this period 
nt least one more U- Boat was sunk by airc r aft 
and two kills were shared with ships of the 
Royal Navny , who were taking c.n ever increasing 
part in the policing of the Channel end its 
approaches . In addition , aircraft damaged 
o.nother four U- Boats and shared with the Navy 
in damaging a fifth . 

(Sholto Douslas , £E cit , 
pp 5127- 28) 

552 . While these anti- submarine operations 
were underway , air attacks 

• •• cgainst enemy surfaco vessels , 
including navel vessels , were made by aircraft 
of A. E.J . F. o.nd by R.h.F. Coastal Command . 
The first of these actions took place on 
the 6th June , when the enemy endeavoured to 
bring into action three heavy destroyer s from 
the west const of France . These ships were 
attncked west of Brest by R.A.F . Coastal 
Commo.nd . Sooe damage was caused , one was 
set on fire and the ships were delayed . On 
Jth June, they again attempted to move, but 
were met by hllied destroyers . One was sunk, 
one driven ashore and the third forced back 
to Brest . 

(Leigh- Mallory , £P. cit , p . 77) 

Sm.nller enemy surface vessels a lso received attention 
from the air . 

One the night of 7th June , Beaufighters 
and i...lbncores attecked a formation of E- boots 
in the Chtln.nel; two E- bonts were sunk and 
a fur ther three damaged . 
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(h) ~ 

553.~ The first week of the assault was a busy 
one ror the Allied neval forces .* Upon their shoulder s , 
r6sted the responsibility of nourishing the armies ashore 
while ensurin~ the str eam of men and material essential 
for the ' buil d - up' remainod uninterrupted . Tbus during 
this period 

••• Task Force , il.ssault Force and ~'lssault 
Group Commanders were fully occupied in co.m.bnt­
ing the verious for.as of attnck which the 
ene.my tried to bring against the assault 
area , whilst at the same ti.me developing 
their organizations , first afloat and later 
ashore , in order to speed up the unloading 
and turn round of shipping end cra:ft . 

(Report by the Allied Naval 
Commander -in:Chief ••• , 
.£E cit , p . 14) 

554 . Possibly the most aggravating type of 
attack en the naval forces was enemy bombers laying mines , 
especially pressure mines , in the sea lanes . These 
ettacks were "almost impossible to prevent ", and 
added ~rther burden to the hard -working mine- sweepers 
engaged in widening the original t en lanes swept on D Day . ** 
(Ibid) . On the whole , attacks by enemy surface vessels 
wer e easier to cope with . 

During the night of 6th/? June , 
eneny R- Bonts came out from Havre and E-Boats 
froo Cherbcurg . Both were intercepted 
by our coastal forces and the enemy was 
f orced to retire after suffering damage . 
Similar sorties were mede almost nightly 
from Havre and Cherbourg during the next few 
weeks but the measures t aken by Task For ce 
Commanders nearly always prevented the enemy 
from penetrating the protecting screen . 

(ill£ ,p. 13) 

*The United States ' contribution to the Allied naval 
forces engnged in "NEPI'UNE" operations wes "a.bout 124 , 000 
United States nava l of~icers and nen ••• " {Adoira l Ernest 
J . King , U.S. Navy at War , 1941- 1945 (Washington , 1946) , 
p . 137) . "By 1 June , when the loo.ding of troops began , 2, 493 
United States Navy ships and craft had been assembled for the 
operation, and of these only 14 were unnble to take part 
because of materiel difficulties" (Ibid) . 

-IHl- "Tho sweeping of the ten approach channels was the 
l a rgest single minesweoping operation ever undertaken in 
wo.r ; 309 British , 16 Canadian, and 22 United States 
minesweepers took part" (Mr . 11. V. Alexander, ·First Lord 
of the Admiralty , The Ti.mes , (London) , 8 Mar 45) . 
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555 . It was not until D plus 3 that heavier 
enemy surface units attempted to strike at "NEPTUNE" 
0perations. Early in the morning of 9 Jun an Allied 
destroyer force, (which included two Canadian destroyers*­
H.M. C .S. Huron and Haida), 

•• • consisting of eight destroyers 
operating under the orders of Commander-
in-Chief , ~lvmouth, made contact with four enemy 
destroyers 20 miles north-west of the 
Iles de Bras . A spirited action followed, 
which resulted in two of the enemy being 
destroyed and the other two being damaged . 
This action virtually ended the threat to 
' NEPTUNE' convoys from nttack by enemy destroyers . 

(Ibid , p . 14 ) 

556 . While ships and craft guarding the 
approaches of the Allied ' bridge to France' were combating 
enemy surface and submarine atten:q,t ,s to penetrate their 
protective screen, naval forces oo~tinued to give 
supporting fire to the army . 

Fron D Day onwards Battleships, Monitors , 
Cruisers , Destroyers mid L.C.G. (L) engaged 
enemy targets ashore until our armies had 
advanced beyond the range of their guns . 
Ships and craft on both flo.nks engaged coast 
defence batteries when these fired on our 
shipping or nt the beaches . 

On the British sector , after D plus three 

••• Forces "J" and "G" required only 
one cruiser euch to answer the few calls 
for fire; the remainder of the bombarding 
ships were nccordingly disposed to cover the 
ffillORD beaches and to support 1st Corps' 
operations between the seu and Caen . 

(Report by Navnl Commander, 
Eastern Task Force , .212. cit , 
p . 12) -

557 . The build- up of the nrmy began almost 
i m.medintely after the assault forces and their equipment 
had been put shore . Eight ship convoys were due to 
arrive on D plus 1 in the assault areo. . "The convoys 
all arrived on time but unloading was severely restricted 

*For a grnphic account of this action und the part 
played by Co.nadian destroyers see Schull, 2.12 cit , pp 
286- 95 . 
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due to the unfavorable weather ••• " (Report by the Allied 
Naval Commander- in-Chief •• • , p . 12} . However, 

FroD p .m. D plus 1 until D plus 8 bettor 
weather enabled the rate of build- up to be 
progressed , despite some shortage of ferry 
craft due to casualties from the first two 
days . Convoys sailed from the U.K. and 
arrived in France on time . As had been 
anticipated, some difficulti es naturally 
arose initially in the asseult area with r egard 
to the great volume of shipping that hed to 
be unloaded and sailed back to England. This 
r esulted in a slower turn round than had been 
planned , and for a period there was some 
shortage of ships to be reloaded in the U.K. 

