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Members of the Air Detachment onboard the HMCS 
Winnipeg conduct a foc?sle transfer and hoist training 
with the CH-148 (image:Melissa Gonzalez, CAF)
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From the Bridge

Fellow NAC 
members, this my 
first ?From the 
Bridge? to appear 

in STARSHELL, marks the beginning of my 
term as NAC President. I expect most of you 
will recognize my name, having been national 
Vice-President over the past year and a half, as 
well as NAC Nova Scotia Branch President for 
the past three years. I take this opportunity to 
acknowledge our previous President, Bill 
Conconi, who as you know, we lost in May this 
year. Bill was a leader, a mentor and a true 
stalwart in the Association and we will miss 
him. We recently received a letter from Bill?s 
widow, Ellie, thanking the NAC for our 
donation in Bill?s memory to the Royal Victoria 
Yacht Club, of which Bill was a member and 
past president, towards the purchase of two RS 
Quest dinghies for recreational use and to 
support their youth sailing program.

As I take the helm, I note that the NAC is at 
a critical juncture in its transition from what 
was a largely social organization to one which 
has now taken on a more professional persona. 
This transition was undertaken to ensure that 
the Association would remain viable, and not 
wither into obscurity, as many like-minded 
organizations have over the past few years. 
Much of the ?modernization? so to speak, has 
been driven by the requirement to adhere to 
Canada?s Not for Profit Act and regulations, 
which allows us to maintain our charitable 
status and continue to collect donations and 
disperse funds through the National 
Endowment Fund. Additionally, we have come 
into the 21st century with an online presence 
and soon to be fully deployed membership 
database. 

This year through the Naval Affairs program 
we have also initiated online monthly speaker?s 
evenings, conducted a very successful online 

Conference on the Canada?s Submarine 
Requirements in June and an in-person 
conference/ workshop on Arctic Security 
Operational requirements in October in 
Halifax. We have also added interesting and 
relevant material to our website; progressed the 
development of a graphic novel about the 
Battle of the Atlantic and our Children?s Books 
are getting traction with increased sales. All 
these achievements are helping generate 
interest in the organization both as an entity 
with something relevant to say about why 
Canada needs an efficient, effective and 
globally deployable Royal Canadian Navy and 
to encourage people to join our ranks. These 
activities were possible thanks to the generosity 
of this year?s sponsors, (you will note their ads 
here in STARSHELL) whose contributions 
helped cover most of costs related to our Naval 
Affairs activities and minimized the need to dip 
into our strategic reserves.

Despite the pandemic and lack of 
face-to-face meetings over the past almost three 
years, your National Board has continued to 
operate at full speed, meeting twice in person 
and every 2-3 months virtually. I also convened 
a President?s Council in mid- October, the first 
such gathering of the clans, albeit online, in 
many years. The majority of Branches across 
the country were represented and we took the 
opportunity to share branch news, the situation 
with local membership and gauge the overall 
temperature of the organization. A common 
theme across the country was the challenge 
with maintaining the membership numbers and 
attracting new members. This will be a focus of 
our activities going forward.

Last week the National Board of Directors 
met in Ottawa over two days. Our discussions 
focused in two areas - governance and 
membership, which are both critical to our 
future. In the coming months a newly 

Bruce Belliveau, National President
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commissioned Governance Committee will take the 
consensus of the discussions and develop new 
policies and procedures, and overhaul our Bylaws, 
Guidance Manual and other directives to align the 
overall intent of these documents. Similarly, our 
Membership Committee is examining ways to 
simplify the membership and fee structure and will 
consult with branches in the coming months. The 
24/25 Nov board meetings also included the 
introduction of our new Executive Director, Mr Kevin 
Goheen. Kevin comes to us with an impressive 
resume and significant experience, having been ED of 
the Canadian Academy of Engineering for over 7 
years. We took the opportunity to thank David Soule 
for his many years of involvement in the Association 
as a member, Ottawa Branch Secretary and his 
exceptional dedication and exemplary work as 

National Executive Director over the past five years. 
Kevin and Dave are in the midst of a turnover and 
Kevin will officially start with us on 1 December. 

Looking forward to 2023 we are looking at 
organizing two conferences, with the expectation that 
one will be online and the other in person, as in 2022. 
Details of the conferences are still under 
consideration, but with the increased attention on 
Canada?s requirement for a submarine replacement 
program for the VICTORIA Class, one conference 
will likely focus on that issue. The second conference 
will likely deal with the RCN?s HR concerns, which 
have been very topical of late. 

Once again led by the Ottawa Branch, we are 
planning to execute a Battle of the Atlantic Gala 
Dinner on 3 May 2023. Besides being a great social 
gathering, past BOA Dinners have served as an 
important generator of funds to support operations, 
but we have not been able to hold a dinner since 
2018. Recently Commander RCN, VAdm Topshee 
has indicated that he will be pleased to co-host the 
dinner in 2023 as has been done in the past. The 
intent is to recognize 100th Anniversary of Canada?s 
Naval Reserve and the monumental contribution 
made to winning the Battle of the Atlantic by the 
members of the RCNVR and the RCNR. I encourage 
all who are able to consider attending. 

A final note, the BOA Dinner will include formal 
presentation of Admirals? Medal, another Naval 
Affairs initiative, and I am pleased to announce the 
recipient for 2022 will be Rear-Admiral (Ret?d) Ian 
Mack. You can read more in this edition of 
STARSHELL on NAC?s assuming responsibility for 
the Admirals? Medal and those worthy individuals 
who were recognized earlier this year with 
presentation of Medals. 

2023 has potential to be an outstanding year for the 
Naval Association. I sense we are on the cusp of 
growth and achieving recognition in terms of our 
efforts to support the RCN, but we need your 
continued interest and support to make it all happen. 
Enjoy your read of STARSHELL and consider 
making your own contribution to the NAC. 

HMCS Halifax during Operation REASSURANCE. Photo: 
Corporal Braden Trudeau, Formation Imaging Services

Keep in t ouch w it h t he NAC

If you are receiving NAC News, but are not a 
member, please consider joining. Or, keep in touch 
through social media.

Join the NAC
navalassoc.ca/branches/

View our newest Naval Affairs work
navalassoc.ca/naval-affairs

Archived weekly NAC new links
navalassoc.ca/naval-affairs/nac-news/

Follow us on Twitter
@navalassn

Should you wish to donate or leave a memorial  
visit: 
NAC Endowment Fund

NAC reference to assist veterans and/or seniors is 
located at Veteran?s Corner

https://navalassoc.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=76e75c17fef20d0c22b735731&id=8082ac5962&e=7385a5ae5c
https://navalassoc.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=76e75c17fef20d0c22b735731&id=8082ac5962&e=7385a5ae5c
https://navalassoc.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=76e75c17fef20d0c22b735731&id=8082ac5962&e=7385a5ae5c
https://navalassoc.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=76e75c17fef20d0c22b735731&id=8082ac5962&e=7385a5ae5c
http://www.navalassoc.ca/naval-affairs/links/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/naval-affairs/nac-news/
https://navalassoc.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=76e75c17fef20d0c22b735731&id=8d3d67c8a6&e=7385a5ae5c
https://navalassoc.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=76e75c17fef20d0c22b735731&id=8d3d67c8a6&e=7385a5ae5c
https://navalassoc.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=76e75c17fef20d0c22b735731&id=8d3d67c8a6&e=7385a5ae5c
https://navalassoc.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=76e75c17fef20d0c22b735731&id=5d30a96d8b&e=7385a5ae5c
https://navalassoc.us17.list-manage.com/track/click?u=76e75c17fef20d0c22b735731&id=5d30a96d8b&e=7385a5ae5c
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The Front Desk
NAC - Back  in Act ion

David Soule, Executive Director

This edition of 
Starshell reflects 
where we have been 

this year and where we want to go in the future. 
From my perspective this is truly a year in 
transition. After what has seemed like a lifetime 
of endless lockdowns and related pandemic 
restrictions, NAC is back in action. I would like 
to say ?back to normal? but I think in many 
ways we have made some changes in how we 
operate for the better ? some member activities 
that were previously focused at the branch level 
are now part of a national program. We now 
must ensure these changes in how we do 
business continue.

So what do I mean? Social media tools have 
meant monthly speaker events are now national, 
and all members can participate. In late April 
2022 your National BOD held a two-day 
working meeting to map out our strategic goals 
and objectives ? this was done as an in-person 
and virtual workshop as not all could travel. 
Admittedly not everything ran smoothly from a 
technical perspective, but the capability to do 
this empowers us to make decisions and plans as 
they are needed. Our annual AGMs for the past 
four years, and our recent June 2022 conference 
that focussed on the strategic requirements for a 
future submarine program, were held virtually. 
The need going forward is to make this the norm 
and to offer you the member the means to attend 
any event in-person or virtually is real. The 
technology is there and, while not perfect, this is 
very doable. Finally, if not already convinced, 
these social media events have been well 
attended so we know those interested in the topic 
at-hand will participate.

Finally ? NAC News continues to be a big 
draw from far and wide due. In addition, our 
naval affairs program folks have populated our 
website with a plethora of articles, papers, and 

briefing notes. If you have not looked at these, 
please do. At the very least you can steer 
someone who wants to know about things RCN 
and maritime affairs in general, the notes are 
written in layperson terms. At a time where the 
RCN is looking for future recruits and 
addressing manning issues we can do our part by 
helping Canadians understand why we need a 
navy and what the Navy and other maritime 
forces do to make the world a safe, secure and 
better place.

A Big Thank-You to Our  Sponsors

As you should already be aware, our key 
fundraiser, the 2022 Battle of the Atlantic Gala, 
was cancelled due to pandemic related issues. 
While we initially thought that this would be a 
serious blow to our sponsorship efforts, I am 
glad to report that our major sponsor from years 
past ? and several new sponsors have supported 
NAC despite the Galla?s cancellation. As you 
know our naval affairs program depends on this 
support. I ask you to view the list of our 
sponsors at the bottom of this webpage. I 
encourage you to you to ?click? on their logos to 
see in what business they are engaged and how 
they support our Navy.

NAC Conferences 2022

NAC sponsored and co-sponsored two 
conferences in 2022. Our future submarine 
capability on-line conference in June was a 
success. The papers for this were published in 
the Summer Special conference edition of 
Starshell. Print versions of this Starshell have 
also been distributed among senior policy and 
government members and their staffs, and are 
being made available at other maritime related 
conferences and special events. We received 

https://www.navalassoc.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/NAC-Strategic-Guidance-and-Plan-2022-2027-1.pdf
https://www.navalassoc.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/NAC-Strategic-Guidance-and-Plan-2022-2027-1.pdf
https://www.navalassoc.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/NAC-Strategic-Guidance-and-Plan-2022-2027-1.pdf
https://www.navalassoc.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/NAC-Strategic-Guidance-and-Plan-2022-2027-1.pdf
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/
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great support from industry as well as from several 
former and current submariners. All to say we think 
the event was a success and at least established a 
good first look at this RCN requirement.

In October, NAC and the Brian Mulroney Institute 
of Government at StFX, in partnership with the RCN, 
hosted a working level workshop which featured 
participation from key Arctic partners from the US 
and Denmark. The theme was ?Arctic Maritime 
Partnership.?  NAC President Bruce Belliveau and his 
team from NSNAC worked with Dr. Adam 
Lajeunesse and his merry band of researchers to 
ensure the event was a success. I am very pleased to 
report that the Navy, specifically Maritime Forces 
Atlantic, including some very pro-active folks at Base 
Halifax, fully supported this event from a logistic and 
participation perspective. This was not a ?more usual 
conference? format as the attendees were experts in 
Arctic matters at the working (operational) vice 
policy level. As one participant said the event was 
successful as it enabled very busy folks who work in 
this subject area on a daily basis to get together to 
work on solutions to mutual challenges they face in 
their day-to-day jobs. An initial peak at some of the 
conversations appears in this Starshell and a full 
report will be released very soon.

Your  NAC Needs You

As some of you know I will have stepped down as 
your National executive director by the time this 
edition of Starshell is published. My replacement will 
be announced shortly and based on his resume, I think 
his demonstrated abilities with other like 
organizations, will be of great value to the NAC.

We also need a treasurer. If you are interested, 
please contact me or my relief (he will continue to use 
my current NAC email address). While the position of 
executive director and treasurer have evolved into 
more demanding positions, some of the workload has 
been made easier with a more automated approach to 
accounting and from the administrative support we 
receive from our NAC National coordinator Nora 
Kennedy.

As I noted in the 2022 Winter edition of Starshell, 
like many similar organizations we are challenged in 
regard membership ? simply put: we need new blood. 

We also need folks to step up and assume key roles in 
the organization, whether at the National level or with 
your local branch so why not consider getting more 
involved as ?many hands make light work.?

Endowment Fund ? Campaign 2022

You will be receiving an EF Donor letter in the 
coming weeks. As I have written many times, this is 
your fund that supports many worthy maritime and 
related activities, organizations and projects. So 
consider making this one of your charities of choice.

As a reminder, we want to make a concerted effort 
in social media to advertise what organizations are 
awarded the grants so NAC gets some recognition for 
our contributions. Feel free to send me and Starshell?s 
editor, Adam Lajeunesse, your pictures, links, etc ?  
for any presentation related for the grant(s) your 
branch is sponsor for.

Membership and National Member Database

This may be a repeat but, as you are all aware we 
have moved our email service and member 
information ?products? such as NAC News and event 
announcements to the WildApricot (WA) platform. 
This transformation continues to progress, and while 
taking longer than anticipated to implement, it has 
been successful. Gerry Powell is membership 
coordinator for this project. While WA is mostly 
user-friendly for members, managing it does require 
some training and a little tech savviness. We also 
recognize that some of you would prefer to continue 
to pay by cheque or cash and we will continue to 
support this as well. All to say, we are on the road to 
making this work.

One year free-membership trial: If you know of 
someone who you think would be interested in 
joining our merry band of members (brothers and 
sisters), consider inviting them to participate in a local 
branch event or why not offer them a one year 
free-membership trial to check us out. All you need to 
do is contact me, or the NAC Coordinator or your 
local membership director so we can set this up in our 
National database.

https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/our-legacy/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/our-legacy/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/our-legacy/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-endowment-fund/endowment-fund-donation-form/
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NAC Children?s Book

This series of three books, ?Mom?s in the Navy?, 
?An Undersea Adventure?, and ?Over the Horizon? 
are available for sale at this link, as a set or 
individually in English and French. If you know of a 
school or library that could use either or both 
language versions of these books please let me know. 
Note we will honour the Christmas Special ? all 3 
books for $25 (includes shipping!)

Salty DipsVolume 11 ? ?Some Things Pass. 
Some Things Change. Some Just Stay the 
Same.?

The eleventh volume of ?Salty Dips? in hard and 
soft copy is available for purchase through Friesen 
Press as well as other sellers such as Amazon. The 
Friesen Press site also has links to e-book versions 
such as Amazon Kindle and Apple Books. The stories 
in this series all tell our naval history from the 
individual point of view. Why not consider buying a 
copy and donating it to your local library or enjoying 
a copy while on holiday this summer.

New Library and Archives Mailing Address

For those of you who submit written requests such 
as military service records for those serving after 
1919 or when submitting records to the Library and 

Archives Canada, please note their mailing address 
(not the actual building service address) has changed 
as of end-August 2022. It is at this link ? note you 
will need to include what service you request under 
the title line, ie. Legal Deposit,Access to Information, 
Privacy and Personnel Records Office, etc?  Again 
this address is only if you actually mail 
documentation not visit the building where the 
particular service is provided

Concluding Remarks

Well, it is time to close this ?Front Desk?. I want 
to personally thank you all for your support over the 
past 5 years (unfortunately there are too many to list 
here but you know who you are so thanks a bunch!) It 
has been a pleasure to serve. I also want to thank the 
Board of Directors for supporting me as well ? as 
some may know admin is not my specialty but I try! 
Finally, a special ?Thank You? to our coordinator 
Nora Kennedy for her valuable and relentless support, 
especially in her efforts to keep me and NAC 
administration on track!

Remember to have a laugh or two ? life is short 
and friendships can be fleeting with very few 
opportunities to reconnect and recall/share old times 
so keep a good sense of humour and remember the 
good times. Do remember that ?Life is good.?

A CH-148 Cyclone helicopter deploys infrared countermeasure flares over the Atlantic Ocean during 
Operation REASSURANCE (Image: Braden Trudeau, CAF)

https://www.navalassoc.ca/nac/nac-childrens-book/
https://books.friesenpress.com/store/title/119734000185236304/Naval-Association-of-Canada---Ottawa-Branch-Salty-Dips-Volume-11
https://books.friesenpress.com/store/title/119734000185236304/Naval-Association-of-Canada---Ottawa-Branch-Salty-Dips-Volume-11
https://www.amazon.ca/Salty-Dips-11-things-change/dp/1039106609/ref=tmm_pap_swatch_0?_encoding=UTF8&qid=1647914147&sr=8-2
https://www.amazon.ca/Salty-Dips-11-things-change-ebook/dp/B09MG9YDM8/ref=tmm_kin_swatch_0?_encoding=UTF8&qid=1647914147&sr=8-2
https://library-archives.canada.ca/eng/corporate/news/Pages/new-mailing-address.aspx
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Dear Fellow NAC Member,

 

Your Endowment Fund (EF) Trustees continue to 
focus on two key objectives: building the monetary 
value of the EF and furthering its three purposes ? 
remembering the past, supporting today?s Navy and 
building the future.  The particularly tumultuous 
global events of the past year underline an even more 
urgent need for your EF to support our Navy and its 
future. We can do this more successfully with your 
financial support in the form of cash, securities, a 
vehicle or cryptocurrency.