(Ibid, p . 13} 

Some idea of the scale of sen traffic to and from the 
"NEPI'UNE" aren may be gathered when one realizes that 
during the first woek of the assault , on an average 
day the following number of ships and craft arrived off 
the assault coast : 

25 ' Liberty ' ships, 38 Coasters, 40 
L. S .T. 1 75 L.C.T. , 9 Personnel ships , JO 
L. C. I . \L) . The identification, unloading , 
marshalling and sailing of such a volume of 
shipping off an open coast was a gigantic 
problem • • , • 

(Ibid, Appx 9) 

Further information regarding tho build-up is given 
below. 
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THE BEGINNING OF THE BUILD-UP 

558 . The whole structure of the campaign during 
June 1944 rests on two opposing factors - - the Allied 
build-up and the German r einforcement of troops containing 
the bridgehead. 

(a} The Allied Build- up 

559 . Tho Allied build- up , which commenced on D 
Day, gained momentum daily as an ever- increasing amount 
of men ande.quipaent flowed across the Channel to the 
Normandy beaches . As we have seen , it was correctly 
anticipated by the Allied commanders that the enemy would 
do everything in his power to deny us the use of any ports 
(Supra , par a 172) . To alleviate the lack of port 
facilities, therefore, the Allied planners had conceived 
and put into operation a plan for bringing ~refabricated 
harbours to the beaches (Supra, paras 49-50) . A. H.Q. 
Report No . 42 sketches the planning period of the now­
famous "Mulberry" harbours and the construction of their 
component parts in the United Kingdom prior to D Day . Here 
it will be sufficient to describe briefly their con­
struction and operation in France in relation to the 
build ... up . 

560 . The tremendous amount of material , labour 
and time needed for the organization, construction and 
assembly of the "Mulber r i es" in the United Kingdom meant, 
in effect, that the fabrication of their component parts 
had to be well underway .many months before D Day . 
Originally, the 0 Mulberries" we.re designed to serve 
the invasion of Nor mandy as envisioned byGonernl. Morgan , 
and when COSSAC's plans were strengthened from a three-
to a five - division seaborne assault on a broader front , 
it was too late to increase the scope and capacity of the 
two "Mulberries" . (Hickling and Mackillop, QP. cit , p . 3) 
Nevertheless , "the enlarged scope of the assault and 
build- up involved a .materia l increase in the number of 
minor craft to be employed and the MULBERRIES by themselves 
would not be abl e to shelter them all" (Ibid} . It was 
dec i ded , therefor e , to provide small-craft shelters, called 
"Gooseber r i es" , one for each a ssault beach . Each 
"Gooseberry" would "provide protection from the weather •• • 
[and] give facilities for landing craft to be serviced and 
repaired and for their crews to get meals and rest" 
(Rear - Admiral H. Hickling, "The Prefabrica ted Harbour", 
R.U. S. I . Journal, August 1945, p . 272). 

561 . Basically, the main difference between a 
''Mulberry" and a "Gooseberry" was that the former had a 
l a r ger and stronger breakwater and was provided with 
"Whale" piers . These latter were either "Stores" or 
"L. S. T. 11 piers , and each consisted in the main of two 
principal elements , the pierheads and the floating pier 
roadway connecting the pierhead to the shore . The 
breakwaters were fashioned from bl ockships (codenamed 
"Corncobs"); "Bombarnnns", 200- feet floating steel break-
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waters {a mile long when positioned outside the harbours); 
and "Phoenixes", huge concrete ships which formed the 
outer breakwater and the side arms of the harbou~ . 

"Mulberry ' B' ", which served the British Second Army at 
Arromanches, used and improved the blockship breakwater 
of the "Gold" Beach "Gooseberr y" located in the same 
position . 

562 . 
harbour were 
on the south 
the Normandy 

Prior to D Day all the components of the 
organized and assembled in suitable anchorages 
coast of England a s conveni ent as possible to 
coast . 

This involved a t otal of over 600 tows 
from all round the coast of Great Britain; 200 
tugs wer e fully occupied for three months and • . . 
the job was only just completed in time to enable 
the tugs to be serviced and r eady t o take on the 
second job of the cross-Channel tows . 

{Hickling and Mackillop , 
QE. cit, p . 24) 

563 . The towing of the "Phoenixes 1', 
11Bombardons" , 

and other pa rts of the harbours, across the Channel was 
accomplished with greater speed and f ewer cr aft casualties 
than had been expected . (Ibid, p . 27) In the Canadian 
sector , the first "Corncob" blockships ~rived in the 
early afternoon of D plus 1 a s the first step in constructing 
"Gooseberry No . 4" , a t Courseulles . (Re port of Naval 
Commander , Force "J" ) The f ollowing day constructi on of 
the "Gooseberry" began* and was completed on D plus 4 , "all 
ships being very neatly planted as planned" (Ibid, p . 15) . 
All 11Gooseberries0 were coc.plet ed by D plus 5 . Mor eover, 

By D Plus 8, the Bombardon had been 
finished and was giving very good results with 
a wave suppression of about 40 per cent . By D 
plus 10 the Mulberry breakwaters v1er:e about half 
completed and the Whal e Piers about one- third . 