 Thanks primarily to your generosity, the EF 
awarded grants totalling $50,000 in 2022 to assist 
with Sea Cadet scholarships (through the Royal 
Canadian Sea Cadet Education Fund) and support to 
Sea Cadet activities in the Montreal area. In 
recognition of the upcoming 100th anniversary of the 
Naval Reserve of Canada grants were provided for 
the Revitalization of The Naval Reserve Monument at 
HMCS Carleton, for the commissioning of a 
composition of music to be performed throughout 
Canada by The National Band of The Naval Reserve 
in 2023 and for a Memorial Bench by HMCS 
SCOTIAN.  In support of remembering the past, 
grants were made for publishing ?Our Sailors-Our 
Stories? by HMCS SCOTIAN and to the Tofino 
Clayoquot Heritage Society for a maritime exhibit. 
Further support to HMCS SACKVILLE and the 
Naval Museum of Manitoba was also provided.

The Endowment Fund report was published in the 
2021 Fall edition of Starshell (pages 9 through 11). 
You can also access it at the following: 
https://www.navalassoc.ca/naval-affairs/starshell/ 

Your Fund serves as a catalyst in supporting 
suitable branch and community projects.For 2022, we 
received grant proposals totalling over $60,000. As 
your Fund becomes better known we Trustees 
anticipate a similar or larger request for support in 
2023.  To consistently sustain approximately $50,000 
in annual grants our investment portfolio needs to 
grow to at least $1.25 million, buoyed up by a healthy 
net return on investment and your donations.  An 
increase in donor support from you would facilitate 
our ability to respond to additional worthy funding 
requests.  We seek your help in doing this.

 

Please be generous in completing and returning 
the attached donation form!

Yours aye,

 

Admiral (Ret?d) John R Anderson, CMM, CD, RCN

Chair, NAC Endowment Fund, 

 

On behalf of the Trustees

Diana Dewar     

Richard Lewis

John R Anderson

Michael Zwicker

Bryn Weadon

https://www.navalassoc.ca/naval-affairs/starshell/
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(Image: Irving Shipbuilding)

Arct ic Mar it im e Secur it y 
In it ial Thought s on an Evolving 
Secur it y Dynam ic

HMCS Saskatoon in Amundsen Gulf on August 22, 2015 during Operation NANOOK (image: Cpl 
Donna McDonald, CAF)

 Cat e Belbin, Josh Kroker , Rory Jakubec, and Rachel Wallace

This November, the NAC was pleased to host a 
two-day workshop on the emerging security issues 
facing the maritime environment in the North 
American Arctic. A working level event, this meeting 
brought together Canadian, American, and Danish 
participants from government, academia, and northern 
communities to identify and explore common security 
concerns and develop recommendations to enable 
more effective cooperation ? between services and 
agencies, government and communities, and 
continental allies.

 The intent was to develop a common understanding 
and prioritization of different national security 
concerns and leverage participants? wealth of 
experience to identify real solutions. Read Admiral 
Brian Santarpia (Commander Maritime Forces 
Atlantic) and Brigadier General Pascal Godbout 
(Commanding Officer, Joint Task Force North) 

opened the two days, with additional presentations 
offered by Danish Arctic Command, the US Navy and 
Coast Guard, as well as the Canadian Coast Guard, 
and CAnArctic Inuit Networks.

In an attempt to break away from the typical 
conference format and draw out the expertise of our 
participants, most of this event was run as a 
workshop. Participants were divided into breakout 
groups to brainstorm topics, framed by suggested 
areas for exploration. The full results of these 
workshops will soon be released as a special NAC 
publication, however, in this edition of Starshell the 
student rapporteurs, who supported these workshops 
and recorded the conversations, are pleased to provide 
an initial overview of the most important operational 
problems identified, lessons learned, and solutions for 
a more safe and secure Arctic maritime region.
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The Issue: An Evolving Threat  Environm ent
- From a defence perspective the Arctic is a ?through place.? If missiles are going to be launched 

from the Arctic, they will go through the region - not to it.
- No one is going to invade the High Arctic. There is little of strategic value to attack
- There remains significant safety and security threats created by more activity in the northern 

waters.
- There exists ?conventional threats? and ?unconventional threats? in the North: conventional threats 

include the risk that other states pose to security; unconventional threats are largely tied to 
increased activity in the North (i.e., adventure tourism, cruise ships, undeclared activities, small 
vessel tracking (or lack thereof);

Problems Identified

- Canada is a middle-power and the Arctic is a sphere of competition, we do not have the capacity 
(or resources) to address external issues in the region by ourselves.

- Every North American Arctic state has stretched logistics and limited resources to respond to 
defence, safety, and security threats.

- Canada and other participant states had identified issues as they related to personnel shortages 
and recruitment issues in their respective armed forces and this impacts the Arctic.

- International participation in Canadian exercises like Op Nanook have seen administrative 
challenges. Invitations are sent to defence attachés but northern actors in allied militaries are not 
always brought into the loop. Canada needs to ensure that the right people are aware of these 
opportunities to improve cooperation.

Solutions Suggested
- Canada should expand its fleet of ice-strengthened patrol ships
- Canada should consider nuclear submarines as a Victoria-class replacement
- Op Nanook should be expanded. The operation has been beneficial for Canadian security and 

sovereignty vis-a-vis the North and Canada should reach out to Denmark to expand its 
participation; Op Nanook has provided a unique (and perhaps unprecedented) opportunity for 
engagement with Northern communities and academics. Demand is huge for civilian participation 
in Op Nanook and opportunities for research diplomacy with other states should be looked into.

- Canada should be engaging with non-Arctic States (such as some NATO allies), as the Canadian 
Arctic is NATO?s ?Northern Frontier.? We should stop looking at North American defence in a 
silo, it is connected to broader Western defence efforts.

- Increased NATO activity in the region should be tied into Canadian exercises. This could mean 
more Canadian participation with Exercise Cold Response.

- There is value in Greenland/Denmark joining NORAD to expand North American situational 
awareness across the Arctic.

- Modernization of NORAD is a high priority.
- Canada should consider expanding the number of countries that participate in Op Nanook. The 

country should invite other NATO allies (not necessarily just Arctic NATO States). This will 
facilitate interoperability for NATO States in the region.

- Canada should also expand the cooperative sail aspect of Op Nanook
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The Issue: Inf rast ruct ure and Resources

Problems Identified
- Canada and our allies are limited in the assets and technologies available in the North: 

satellites, sensors, ships, etc.
- There aren?t enough ports, airfields, or storage sites to support CAF operations.
- Local communities have limited infrastructure to support government operations.
- The location of equipment and the availability of resources across Northern communities 

should be mapped and a clear picture offered for who is able to access it. If, for instance, 
a community has Search and Rescue equipment, does the government know who has the 
key to that storage facility?

Solutions Suggested
- A recommendation was made for ?float logistics basing.? A repurposed AOR could 

function as a national or multinational asset to support allied operations while not 
impacting local communities.

- Multi-use and dual-purpose infrastructure can be used effectively to support the CAF and 
local communities. Denmark/Greenland provide examples of airports, used for civilian 
and military purposes. However, the ownership structure may create issues. These assets 
could also become lawful military targets in the event of armed conflict (such as 
SMARTCable) and would force the CAF to compete with commercial actors for space 
and usage. There is also the question (as seen in Greenland with airports and associated 
infrastructure) about who pays for the infrastructure.

HMCS Goose Bay at Nanisivik (Image: Wikimedia)
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The Issue: Search and Rescue

Problems Identified
- It is expensive to dedicate SAR assets to the North. Facilities are few and far between, it is 

expensive to maintain staff in the region and hard to maintain SAR assets with a northern 
supply chain.

- The vast SAR area that Canada is responsible for (up to the geographic North Pole) has 
created logistical and communications issues, notwithstanding the international agreement 
on SAR and Canada?s obligations

- Arctic Coast Guards have faced some issues as it pertains to Russia no longer being at the 
proverbial table on SAR; issues are emerging over how to manage cross-border SAR 
incidents without a major Arctic actor at the table

Solutions Suggested
- More allied cooperation with better communication could be applied to SAR operations. 

It would be wise to formalize SAR responses with allies to create a more harmonized 
response. This could include sharing assets and administrative burdens.

- There is tremendous potential for the Canadian Rangers to be more involved in SAR, in 
a more official capacity.

- More use of GPS technology for tracking community members on the land.

A Canadian Coast Guard Helicopter lands on the helo deck of the HMCS Toronto. The HMCS 
Toronto and the CCGS Pierre Radisson are conducting training excercises in the Hudson Straits to 
Help improve inter-departmental co-ordinatio (Image: David Cribb, CAF).
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Problems Identified 

- There are communications issues with multiple layers of governance - federal, territorial, 
municipal, and Indigenous

- Communication is important but ?consultation fatigue? is a real consideration when it 
comes to Inuit communities and visiting government officials. Many community leaders 
answer the same questions repeatedly. In part this relates to the lack of consistent staffing 
in the North and the CAF and GoC?s inability to retain corporate knowledge. There was a 
critical theme that emerged over the quantity of consultation over the quality of 
consultation - there is a lack of meaningful consultation.

- Building corporate knowledge can be difficult. Recruitment and personnel retention is 
becoming an issue for the CAF (one in ten positions are not currently filled); this, 
therefore, has an effect on communications between individuals, between departments, 
and even between governments.

- It takes time to build trust, especially as it pertains to Northern communities and the high 
turnover of military personnel presents a challenge when it comes to relationship building 
with northern communities. This is also a challenge at the operational level as developing 
a familiarity with Arctic operations takes time and standard personnel rotations 
continually strip that expertise. One participant noted that ?you cannot surge trust.?

Solutions Suggested
- The ?centre of gravity? for RCN operations in the Arctic is the local population. The CAF and 

other government departments need to work to increase capacity of local people in the North.
- Expanded local assets will support broader government capabilities.
- The Canadian Rangers and Junior Rangers program present an opportunity to build new links 

between Canada and Denmark. Denmark is exploring a new ?Ranger-adjacent? program, and 
Canada can support its development with lessons from the Rangers.

- Inuit input, linked to CAF goals, should shape hybridized infrastructure that can boost 
population retention and economic development.

- Improve horizontal communication between government actors to avoid duplication of 
community consultation.

The Issue: Com m unicat ions and Cooperat ion w it h 
Com m unit ies

HMCS WHITEHORSE member programs coordinates into the GPS of a Rigid Hull Inflatable Boat 
(RHIB) in the Pacific Ocean during OP CARIBBE on April 12, 2019. (Image: CAF)
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The Issue:  A Com m on Operat ing Pict ure

Problems Identified

- Issues of terminology create problems for communication. A shared taxonomy is needed. For 
example, what is a community, a region, and a civilian?

- A lot of defence research is siloed between departments and counties, creating overlap.
- There needs to be a clearer understanding of the operations of other states? organizations.  In the 

North, the lack of clear understanding of how other organizations function presents a challenge 
when it comes to collaboration.

- Small craft are hard to track across the North and to make matters more complicated, there is no 
requirement for AIS (as it seen with larger vessels that can be tracked); this is an example of an 
unconventional threat that is emerging in the region.

Solutions Suggested

- Canada should consider an MSOC for the Arctic that is focused on the region. American 
and Danish commands can be tied into this centre to create a broader, North American 
picture.

- With or without a formalized centre for information fusion, allies should collaborate and 
share data to prevent duplicate surveillance.

- Allies should collaborate on defence and pure scientific research to avoid inefficiencies.
- Generating a better idea of allies?procedures can be done systematically. The United 

States, for instance, has a classified interoperability guide for NATO nations and this 
concept could be expanded to fit requirements.Mandatory Automatic Identification 
Systems (AIS) in the North might make sense. This would facilitate ship tracking and 
regulatory enforcement. While it would be hard to enforce, it would create a clearer 
operating picture; a ship failing to shine AIS would stand out. Transport Canada 
acknowledged that they are trying to push this initiative forward on a voluntary basis.

A CH-148 Cyclone Helicopter flies alongside HMCS HAarry DeWolf during Royal Canadian Navy Sea Trials on October 22, 
2020 (Image: David Veldm, CAF)
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On March 8, 2022, International Women?s Day, the 
Naval Museum of Halifax proudly launched 
Challenging Traditions: Women in the Canadian 
Navy. Through the use of personal stories, 
experiences, and artifacts from women who have 
served, this exhibit takes an in-depth look into the 
rich and unique history of women in Canada?s naval 
service.

The museum is fortunate enough to have one of 
the largest Women?s Royal Canadian Naval Service 
(WRCNS) collections in Canada containing 
photographs, records, and memorabilia related to the 
women who have served. In the past, exhibits on the 
service of women have primarily focused on wartime 
WRCNS, more commonly known as Wrens. When 
we first started to do research for this exhibit, 
however, it quickly became apparent that the roots of 
women in the Royal Canadian Navy (RCN) go much 

deeper. The true foundation of women in the 
Canadian Navy dates all the way back to 1914 to a 
group of nurses who served on a hospital ship.

First Wor ld War ? a Need for  Nurses

When the First World War broke out in 1914, the 
demand for qualified nurses to serve on Canadian 
hospital ships like HMCHS Prince George was 
immediate as wounded soldiers started to return from 
the front. A civilian named Dr. Charles Barron 
Wainwright was tasked to outfit hospital ships with 
personnel. Wainwright insisted on recruiting female 
nurses from the Royal Jubilee and St Joseph's 
Hospitals in Victoria, British Columbia, for their 
excellence and skill.

When Wainwright presented his request for the 

Challenging Tradit ions
Jennifer  Gam ble, Curat or , Naval Museum  of  Halifax
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female nurses to serve with the Department of 
Defence, it was met with some hesitation. The role of 
women in nursing didn?t break as many social 
boundaries as in other professions, however at the 
time the Department, like Canadian society more 
broadly, was struggling with how to think of women 
working beyond the traditional domestic 
environment. Since the mid-1800s female nurses in 
Canada had been serving in the military, such as in 
the Crimean and Boar War. However, even though 
they had served in the army as nurses, they had never 
formally served on a ship.

Wainwright was prepared for such hesitation and 
firmly defended his request; eventually, the 
Department agreed with his reasoning and several 
Nursing Sisters were appointed to HMCHS Prince 
George. Elizabeth Pierce, Anne Dover, Gertrude 
Black, Penelope Mellen, Mabel Lindsey, and Bessie 
Watson were the first women to serve in the RCN.  
Well educated and experienced, these women were 
ideal candidates to assume their duties with the Navy. 
When the war ended, the hospital ships were 
decommissioned and these women returned to 
working in shore-based hospitals.

Second Wor ld War ? personnel shor tages

When Canada joined the Second World War in 
1939, the RCN was faced with the monolithic task of 
defending supply convoys crossing the Atlantic 
Ocean against an elite force of German U-boats.  
Out-manned from September 1939 to early 1942, 
Canada and its Allies were facing a losing battle at 
sea. No matter how quickly sailors and officers were 
recruited, it was never enough and personnel 
shortages were pervasive. Angus Lewis Macdonald, 
the federal Minister of National Defence for Naval 
Services at the time, quickly identified that the most 
logical solution to personnel shortage in Canada?s 
navy was to open up the service to women. The Royal 
Navy had proven in the First World War that women 
who served excelled and provided much needed 
support. Using this example, Macdonald successfully 
convinced the Canadian Admiralty, who were mindful 
of lingering Canadian social conservatism, that there 
was no reason not to open up the service to women. 
Thus on July 31, 1942, the WRCNS was established.  

The women who joined the WRCNS served in 
non-combatant roles as coders, truck drivers, supply 
officers and radio operators. In March 1943, 
Toronto-born Adelaide Sinclair was appointed 
Director of the service. A trained economist at the 
Wartime Prices and Trades Board in Ottawa, Sinclair 
had extensive experience working with young women 
in both professional and academic settings. Through 
her role, she diligently and contentiously advocated 
for women?s equality in the services. Sinclair was 
described by the Globe and Mail in 1944 as ?dynamic 
and diminutive? and took on challenges ?with calm 
competence and a liberal dash of humour?.

During this time, Canadian women also joined the 
Navy as nurses. Driven by the same desire to serve 
Canada, 343 women joined the Royal Canadian Naval 
Medical Service. The dedication and sacrifices these 
women made are reflected in nurses like Agnes 
Wilkie and Margaret Brooke. When the passenger 
ferry SS Caribou was torpedoed and sunk, Brooke did 
everything she could to keep herself and her friend 
from drowning. Despite these efforts, Wilkie 
succumbed to exposure and was lost when a large 
wave separated the two. This experience did not deter 
Brooke from continuing to serve Canada during and 
after the war. Our team at the Naval Museum of 
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Halifax was so fortunate to be able to connect with 
Brooke?s family prior to the opening of our 
Challenging Traditions exhibit; they generously 
donated the wristwatch she was wearing during the 
sinking, frozen to the time she was submerged, for 
display in the exhibition.

By the time the war ended in May 1945, over 
6,800 women had joined the WRCNS. Without the 
skills and determination of these women, the Battle 
on the Atlantic would have been lost.

Difficult decisions for  a peacetime Navy

By October 1945, Canadian Parliament had 
demobilized the Armed Forces, limiting the 
peacetime RCN to 10,000 members. At that time, 
Captain Sinclair was tasked to report on the feasibility 
of retaining the WRCNS as part of the peacetime 
Navy. Although she saw the value in maintaining a 
core of WRCNS personnel, the cost to continue to 
maintain a small unit of women was not economically 
viable; based on her recommendation, the WRCNS 
was disbanded in 1946.

A comeback for  women in service  

With the onset of the Korean War (1950-1953), 
the RCN once again faced personnel shortages and 
women were asked to enlist as Royal Canadian Naval 
Reservists in 1951. By 1955, over 700 women were 
actively serving, many employed in full-time 
positions. On January 25, 1955, recognizing the 
benefits and contributions that women were bring to 
the service, the Admiralty concluded 
that women were to be accepted into 
the Regular Force.