{Hickling , .Q.Q cit , p . 281) 

*on this day (8 Jun) also , "the port of Courseulles was 
opened to traffic and proved lilost suitable for working 
L. B.V. [Landing Barge , Vehicle ] and minor l anding craft 
except for two hours either side of l ow water" (Report of 
Naval Commander , Force "J" , p. 13) • The Commander goes on 
to say : "rt was not l ong before Courseulles was handling 
1 , 000 tons of stores per day • •• " (Ibid). The "Juno" 
anchorage was further improved by t he construction of Naval 
Landing Pontoons . On 9 Jun a 700- foot l ength of these 
pontoons was built out near the entrance t o Courseulles 
harbour , and two mor e such l engths were constructed on the 
following da y. These were used for discharging LoC.T. and 
f or l anding troops ''dry- shod" . 
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In the meantime , the flow of men and material across the . 
Channel continued unabated. 

564 . \1hile the "Gooseberries" and 11Mulberries11 

were being constructed, men , vehicles and stores were being 
unloaded on the open beaches . As early as 1800 hrs , 8 Jun, 
21 , 400 marching personnel, 3 , 200 loaded vehicles and 2 7 500 
tons of bulk stores had been discharged on "Juno" Beach. 
(Report of Nava l Coma.ander, Forc e "J") The beaching of 
Stor es Coasters and L.S . T. greatly a ided the r ate of 
dischar ge and per mitted more economical use of smaller craf't 
used for transferr ing material to the beach . By 13 Jun , 
when the "Gooseberry" shelter had been in operation for 

three days, a total of 56 , 773 marching personnel , 14 , 589 
loaded vehicles and 19 , 710 tons of bulk stores had been 
moved over the "Juno" beaches alone . (Ibid) 

565 . Dischar ge of cargo "co.ro.mencad at MULBERRY B 
on D pl us 7 and exceeded 2 1 000 tons per day by D plus 
10 •. • "* (Hickling and Mackillop, QE cit, p . 27) . "Mul berry 
'B' " was not yet complete , however . All the "Phoenixes" had 
not been ' planted' , nor were the pierheads and roadways 
assembl ed to enable vehic l es to be accepted from L. S. T. in 
the harbour . Before the final touches could be made , a 
cr itical situation ar ose which was to test i'ully the worth 
of both 11Mul berries 11 and naooseberries" . Admiral Ramsay 
describes it a s foll ows : 

On 19 Jun a nor th- easterly gale , unexpected 
and unforecast , began and at once stopped a l l 
unloading to the beaches . Conditions deteriorated 
rapidly and a large number of l anding craft was 
soon in difficul tie s . Steps were taken to stop 
the sailing of furthe r build- up convoys , but 
some of those a l r eady a t sea had to continue, to 
p~event congestion in U.K. anchorages . Additional 
tugs were despatched to the Fax Shor e to assist 
ships and craft in difficulty until the weather 
moderated . Casualties were suffered by 
MULBERRY tows that were already a t sea and all 
fur ther sailings at these had also to be stopped . 
By 20th June a l arge number of ferry craft had 
been stranded by the onshore wind and had received 
serious damage . All the unloading was on this day 
suspended , a lthough a quantity of stores had 
been discharged the two previous days in the 
shelter of MULBERRY B .•.. To meet this situation 
it was decided to dry out , regardless of risk 
of damage , a number of stores coa sters and a l l 
L. S. T. awaiting discharge . It had previously 

*"Mulberry 'B'" wa s · designed t o ~upply 7,000 tons of 
stor es a day•irre~pectiye of weather~ In addition , the 
harbour was to handle l,200 vehicles a day . (Hickling and 
Mackillop , 2R w,. pp .. 1- 2) 
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been considered that L. S . T. should not dry out 
except in an emergency, but the operati on was so 
successful when attempted on a l arge scale that 
thereafter this beca.ne the normal method of 
discharge . Coasters were also beached successfully 
and only a f ew of these ships suffered damage . 
By the 21st June it was apparent that the 
continued high seas were seriously dam.aging 
the MULBERRIES. The BOMBARDONS protecting both 
harbours broke adrift and sank .and generally 
proved usel.ess to withstand weather with force 
6 and above . The daoage to bl ockships and the 
PHOENIX breakwaters was far more severe at 
MULBERRY A (ST. LAURENT) than a t ARROMANCBES. 
GOOSEBERRY I [serving "Gold Beach" at Ouistreham] 
a lso l ost all protective value , * 

(Report by the Allied 
Naval Commander- in- Chief, 
.Q.E. cit, p . 16) 

.566 . The damage to "Mulberry 'A' " in the American 
sector was ineeed severe . ** Ad1!1.ira1 King , u. s.N. , describes 
it as follows : 

When the storm ended on the morning of 22 
June, the beach was a shambles . More than 300 
craft had been washed up high and dr y, many of 
them damaged beyond salvage . The only ferry craft 
undamaged were the DUKW' ' s , which had remained 
safely parked ashor e during the storm. 

The blockships of the "Gooseberry" shelter had 
held together, although several of them had broken 
their backs and all had settled, but the storm had 
been disastrous to the "Mulberry•. The concrete 
caissons had either broken apart or had become 
submerged in the bottom sands. The roadway to 
one of the Loebnitz pierheads had been smashed 

*The First Lord of the Admiralty , Mr , A. V. Alexander , 
stated that "June, 1944, was the worst June of the present 
century" (Mr. A.v. Alexander ,presenting the Naval Estimates 
for 1945 , The Times , 8 Mar 45) , Of the storm, Admiral 
Hickling states : "it bl ew ••• such a sunner gale .from the 
North as had not been known. in eighty years ; it was a gale 
which was comparable only to that which in 1.588 dispersed 
the Spanish Armada , and had we not had the Gooseberries and 
the half-completed Mulberries I think the Allied .l..rmada 
would have shared the same fate as the Spanish • • • " 
(Hickling, QQ. cit , p . 281) . 

**For the full story of nMulberry ' .tt.' ", see Commander 
Alfred Stanford , Force Mulberry (New York, 19.51) . 
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by the impact of LCT' s driven against it, and 
many of its pontoons were flooded . The causeway 
had held together but was twisted . Many of the 
steel caissons had carried away from their ~oorings 
and had drifted about a s a menace to shipping. 
Others wer e flooded and half submer ged . 

(Admir al Kine; , QE 
cit, p. 141) 

567 . On the whoLe "NEPTUNE" area , an arny estimate 
suggest ed "tha t f r o.c. 19th to 24th J une incl usive the un­
l oading l oss due to the ga l e wa s in the nei ghbourhood of 
20,000 vehicles and 140, 000 t ons of stores" (Re~ort by the 
Allied Naval Commanderwin-Chiof ••• , .2.J2 cit, p . 1 ). "From 
the naval point of view, the most serious r esult of the 
~ale was the str anding of a bout 800 craft of all types • • • " 
(Ibid) . The build-up had been dealt a sever e -- but by no 
mea:ii'S a dec isive -- blow . Fortunately, on l and , as we shall 
see , the armies were firmly established a nd aggressive , 
The ene.ray , who had no i dea the Allies would bring their own 
harbours and shelters with them, wer e unabl e t o t ake 
advantage of a time when these wer e r ender ed almos t usel ess 
by the storm. Allied a ir activity had seen to that . 

568 . After the ga le recovery wa s r apid. 

All hands set to work t o clear up the mess 
and to r ecommence the discharge of stor es and 
vehicles; four days aft er the stor m, the da ily 
over all discharge had risen to 40 , 000 tons of 
car go and the backlog of MT ships -- there were 
55 on the British sector alo~ -- had been 
cleared in addition to subsequent curr ent sa ilings . 

(Hickling and Mackillop , 
.£2 cit, p . 29) 

The "Mul berries", however, had been badly ba ttered , 
especially "Mulberry 'A'" · "The British harbour though 
br eached, ha d managed to survive and discharge in the 
harbour never actually ceas ed ; even on the worst day of the 
s tor.ra some 800 tons of sorely needed ammuni tion was l anded 
(Ibid). After a survey was made of the damage on the 
.American beaches, it was decided 

• •• to write off MULBERRY rt a s a har bour and 
to concentra te all the r enaining equipment , 
including tha t which could be salvaged, on 
MULBERRY B ; it wa s , h owever , de cided to restor e 
the GOOSEBERRY a t MULBERRY A a nd t o nake it 
into an enlar ged craft shelter by double banking 
the blockships with suitable PHOENIX equipment . 

(Ibid , p . 30) 
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.569 . By the end of June , the grand tota l of 
ship and cr aft arrivals in France was as fol l ows : 

.570 
180 
788 
90.5 

1,442 
372 

'Liberty' ships 
Personnel ships 
Coasters 
L. S. T. 
L.C. T. 
L. C. I . (N) . 

(Report by the Allied Naval 
Commander- in-Chief • •• , 
.Q2. .£1!, Appx 9) 

Daily rates of discharge of personnel, vehicles and stor es 
over the three British beaches is given in the Report by 
the Naval Commander , Eastern Task Force, p. 14 • 

.570 . Admiral Ramsay ' s conclusions on the success 
of the build~up may be quoted : 

••• so far as I know, the position of the 
Expeditionary Force was never in doubt .from D 
pl us 2 onwards . The naval view had always been 
that the build- up plan should be an optimum plan 
at which we should aim but that its attainment 
was most improbable • • •• 

{Ibid, p . 18) 

This opinion coming from one of the ~ oint Commander- in­
Chief, is a most important one . It wo.s me:.nt to refute 
the claim that the Royal Navy had not achirved the fullest 
possible results in the build- up . 

(b) The Enemy Build- up 

571. In his "Estimation of the situation on 11 
June , 1944 11 , Fiel d Marshal Rommel wrote : 

The course of the fighting in Normandy so 
far clearly shows that the objectives of the 
enemy are : 

(1) To establish a deep bridgehead between the 
Orne and the Vire as a base for a later a ttack 
with str ong forces into central France: ••• 

(2) To out of.f the Cotentin peninsula and to 
take Cherbourg as quickly as possible , in order to 
gain a l arge and servicable harbour. 

((HS) 981. 013 (D46) : German 
Situation Reports in 
Normandy, May- October , 1944) 

Rommel went on to say that stubborn r esistance by German 
coastal forces had slowed the course of Allied operations, 
despite the fact that the Anglo- Americana were employing 
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the "oost powerful meo.ns of wa rfare" (Ibid) • He continued: 

The enemy is visibly reinforcing on land , under 
cover of very strong aircraft formations . The 
Luftwaffe and our nnvy are not in a position to 
ofi'er him npprcciable opposition, especially by 
day . Thus the strength of the enemy on lend is 
increasing more quickly thnn our reserves 
can r each the front . 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

The t.rmy- Group must content itself' for the 
present with forming a cohosivo front between 
the Orne and tho Viro with the forces which ere 
gradually coming up , end allowing the enemy to 
advance . In those circumstances it is unfortunate­
ly not possible to relieve troops still resisting 
in many coastal positions . The ilxmy Group is 
trying to replace the panzer formations in action 
with infantry divisions as soon as possible , and 
to form mobilo roserves with them. 

In the next fow days tho l'.:rmy Group intends 
to remove tho centre of its operations to the 
Cnrentan- Montebourg area, in order to annihilate 
the one.my there and to divert tho danger 
threatening Cher bour g . Only when this has been 
successfully accomplished cnn the enomy betwoen 
the Orno and tho Vire be attacked . Unfortunately , 
this operation can no longer be supported by our 
fighter formations , as there are no longer any 
airfields near the front at our disposal .* 

(Ibid) 

Field Marshal Rommel wcs careful to point out that his 
hroy Group ' s operations would be r endered "exceptionally 
difficult , and even partinlly irn.possible " by the following 
conditions : 

(a) The extr nordincrily strong, e.nd in some 
resp~cts overwhel.oing superiority of the enemy 
l~r Forces • 

•••••••••••••••••••••••• 

(b) The ef'feot of heavy naval artillery. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

(c) The oatcrial oquipmcnt of the klglo- Americcns 
with nuoerous now weapons nnd wof mcterial is 
far superior to the equipment of our [Gerl'.!le.Il] 
divisions . 