From 1955 onward, women 
continued excel in an increasingly 
diverse variety of roles. Early on, 
women such as Rear-Admiral 
(retired) Jennifer Bennett proved 
that, given the opportunity, female 
personnel contribute not only trade 
skills, but also a strong dedication to 
the service. Joining the RCN as an 
ordinary Wren in 1975, Bennett 
retired in 2019 as director general of 

litigation implementation. Through her career, 
Bennett broke many barriers for women and held 
several women?s advocacy appointments in which she 
worked to develop a more diverse and inclusive 
military culture.

When the Canadian Human Rights Act and the 
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms were 
passed in 1982, the RCN worked to eliminated 

barriers to women serving at sea and 
in combat roles and permitted 
women to serve at sea in 
replenishment ships and in diving 
tenders. The first RCN ship to allow 
women to serve onboard was the 
diving support vessel HMCS 
Cormorant. In a trial that lasted 
from 1980 to 1984, eight to 12 
women, all employed in the support 
trades, were part of the ship?s 
company.

The Naval Reserve continued 
to enroll a high percentage of 

Lieutenant Commander Adelaide Sinclair the first Canadian 
Director of the Women's Royal Canadian Naval Service August 
1943 (Image: Naval Museum).

Rear Admiral Jennifer Bennett 
(Image: DND)



Starshell (Fall 2022) | Page 20

women and readily integrated them into 
non-traditional trades and leadership roles. Women 
continued to excel as opportunities for learning new 
trades and advancements came up. In 1993, 
Lieutenant Leanne Crowe became the first woman to 
qualify as a clearance diving officer and the first 
female Commanding Officer of a Diving Unit. In 
2003, Master Seaman Colleen Beattie and Master 
Seaman Carey Ann Stewart became the first women 
to qualify as submariners. In 2001 the Submarine 
Service of Canada officially opened up to women 
serving on the newly acquired Victoria Class 
submarines. Though there were concerns about men 
and women living together in the tight and cramped 
quarters of a sub, it was not reason enough to deny 
women the equal opportunity to serve.

With strong advocates like Dr. Charles Barron 
Wainwright, Captain Adelaide Sinclair and 
Rear-Admiral Jennifer Bennett, traditionally 
male-dominated trades and roles progressively 
changed in the navy throughout the 20th century, 
providing new and growing opportunities to Canadian 
women. Today, the RCN is dedicated to being a 
modern and forward-looking organization where 
people are welcomed, feel safe in their workplace, 
and are judged solely on their competence and 
contribution to Canada?s defence goals. Diversity in 
all its forms ? including gender ? and inclusion, are 
core values that are considered in everything the RCN 

sets out to do. There are many dedicated individuals 
who advocate for these values and objectives pushing 
forward this evolution into Canada?s modern-day 
navy, including the trailblazing women who have 
served and continue to serve on behalf of Canada and 
Canadians.

Researching and recording women sailors? 
exper iences, now and in the future

Part of the biggest challenge the Naval Museum 
of Halifax team faces in searching for more 
contemporary exhibit content on women sailors is that 
for the more integrated women, it is simply harder to 
follow the thread of their everyday experiences. Many 
woman sailors, both commissioned and 
non-commissioned, feel like they didn?t do anything 
special, others are perhaps not ready for their 
memoires and memorabilia to go to a museum; that 
said, identifying and researching these stories and 
experiences has become a focus for our future 
collection development efforts.

The museum is proud to preserve and share these 
stories to all visitors, and will continue to work to 
capture the memories of women who serve in the 
RCN. Challenging Traditions is open now at the 
Naval Museum of Halifax, 2729 Gottingen Street, and 
open Monday to Friday (except holidays) from 9:00 
am to 4:00 pm. For more information on the Naval 
Museum Halifax, visit this link.

Probationary officer for WRCNS, kingsmill house Ottawa (Image: Naval Museum)

Jennifer Gamble is a graduate of Dalhousie University and Fleming College. Over the past decade she has 
had the privilege to work with many Associations and museums including the Community Museum 
Association of PEI and with Canada?s Naval Memorial Trust / HMCS Sackville. Jennifer became the 
Curator for the Naval Museum of Halifax in December 2018.

https://www.canada.ca/en/services/defence/caf/militaryhistory/militarymuseums/museums/military-museums-directory/naval-museum-halifax.html. 
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/defence/caf/militaryhistory/militarymuseums/museums/military-museums-directory/naval-museum-halifax.html. 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Sixty years ago, the world held its breath as the 
prospect of a global nuclear war played out in the 
western Atlantic Ocean over a period of few short 
weeks, when the Soviet Union was caught in the 
process of deploying a land-based nuclear weapons 
capability to Cuba ? a direct threat to North America.  
While history credits the eventual de-escalation of the 
crisis to the US Navy?s enforcement of a naval 
?quarantine? around Cuba, what is not well known is 
that the Royal Canadian Navy (RCN) played a 
significant role in this operation. In a recently 
released E-book, Michael Whitby, the Senior Naval 
Historian at the Directorate of History and Heritage 
has produced a superb official history of Canadian 
maritime (naval and air) activities during this crisis 
entitled: Exceptional Circumstances Canada?s 
Maritime Response to the Cuban Missile Crisis 
October ? November 1962. This history focuses on 
the activities of the RCN leadership, notably then 
Rear-Admiral Ken Dyer, the Commander Maritime 
Forces Atlantic (MARLANT), as well as the ships, 
submarines and air squadrons that conducted 

operations in the defence of North America.

In reviewing the situation facing Canada?s 
maritime forces sixty-years ago, this new work 
underscores the real threat to the Canadian homeland 
? a missile firing submarine armed with nuclear 
weapons ? and the continuing need for credible 
maritime defences.  This is a fact that has not changed 
since the Cold War. The recent Russian invasion of 
Ukraine certainly leads one to reflect on the lessons 
identified in 1962 and contemplate how Canada 
would fare in similar circumstances today. To explore 
this question, I will look at the following factors to 
identify key lessons:

- Readiness
- Surveillance capability
- ASW capability
- Relationships with Allies
- Command and Control

Situation

 In 1962 Canada?s maritime defences were 
transitioning from legacy Second World War 

The Need For  Ef fect ive Mar it im e Defence 
Lessons From  The Cuban Missile Cr isis

Norm  Jolin

This article is based on Michael Whitby?s recent work for 
the CAF Directorate of History and Heritage: 
"Exceptional Circumstances" accessible here

https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/themes/defence/caf/militaryhistory/dhh/commemorative/exceptional-circumstances.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/themes/defence/caf/militaryhistory/dhh/commemorative/exceptional-circumstances.pdf
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equipment to modern naval and air assets, through a 
combination of new construction and modernization 
programmes. While not without its difficulties, in 
October 1962 the RCN and the RCAF Maritime Air 
Command (MAC) were in a relatively good position, 
with well trained and equipped forces, to immediately 
deploy an effective anti-submarine warfare (ASW) 
capability.

On 16 October 1962 US President John F. 
Kennedy received irrefutable intelligence that 
offensive nuclear medium range ballistic missile sites 
were being constructed in Cuba, less than 150 km 
from the continental United States. On 22 October, in 
a national television address, President Kennedy 
described to the world the situation that was ongoing 
in Cuba and the measures he intended to take in 
response ? notably the establishment of a ?strict 
quarantine on all offensive military equipment that 
provided a nuclear strike capability against the 
Western Hemisphere.? Hours prior to his television 
address, key allies, including Canadian Prime 
Minister John Diefenbaker, were briefed on the 
situation.

The events that subsequently unfolded over the 
next three weeks in Ottawa, with regards to crisis 
management by the Canadian government, while 
pertinent to any study of Canada?s response to the 
Cuban Missile Crisis, are not the subject of 
Exceptional Circumstances, and this paper will only 
address command and control issues between the 
RCN, RCAF and the US Navy, at the time.1

The Threat

In 1962 the Soviet Navy had over three hundred 
submarines in service, the majority being the Project 
613-class (NATO reporting name WHISKEY), but six 
were of the Project AV 611-class (NATO reporting 
name ZULU V) which were capable of firing the 
R-11FM Scud ballistic missile.2 Moreover, by the late 
1950s, in addition to the Project 627-class (NATO 
reporting name NOVEMBER) nuclear-powered 
attack submarines, the ocean-going Project 641-class 
(NATO reporting name FOXTROT) diesel-electric 
attack submarine began to enter service. It was four of 
the FOXTROT-class submarines that deployed to the 
western Atlantic under Operation KAMA, the naval 
component of Operation ANADYR, which was 

tasked with increasing Soviet striking power by 
positioning nuclear missiles in Cuba. In addition to 
the submarines, the ubiquitous Soviet fishing fleet 
(which were also intelligence collectors) hindered 
ASW efforts.  Particularly troublesome was the fact 
they had the same diesel engines as the 
FOXTROT-class submarines which made positive 
acoustic identification difficult and muddled the 
surveillance plot. They were also effective in using 
their trawls to disable SOSUS arrays and 
communication cables.

In fairness to those facing the crisis sixty years 
ago, today we have a much more accurate 
understanding of the actual submarine force deployed 
by the Soviets in 1962. However, at the time the 
estimates were as high as ten Soviet submarines in the 
Western Atlantic, which included at least one 
ZULU-class missile firing submarine. What was not 
known by ASW forces prosecuting submarine 
contacts, was that the FOXTROT-class submarines 
were each armed with a nuclear torpedo ? a 
significant factor in subsequent ASW actions had it 
been known.3

Readiness

In October 1962 MARLANT forces were 
somewhat fortuitous in that they were preparing for a 
major CAN/US naval exercise (Exercise BEAGLE 2) 
later in the month. I say somewhat, as the RCN?s only 
ASW Carrier Group (HMCS Bonaventure and five 
CORTRON ONE destroyers) were in European 
waters completing a NATO exercise at the time of the 

Project 627-class (source: Wikicommons)

Foxtrot-class submarine
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crisis ? as Michael Whitby adroitly observes: ?an 
invaluable asset at a critical time in the wrong place 
which illustrates the potential shortcomings of having 
only one such asset.?4

On 17 October the rising tensions in the Atlantic, 
notably the build-up of Soviet shipping to Cuba and 
indications of increased Soviet submarine activity, 
had already spurred an increase in air patrols. On 24 
October, in coordination with the US 
Commander-in-Chief Atlantic Fleet 
(CINCLANTFLT), the ?Argentia SUB / AIR Anti- 
submarine Barrier?, named STONEWALL, was 
established to support the SOSUS sound surveillance 
system, which was a de facto 1100 km maritime 
tripwire from the Cabot Strait out to the Northwest 
Atlantic. It consisted of submarines and maritime 
patrol aircraft (MPA), however, it was only the 
RCAF?s CL 28 Argus MPA that had the endurance to 
cover the farthest extremity of the barrier, with 
average mission lengths of 17 hours.

On 25 October, CORTRON FIVE, made up of 
five new Restigouche-class destroyer-escorts (DDE), 
was at the time the ready duty squadron and the ships 
were directed to store for war and immediately deploy 
for operations. Simultaneously the British 6th 
Submarine Squadron?s two Amphion-class 
submarines under MARLANT operational control 
were deployed off Newfoundland. This was quickly 
followed by CORTRON NINE?s four Prestonian-class 
frigates a day later and CORTRON SEVEN?s five 
Prestonian-class frigates on 29 October.  At the same 
time, a squadron of eight CS2F Trackers were 
deployed from HMCS Shearwater, the RCN Naval 
Air Station in Dartmouth NS, to Sydney, NS to 
provide air support to the frigates. Finally, 
CORTRON THREE, consisting of two Second World 
war vintage destroyers with HMCS Columbia 
(Restigouche-class DDE conducting work-ups) was 
quickly brought up to personnel strength by pulling 
sailors out of the training establishments. An 
impressive short-fused maritime mobilization, but 
how long could it be sustained? 

Lacking a replenishment at sea capability, the 
future HMCS Provider, the RCN?s first Auxiliary 
Oiler Replenishment (AOR) was at that time under 
construction and HMCS Cape Scott (an escort 
maintenance ship) was not designed to support 

replenishment at sea - a critical shortcoming. This 
meant that ships had to return to harbour to fuel 
which caused a significant reduction in warship ?on 
station? availability ? initially 25% reduction in 
available assets but later, when CORTRON FIVE 
deployed further south, it increased to a 50% 
reduction in availability.

On 28 October, when Soviet Premier Nikita 
Krushchev acquiesced and promised to remove the 
missiles from Cuba, there was great relief in Ottawa 
as the crisis de-escalated politically, however, four 
confirmed Soviet submarines remained in the western 
Atlantic. Disengagement is always a dangerous time, 
and it is important to not let one?s guard down until 
the threat has fully dissipated. This put MARLANT at 
odds with Naval Service Headquarters (NSHQ) in 
Ottawa who were under pressure to reduce costs in 
the face of a severe financial crisis confronting the 
federal government at the time. Notably it was the 
fuel budget that was top of mind and a key factor in 
maintaining heightened readiness in the face of an 
ongoing Soviet submarine threat.

Throughout the Cuban Missile Crisis, seventy-six 
percent of Atlantic command?s ships and submarines 
(29 of 38) were available to be deployed, with 
sixty-six percent (12 of 18) of Pacific command units 
available. Moreover, the RCAF MAC were forced to 
abort only three of ninety-eight planned sorties ? a 
formidable response that was possible in 1962. Yet by 
the end of the decade eight years later, the fleet 
available to the post-Unification Commander 
Maritime Command had been significantly reduced. 
Gone were HMCS Bonaventure, the sole aircraft 
carrier, seven Tribal-class destroyers and eighteen 
Prestonian-class frigates, leaving the twenty St. 
Laurent-class DDEs, seven of which had been 
converted to carry a Sea King helicopter (DDH). 
While the fleet had gained three AORS and three 
Oberon-class submarines, this was a substantial 
reduction in numbers of naval assets available to 
respond to a similar situation should it arise.5

 

Surveillance capability

Canada?s ocean area of responsibility is vast, and 
the events of October 1962 illustrated the enormous 
challenge in conducting intensive surveillance of the 
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assigned areas. While the activities of October 1962 
were focused on the east coast of Canada and the 
United States, it should be noted that surveillance 
efforts were underway by ships and aircraft on the 
west coast with the RCAF 407 Squadron?s P2V7 
Neptune MPA conducting surveillance operations 
over the Gulf of Alaska.

In the subsequent wash-up of MARLANT?s 
response to the crisis, the need for better surveillance 
capability and capacity was forefront. The 
Commander MARLANT, RAdm Ken Dyer, 
expressed his concern that the Soviets were able to 
deploy a large number of submarines without 
warning; emphasizing the need to increase efforts to 
gain strategic intelligence. SOSUS at the time was in 
its infancy and expectations were somewhat dashed 
by its reported poor performance. As would be 
discovered later, the system was in fact recording the 
acoustic signatures, it was just that the operators at 
that time were unaware of what the signatures should 
look like for a snorting Soviet FOXTROT-class 
submarine.

But it was the ballistic missile launching 
submarine, which was the most serious threat to the 
North American homeland, that demanded a higher 
surveillance posture. While the events of the Cuban 
Missile crisis were understandably focused on the 
immediate removal of land based nuclear missiles 
threatening the continental United States, in the 
long-term it was the threat of undetected missile 
firing submarines that spurred a revolution in ASW. 

Specifically, it was the detection of a ZULU-class 
ballistic missile submarine fueling from a Soviet 
replenishment ship that analysts assumed would 
return to a patrol off North America which further 
heightened tensions.

 ASW capability

At the time, the Restigouche-class DDEs, which 
were considered the most effective ASW naval units 
in MARLANT, compared quite favourably with 
equivalent anti-submarine frigate sized ships in other 
Allied navies, as these ships were crewed by 
experienced professionals who saw ASW as their 
métier. While the Second World War vintage 
destroyers had been upgraded, they were rapidly 
approaching the end of their service lives and were 
adequate ASW units at best. The Prestonian-class 
ocean-escorts, also of Second World War 
construction, had been extensively upgraded in the 
1950s, but lacked the speed and sensor fit of the 
DDEs.  Moreover, it was aviation that was paramount 
to the success of modern ASW and arguably Canada?s 
greatest strength was the maritime air component of 
the RCN and the RCAF.  Represented by CL 28 
Argus, CS2F Tracker and P2V-7 Neptune aircraft, all 
of which were fitted with the latest sensors, and like 
the Restigouche-class DDEs they were crewed with 
experienced ASW specialists.

 HMCS Bonaventure, configured as an 
Anti-Submarine aircraft carrier with her embarked 
CS2F Tracker squadron, was a core ASW asset for 

HMCS Buckingham (FFE 314) (Image: DND)
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the RCN, however, at the start of the crisis it was in 
European waters and unable to join the initial phase 
of the operation.  That said, RCN and RCAF aircraft 
operating from shore bases represented a significant 
ASW capability, particularly the CL 28 Argus MPA 
that could simply ?fly further and linger longer, with 
more capability than any other MPA? in the world.

Finally, there was the new and highly classified 
Sound Surveillance System (SOSUS), which was 
later to prove a critical Cold War resource in the 
detection and tracking of Soviet submarines by the 
capture and analysis of their acoustic signatures. This 
was achieved by a series of hydrophone arrays laid on 
the ocean floor which received the low-frequency 
sound signals that were then analyzed by a shore 
station connected to the array.  HMCS Shelburne, in 
Shelburne NS, was one such station in the SOSUS 
system ? notably with most of the analysts being 
female members of the RCN (proudly known as 
Wrens). These were early days, and the system was in 
its infancy, which gave rise to a number of false 
contacts, mainly because the analysts had yet to build 
up a library of submarine acoustic signatures. This 
was further complicated by the commonality in diesel 
propulsion machinery in FOXTROT and ZULU-class 
submarines and the ever-present Soviet fishing 
trawlers. Furthermore, because the intelligence 
gleaned from SOSUS was so highly classified, the 
ability to share SOSUS information was extremely 
limited.