(Ibid , p . 16) 

*Compo.re Rommel's i ntentions with General Montgomery ' s 
statement on Rommel ' s probable action in supra , para 175 . 
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Another condition lay in the possible further use by the 
Allies of large numbers of parachutists which might change 
the situation again . 

572. Romm.el had every reason to be apprehensive 
over the German build- up as compared with the Allies 
increasing strength in the bridgehead. As we have seen , by 
12 Jun , enemy armoured divisions rushed to the Normandy 
front to hurl the Allies back into the sea not only failed 
in their mission but becrune inextricably engaged in the 
Normandy battle . During the first week of the assault , 
other German divisiops and ba ttle- groups were o~dered to the 
Normandy front from their sta tions in Brittan~ and then 
from the south of France . On 12 Jun O.B . West was inf'ormed 
that 2 SS Pz Corps would be brought from the Russian front 
and placed at his disposal. On the same day , 1 SS Pz Corps 
was promised 1 SS Pz Div, then stationed in Belgium, "in 
the near future" (A. H.Q. Report No 50, paras 53 ff) . 

573. No attempt was made at this time , hqwever , 
to employ any of tho numerous infantry field or coast~l st atic 
divisions north of the Seine defending the strongest section 
of the Atlantic Wall . The mnin reason for leaving 
Fifteenth Army ' s dispositions relatively undisturbed 

• •• was the conviction of the highest 
commanders that a .major blow, if not the main 
blow was about to be delivered further north , 
most likely at the Belgian coast . This ••• is 
fu~ly revealed by many entries in the War Diary 
ot Fifteenth l'i.Xmy. Only fleeting thought was 
given to transfers from AOK 15 to hOK 7. 

(Ibid , para 54) 

It is no exaggeration to say that the enemy ' s build- up in 
Normandy was governed by the f a ilure of his own Intelligence 
and the success of "FORTITUDE" , the Allied deception 
plan (Supra , paras 51- 63) . As we have seen, long before 
the Normandy assault hod been lRunched, it had been planned 
to deceive the Germans into believing that ''NEPrUNE" was 
a preliminary nnd diversionary operation , designed to draw 
German reserves away from the Po.s de Calais and Belgium. 
Once this had been accomplished , so the ' story ' went , the 
Allied would launch their main attack through the Pas de 
Calais . It was this story, therefore , which the enemy hod 
completely occepted -- to on extent far greater than the 
Allied commanders had imagined or hoped . 

574. Rommel's need for infantry divisions to allow 
him to disengage his panzer divisions later drew the 
following comment from Genernl Eisenhower: 

Lo.ck of infantry was the most important cause 
of the enemy ' s defeat in Normandy , and his 
failure to remedy this weakness was due 
primarily to the success of the 1Ulies threat 
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levelled against the Pas de Calais . 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

I cannot over emphosize the decisive value of t his 
most important threat , which paid enormous 
dividends , both at the time of the assault and 
during the operations of the two succeeding months . 

(Eisenhower , Report ••• , 
£E cit , p . 27) 

575 . The conviction that the Allies would attack 
the Pas de Colo.is i s shown again in Rommel's "Estimation 
of tho situo.tion" for the week 12/19 Jun . In this 
nppreciation Rommel noted that the Allies seemed to be 
concentrating in two par ticular o.reas preparatory to an attack 
into the French interior . These two areas were: (1 ) between 
Tilly- sur- Seulles and Gaumont and (2) on both sides of the mein 
Bayeux-St. Ie- road to take possession of the St . I.B o.rea . 
A ju.mp- off from either one of these bases , he believed , 
would come at the same time as the attack on Cherbourg. 
Rommel continued: 

In front of the 15th krm.y sector the foca l 
points of air attack cppeered clearly again as 
the Channel front on both sides of Cap Gris 
Nez and on both sides of the Sonnne . According 
to enemy regrouping and str ategic and technical 
opportunities , a large- scale enemy landing on the 
Channel front on both sides of Cap Gris Nez or 
between the Somme and Le Havre must be expected . 
The general offensive out of the Normandy 
bridgehead and a new large scale lending may be 
made simultaneously, both having the Paris area 
as ob jective . 

(German Situation Repor ts 
i n Normandy , op cit , 
"Estilllllt i on of the 
situation , 12/19 June , 
1944" ) 

576. The .Allied armour ed thrust to Gaumont and 
Villers - Bocage indicated to the enemy "Allied intentions to 
collapse the Caen rront by means or encir clement" (A.H.Q. 
Repor t No . 50 , para 91) . Faced with this possibility, which 
might parallel a second invasion, Hitler "now realized the 
necessity of weakening in favour of NormenCly all fronts 
but Fifteenth Army ' s " (Ibid) . In a directive prepared on 
14 Jun, and received two days later, 0.B. West was informed : 



- 228 -

88 Cor ps was to be moved i n from First 
krmy . 

Pz Divs now comm.itted·wero to be relieved 
by infantry divisions . 

One division was to be 
each of the following: 
Co.mnander Netherlunds, 
Nineteenth 1.:rmy . 

made available by 
i-.:rmed Forces 

Fifttlenth Army , 

In exchange , Fifteenth f.:rmy was to receive 
J63.D:Ir-I1v from Deru:mrk, and 87 Inf Div froI:J. 
Norway; Nineteenth i'.:rmy wc.s to r ece ive 
198 Inf Div and small units from the home 
area . 

Thus , incredible as it may seem, Fifteenth .U.Z.my w~s to be 
reinforced with an additional infantry division , so creating 
a situation whereby there wos almost double the number of 
enemy divi s ions deployed in the quiescent Fifteenth :.Xny 
aren as in the active Seventh :.:rmy area . This was indeed 
a triumph of .t».J.lied deception , and egai n serves to 
illustrate how the success of "FORTITU!>E" played a decisive 
part in slowing the German build- up well beyond pr evious 
Allied estimntes (Supra , para 173) . 