In the end, there were numerous reports of 
?possible? submarine detections in Canada?s areas of 
operation, but none were ?confirmed? and indeed no 
Soviet submarines were actually deployed to these 
areas. It is worth remembering that by the start of the 
increased ASW surveillance effort on 24 October, the 
four FOXTROT-class submarines had already 
successfully transited, undetected, to the Sargasso Sea 
area. The RCN and the RCAF had adequate resources 
to prosecute submarine contacts in assigned areas of 
operations, but they did not have the intelligence to 
warn of the surge in submarine activity so as to 
deploy ASW forces, nor the ability to sustain this 
operational tempo indefinitely.

Relationship with Allies

Canada in 1962, as it remains today, did not have 
a large enough military to justify a national 
defence-industrial base, either fiscally or politically. 
Lessons learned from the Second World War 
eschewed reliance on an overseas supply chain and 
while in 1962 a significant portion of the RCN?s 
legacy fleet was of British design with British 
equipment, the introduction of the St. Laurent-class 
DDEs in the 1950s saw the beginning of a tangible 
shift to more and more US Navy equipment supported 
by a North American supply chain.6 While this made 
good logistical sense, it also forced closer ties 
between the RCN and the USN, that heretofore had 
been heavily dominated by the British Royal Navy.

This change started during the Second World War 
with the Permanent Joint Board on Defence (PJBD) 
for military cooperation in the 1940s but also 
reflected the close relationship that had been formed 
between the USN and the RCN during the Battle of 
the Atlantic. In 1949 the creation of NATO and the 
Canada-US Regional Planning Group (CUSRPG) 
promoted liaison between the two North American 
navies under the command of the NATO?s Supreme 
Allied Commander Atlantic (SACLANT), who was a 
US Navy Admiral doubled hatted as the Commander 
in Chief US Atlantic Fleet (CINCLANTFLT). While 
CUSRPG was part of NATO, for security reasons 
Canada and the US were often unwilling to share 
continental defence arrangements with NATO allies, 
particularly SOSUS intelligence. Importantly, in the 
case of the Cuban Missile Crisis, this operation was HMCS Shelburne (source: Wikicommons)
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seen by the Americans as a ?national? emergency and 
the relationship between Canadian and US forces 
?was governed strictly by bilateral arrangements? ? to 
be clear, this was not a NATO operation.7

It was the bi-lateral agreements and the close 
professional relationship between the RCN and the 
USN that allowed the US Navy to concentrate their 
naval forces on the enforcement of the quarantine 
around Cuba.  With American surveillance resources 
stretched, on 27 October, the US Navy asked the 
RCN to increase its surveillance scope southward to 
an area 480 km seaward of New York City which is 
outside the Canadian Atlantic (CANLANT) sub area 
of operations. Notably, this was an area that 
represented an attractive launch area for missile firing 
submarines - a request that could only go to a trusted 
and capable ally. 

Canada?s commitment was critical to the success 
of the American quarantine and the US Navy 
indicated its full appreciation when CINCLANTFLT 
acknowledged that Canadian assistance and 
cooperation had contributed significantly to the ASW 
effort, notably observing that ?without this valuable 
assistance much of the Western Atlantic would not 
have been adequately covered because of the [US 
Atlantic Fleet?s] heavy ASW commitments.?8

Command and Control

Canada?s role in the Cuba Missile Crisis has been 
plagued by many myths and misconceptions, most 
notably that RAdm Dyer, the Commander 
MARLANT, deployed the forces under his command 
without the requisite authority.  Nothing could be 
further from the truth. It is not the intent of this paper 
to discuss the political situation in Ottawa, but 
Whitby makes clear that at the operational level, Dyer 
acted in accordance with his authority under standing 
bi-lateral agreements.  Moreover, at the strategic 
level, the Chief of Naval Staff (CNS), VAdm Rayner, 
was fully engaged in the situation as it unfolded, and 
Defence Minister Harkness and the Associate 
Minister Sévigny were continually kept informed. In 
short, all the senior defence officials in the chain of 
command were completely aware of, and in accord, 
with Dyer?s plans.

At the tactical level, the coordination within the 

RCAF MAC and the RCN Atlantic command in their 
participation in STONEWALL occurred 
automatically following previously agreed bilateral 
defence measures. Later, on 3 November, the 
Commander MARLANT, RAdm  Dyer, and the US 
Commander ASW Forces US Atlantic Fleet, VAdm 
Taylor USN, decided to deploy three ships on a 
barrier patrol (HMC Ships Restigouche, Huron and 
Sioux) off the Nantucket Light Vessel against a 
possible ZULU-class submarine contact.  Since it was 
outside the CANLANT zone it involved ?chopping? 
the Canadian ships to the ?limited tactical control? of 
the USN Commander of Task Group 81.2. In a signal 
copied to NSHQ, Dyer explained that ?limited tactical 
control involves the positioning of Canadian forces ?  
along with provision of intelligence. Canadian tactical 
procedures and rules of engagement will be employed 
by Canadian forces.? Throughout, RAdm Dyer would 
retain ?overall operational control and logistic 
support.?9

It all worked seamlessly, however, in the post 
operation wash-up, VAdm Rayner, the CNS, decided 
that in future the implementation of measures 
associated with bi-lateral agreements would require 
approval from NSHQ prior to being set in motion by 
a command, thus formalizing the process that had so 
recently proved to be quite successful.

Lessons

In summary, the 1962 crisis identified several 
important lessons:

Time - first and foremost, crises of this magnitude 
will always be fast moving and any ability to respond 
will be limited to the forces immediately at hand. In 
the case of maritime forces, it takes a generation to 
build and develop effective capabilities in both people 
and the ships, submarines and aircraft they crew. 
Credible maritime defences are not something that 
can be acquired at the last minute.

Procurement - Canada does not have an extensive 
military/industrial base and almost all procurement is 
through foreign based industry, which takes time - 
usually measured in years.  Nations will always 
prioritize domestic requirements over international 
orders in times of crisis and conflict, therefore, timely 
procurement to avoid obsolescence is critical.
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Interoperability and liaison - the ability to quickly 
stand up joint and multi-national forces in an 
international operation is critical to any effective 
response. For this to work, it must be underpinned by 
well thought out agreements, plans and regular 
exercising.

Numbers matter  - particularly in the surveillance of 
vast ocean areas, in that effective presence requires 
units to be on station.  Moreover, ?one off? 
capabilities will be potentially unavailable when 
needed (e.g. ships in extended maintenance).

Logistics determines sustainability - after an 
impressive surge in response to an immediate threat, 
it was logistics that determined sustained readiness 
levels, in both materiel and the ability to efficiently 
deliver it without a dedicated replenishment ship.

Intelligence is key to the most effective use of 
available assets and capabilities.  There will 
never be enough units to cover all eventualities, but 
with the skillful use of intelligence the most effective 
use of resources can be achieved.

Conclusion

In reflecting on the tumultuous events of sixty 
years ago, the crisis graphically illustrated the need to 
constantly maintain credible maritime defences. In 
1962 Canada?s maritime forces were ready and 
acquitted themselves well, as they rapidly deployed a 
significant ASW capability in close coordination with 
the US Navy.  The operational and tactical command 
and control relations, be it interservice or 
international, functioned flawlessly in a time of 
intense international crisis. That said, while the 
maritime forces had relatively adequate numbers, not 
all the ships had the necessary capabilities to be 
effective ASW units. Moreover, the Commander 
MARLANT lacked intelligence support and the 
ability to logistically sustain operations efficiently.

In 1962 much of the military equipment used in 
Canadian ships and aircraft, was bought offshore 
mainly in the US and the UK. This is a hallmark of 
post-war Canadian defence policy and a factor in 
collective defence which remains to this day.10 

Because, without a domestic defence industrial base, 
Canada is reliant on key allies, notably the US, for 
equipment procurement and sustainability.  While this 

allows for greater interoperability with likely partners 
in any future conflict, it demands that sufficient 
resources are procured in advance, as in times of 
tension and conflict, nations will understandably 
focus on their domestic requirements as a national 
priority. In 1990 Canada was fortunate that the largely 
American-made weapons systems acquired for the 
Canadian Patrol Frigate project had been delivered 
and were available to be rapidly retrofitted to the 
ships deploying in the first Gulf War. The current 
situation in Ukraine illustrates the truism that one 
goes to war with the forces it has, and last-minute 
defence-related procurement is problematic at best.

But contrary to popular belief, the threat of 1962 
has not gone away with the end of the Cold War and 
the worldwide proliferation of modern submarines is 
worrisome.  Specifically, both Russia and China 
possess large fleets of nuclear and conventionally 
powered submarines that are capable of firing both 
ballistic and cruise missiles. Currently China is 
operating 75 submarines of which 16 are 
nuclear-powered ? seven capable of firing ballistic 
missiles. As for Russia, it is in the process of 
renewing its Soviet-era submarine fleet and is 
currently operating 57 front-line submarines, of which 
33 are nuclear powered with eight being ballistic 
missile firing submarines. As we have seen in the 
recent conflict in Ukraine, Russian conventional 
submarines are launching Kalibr cruise missiles from 
their torpedo tubes.

At the same time, Canada?s fleet has been reduced 
to twelve Halifax-class frigates (with embarked CH 
148 Cyclone helicopters) and four Victoria-class 
submarines. While two AORs are under construction, 
with Canada leasing a non-combatant civilian tanker, 
six Arctic and Offshore Patrol vessels are in the 
process of delivery (with a limited warfare capability) 
and twelve Maritime Coastal Defence Vessels are in 
service, with virtually no warfare capability other 
than an at sea surveillance and reporting capability. 
These units are supported by fourteen modernized 
RCAF CP 140 Aurora MPA operating from bases on 
both coasts. This leads one to question whether 
Canada?s maritime defences are adequate to meet a 
similar threat today.

Since the beginning of the Second World War, 
through the Korean conflict, the first Gulf War (Op 



Starshell (Fall 2022) | Page 29

FRICTION) and later the Global War on Terrorism 
(Op APOLLO), Canada?s naval forces can rapidly 
deploy a meaningful capability and are inevitably the 
first response out the door in a crisis. But they must 
exist in the first place. Sixty years on our maritime 
forces, while technologically superior to their 
predecessors, are numerically inferior to the point 
where one must question how they would fare in a 
similar circumstance - have we really learned the 
lessons of 1962?
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and its hesitation in following the Kennedy 
administration?s response to a rapidly evolving crisis 
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fleet. With the addition of two Protecteur-class Joint 
Support Ships, currently under construction, this fleet of 
36 ships will represent 64 percent of the ships and 
submarines available to the Maritime Commander in 1962.
6 Haydon, 55.
7 Whitby, 11.
8 Whitby, 65.
9 Whitby, 73-74.
10 Haydon, 55.

Capt(N) [Ret?d] Norman Jolin served 37 years in the Canadian Navy, with the majority of his career in 
both ships and submarines. He was a member of the Directing Staff at the Canadian Forces College and 
later at NATO?s Strategic Transformation Command and subsequently served as the Naval Adviser to 
the UK and Defence Attaché to Denmark, and as a member of NATO?s International Military Staff. On 
retiring from naval service, he set up a private consulting firm and joined CFN Consultants as the 
associate specializing in support to acquisition projects for the Royal Canadian Navy and the Canadian 
Coast Guard.

(HMCS  Gatineau. Image: DND)

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zulu-class_submarine
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zulu-class_submarine
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zulu-class_submarine


Starshell (Fall 2022) | Page 30



Starshell (Fall 2022) | Page 31

The Navy Welcomes Two New AOPS

This June, the RCN welcomed its second and third 
Arctic and Offshore Patrol Ships (AOPS), HMCS 
Margaret Brooke and HMCS Max Bernays with a 
joint naming ceremony. The naming ceremony is an 
important naval tradition, intended bring good luck to 
the vessel and crew. Allyson Brooke, the youngest 
niece of Margaret Brooke is the co-sponsor of HMCS 
Margaret Brooke along with her older sister, Margaret 
Elizabeth Brooke. Shannon Bernays is the 
granddaughter of Max Bernays and the sponsor of 
HMCS Max Bernays, the third vessel that will be 
delivered to the Royal Canadian Navy this fall.

The AOPS are designed specifically to operate in 
northern waters, and will provide the capacity needed 
to monitor the country?s sovereignty, and security, 
economic and environmental concerns in the North. 
These new ships can break through new and first-year 
ice and have anti-icing features to protect equipment 
and personnel in the Arctic environment ? a 
particularly important capability as Arctic waterways 
continue to open up.

Able to remain at sea for longer periods of time, the 
AOPS can carry large water and fuel reserves, and 
additional rations and supplies. Once reaching its full 
operational capability, the ship will soon also be able 
carry a helicopter and air detachment, increasing its 
range in an area where fuelling and resupply facilities 
are limited or non-existent

HMCS Margaret Brooke

AOPV 431 is named after Margaret Martha 
Brooke who enrolled as a Nursing Sister Dietician on 
March 9, 1942 at the rank of Sub-Lieutenant (SLt). 
She was promoted to the rank of Acting Lieutenant on 
July 1, 1946, then to Lieutenant (Navy) on January 1, 
1948, and finally to Lieutenant-Commander on April 
1, 1957. She served in the Royal Canadian Navy from 
1942 to 1962.

Born in 1915 in Ardath, Sask., Lieutenant- 
Commander (LCdr) Brooke studied as a dietician 
before the start of the Second World War and chose it 

(Image: Irving Shipbuilding)

Derived from reporting from Irving Shipbuilding and the RCN
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as her occupation upon her enrollment. On October 
14, 1942 during a crossing of the Cabot Strait off the 
coast of Newfoundland, the ferry SS Caribou was 
torpedoed by the German submarine U-69. The ferry 
sank in five minutes. Fighting for her own survival, 
LCdr Brooke (who was a SLt at the time) did 
everything humanly possible to save the life of her 
colleague and friend, Nursing Sister SLt Agnes 
Wilkie, while both women clung to ropes on a 
capsized lifeboat. In spite of LCdr Brooke?s heroic 
efforts to hang on to her with one arm, her friend 
succumbed to the frigid water. For this selfless act, 
LCdr Brooke was named a Member of the Order of 
the British Empire.

Following her return to civilian life, Margaret 
Brooke completed her university studies in 
paleontology at the University of Saskatchewan, 
where she achieved her doctorate. She was the author 
of numerous research studies on the subject. Margaret 
Brooke passed away in Victoria on January 9, 2016 at 
the age of 100.

HMCS Max Bernays

AOPV 432 is named after Chief Petty Officer 
(CPO) Max Bernays, a Canadian naval hero who 
served as the Coxswain of His Majesty?s Canadian 
Ship (HMCS) Assiniboine during the Second World 
War?s Battle of the Atlantic.

Max Bernays was born in 1910 in Vancouver, 

British Columbia. He had served in the Royal 
Canadian Navy Volunteer Reserve (RCNVR) in 1929 
and served with Canadian National Steamships in the 
1930s. Bernays was recalled by the Royal Canadian 
Navy at the outbreak of the Second World War. By 
March 1942 Bernays had achieved the rank of Acting 
Chief Petty Officer and was the Coxswain aboard 
HMCS Assiniboine, a River-class destroyer. On 
August 6, 1942, during intense surface gun action 
against the German submarine U-210, HMCS 
Assiniboine manoeuvred in and out of a fog 
attempting to ram and sink the enemy submarine. 
Both vessels were firing high explosive shells at very 
close range, resulting in a fire that engulfed the bridge 
and wheelhouse of Assiniboine.

Surrounded by smoke and flames while steering 
the ship, CPO Bernays ordered two junior sailors to 
get clear, leaving him alone at the helm and trapped 
by the blaze. Besieged by flames, he executed all the 
helm orders as Assiniboine maneuvered for position 
against the U-boat, and did the work of the two 
telegraph-men, dispatching over 130 telegraph orders 
to the engine room. Several bullets and shells 
penetrated the wheelhouse as the enemy concentrated 
their machine-gun and cannon fire on the bridge. 
Eventually Assiniboine rammed and sank U-210 in 
what was considered to be an extremely hard-fought 
action, during which the Canadians suffered one 
fatality and 13 wounded.

HMCS Margaret Brooke is parked in ice in the Labrador Sea on February 27, 2022 (Image: 
Taylor Congdon, CAF)
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OPS Update

HMCS Winnipeg conduct CIWS maintenance (Image:  
Melissa Gonzalez, CAF)

This summer the RCN continued to deploy ships to European waters, 
demonstrating Canada?s continuing commitment to NATO?s assurance 
and deterrence, HMCS Kingston and Summerside took on this task in 
June, departing from Halifax on the 26th to participate in Op 
Reassurance. During their time on Reassurance, the ships sailed with 
Standing NATO Mine Countermeasures Group 1 in the Baltic Sea and 
had an opportunity hone their mine hunting skills. The Kingston-class 
vessels brought unique mine countermeasures capabilities to the table 
during Op Reassurance, including a clearance diving team and 
autonomous underwater vehicles. Following the deployment, the ships 
returned to their home port of Halifax in November.

From July to August, HMCS Vancouver and Winnipeg took part in 
RIMPAC, around the Hawaiian Islands and Southern California. 
During the exercise, Vancouver became the first RCN vessel to launch 
a surface off-board passive decoy during electronic warfare training. 
Meanwhile, Winnipeg successfully deployed drones and an embarked 
helicopter on July 12 when a decommissioned ship was sunk for 
combat training.

Following the exercise, the two ships were dispatched to the 
Indo-Pacific region to participate in Op Projection, illustrating 
Canada?s ongoing commitment to global peace and security. During 
the operation, the ships had the opportunity to train with international 
allies. Vancouver also supported Op Neon, Canada?s contribution to 
support the UN Security Council?s sanctions against North Korea in 
the Indo-Pacific. The group of ships and aircraft from allied navies are 
tracking the potential evasion of maritime sanctions by North Korea, 
including ship-to-ship transfers of fuel and other items. Of note as 
well, on the way to the East China Sea to begin Op Neon, Vancouver, 
together with the United States Ship Higgins, transited through the 
Taiwan Strait.

Every month the RCN produces a handy ?Ops Update? to 
keep the public informed of the Navy?s major deployments 
and other significant events. This section is a quick summary 
of the most important ship news. Stay up to date with Your 
Navy Today by subscribing to receive these updates directly. 
To subscribe email:

 navypublicaffairs.affaires@forces.gc.ca
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From October 4 to 14th, divers from Fleet Diving 
Unit (Pacific) deployed to the southern region of the 
Republic of Korea to participate in Multinational 
Mine Countermeasures Exercise 22. The exercise 
involved a variety of operations to enhance the RCN?s 
mine countermeasures capability and to effectively 
integrate with allied and Korean forces. The exercise 
also increased an understanding of the mine warfare 
environment.

HMCS Montréal and Fredericton departed with 
Naval Replenishment Unit Asterix on October 31 to 
participate in a training exercise with the U.S. Navy?s 
2nd Fleet and the USS Gerald Ford Carrier Strike 
Group. Nine countries are participating in the 
exercise, which took place off Canada?s East Coast, 
ending November 27.

This summer, sailors on board HMCS Margaret 
Brooke and Goose Bay deployed for Op Nanook in 
the Canadian Arctic. During the exercise, they 

conducted a boarding exercise with the United States 
Coast Guard, with Canadian sailors acting as a ship?s 
crew illegally fishing in Arctic waters. On August 8, 
the Canadian ships also partnered with NATO ships, 
as well as the Canadian and U.S. Coast Guards, for a 
search and rescue exercise, focusing on medical 
assessments and casualty assistance in a vessel fire 
and flood. While this year was intended to see two 
AOPS deployed for the first time, HMCS Harry 
DeWolf had to cancel its participation in the operation 
due to mechanical problems and return to its home 
port of Halifax for immediate repairs.

Following the significant impact of Hurricane 
Fiona in the maritimes, RCN sailors in the Atlantic 
region were glad to join the hurricane relief effort as 
part of the Canadian Armed Forces? Op Lentus. Just 
days before coming back home from Op Nanook in 
the Canadian Arctic, the crew of HMCS Margaret 
Brooke was reassigned to Op Lentus. 
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Canadian Naval Her i tage
The serialized naval memoirs of the late RAdm 
Robert Philip ?Bob? Welland DSC & Bar, MiD, psc, 
Officer of the Legion of Merit (USA), RCN

As we lay at anchor in the Hawaiian bay my attention 
was not fully on the deceased cartographer and the 
smoking mountain but on the Russian Cruiser 
Sverdlov. Within hours I would be its captain with the 
honourable task of furthering my country's aspirations 
by eliminating four cities, five if you count Tacoma.

During the three days in Pearl Harbour there was 
great activity in the radio-rooms of Ontario and 
Stettler. The main high-frequency radio-transmitters 
were exchanged between the two ships. This was big 
equipment, some had to be taken apart to get through 
hatches; wire antennas strung between masts were 
modified. Then two operators from Ontario changed 
places with two from Stettler. The first move of my 
plan to get Sverdlov within 200 miles of Vancouver 
and Seattle was complete by the time we sailed.

Lt. Cdr. Del Gibson, Stettler' s captain had high 
regard for the radio operators in the naval 
radiostations he had once commanded. These 
operators would be reading the morse transmission 
reporting Ontario's daily noon position, "They are 
spies, sneaks, and can't keep their mouths shut", he 
repeated, "but they know their work". The success of 
the plan depended almost entirely on the defenders 
cheating by taking bearings of Ontario's noon 
transmission. This they were forbidden to do by the 
Admiral. Gibson however was certain the operators 
would quietly tell some officer in the Admirals 
operation room of the position, and hence locate 

Sverdlov.

"No matter what Admiral Pullen says to his 
underlings, someone will break the rule and Ontario's 
position will be pin-pointed by the direction-finding 
stations." Gibson had explained to me that the radio 
operators knew each other professionally, "They can 
recognise one other by the way they send morse,  
ragging a sequence, pausing for punctuation; its as 
identifiable as a Quebec or New York accent." As for 
the equipment, "Every transmitter has its own quirks 
that an expert senses; the transmitter of Ontario is 
instantly recognizable to an operator, like a mother 
hearing her baby." Those were the reasons we had 
swapped equipment and the individuals to use it.

Gibson said, "If their operator is in doubt, or 
suspicious, he will ask for a repeat and 'Ontario' 
should oblige, otherwise they will become 
suspicious." He added, "You see, all the operators 
know I am out here and they are a curious lot." He 
was telling me it takes one radio-sneak to know 
another.

I was under no obligation by the exercise rules to 
keep the ships together, but I was still the senior 
officer of the group and responsible for the frigates 
even though they were not part of the Sverdlov 
operation. I was still responsible for reporting the 
noon position of Ontario. So I ordered Stettler 
(Gibson) to make Ontario's noon position each day 
from the position he was in. She made the fust 
transmission when we were all together 50 miles east 
of Captain Cook's obelisk.

"See you in Esquimalt," The Chief Yeoman 
flashed that to each of the frigates. They immediately 
turned to the south, Ontario turned north and 
increased speed. The sketch shows the rough track of 
each frigate; they were to keep 300 miles apart so as 

Chasing Sverdlop

Where last we left off, Welland was deployed to 
post-war Japan.
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to complicate the search of the patrol aircraft. Ontario 
steamed north at good speed; she had to put the 
maximum distance between herself and her radio 
transmitter aboard Stettler.  

At the exercise ' Start Time', two days hence, I 
wanted the distance between Ontario and Stettler to 
be 1,500 miles. I wanted the 'Defenders' to figure out 
that at ' Start Time' Sverdlov 
would have to make at least 24 
knots to complete her firing by 
the exercise 'Stop Time'. A 
frigate cannot make 24 knots, so 
any detection of a ship in the 
correct 'distance-from-target' 
bracket would likely be 
'Sverdlov'. Too clever? We shall 
see. At noon the next day 
Ontario was 600 miles northeast 
of Hawaii steaming at 28 knots in 
low visibility and steady rain. 
The radio-room heard her 
position, course and speed, being 
broadcast by Stettler. 

The split was now 900 miles 
and increasing, in 24 hours the 
exercise would start and the 
patrol aircraft would have to fly a 
4000 mile round trip if they 
wanted to take a peek at 
'Sverdlov' . They would probably 
wait another day, 4,000 miles is a 
lot of fuel. At exercise ' Start 
Time' the Aleutian island of 
Chirikof was on Sverdlov's radar 
at 87 miles. The visibility was 
500 yards in mist and rain, the 
wind was astern at 30 knots, barometer going down. 
Sverdlov's speed was 26 knots, course 095. Right on 
plan. The frigates were now west of Los Angeles, 
1200 miles  from the firing point. That's where 
Ontario's noon report put Ontario. Right on plan.

In devising Sverdlov's attack plan the frigate 
captains and I had mulled over the options of the 
defenders. To be successful they had to 'Sink the 
Sverdlov' before she got within 50 miles of the 
entrance to Juan de Fuca straight. If they had lots of 
nerve they could mass their eight destroyers just west 

of that and be sure to find her and sink her without 
using a single patrol aircraft. They just had to wait 
and it would work, like defending a convoy. Make the 
enemy come to you. It was the sure way to defeat the 
Sverdlov. McFarlane, Gibson and I, all old convoy 
defenders, thought they wouldn't have the stomach for 
it. 

We agreed they would split their forces and attack 
Sverdlov as soon as possible, hundreds of miles from 
her launching point. We decided their most likely 
tactic would be to begin distant aircraft-searching at 
start time, and as the clock ran down move the search 
toward the coast and increase its intensity. Then 
having found Sverdlov concentrate all the destroyers 
and aircraft onto her. We decided that would be their 
plan, whether they used the daily position-report or 
not.

So it was important that Sverdlov expose herself 
to aircraft-search for the minimum time. The 
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engineering officer, Cdr, Bill Chauvin reported that 
all boilers and engines were functioning correctly and 
that if needed more speed he had it. I increased to 300 
revolutions, 30 knots, almost full power. At that speed 
she overtook the following-sea, 30-foot-high pacific 
swells, balanced her 11,000 tons on the crests then 
slid into the trough and dug her bow 10 feet 
underwater. No one was allowed onto the upper deck, 
it was awash with green water. 

Every hour the radar crew released a device of 
their own invention, an imitation ship; it consisted of 
a four-foot diameter meteorological balloon pumped 
up with helium, a cage of wire gauze three feet wide 
and star shaped, and a small balloon half filled with 
water. When released, the big balloon supported the 
cage, and the small balloon skipped over the sea 
tethering the large one. The reflector would be 
detected by searching aircraft, and mistaken in the 
dark and low visibility for a ship, which would then 
have to be identified and aircraft time wasted. The 
radar crew had got the equipment in Honolulu on 
their own initiative. There were other ingenious ideas 
yet to come, it was a revelation to be a Russian 
cruiser captain!

Our Russian radio operators were fully occupied 
in searching the ether for 'enemy' transmissions. I got 
a stream of reports of the defenders ship and aircraft 
movements, which Lancaster aircraft had departed 
Comox, how many US Navy patrol aircraft 
were outbound; the destroyers discussing their 
need for refuelling. As we took radio bearings 
of these transmissions we were able to piece 
together the defenders action and guess at their 
intentions. Not a peep was sent from our 
antennas. I turned south and ran 100 miles clear 
of the Queen Charlotte islands keeping the 
speed up. Ontario's (Stettler' s) noon position 
was now at the latitude of San Francisco, and 
900 miles offshore; there was now 1,600 miles 
of separation. A lot of flying to make up if you 
went the wrong way first!

I eased Sverdlov toward Vancouver Island 
but stood sixty miles off to avoid fishermen and 
coastal shipping. In the dark, at 03.00 AM, I 
reduced the revs, turned east and entered 
Barclay Sound at slow speed. The navigator, 
Brian Judd, ensured he knew all about the 
depths of water, the holding ground, and any 

hazard that could cause us to run aground. We were 
going to hole-up for the next 24 hours, right under 
their noses. The gunnery officer, Hank Vondette, 
observed that the Russians had been on this coast long 
before anyone else and that we had the moral right to 
return, "Even if the Admiral court-marshals you."

Inside the lonely Sound and near a dark island, 
Joe Prosser, the fo's'cle officer eased the anchor down, 
no rushing cable to disturb any fisherman. The Chief 
Yoeman, my constant bridge companion, said he 
would take me fishing at daylight, "There are big 
steelhead to be had a mile from here." I wasn't going 
to sleep much anyway.

The Chief and I fished for three hours, we landed 
a dozen beautiful fish then chugged back in the diesel 
cutter. We had trouble finding the ship. Judd and the 
X.O. Padmore had moved her close to a heavily 
wooded steep-sided island; not only that, she was 
draped from bow to stem in camouflage. The ships 
awnings had been dug out and spread across her in a 
hap-hazard fashion to break up her lines. Everyone 
was getting into the act. The engineers had 
completely shut down the boilers to eliminate all 
smoke; the thump of diesel-generators told where 
power was beingmade. "The Comox Lancasters may 
fly right over us on their way out into the Pacific," 
said Judd, explaining why he had moved the ship 
against the island.
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It turned out he was correct, two patrol aircraft 
overflew the ship at about 6,000 feet but kept right on 
going. I slept the rest of the day and so did most of 
the crew; the engine and boiler room operators had 
been hard worked all the way from the Aleutian 
Islands. At dusk I was back on the bridge. Not a 
single boat had come near the ship throughout the 
day; we felt that our hide-out was secure. There was 
good news from the intercepted messages; Sverdlov 
had been found 600 miles off San Francisco, all eight 
destroyers had been routed south to intercept her. 
Then three hours later: Wait. Photo analysis of the 
patrol-aircraft's pictures show a miserable frigate, not 
the mighty Ontario. Cancel the routing of the 
destroyers. No. Re-instate it. Ontario has now been 
found 300 miles west of the mistaken frigate, so send 
in the destroyers. Six hours later. Stop whatever you 
are doing. That's not Ontario, that's another pesky 
frigate. Bring the destroyers back to a 200 mile 
perimeter of Juan de Fuca, at full speed. Where the 
hell is Ontario. Send the patrol aircraft north, it's the 
only place we haven't looked. Get the destroyers back 
toward Juan de Fuca. Now. That was the news our 
radio-men were getting from listening to the 
defenders transmissions. They didn't know what to 
do.

We knew what to do. Padmore ordered 'Darken 
Ship', Chauvin lit up only half the boilers and put 
steam onto only two turbines. The Chief Yeoman 
personally supervised the erection of a single 
white-light to burn low-down on the quarterdeck "Just 
like any other fisherman," The cooks made a steak 
dinner with lemon pie and ice cream for all hands. Joe 
Prosser got the anchor up. In the dark I steered 
Sverdlov out of Barclay Sound and into the Strait of 
Juan de Fuca. 

"Eight missiles away. Eight missiles away". The 
chief radio operator sent the message himself. "My 
position, 10 miles north of Cape Flattery". We were 
within 150 miles of the most distant target. We had 
won. But could we survive. The exercise wasn't over 
for four hours. The defenders orders had called for the 
destroyers and aircraft to make mock attacks on 
'Sverdlov' .

But they still had not pin pointed us, and we might 
have gone in any direction from where we said we 
fired the missiles. I steered along the Canadian side of 

the Strait, close inshore, one single light showing, like 
any of the dozen or so fish-boats plying the Strait. 
Speed ten knots, just like any other fish-boat. We 
intercepted aircraft instructions to search the Strait. 
We were overflown twice by patrol aircraft but not 
identified. That's why our yardarms were almost 
brushing the trees as we hugged the Canadian shore. 
We heard the destroyers anguishing over where we 
were; they were still outside the Strait. We were not 
found. I stopped the engines off Albert Head and 
drifted silently into the Royal Roads anchorage, just 
500 yards from the Admiral's operation room. At 
06.00 the exercise was officially over. There were 
smirks all round the good ship Sverdlov. "Anchored in 
Royal Roads. Zavash drovia. Sverdlov". The chief 
yeoman flashed that message to the Admiral's signal 
tower.

A few hours later I called on Admiral Pullen; he 
ought to know, before anyone else, how we got 
through the defences. He greeted me with a grin. I 
was expecting worse. "Well, you did your job," he 
said, "How?".

I reminded him of the discussion about 
noon-position reporting and our belief the radio 
operators would disclose it, which led us to the 
transmitter switch. I told him of our hiding out in 
Barclay sound before the air-search could concentrate 
on areas they hadn't swept. "Like the Emden, Eh?" he 
said. I knew of the famous German cruiser that hid up 
an African river while the Royal Navy searched the 
ocean in vain.

"Sort of." I said. In fact I hadn't thought about the 
Emden. "I should have assumed my staff would use 
your position report," he said, "I think we've all 
learned more than if it had gone routinely." Admiral 
Hughie was always a good sport, but I sensed this 
game's result strained him. I knew he'd be more upset 
on discovering his officers had cheated than by the 
exercise results - five cities destroyed!

We had three days to prepare for the de-briefing; 
exercises are always rehashed. The Naden officers 
mess was set up; eighty or so officers and chiefs were 
in their seats when Admiral Pullen's aide said, 
"Captain Welland of Ontario will now conduct his 
debriefing." I took the podium and said that my 
navigator, Brian Judd, would explain our actions, then 
I added, "But first, I present the Sverdlov Rockets." A 
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dozen Russians bounded onto the stage, dressed like 
Cossacks, playing violins like Cossacks and dancing 
like Cossacks. Padmore, Vondette, Prosser, Judd and 
the bandmaster had brewed this up; they had rented 
costumes from the Victoria Little Theatre and 
rehearsed. 

They had the audience clapping hands in time 
with the Katinka, Hi, Hi, Hi, and stamping feet. The 
Cossacks finally whirled their sabres and ran 
off-stage. Brian Judd walked calmly onto the 
platform, as though nothing had happened, and gave 
Ontario's presentation-dead pan. His hobby was 
acting.

The egg was on the defenders collective faces, 
and they all knew why. Then it was the tum of the 
defenders of the West coast to make their 
presentation. It was long, tiresome, evasive, and 
ended in platitudes about the excellent co-operation 
between their forces. Not a word about them being 
suckered by the radio sneaks. I had no questions. The 
Admiral would be asking some tough ones of his 

staff; Hughie wouldn't let them get away unscathed. 
"By the way", said Gibson as we walked back to our 
ships, "the transmitters are back where they came 
from."

I have taken a lot of space for this story, but it has 
particular interest for me because Mike was on board; 
he attended the planning discussions in Ontario. He 
was on the bridge for many hours as we ploughed 
through the high seas of the North Pacific, and as we 
sneaked along Juan de Fuca in the dark. Ontario was 
to be given a refit in the dockyard starting a week 
after our return.

Before that happened Cdr. Paddy Padmore 
organised a massive party at the Crystal Gardens in 
Victoria. The canteen provided orchids at the door for 
700 wives and girl friends. The Naden played. 
Dancing was stopped only for a re-run, and two 
encores, of the dancing Cossacks, the Sverdlov 
Rockets. A year of adventure ended on a happy and 
noisy note.
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The Canadian "O" Class 

Submarine Program 
Ferguson "Fergie" Finlay 

This story is an edited extract of a much longer and detailed paper written in 1993 by the late LCdr 
Ferguson (Fergie) Finlay and updated in 1998. It first appeared in Salty Dips (vol 10) in 2014.