577 . In the welter of I ost-war accusations and 
counter- nccusntions by the Ger.mnn field c ommander s in Frnnce , 
there occurs time and ago in a hard core of agr eement 
concerning the destr uctive influenc e of Hitler' s constnnt 
interference in military tactics . Guided hy his intuition , 
supremely confident of his own nbi l i ty , QDd distrustf'ul 
of his own military commander s , he insisted on keeping 
the t~cticel as well as the str ategical reins in his own 
hands . This , quite naturally, placed his fiel d c oI!ll!landars 
in the unenviable position of bearing the responsibility 
for n campaign without having the full contr ol ru:id 
mo.nagement of their own forces . It restricted especiall y 
the field COllll!le.llder ' s power to manoeuvre his forces as he 
snw fit, which in turn result ed in lessening both the 
defensive and offensive abilities of his commend and so 
drained the strength of his divisions . This situction , 
existing during the battle of Normandy as it had in other 
theatres at other ti.mes , shows up clearly in the meeting 
between Hitler , vcn Rundstedt nnd Rommel on 17 Jun at 
Mar givol . Some of the highlights of this meeting have 
been summ.crized as follows: 

••• Hitler spoke bitterly of his displeasure ct 
the success of the JLllied landings , for which he 
t r ied to hold his field commander s r esponsible • 

••• Rommel frankly described the hopelessness of 
the struggle against such tremendous superiority 
in the air , et sea and on the land . 



- 229 -

• • • Rommel declared the ' for t r esses ' to be a 
sensel ess waste of material and men; but he warned 
in vain • 

• • • Rommel predicted J.J.lied thrusts , one towards 
Paris , the other t o cut off Br ittany • 

••• Rommel demanded unrestr icted freedom of action 
in t he West , assignment of firs t class panzer 
forces , air cover and naval support . Field 
Mar shal von Rundstedt supported his demands • 

••• Hitl er could not see tho truth of this estimate , 
he confined himself to u monologue on the 
decisive effects of the guided missiles then being 
taken into use • 

• •• Jodl promised reinforcements ; Hitler talked 
of 'masses of jet- fighters ' to shatter Allied 
air supr elilllcy • 

•• • RolilID.el doubted whether the Russian f r ont 
could be held . He concluded his criticel 
examination of the situation with an ur gent 
request that the war be brought to an end . Hitler 
cut Rommel off abruptly . The gulf between Hitler 
and Rommel hcd widened . 

(Ibid , para 99) 

Tho significance of this meeting manifests itself without 
need for furthe r comment . 

578 . On 20 Jun, the boundary between the Seventh 
and Fifteenth h.r.m.ies wns movod oastwcrd to the Seine when 
86 Corps , ordered to come under cocunc.nd of Seventh J..rmy 
on 16 Jun , assumed command of the area between the Seine 
and tho Orne . 711 end 346 Inf Di vs , alrcP.dy engaged in 
the aree , were placed under co1I!lllfilld of this corps . ilI1 
additional two divisions -- 276 Inf Div from the southern 
Biscay coast end 16 G.L. F. Div from the Netherlands - had 
also been ordered to proceed to the corps area . 

579 . The enellly ' s rate of \.,~ld-up , to wld..~h A.llied 
comt:landers paid the closest attention , was well behind 
expectations. As early as 9 J un there occurs in "21 Arny 
Group Dail y Int el l i gence Bwm!J.a.ry " the statement : ''The enemy 
buil d -up i s incr easi ng.but not at the breat hl ess rate wh1oh 
had been anticipat ed ••• II ( (HS ) 21.5A21 , 023 (D']) : I nt elligenc:e 
Summaries , 21s t A~, 9 Jun 44 )- Two days l at er, the 
Int el l i gence summarj noted that the enemy build- up was six 
divisi ons short of an expected 23 or 24 divisions . This , it 
was bel ieved , was due to the enemy ' s fear of a second landing 
at the Pas de Calai s the damage dGne t o the enemy ' s lines of 
communications, and i he difficulty encounte~ed by the eneny in . 
IJ.oving his di Visions to the "NEPI'UNE" front . (~, 11 Jun 44 , 
Appx "A" ) Intelligence therefore nade a new estimation which 
stated that "Jhe nor e probable build-up by D plus 8 i s now 6 

·. 
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Panzer - Panzer- Granadier; 2 Pura; 10 Infantry: 18 divisions" 
(Ibid) . This estimate , however , was in foct Greater than 
tho nUl!lbcr of divisions cnG~bod in the Norm~.ndy bcttlo or in 
close reserve on D plus 14 . (See Sevonth _·..rny Situnticn 
Mcp- 20 Jun 44) Thi s wc.s due not to the failure cf tho 
enemy to order divisions to r einforce Seventh L.rny, but to 
the in~bility of these divisions to oove with any speed to 
the bnttla ~rec. . The divisions not only experienced extre3c 
difficulty in penetratint; Lait;h- I·.Ic.llory' s ~ericl "cordon 
Sr'.Ilit~ire " ( su~rr. , porns 546- 47) but were Gre~tly hcmpered 
by the disruption to their lines of co.omunic ntion by the 
Llliod :.ir Forces nnd tho 1ctivitios of the French Resist~.nc c . 

On 20 Jun 2 SS pz Div wr.s tho 0nly one of the pcnzer -
panzer-srcn~dier divisions in the b-ttlc r.re~ concentr~ted 

-.nd positioned for 1n ~rnourcd countcr-~tt~ck . The r c!!Cindcr, 
~uch to the ch£1brin of their coEl!:!!'.nders , continued to be 
held down in c.n infr.ntry role . Until they could be relieved 
by infcntry divisions, the :-1.lios h~d little to fc~r for 
the s~fety of their bridbcho;d . 