No introduction on the subject of Canada's "O" Class 
submarine acquisition would be complete without 
some of the political and historical background that 
led the RCN into the submarine business again. It is 
well known that the RCN made its mark in World 
War II in the Anti-Submarine Warfare business. In 
peace time, in order to keep their talents well honed, 
they need submarines to "play" with. The Royal Navy 
(RN) provided the vehicles for such games in the 
form of the Sixth Submarine Squadron based in 
Halifax. This was done under what was known as 
"The Heads of Agreement" which provided 
submarine services for the RCN and RCAF in the 
Atlantic. The offset was the provision by the RCN of 
Canadians for service anywhere in RN submarines at 
up to 50% of the nominal strength of the 6th 
Squadron. This found RCN officers and men in every 
comer of the globe sailing in RN boats (in some cases 
commanded by RCN officers). 

This arrangement was to prove useful in the future 
manning of the Canadian "O's" and their assistance to 
the CANAVSUBREP team cannot be over 
emphasized. However the 6th Squadron got caught up 
in the politics of the day and with political correctness 
the Right Honourable Harold Wilson, Prime Minister 
of Britain, closed down all RN outposts east of Suez 
including Halifax, which one must admit presents a 
strange and unreasonable but true logic provided you 
travel far enough east. Some dispute this account of 
the "O" Boat procurement history but it is by far the 
most interesting and was at the time, the most voiced 
version, of what was "really" going on. 
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The RCN realized that in order to maintain their 
expertise in ASW, they had better find some 
submarines post-haste and the following initial 
considerations were addressed. The RCN needed at 
least three state of the art submarines that could be 
built within the projected withdrawal plan of the 6th 
Submarine Squadron and preferably built in one 
shipyard to keep the size of the Canadian Naval 
Submarine Representative staff (CANAVSUBREP) to 
a minimum (8 Officers and Men) and ensure that the 
support duties and resolution of problems could be 
handled efficiently and promptly. On the other hand 
the Department of Defence Production (DDP), 
wanted to ensure that the submarines would be built 
and delivered at the lowest cost to the Canadian 
Government which translated into the vessels being 
built by commercial shipyards that could provide a 
"fixed price" contract that would subject them to 
penalties for late delivery, poor workmanship, etc. 
Having defined the market place parameters the 
search was on in Britain and the United States how 

the needs of the Canadian Government could best be 
served. 

An updated version of the USN "Barbel" class 
was offered by the USA while the RN Oberon Class 
was offered by the UK. The Barbels were the last of 
the so-called conventional diesel/electric driven boats 
in the USN inventory but had many innovative design 
features. These included the first "tear drop" shaped 
hull ( other than the experimental submarine USS 
Albacore); the first boats to mount their bow planes in 
the fin (sail) although this was not done during initial 
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construction; the first boats to have a centralized 
attack centre which was later adopted by all US 
combat submarines. This was in reality a centralized 
arrangement of all control systems. The cost of one 
Barbel was given as $22 million. The RN Oberon 
Class was offered by the British at $9 million per unit. 
These were improved Porpoise Class submarines with 
no significant changes to their shape or speed, but 
with a better safe diving depth due to the use of 
improved notch tough steel. They were also quieter 
than the Barbels over the total frequency and decibel 
range at the slower speeds which made them better 
training "tools". Indeed, it was quickly realized by the 
surface fleet that they were fast becoming the targets 
of their "O" class "Clockwork Mice" trainers. 

Nevertheless, it was no secret that the RCN had 
favoured the Barbel, if for no other reason it would 
allow the use of the more familiar USN standards. It 
was not to be however, mainly because of cost, and it 
is said a consideration by the UK to build an 
icebreaker in Canada, which may have clinched the 
deal in favour of the Oberons. The building of an 
icebreaker of course never materialized but not- 
withstanding, new "O" class submarines were 
selected in the end. The next task before the Canadian 
Department of Defence was to secure as quickly as 
possible three new submarines from the UK. 

The Canadian Department of Defence Production 
(DDP) continued to pursue the "fixed price" contract 
concept with private UK shipyards because such a 
contract with a RN Dockyard would result in the 
Queen of Canada contracting with the Queen of 
Britain - in other words, with herself. This of course 
would make guarantees of quality and timely 
completion difficult to enforce. Matters were further 
complicated for as much it transpired that HM 
Dockyard Chatham appeared to be the only building 
yard who could deliver all three boats within the time 
frame specified provided the Canadians would accept 
HMS Onyx which was already under construction at 
Chatham. 

This was agreed upon and HMS Onyx became 
HMCS Ojibwa at time of launch. (A new HMS Onyx 
was built at the Cammell-Laird and Company, Ltd., 
Birkenhead, UK). Because Chatham had built so 
many submarines, including three "O" boats, their 
estimating and workmanship, to the delight of DDP, 

was found to be very good which greatly reduced the 
need for a "fixed price" contract. Having the vessels 
all built in one yard was much appreciated by the 
RCN and HM Dockyard Chatham who had no new 
construction contracts beyond Onyx. The Queen, in 
the form of their Lordships of the Admiralty, avoided 
providing herself with a "fixed price" by calling the 
program terms and conditions a "target price" 
contract. The "target price" was set at $40 million and 
covered the delivery of three submarines plus 
continuing logistic support and the stocking, by the 
RN, of "high cost low usage items" for the RCN and 
the Royal Australian Navy (RAN).

On 11 April 1962, the Minister of National 
Defence announced the approval in principle of the 
acquisition of three "Oberon" class submarines by 
construction in the United Kingdom, subject to 
satisfactory negotiations of reciprocal British defence 

Oberon-class submarine HMS Ocelot underway 
in 1989 (Source: wikicommons)
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orders in Canada. These were to be the first 
submarines to be built specifically for Canada. 

Following the change in Canadian government 
and the review of defence programs, approval was 
given for the commencement of detailed negotiations 
towards submarine acquisition in October 1963. 
Satisfactory completion of preliminary negotiations 
led to Treasury Board approval on 17 December 1963 
and the subsequent issuance, by the Department of 
Defence Production, of a "Letter of Intent" enabling 
the construction program to proceed. It should be 
noted that the program came in under "target price" 
and on time - the last RCN program to do so. This 
could be attributed in part to the fact that the 
"Program Office" was made up of a small cadre of 
officers and men plus two secretarial staff, all of 
whom were most knowledgeable in their discipline, 
dedicated to the program and resolved problems "in 
house" in minutes or hours rather than days, weeks or 
months. 

This did not mean that the Naval Board, DG 
Ships, Defence Production nor the Naval 
Shipbuilding Panel back in Ottawa were kept in 
isolation with regard to actions taken by 
CANAVSUBREP but rather most offices rightly 
viewed the staff and undertakings of 
CANAVSUBREP as an extension of their own sphere 
of involvement. A bond of trust and respect by all 
concerned was established early in the program 
between these offices and the Commanding Officer of 
CANAVSUBREP and his staff. With the resolution of 
the site for construction and an agreed construction 
schedule, the Department of Defence got down to the 
business of selecting the personnel to man the 
CANAVSUBREP team.

The task was given to Captain W. B. Christie 
RCN (later Rear Admiral) and resulted in the 
following personnel being selected for duty at 
Chatham:

- Commanding Officer - Captain William B. 
Christie 

- Program Administrator - Mr. George Bowness 
Supply Officer - LCdr John Agnew

- Electrical Officer - LCdr Alan Kastner
- Constructor Officer - LCdr Ferguson Finlay
- Marine Engineering Officer - Lt Philip Muir
- Engineering Chief - CPO. William Colwell 

Storesman - PO B. T. N. Tulley
- Secretary - Joyce Masters
- Clerk - Pat Delaney (HM Dockyard Staff on 

loan to CANAVSUBREP) 

Captain Christie was later relieved by Cdr Ewan 
Galbraith, LCdr Agnew by LCdr Robert Mitchell and 
LCdr Finlay by LCdr James Macfarlane. LCdr Peter 
Kirk Joined the staff as the combat systems officer 
prior to Ojibwa's commissioning.

The CANAVSUBREP team, being small, 
provided an assurance that the program could be more 
cost effective and completed as scheduled. It did 
mean however, that certain Canadian design changes 
would not be carried out on Ojibwa until her first refit 
in Halifax. The agreed program schedule for the 
construction, outfitting, testing and trials along with 
the assurance that the introduction of Canadian design 
changes would be engineered and implemented to the 
RCN's satisfaction in a timely fashion, were as 
follows: First Vessel (SS 72) HMCS Ojibwa - 
September 1965; Second Vessel (SS 73) HMCS 
Onondaga - July 1967; Third Vessel (SS 73) HMCS 
Okanagan - July 1968.

Around the same general time frame the RAN had 
contracted for four "O" Boats to be built at Scott's 
Shipyard, Greenock, Scotland, with an option to 
extend the program to six at a later date. The new 
MoD (Navy) overseer at Scott?s was one Peter Davis 
RCNC, who had been our submarine manager in 
Chatham for Ojibwa. Mr. Davis had a high regard for 
these "Canucks" and "Aussies" whom I believe in his 
eyes brought a fresh outlook to the construction of 
submarines and may account for the wonderful 
relationship that both the RCN and the RAN teams 
had with him. 

Here we had two colonial navies contracting with 
a Navy who celebrated historical naval events on 
even centuries. It must have been difficult at times for 
the RN and MoD (Navy) to see these "New Fellows" 
calling the shots regarding design changes, mock-up 
inspections and cost sharing both in construction and 
post commissioning logistic support. Perhaps it was 
youthful exuberance on the part of the Australians 
and Canadians, blissful ignorance or perhaps our 
mutual friendship with people like Peter Davis, and 
the patience of MoD (Navy) that allowed us to do so 
well in achieving our goals. Whatever it was it did 
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serve us well in breaking down some of the outmoded 
concepts and ways of doing business. 

Proof that it worked is best exemplified by the 
fact that even the Royal Navy adopted many of the 
changes and concepts introduced by the "New Kids 
on the Block". The Canadians who were directly 
involved like to believe that their liaison with MoD 
(Navy) worked so well that they were a large factor in 
the RN Dockyard Chatham meeting all its scheduled 
completion dates, in an era when the Royal 
Dockyards were being much criticized in the media 
for their inefficiency and low productivity. Indeed, the 
Australians did not fare nearly so well at Scott?s 
Shipyard, Greenock, where dates slipped because of 
mishaps such as a fire onboard one of the RAN boats 
during construction.

THE TASK

The task for the CANAVSUBREP team was as 
follows:

1.  Monitor and Oversee the Construction and 
Outfitting of the Canadian "O" Class Submarines 
being built at HM Dockyard Chatham.

2.   Design Change Technical and Engineering 
Liaison and the Monitoring of Design Change Costs.

3.  Logistic Support Advisor and the RCN Inter Navy 
Support Teaming Arrangement Representative.

4.   In Conjunction with the Submarine's Staff, the 
Canadian Acceptance Authority or the Test, Trials 
and Inspections of the RCN Submarine's Equipment, 
Systems, Construction and Outfitting with Respect to 
Performance, Safety, Maintainability and Support.

5.   To Observe and Gather Data and Experience for 
the Canadian Department of National Defence with 
respect to New Construction and Re- fit Techniques 
involved in the Production and Overhaul of 
Submarines.

6.  Continuation of the Monitoring of Life Cycle 
Support Requirements by Post Program Liaison.

CONSTRUCTION AND OUTFITTING

HMCS Oj ibwa (SS 72)

It will be appreciated that Ojibwa was at launch 

stage when the first members of the team arrived and 
would have proven too costly in time and money to 
introduce all the design changes that were carried out 
in the later boats. Nevertheless, changes were made 
and these will be discussed later. Because of its global 
significance it is only right that mention should be 
made of the fact that Ojibwa was one (if not the first) 
submarine in the western world to receive 100% 
mandatory silver braised joint testing of all high 
pressure lines resulting from the USS Thresher 
experience. 

Suffice to say, the experience gained from SS 72 
and the later boats, provided the basis for the first refit 
agenda for Ojibwa in Halifax. When Ojibwa left 
Chatham on the 3rd of January 1966, the only thing 
that remained incomplete was a working "heated 
snorkel head". It may be of interest to some that 
HMCS Ojibwa was built on the same slip as HMS 
Victory.

HMCS Onondaga (SS 73) and HMCS 
Okanagan (SS 74)

With Onondaga and Okanagan we had more time 
to oversee the construction from the keel up. This 
proved to be a worthwhile exercise and gave us more 
opportunity to examine, approve, reject or amend 
items scheduled to be fitted into these boats. Perhaps 
the most significant was the CANAVSUBREP 
request to have the pressure hull plating for the above 
boats 100% tested by ultrasonic equipment. 

It was discovered that much of the Q.T. 28 
pressure hull steel plates were found to have 
inclusions and delaminations which rendered them 
unusable for their intended purpose. Where this steel 
finally finished up is not known but it was not used on 
any of the Canadian submarines. There was no doubt 
that Mod (Navy) had difficulty in obtaining the clean 
steel required as the quantities needed were so small 
that steel manufacturers would not spend the capital 
to upgrade their facilities. This is why the RN finally 
went to the USA for their submarine steel.

DESIGN CHANGES

It should be said at the outset of this section that 
design changes for the Canadian Submarine Program 
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came from four major sources: (i) MoD (NAVY); (ii) 
RCN; (iii) RAN and, (iv) Other sources such as trials 
and testing of individual boats (this accounted for the 
bulk of MoD Navy design changes).

The operating area of the final user played some 
part in the decision making process "to fit or not fit" 
design changes e.g. decoralization system for 
Australian boats; snorkel head heaters for Canadian 
submarines. (Neither of these worked very effectively 
if my memory serves me well). Strategic support also 
played a large part in the decision process where the 
Canadians opted for the Mark 37 Mod 0 USN 
Torpedo System (although the torpedo tubes and fire 
control system were capable of operating the RN 
ONGAR, Mark 23 wire guided, Mark 8 Mod 4 along 
with the USN Mark 37 Mod 1 non wire guided, Mark 
37 Mod 0 and the Mark 16 Mod 7); North American 
communications; and all lighting by "screw in" 
electric bulbs. 

National traits played a part in increasing the air 
conditioning capacity in Canadian and Australian 
submarines. Habitability was a major factor in the 
Canadian scheme of affairs which really stemmed 
from the great leap forward in the St Laurent Class 
DDE's by that erstwhile RCN Naval Constructor in 
Chief, Sir Roland Baker, RCNC who stated that the 
"ship was the sailor's home" and that the principles of 
air control at that time in the UK (and elsewhere) 
were still "open the window". It is believed that it was 
only the difficulty of opening the window in 
submarines which led to the introduction of artificial 
ventilation by the RN. The introduction of Air 
Conditioning was a quantum leap forward but even at 
that the Canadians and Australians immediately 
requested a design change for a system with greater 
capacity.

Although many design changes were "approved in 
principle" by all three navies, the changes that "were 
approved to implement" were by far those that were 
originated by the RCN. Many of these Canadian 
design changes were not only adopted by the RCN 
but the other navies involved also, including follow 
on "O" Boat buyers. This was a most rewarding 
experience for the Canadians involved especially 
those on the CANAVSUBREP team. To be perfectly 
fair, some of the design changes that were 
implemented came about as a result of not meeting 
performance standards in earlier RN boats, but by and 
large these changes were included in the 98 RN 

An O-class alongside in the Caribbean (Image: 'BrettA343, 
Wikicommons)
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Alterations and Additions that came with the program 
base price. Where these were not adopted by the RCN 
a credit was received. This was part of the RCN's 
insistence that all design changes irrespective of 
source be reviewed and addressed and that the final 
acceptance or rejection lay with the RCN provided 
the program remained intact and there was no 
slippage to the right. 

Where unacceptable delays would be incurred 
CANAVSUBREP referred the matter to National 
Defence Headquarters in Ottawa for consideration to 
fit during the first refits back in Canada. It was to the 
credit of MoD Navy that the bulk of design changes 
were accomplished within the RCN's time scale, 
although I personally had to sign a document 
absolving MoD (Navy) of any responsibility for the 
glass fibre fin I had installed on the last two boats. In 
all cases the engineering of changes were also closely 
monitored by CANAVSUBREP to ensure that the 
letter of the Canadian requirement was met by MoD 
(Navy). These requirements usually centred on areas 
of the Canadian policy for maintainability, logistic 
support, life cycle requirements, and cost. The total 
RCN design changes were costed at $1.1 million and 
they were achieved within the budgetary ceiling.

LOGISTIC SUPPORT

It is perhaps through the sterling efforts of the 
logistic staff in CANAVSUBREP together with the 
Canadian Defence Liaison Staff (London) and the 
Headquarters supply organization in Canada that 
much of the program savings were realized. The 
concept of sharing mock-up costs and high cost low 
usage spares holdings etc., between the RCN, RAN 
and the RN when added up at the end of the day, 
produced a very cost effective construction program 
and post commissioning support system.

TESTS, TRIALS AND INSPECTION

This was very much a MoD (Navy) responsibility 
and to a lesser extent, the ship's company while they 
collected the "Queen?s Shilling" for operating the 
submarines on behalf of the builder prior to their 
commissioning. CANAVSUBREP did play their part, 
mostly in the areas where Canadian modifications had 
been introduced or in the early construction period 
where inspections of basic structures, systems, 

equipments, fittings, etc. could be achieved. This does 
not infer that they were not present during the trials 
and tests of the submarines and their components. 
Indeed they were present for everything from torpedo 
trials to the initial dive and subsequent deep dives. 
They also accepted on behalf of the RCN all 
construction, outfitting, systems and equipments. 
What must be realized is the fact that Mod (Navy) 
had an exhaustive test and trials system. It 
commenced with the Final Trial followed by 2nd 
Final Trial followed by Final Final Trial, etc. There 
was no doubt that in most cases any problems that 
existed were resolved prior to the customer?s 
acceptance. As stated earlier, the CANAVSUBREP 
prime interests were performance, safety, 
maintainability and life cycle support.

DATA GATHERING AND EXPERIENCE

This was forever uppermost in the minds of 
CANAVSUBREP staff who knew very well that the 
RCN's continued success in the involvement with 
these submarines would rely greatly on those who had 
participated in their construction, outfitting and 
operation. For example the team had a wonderful 
opportunity to observe RN submarines in refit at 
Chatham and this experience proved invaluable in the 
first refit of HMCS Ojibwa. In this regard, for the first 
refit in Halifax we were fortunate to have LCdr J. O'N 
Fitzgerald as the Submarine Planning Officer. LCdr. 
Fitzgerald (a submariner at heart but an electrical 
officer by profession) had been the first XO of 
Ojibwa prior to her coming to the Dockyard. The 
author was the Submarine Production Officer for this 
first refit. We were not "cocky" enough to think that 
we knew it all and had stopped learning, so when we 
started the planning and production of the first refit in 
Halifax we borrowed from the MoD (Navy) two HM 
Dockyard foremen specializing in submarine refits, to 
assist us. 

Our data gathering also dictated the building of 
facilities etc. at HMC Dockyard Halifax, where a new 
hydraulic shop, submarine shelter, synchrolift dock, 
mobile offices for refit staff and security, plus new 
power outlets to suit the submarines, were installed. 
We also had welders trained in the mysteries of 
welding notch tough steel (we unfortunately lost some 
of the welders we had trained to the heavy water plant 
at Glace Bay, Nova Scotia), hydraulic fitters in the 
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use of clean room practices when dealing with 
submarine high pressure piping, new cleaning baths 
for restoring piping to an acceptable standard, 
calibration shop upgrading to suit the new equipment 
coming into service, and arranging a reduction in 
demarcation practices within some of the titular trades 
that allowed one person to accomplish more than one 
activity.

POST PROGRAM LIAISON

When CANAVSUBREP folded its tent in 
Chatham and went home to Canada, it was decided 
that they leave one engineering officer on the staff of 
the Canadian Defence Liaison Staff (London) CDLS 
(L) to exclusively deal with submarine matters and 
continue to maintain the friendly and productive 
rapport that existed with Mod (Navy). This rapport 
was to prove most useful over the years and stood the 
RCN in good stead when we were monitoring the 
MoD (Navy) Frigate Restorative Refit Program which 
was similar to our DELEX program (Destroyer Life 
Extension).

 

EPILOGUE

Being part of the CANAVSUBREP Team was one 
of those rewarding experiences that one gets only 
once in a lifetime. I remember leaving the "Tail of the 
Bank" in Scotland homeward bound for Canada 
aboard the "Empress of Canada" with a Scott's 
Shipyard tug loaded to the gunwales with Australians 
and "Brits" led by Peter Davis shouting their 
farewells to me? they followed us for 10 miles out to 
sea. It had been a time for hard work, long hours, 
interesting problems, great fun and a camaraderie that 
fosters lifelong friendships, and most of all a feeling 
of having done something really special for your 
country. It was, and still is a dream fulfilled. We as a 
Navy had come a long way when we remember that a 
little more than a decade before the "O" Class 
Submarine program, our technical branches in the 
Royal Canadian Navy were by and large a group of 
maintainers of warships. It is to the credit of those in 
command at that time that their foresight gave us the 
opportunity to come of age
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The Adm irals' Medal

Established in 1985 in conjunction with the 75th 
anniversary of the Naval Service of Canada, the 
Admirals? Medal is bestowed upon individuals to 
recognize the advancement of maritime affairs in 
Canada.  Named for Vice-Admiral Rollo Mainguy 
and Rear-Admirals George Stephens and Victor 
Brodeur, the silver medal was established by their 
respective sons who also rose to flag rank: 
Vice-Admirals Daniel Mainguy, Robert Stephens and 
Nigel Brodeur.

Responsibility for the Admirals? Medal 
Foundation was transferred from the RCN to the 
Naval Association of Canada (NAC) in 2021.  NAC 
Naval Affairs has stood up a committee of retired 
Flag/Senior officers to carry out the review and 
selection process.  Fuller information ? including a 
full listing of past recipients of the Medal (many of 
whom will be familiar to members of the Society), the 
Selection Criteria, and a Nomination Form ? can be 
accessed at:  navalassoc.ca/the-admirals-medal/. 
Nominations should be submitted to the Secretary of 
the Medal Selection Committee, Dr Richard Gimblett, 
at: richard.gimblett@me.com

It having been impracticable to hold formal 
presentations of the Medal for the past couple of 
years, NAC is pleased to report that small local events 
have been held in recent months to honour the 
following recipients:

2018 ? Mr Brian T. Hill is recognized for his 
lifetime achievement in snow, ice, and iceberg 
research, primarily (1984-2009) with the Institute for 
Ocean Technology at the National Research Council, 
St John?s NL.  As the Supervisor of the Ice Tank 
physical model test facility, he was responsible for 
over one thousand physical modelling experiments of 
ships, submersibles and offshore structures in ice.  
Beyond his 25 year NRC job description, and of his 
own initiation and in his own evening and weekend 
time and in his years since retirement, Brian has 

established a set of four significant 200-year 
databases of historical ice conditions in the North 
Atlantic, covering respectively: the sea ice extent off 
the east coast of Newfoundland; the sea ice extent in 
the Gulf of St Lawrence and on the Scotian Shelf; 
iceberg populations on the Grand Banks; and ship 
collisions with icebergs throughout the region.  Well 
over 170,000 ice and iceberg reports have been 
gathered in the four databases.  These databases have 
proven to be invaluable in the safe industrial 
development of the east coast offshore oil fields, and 
more lately with the realization that the extent of sea 
ice may be a proxy for ongoing climate change.  They 
can be accessed at: https://newicedata.com

2019 ? Dr Barry M. Gough, FHRS, is Professor 
Emeritus of History at Wilfrid Laurier University and 
Fellow of the Royal Historical Society, with 
additional affiliations including Archives By-Fellow 
Churchill College Cambridge UK, Past President of 
the Canadian Nautical Research Society and of the 
British Columbia Historical Federation, and founding 
member of the Association for Canadian Studies in 
the United States.  He is recognized for his lifetime 
achievement as a global maritime and naval historian, 
beginning with a pioneering study of The Royal Navy 

https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.navalassoc.ca%2Fthe-admirals-medal%2F&data=05%7C01%7C%7C1519e99cdb79467733cc08dab145d090%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638017211050682294%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=9tDGdFalpAHuDhcIhoV%2FaTAtjSABrjunsQaf0rTIONE%3D&reserved=0
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.navalassoc.ca%2Fthe-admirals-medal%2F&data=05%7C01%7C%7C1519e99cdb79467733cc08dab145d090%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638017211050682294%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=9tDGdFalpAHuDhcIhoV%2FaTAtjSABrjunsQaf0rTIONE%3D&reserved=0
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fnewicedata.com%2F&data=05%7C01%7C%7C1519e99cdb79467733cc08dab145d090%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638017211050682294%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2FVhEj5wrUl5Ze1WjN1dAM%2Fy%2B6cDEJR6GcFGB5rZ1PK4%3D&reserved=0
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and the Northwest Coast of North America, 
1810-1914 (1971), through some thirty major 
volumes and numerous articles, culminating with the 
magisterial Pax Britannica: Ruling the Waves and 
Keeping the Peace Before Armageddon (2014) and 
Churchill and Fisher: Titans at the Admiralty (2017), 
a body of work which has earned him international 
acclaim as a Canadian scholar of the highest order.

2020 ? Captain Rolfe A. Monteith, CVSM, CD, 
RCN (ret?d), served in the RCN (1940-70) as an 
Engineer Officer with Marine and Air 
specializations, including aboard the aircraft carrier 
HMCS Magnificent and as Project Director for the 
Canadian Hydrofoil Project, emigrating to the United 
Kingdom upon retirement from the Navy for a 
second career in the British marine industry.  He is 
awarded the Admirals? Medal for his many activities 
on behalf of Canadian naval veterans, in particular 
formation of the Canadian Naval Air Group (CNAG) 
and Canadian Naval Technical History Association 
(CNTHA), and continuing promotion of the Canadian 
Veterans Association (UK) and the Arctic Convoys to 
Russia Association.

2021 ? Lieutenant Peter Ward, CD RCN(R) 
(ret?d), is an acclaimed retired journalist, military 
editor, war correspondent, broadcaster, author and 
wine columnist who served as a Public Information 
Officer with the Naval Reserve Division HMCS York 
(1962-1978). Recipient of the Peacekeeping Medal 
for deployments to Cyprus and the Vietnam 
Decoration for seeing action as an embedded 
journalist and side gunner with a US Army helicopter 

unit, his poignant photography and objective 
reporting from the front lines were published in major 
newspapers worldwide. As one of the original five 
founding members of HAIDA Inc, he is being 
recognized inter alia for his critical role in the 
acquisition and the preservation of HMCS Haida, a 
famous Second World War Tribal-class destroyer, 
now a National Historical Site and the ceremonial 
Flagship for the Royal Canadian Navy, berthed in 
Hamilton, Ontario.

2018 recipient ?  Mr Brian Hill (centre), presented by 
Lieutenant-Governor of Newfoundland and Labrador the Honourable 
Judy Foot (right) and President Naval Association Newfoundland 
Branch Mr Don Peckham, St John?s NL, 23 August 2022.2019 recipient 
?  Dr Barry Gough (left), presented by Admiral John Anderson RCN 
(ret?d) in Victoria BC, 27 May 2022. 2020 recipient ?  Mr Peter Ward 
(right), presented by Rear-Admiral Casper Donovan, in Ottawa, 28 
April 2022.2021 recipient ?  Captain Rolfe Monteith, presented at HMS 
Drake (Plymouth UK), 12 June 2022.

Rear-Admiral Ian David Mack is recognized for his 
unequalled contribution to Canada in the naval ship 
procurement sphere. His naval career spanned 38 
years in numerous marine engineering and staff 
appointments. Following retirement from the Navy in 
2007, Ian served a further ten years in National 
Defence as the Director-General Major Projects 
(Land and Sea). Since leaving the government in 
2017, he has offered his shipbuilding and project 
management perspectives internationally and has 
authored numerous papers on those and related 

subjects. His leadership, vision, and tireless efforts to 
set in place the National Shipbuilding Strategy and to 
promote the application of complex project 
management principles to naval ship procurement 
have contributed to the revitalization of the Canadian 
shipbuilding industry and the implementation of the 
Arctic Offshore Patrol Ship and Joint Support Ship 
projects, with the Canadian Surface Combatant 
project now well into project definition. Ian's work 
has set in motion the renewal of the RCN for the next 
half century.

Adm irals' Medal 2022: Rear -Adm iral (Ret 'd) Ian David Mack , CMM, CD, RCN
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After the Canadian Navy lost its aircraft carrier, 
HMCS Bonaventure in 1970, Canada no longer had 
the capability to form and deploy an autonomous task 
group to control an ocean area. We had lost the 
capability to provide long-range air to sea attacks to 
immediately counter an enemy surface force. We had 
lost the capability to interdict air attacks against our 
ships. In fact, our ships? anti-surface and anti-air 
self-defence capabilities were obsolescent to the point 
that, in a real-life confrontation, our more capable 
allies would need to divert some of their assets to 
protect Canadian destroyers.

We were reduced to being effective 
Anti-submarine Warfare (ASW) contributors to Allied 
task groups but little more. That situation was only 
commencing to improve with the arrival of the 
missile-equipped Tribal-class (DDH 280) destroyers 
in the 1970s, but with only four such ships it was a 
miniscule improvement. 

And there was another thing that was important: 
when we lost Bonaventure we no longer had a 
Canadian flag officer in a position to exercise tactical 
control of Allied naval task forces. The best we could 
hope for was the occasional command of the NATO 
Naval Standing Force (STANAVFORLANT or 
SNFL) numbering 6 to 10 destroyers and frigates.  At 
conferences following major NATO naval exercises 
the Canadian naval presence went from the front row 
to the back row ? and so did much of Canada?s ability 
to have meaningful influence on Allied naval task 
group doctrine and operations.

Those realities really did not impact on me until I 
became the Commander of the Fifth Destroyer 
Squadron and was involved in Exercise Ocean Safari 
?75. In mid October 1975 I was assigned to head a 
Canadian Task Group comprising the helicopter 

destroyers HMCS Fraser (DDH233 Cdr Leo 
MacDonald), Nipigon (DDH266 Cdr Frank Hope), 
Skeena (DDH207 Cdr Jacques Chouinard) and the 
operational support ship Preserver (AOR510 Capt 
Henry Vondette). The deployment was to commence 
with a visit to Dublin by the destroyers and to 
Rotterdam by Preserver. Following those port visits 
my four ships would rejoin and participate in Exercise 
Moby Dick ? a carrier escort exercise run by the 
Royal Navy Commander Home Fleet.  

Following Moby Dick we would participate in 
Ocean Safari ?75 ? the largest NATO maritime 
exercise of the year involving seven NATO nations 
and comprising some 65 ships, hundreds of aircraft 
and more than 17,000 navy and marine personnel. At 
that point my three destroyers and AOR would be 
augmented by two USN destroyers: USS Farragut 
(DDG37), and USS Lawrence (DDG4), and one RN 
Leander-class destroyer, HMS Juno (F52). We then 
would assume the Surface Orange (Enemy) role; I 
would become the Orange Surface Force 
Commander; my six destroyers would be allowed to 
simulate the formidable anti-ship capabilities of 
Soviet Kynda and Kresta I cruisers; and our shipborne 
helicopters would be allowed to simulate the 
capabilities of the Soviet shipborne Hormone 
helicopters. Having been Commandant of the 
Canadian Forces Maritime Warfare School and 
concurrently Chairman of the Canadian Maritime 
Tactical Authority in my previous appointment; 
having met with many Canadian, American and 
British military and civilian experts on the Soviet 
Navy; and having studied, lectured and written on 
Soviet naval strategy and capabilities, I had a 
reasonable knowledge of Soviet naval capabilities and 
doctrine and was looking forward to  simulating a 
Kynda/Kresta force opposing a large NATO naval 
force.  

Immediately after the sea-phase of Ocean Safari 

Exercise Ocean Safari 1975
Deploym ent , Exercises and Por t  Visit s

Nigel D. Brodeur
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75, the three Canadian destroyers and Preserver 
would proceed to Rosyth, Scotland to join the other 
Ocean Safari participants and to attend the exercise 
?wash-up?; following that the Canadian ships would 
proceed to Hamburg for a goodwill port visit, and 
then return to Halifax.

Our exercise planning went into high gear upon 
my return from Kingston and CORK 75; and then the 
challenges started.

The first challenge was a fuel supply problem. In 
addition to exercises Moby Dick and Ocean Safari 75, 
the four Canadian ships had port visits to Dublin, 
Rotterdam, Rosyth and Hamburg, and there would be 
occasions when Preserver would be far away from 
the Canadian destroyers when they needed to refuel. I 
presumed that we would have authority to buy foreign 
fuel ? but then Canadian Defence cost-cutting hit us. 

I was summoned to Vice-Admiral Boyle?s office 
and he told me, "You will have the fuel in the AOR 
and are not to buy one drop of off-shore fuel."  I said, 
"Sir, my ships are going to be hundreds of miles apart 
sometimes."  He said, "You can use up the fuel in the 
AOR. That?s it!"   Well, I was faced with a seemingly 
impossible situation, (although I suspect he probably 
knew what I was going to do). I contacted Flag 
Officer Home Fleet, in the UK, told him about my 
dilemma and proposed that we trade fuel 
barrel-for-barrel. When the British ships would be 
near HMCS Preserver she would refuel them; and 
when Preserver was too far away from my Canadian 
destroyers the Royal Navy support ship would refuel 
us. Careful records would be kept and it would all be 
done ?barrel-for-barrel?. Flag Officer Home Fleet 
thought that was an excellent arrangement and 
seemed very pleased with it.1

Our next challenge arose from the planned 
participation of the Canadian destroyers and AOR in 
Exercise Moby Dick ? the Ocean Safari preamble 
which would be run by the Royal Navy. When we 
received the Moby Dick flag officer?s initial 
Communications Plan (COMPLAN) for that exercise, 
my Squadron Staff Officer Communications, 
Lieutenant-Commander (later Commodore) Doug 
McClean, recognized that our destroyers? 
communications equipments could not handle some 
of the Royal Navy circuits. We requested frequency 
changes and the RN admiral consented ? but some of 

the new frequencies were also unworkable for the 
Canadian destroyers. We again requested COMPLAN 
modifications, and he again obligingly made the 
changes ? which once again were not fully 
compatible. When we requested a third attempt to 
amend the COMPLAN so that we could fully 
participate, I received a message back from the 
clearly exasperated RN flag officer saying he 
regretted that he could ?not further amend his 
communications plan to compensate for obsolete 
Canadian naval communications equipments?.2       

The Canadian Task Group deployed in late 
October. The destroyers arrived in Dublin around the 
end of October for a three-day goodwill visit while 
Preserver continued on to Rotterdam for her very 
successful goodwill visit.

On arrival in Dublin aboard Fraser I was 
informed by our liaison official that it was customary 
for the senior officer of visiting warships to make 
their initial call on the Port Captain (as opposed to the 
Mayor of Dublin). I complied and, while waiting in 
his outer office, noticed a large superbly surveyed 
hand-drawn marine chart of Dublin harbour mounted 
on the office wall. The signature on the chart was that 
of Rear-Admiral W. Bligh, the famous Captain of 
HMS Bounty, who was promoted and appointed Port 
Captain of Dublin by the Admiralty following his 
return to England. The chart was a testimony to the 
navigational brilliance of Captain Bligh, who had 
been set adrift by the Bounty mutineers in a small 
open boat with 18 of his crew and then miraculously 
succeeded in navigating that boat nearly 4,000 miles 
to Java.

When I entered the Port Captain?s office he 
greeted me warmly, produced a bottle of Jamieson 
whiskey, then pulled the cork and threw it out the 
window signifying that neither of us would leave until 
the bottle was empty ? following which he and I  
would  proceed to the civic reception in honour of the 
Canadian ships? visit.

The Irish Navy and Army also hosted our officers; 
and I was somewhat bewildered by  the question 
frequently put to me ?Where are you from?? and the 
refusal to accept any of the Canadian places I named 
as an answer. Ultimately it dawned on me that they 
somehow assumed that my ancestors must have come 
from Ireland. Seeking to change the subject I 
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mentioned Ireland?s King Brian Boru?s castle across 
the river - whereupon one Irish Army Colonel asked 
his colleagues ?Wasn?t it a Brodeur who assassinated 
Brian Boru?? a second colonel rushed to a downstairs 
library and returned triumphantly with the answer 
that, yes, it was a Brodir who assassinated Brian 
Boru. Notwithstanding the surname spelling 
difference, I had some small trepidation about the 
Colonels? possible reaction; however they appeared 
very happy ? they at last knew ?where I was from?.3

The hospitality accorded the ships? companies in 
Dublin was outstanding. In return, the ships hosted 
more than one thousand visitors, during their 
three-day stay - including the Canadian Ambassador 
H. Morton Maddick, a native of Newfoundland who 
met with our Newfoundland seamen.

On 3 November the Canadian destroyers sailed 
from Dublin and proceeded towards Iceland to 
rendezvous with the Exercise Moby Dick ships. We 
joined the British carrier Task Group, and my 
destroyers were assigned to the screen for the ASW 
Aircraft Carrier HMS Hermes. I was familiar with 
Hermes from my CFMWS days, for she had been a 
welcome participant in three of our Maritime 
Coordinated Tactical Exercises (MARCOTs) and I 
had come to know her previous commanding officer, 
Captain (later Rear-Admiral) Peter Branson, and her 
current one Captain (later Vice-Admiral) Derek 
Reffell, quite well.

We joined Hermes at dusk and Fraser, Nipigon 
and Skeena were allocated to various stations on the 
screen; but I was not designated Screen Commander 
or assigned any other duties.  So I went to my cabin, 
and every now and then I would just keep an eye on 
what was happening.  On one occasion one of the 
carrier's helicopters had an emergency. Immediately 
all my ships went to Flying Stations and reported that 
they had ready decks. So I radioed Derek Reffell and 
told him that it was customary in our DDH's to go to 
Flying Stations and be able to provide a ready deck in 
cases of any air emergency.  Derek said, "Thank you 
very much, Nigel."  I went back to my cabin and he 
continued operating the screen and got on with the 
exercise.  But I felt pretty left out.     

During Moby Dick, the records of the Royal Navy 
Fleet Tanker RFA Olwen show that she refuelled 
Fraser and Nipigon on 5 November, Skeena on 6 

November and Nipigon again on 7 November. In the 
meantime, Preserver was refuelling RN ships ? the 
?barrel-for-barrel? was working well.

Moby Dick terminated on 9 November and Ocean 
Safari 75 followed. My three destroyers left the 
Hermes group, we rendezvoused North-West of the 
Faroe Islands with Preserver and were joined by HMS 
Juno, US Ships Farragut and Lawrence. I now 
became Commander of the ORANGE Surface Force 
and was responsible to COMORANGE (who I 
believe was Vice-Admiral Gordon Tait 
Commander-in-Chief Plymouth). He also had overall 

command of the ORANGE submarine and maritime 
air assets ? including Vulcan reconnaissance aircraft.

Our first order of business when Ocean Safari 75 
commenced was to ?break? the BLUE Force?s 
Communications Plan in order to identify their force 
composition, their chain of Command, their 
operational activities and their information exchange 
and instructions. For this purpose a TRACSVAN had 
been embarked in Preserver; ably led by 
Lieutenant-Commander Doug McClean, the van?s 
communications and electronic warfare specialists 
commenced searching the frequency spectrum to find 
and identify the BLUE FORCE communications nets 
? for the ORANGE forces had been given no prior 
knowledge whatsoever of the BLUE COMPLAN. 
The TRACSVAN crew performed magnificently and 
24 hours later were able to give me a list comprising 
almost 100 percent of the BLUE COMPLAN ? a list 
which was copied, and subsequently conveyed via 

HMS Hermes (image: Wikimedia)
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helicopter or jackstay, to all the ships in my force.

At that point the Exercise ?Hot War? had not yet 
started ? both sides were simulating the ?Increasing 
Tension? stage, which included harassing one 
another?s forces; but no simulated weapon firings. 
The Commanding Officer of USS Farragut, 
Commander (later Admiral) Jeremy (Mike) Boorda4 

invited me to ride in, and command my force from, 
his ship for three days ? an invitation I immediately 
accepted. I transferred to Farragut by Sea King 
helicopter taking a copy of the 
TRACSVAN-produced BLUE COMPLAN to give to 
Commander Boorda on my arrival.

On arriving aboard Farragut I noticed that there 
were some 12-14 heavy steel wire ropes rising up to 
her foc?s?le and connected to large turnbuckles 
secured to cleats and bollards. Commander Boorda 
explained that his ship had a brand new type of 
chin-mounted sonar dome; that the dome had been 
?scissored? on an uncharted wreck when Farragut 
had entered Den Helder before the exercise; and that 
he and his crew had devised and fitted a large steel 
cargo-net to hold the dome together ? a net being held 
taut by the wires I had noticed on deck. I was 
impressed by his determination and ingenuity.

Farragut then closed Preserver on 13 November 
to refuel. A considerably larger ship than the 
Canadian destroyers, Farragut was capable of 
receiving fuel simultaneously from both the forward 
and aft refuelling stations. Her refuelling crews were 
fast and efficient, and received a congratulatory 
message from Preserver?s Captain Vondette stating, 
?THANKS TO YOUR EFFICIENCY WE HAVE 
SET A NEW Ocean Safari DELIVERY RECORD 
1076 BBLS IN 7 MIN?.

Commander Boorda had passed his copy of the 
TRACSVAN-produced BLUE COMPLAN to his 
Operations Officer. Following the refuelling he took 
me to the ship?s Operations Room where he 
personally proceeded to identify the 
COMSTRIKFLTLANT (USN Vice-Admiral 
Shanahan) command and control circuit, usurped 
callsigns and passwords being used by BLUE Force 
ships, injected false instructions and information into 
the circuit causing considerable confusion and then 
used the standard silencing instruction to temporarily 
terminate the use of that circuit.

I then asked Commander Boorda if he thought it 
possible for Farragut to close and harass the attack 
carrier USS Independence at daylight the following 
day without forewarning the BLUE force. He replied 
that the radar capabilities of the carrier-borne 
Hawkeye Airborne Early Warning (AEW) aircraft 
made it unlikely but excused himself to study the 
problem. Shortly afterwards he reported that if 
Farragut and Preserver could close one another and 
remain standard distance line apart (100-140 feet), 
they would appear as a single large merchant ship 
echo on the Hawkeye radar. This he undertook to 
conduct personally ? Farragut and Preserver, married 
by a distance line, steamed all night, rounded the 
Faroes in Sea State 5, and Farragut remained 
unidentified until she sighted USS Independence and 
closed her to commence harassing the carrier?s launch 
and recovery operations. 

Commander Boorda had remained on the bridge 
overnight and now commenced the harassment of 
Independence. He brought Farragut right under the 
carrier?s stern and within a couple of hundred yards, 
hampering its operations but doing it very adroitly 
and in constant communication with the CO of the 
carrier so that there was no danger.  But it certainly 
appeared dangerous - especially when one aircraft 
flew just above Farragut?s masts enroute to landing 
on the carrier. Additionally, the carrier?s planeguard 
destroyer was making repeated attempts to force 
Farragut away from the carrier.

All these events were being observed by an actual 
Soviet Kresta II cruiser on the horizon and by its 
Hormone helicopter, which later flew close to 
Farragut and inspected us ? perhaps wondering who 
that green uniformed officer on the wing of the bridge 
might be.

Farragut then rejoined the rest of my force. 
However, the wires to the cargo net holding her sonar 
dome were now vibrating extensively. She and 
Preserver took refuge in the Faroes Island where 
Preserver?s divers examined the dome and confirmed 
Commander Boorda?s fears ? the dome was starting 
to split apart and could no longer withstand high 
speed or excessive ship pitching. USS Farragut 
would have to withdraw from Ocean Safari 75. I 
shared Mike Boorda?s disappointment but considered 
that his very professional and tenacious activities had 
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contributed greatly to the ORANGE force and 
deserved much commendation. On returning to 
HMCS Fraser I sent Commander Boorda a message 
recognizing and praising what he and USS Farragut 
had achieved, and copied that message to the 
formidable and demanding Admiral Isaac C.(Ike) 
Kidd Jr - who was both the USN?s CINCLANT and 
NATO?s SACLANT.

The loss of Farragut necessitated adjustments to 
my ORANGE Surface Force ?warplan? which was 
predicated on coordinated attacks by widely separated 
individual ships while maintaining strict radio and 
sonar silence between attacks ? so as to avoid 
detection by BLUE submarines, aircraft and ships.

Accordingly, I first went by Sea King helicopter 
to HMS Juno commanded by Captain (RN) E.R. 
(Ted) Anson, who additionally commanded the RN 
4th Frigate Squadron, and was formerly a naval 
aviator and test pilot.5 I found him to be very friendly 
and extremely professional. It was reassuring to 
witness his sonar operators passively tracking the 
BLUE aircraft carriers which were then well over 100 
nautical miles away, and even more reassuring that he 
fully approved our passive sonar and radio silence 
approach, and also was knowledgeable about the 
capabilities of the Soviet Kynda- and Kresta-class 
cruisers.

I next went by Sea King to USS Lawrence, which 
was commanded by Commander William C. Wheaton 
USN. He also impressed me with his professionalism, 
attention to detail, integrity, and command 
experience.6 Lawrence had excellent passive sonar, 
aircraft detection and communications capabilities, 
and Commander Wheaton was also knowledgeable 
about the Soviet cruisers and was keenly looking 
forward to simulating one.  

In those days the Soviet Kresta I and Kynda-class 
cruisers carried the SSN-3b Shaddock missiles 
credited with having a maximum range of 250 
nautical miles and active radar terminal homing. 
Consequently, the prerequisites for an accurate attack 
were: first, an accurate bearing of the target; and 
secondly, a sufficiently accurate knowledge of the 
target?s range to ensure that it was within the missile 
maximum range and its terminal active radar homing 
envelope. Passive sonar would provide the bearing 
information ? but range calculation would be more 
difficult.

Fortunately, COMORANGE produced and 
promulgated a coded geographical grid covering the 
operating area of the BLUE forces, then promulgated 
the schedule for the night- time reconnaissance flights 
of his Vulcan bombers, and also had them broadcast 
the grid positions of the BLUE carrier forces. 
Provided that my five destroyers could all be in their 
assigned attack positions when the VULCAN sorties 
occurred, the ships would have the requisite range 
information. Additionally, the TRACSVAN in 
Preserver discovered that USS Independence was 
continuously operating its TACAN. Since the 
Hormone helicopters were assessed to have the 
capability to intercept and use NATO ships? TACAN, 
my DDHs would launch their helicopters and have 
them climb to sufficient altitude to intercept the 
carrier TACAN ? thereby obtaining a very accurate 
target range.

The attack procedures I directed were quite basic; 
and the attack instructions were not transmitted by 
radio but were written and passed by jackstay or 
helicopter from Fraser to Preserver and thence to the 
other four destroyers when they rendezvoused with 
her. Each ship was assigned a geographical attack 
sector within which they would operate and from 
which they would attack the BLUE carriers. The 
attacks took place at long range, on the nights 
COMORANGE specified for the VULCAN flights, 
and following receipt and plotting of the VULCAN 
reconnaissance data. The attack would be 
synchronized and initiated by the first ORANGE 
destroyer that considered it had accurate attack 
information. That destroyer would make the 
mandatory attack radio signal - comprising the attack 
time, the target?s geographical position, the ORANGE 
ship?s geographical position and the bearing and 
range set on the simulated missile. On receiving that 
signal, the remaining four ORANGE destroyers 
would also launch their attacks and make their attack 
signals.7 Throughout this period Preserver would 
withdraw to a specified central position and steam on 
a pre-ordained track to facilitate rendezvous with 
individual destroyers when necessary before the next 
attack series.

As I recall we launched three or four attacks with 
the distance between the wing ships being as much as 
300 nautical miles. The BLUE carriers therefore 
faced at least five SSN-3-b missiles arriving almost 
simultaneously from five widely separate directions ? 
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a major defence challenge. Following one of the 
attacks we received a congratulatory message from 
COMORANGE complimenting us on winning the 
?third Battle of Dogger Bank?.8

The wide separations between the ORANGE 
ships, combined with our strict silence policy on radio 
and sonar transmissions, and the presence of 
considerable non-exercise merchant shipping in the 
North Sea, made it extremely difficult for BLUE 
forces to find and attack us. None of my ships 
reported sighting any green flares (signifying an 
attack by submarine); indeed, a passing BLUE 
nuclear submarine was even unaware of HMCS 
Fraser?s presence until contacted on underwater 
telephone. Additionally, HMS Juno detected, closed 
and illuminated by searchlight a ?real-life? surfaced 
Soviet Foxtrot-class submarine which was intruding 
into the exercise area. As far as air attack was 
concerned, I knew of only one occasion, towards the 
end of the exercise, when a single military aircraft 
caught Fraser, Nipigon, Skeena and Preserver 
gathered during a replenishment operation. 
Throughout much of the Exercise Hostilities Phase, 
my ORANGE Surface Force ships operated 
independently, and displayed tremendous initiative ? I 
was very proud of them.  

It emerged during the Ocean Safari ?75 Wash-up 
in Rosyth that the ORANGE surface attacks on the 
BLUE carrier force had been successful to a degree 
which prompted SACLANT, Admiral ?Ike? Kidd, to 
openly challenge what Vice-Admiral Shanahan was 
doing to prevent the attacks. Admiral Kidd then added 
that he remembered a day when they had a Carrier 
Commander who really knew how to run operations 
and his name was Harry Porter.9 I was somewhat ill at 
ease ? for it had never been my intention to cause any 
embarrassment to Vice-Admiral John Shanahan (a 
highly respected USN flag officer); but only to 
simulate a realistic and effective Soviet opposing 
force.

Following the exercise wash-up and a short 
respite in Rosyth, the Canadian ships sailed to the 
Free and Hanseatic City of Hamburg, arriving on 1 
December. The ships experienced tremendous 
hospitality in Hamburg, and they were hosted by Lord 
and Lady Killanin.10 The ships also held an official 
reception hosted by Canada?s new Ambassador to the 
Federal Republic of Germany, John G.H. Halstead,11 

and by many German dignitaries.

Our ships departed Hamburg on 4 December and 
were closely passed by the impressive Russian 
nuclear-powered icebreaker Arktika12 which was 
entering Hamburg. As we passed the western 
outskirts of the city, we were saluted by Hamburg?s 
famous Hotel Louis C. Jacob (the ?Saluting Hotel?) 
and received the honours traditionally accorded 
departing warships, in our case a single cannon, 
accompanied by the hotel?s hoisting Canada?s 
National Flag and playing our National Anthem ? a 
fitting end to a memorable visit. We arrived back in 
Halifax on or about 12 December 1975.

Notes
1 It wasn?t until a year later that the shekel-counters in 
the British Admiralty discovered that our fuel was 
less expensive than theirs and they undertook to 
charge Canada for the difference.  The ?barrel for 
barrel? approach was a precursor to the very effective 
CAN/US fuel agreement used by the Canadian and 
United States navies in later years.
2 I forwarded that message to NDHQ in the hope that 
the embarrassment might achieve some positive 
results.
3 One of them was  Colonel William O?Callaghan  
who became a Lieutenant-General in the United 
Nations and in 1986  commanded UNIFIL and then 
UNTSO.  I had the pleasure to meet with him in 
Jerusalem during my visits as DCDS to our UNTSO 
and UNDOF peacekeepers in 1986 & 1987.
4 Jeremy Michael Boorda ultimately became a four 
star admiral and the USN?s Chief of Naval Operations 
(CNO) - the first USN officer to rise from the enlisted 
ranks to such a high position.
5 Ted Anson ultimately became Vice-Admiral Sir 
Edward Anson, KCB.
6 Bill Wheaton was later promoted to Captain and 
subsequently headed my CINCWESTLANT staff in 
Norfolk, Virginia when I served as D/COSOPS 
SACLANT and Chief of Staff CINCWESTLANT 
from 1983 to 1985. We remain close friends.
7 The positions given in each of the attack signals also 
facilitated the subsequent rendezvous with Preserver.
8 The Dogger Bank is situated in the North Sea. The 
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first Battle of Dogger Bank occurred between the 
Royal Navy and Dutch Navy in August 1781;  the 
Second Battle of Dogger bank was between the Royal 
Navy and Imperial German Navy in February 1916 .
9 Canada?s Vice-Admiral H.A. ?Harry? Porter ? 
Commanding Officer of the aircraft carrier HMCS 
Bonaventure in 1965, then became Senior Canadian 
Officer Afloat Atlantic in 1968, Commander 
Maritime Forces Pacific in 1969 and Commander 
Maritime Command in 1970.

10 Lord Killanin was Chairman of the International 
Olympics, which were about to be held in Canada in 
1976.
11 Ambassador Halstead was a former RCN officer 
who had served in Canadian naval Intelligence during 
the