5GO . By 20 Jun , the V- 1 c0npnign hnd been under 
wcy for ~ wock. This cr...2pait.;ll , upon which Hitler pinnod so 
much f~ith ~d his co.oo~ndcrs so !!lUCh hope , bcccn on the 
ni.;ht of 12/13 Jun when the first .:;uided missil es were 
l cunchod c.b-inst ~~l:"..D.c . ks P. r esult of the success of 
the "C:WSSBffil" oper--.tions (supr~ , pr.r~ 73) durint; t he fir st 
nonths of 1944 ~b~inst tho known V- 1 nnd rocket sites , the 
eneny bcGc.n to ccnstruct ~ number of well- cnmouflr. Gcd , 
modified sites in Mcrch , 1944 (Hill , op cit , p . 5590 ; 
see c.lso C . Jlli . H. Q. . Report No . 137) . "BY mi6 middle of ~·~<'-Y 
twenty such sites hnd been loc~ted , nnd by the 12th June 
tho nUElber hr.d risen to 66 . Forty- two were cligied on 
Londcn 0.Ild tho rost on ::ristol or scuth- cocst portsn (Hill , 
~ cit , p . 5590) . Except for one or two ext-erim.ent"'.l 
att~cks on the modified sites ~rior t o the end of M~y no 
further ~tt~cks were o~Ge on then ~fter th~t d ~te . Sever~l 

rc;sons c.ro r.dv~.nccd for this l~ck of c~~ressivoness . The 
new sites were s n'"\ll .... nd well concer.lod thus o.eking poor 
bomb tnr:;ets . Consequently the results of the experiment.-.1 
bombint; of tho sit cs ware poor . (Ibid ) I.J.so , 

Unlike the ' ski- sites' , they seemed to be 
int~nded ns lnunchinG points ;:rid nothinb nore . 
The conclusion wr.s thct ~Y stocks of pilotl~ss 
;iror~ft held loc~lly would not be kept on the 
sites thcnselves , but stored elsewhere or disparscd 
in the wcodcd country ::inonbst which r.11 the sites 
wore pl~ced . 

(Ibid) 

There wr-.s c. further roe.son which .. :..ir Chief MF.rshnl Sir 
~oderick Hill f r '1D..kly 1doits : 

I bolieve , however , th:-.t cligned with these 
er.uses w~s n psycholobic~l factor . It oust be 
r81!lembered thQt for mnny months p~st the chief 
thrcnt hr.d seened to cone from the ' ski sites' . 
The use of our bomber forces ~g2inst the ' ski 
sites ' hcd therefore been felt c s ~ necess~ry , 
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but still unwelcooe , diversion of effort at 
a time when interest w~s focussed en the coninb 
Europeun operations . To the officers responsi~le 
f or cirectinf; offensive oper ations the success of 
the ottQcks on the 'ski sites ' must hnve cone as 
c br eat relief . In the circumstc.nces , they 
would hcvc boon hnrdly hunnn if they h ad not been 
filore reluct;mt thnn perhc.ps they r ealized to 
recoBnize thct the ncutralizntion of the ' ski 
sites' h~d not rverted the men~ce cfter ell . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . . . . 
I think, therefore , th '"'.t '1t the end of ?:ny 

end in the f'irst hclf of June the thrcr:t fron 
the ' nodified sitos ' wns under-estim~tec , not in 
the sense of c f~ilure to npprehend it 
intellectu~lly , but in the sense thct it wns not 
felt ~s keenly ~s the oriGin~l thr ent from the 
' ski sites ' six nonths e~ rlier . 

(Ibid > P • 5591) 

5Gl . ·1e know now thnt tho V- 1 cnmpnit;n hnd been 
ordered to cc.r:menc e on the a fternoon of D Dv.y . C'lilmot , 
.2J2 cit , p . 316) Further.r.tor e , the .:..llied Air Col!1!lll:Dders 
nnd been correct in their estimate thnt the pilotless 
~ircr~ft were not stored ne~r tho modified sites, nor w~s 
oert~in ont eriul cssentinl to the completion of the sites in 
the i mmedi ate ar ea . 

Most of the equip.cent o.nd r.w.terir.ls for 
co.mpletint; the si te·s were still ct depots well 
inlci.nd nnd so wns nuch of the amo.unition . Ne~rly 

12 , 000 flying- bonbs hcd been produced but , ~s c 
sr.fogu~rd -.:.t.,;r.inst ~ir ~ttr.ck , they were dispersed 
in dumps scnttercd throuchout Norther n Fr'1.Dce , 
Belt;ium llild Geror.ny . Between these du.ops r-.nd the 
l~unchinG sites nlmost every railway line w<.s 
out of' ~ction . Rcc~rdlcss of these difficulties , 
~'lcchtel [the comcr-.nder of the Flr-.k Re~in.ent 15 5 , 
which w~s t o conduct the V- 1 cper~tions] w~s 
instructed th~t oper~tions ouch comoence on the 
nibht cf June 12th- 13th . 

(Ibid , p . 317) 

The nodest sc~le of ntt~ck which herclded the openinG of the 
V- 1 C".!!lpnign quickly increr.scd in intensity to n.n nver "Ge 
of 100 "flyin[; boobsn (cs they er.no to be called) r. a~y .• 
(Hill, ~ cit , p . 5592) On 16 Jun ..:.ir Chief Marsh~l Hill 
t;cve orders which s ct in notion c. plr.n , drc.wn up weeks 
teforehand , designed to counter the V- 1 c.ttncks . (Ibid ; 
~' pcr-(;\. 77) _·_ :full story of the V- 1 cncpsi.j,.gn :-:gr.inst 
tlieUnited Kint;dom is contr.incd in "-_ir Chief' Mr.rshal Hill's 
Desvntch •••• and in Gener:tl Pile 's Ack- kck , Brit~in ' s Defence 
.i·;;ainst 1..ir ;_tt-:ck. • • • Insofr.r ns the br>ttlc of Nor nandy 
during June is cono.erned , f".r more hindrr.nce to the lJ.lied 
build- up wcs or-used by the 19- 22 Jun storm then by the 
V- 1 attr.cks . 



- 232 -

582 . In the Canadian sector of the bridgehead , one 
of the flying bombs was observed flying fro~ north to south 
over 3 Cdn Inf Div's area on 23 Jun and was forthwith 
engaged by gunners of 4 Cdn L . .h. • .k . Regt . "Two hi ts were 
scored which caused the engine to miss badly , 0 but the 
flying bomb continued its course into enerzy territory 
(-N .D., 4 Cdn L . .n. • .o. . Regt , June 1944: Appx 7) . For the 
effect of the V-1 cw:apaign on Canadian troops still in the 
United Kingdon , see Hist Sec , C . M .H.~ . , Report No . 137 , 

Ener.iy Air ~ttaok & The Canadian argy i n tbs United 
Kingdon, 1 943 -1945 : The V Weapons. 
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THE BRITISH- Ch.NADI.AN SECTOR, 12 - 30 JUN 

(a) The Defensive Rol e 

583 . The period now under review was for the nost 
part one of static warfare for 1 Brit Corps . Caen renajned 
in Gernan hands . Connenting on the eneny ' s determination 
to hold the city , General Eisenhower has written : 

By his anxiety to prevent the capture of 
Caen and the eastward extension of our beachhead, 
the enei::w to sone extent contributed to the 
acconplishnent of our initial plan insofar as 
the capture of Cherbourg was concerned , and 
f ron D plus 6 or D plus 7 the battle developed 
in general as foreseen . This eneIJY anxiety in 
the east was nanifcsted fron D plus 1 onward , 
f ollowing the failure of our attenpt to seize the 
city of Caen in our first rush inland , It was 
vital for the eneny to deny us the Seine Basin: 
partly as it afforded the last natural barrier 
defending the V-1 and V- 2 sites; partly because 
he needed the river ferries to bring over 
supplies · and r einforcenents to his divisions in 
Nornandy; partly because he f eared a thrust on 
Paris which would cut off all his forces to the 
west; ·partly beoause he fo r esaw n threat t o. Le 
Hav£e , which was an inva luable base for his naval 
craft opo.ro.ting against the approaches to the 
assault area ; but perhaps nost of all because he 
wished to avoid the possibility of a link- up 
between those Allied forces already ashore and 
those which he expected to land in the Pas de 
Calai s . 

(Eisenhower , Report ••• , 
p . 30) 

.584. It was only whon the western portion of the 
Allied line had begun to swing southwards like a huge door 
on its hinge near Caen was it necessary , or feasible, to 
resune offensive acti vity in the eastern sector. But if 
l Brit Corps undertook few oper ations and instead dedicated 
itself chiefly to a holding role, the initiative nevertheless 
did not pass to the oneny, This · is not to soy that offensive 
operations were not contenplated ; in actual fact , as we shall 
see , intensive planning·and preparati on went on throughout the' 
period , The atnospher e , so to speak, was decidedly aggressive , 
and this served to prevent o.ny decline in the norale of the 
troops . 

585 . It will be appropriate here to exanine the 
dispositions adopted by 3 Cdn Inf Div in pr epar ati on for · 
what appear ed to be a static period of uncertain duration . 
On the right, in the salient where the bridgehead of 3 Cdn 
Inf Div r eached its nmdnun depth , 7 Cdn Inf Ede held the 
area Putot- en-Bessin - N6!Tey- en-Bessin - Secqueville- en­
Bessin. The l eft sector , Vieux Ca.iron - Les Buissons -
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Villons- les- Buissons , wns still occupied by 9 Cdn Inf 
Bde . The central sector Qlong the wooded Mue valley wns 
now guarded by 8 Cdn Int' Bde . 154 Inf Bde of 51 (IU ot.v 
was at this time r esponsible for the r:rea Bnsly-Mguer11y , 
previously held by 8 Cdn Inf Bde; this assured the secur ity 
of the r ight sector , which would otherwise have been too 
thinly held . A subste.ntie.l armoured reserve was also in 
existence . On the right , behind 7 Cdn Inf Bde , 2 Cdn 
Armd Bde was concentrated in a central position based on 
Cam.illy . (W.D., H. Q. 2 Oen Armd Bde, 11 Jun 44) SiE~lerly , 

on the left , 4 Brit Arod Bde was concentrated ~round 
Col omby- sur-Thaon . (Message Log , G. S., H.Q. 3 Cdn Inf Div, 
12 Jun 44 , S er ial .30) 

586 . The disposition of the crooured brig~des was 
a result of the w~rning given the J..rmy Commander by his 
Intelligence (Supra , por n 507) . 

In pnrticule.r , he [General Dempsey] told 
Crocker Lcommanding 1 Brit Corps] to concentrate 
his armour on the rising ground south of Douvres . 
'This bit of gr ound,' ho sai d , 'is the h~nrt of 
the British Empire . Don't move your armour 
from there ! ' 

(Wilmot , .QE cit , p . 302) 

The possibility of an ettack from the enemy ' s salient north 
and northwest of Coen, which offered the shortest route to 
the beaches , might lead to most serious consequences . It 
was over these beaches t hat tho sector enst of the Orne 
was supplied, and interference with these channels of 
maintenance would effectively cut off and render helpless 
both 6 JJ.r borne Div end the elements of 51 (H) Div in that 
sector . For this reason the brudon of defence r ested 
ma.inly on 3 Br it Inf Div and 9 Cdn .Inf Bde . This .. fact 
wes made cleo.r by Muj - Gen Rennie , G.O. C. J Brit Inf Div, 
during a visit to the Canadinn formction . It was the 
British General 's view that 

••. our [9 Cdn Inf Bde] position and thnt of 
3 Br Div wes vital as Rommel might try and over­
run us with !lD.SS et tack of tanks nnd try end 
capture the beachhead in our r enr . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
our role is t o hold every German infantry.man . If 
tanks get through they will be mauled by our 
A tk guns nnd armour but if no infantr y gets 
through the t eJlks will hove to cone back and run 
the gcuntlet ogoin ~s they cannot stay without 
infantry . No inf ruit r y to pass is the Order of the 
day . 

(W. D., H. Q,. 9 Cdn Inf 
Bde , 13 Jun 44) 

Had he attempted to penetrate t his a.ran , RorJlllel would have 
found that the "heart of the British l!mpire" was still an 
extremely healthy organ . 




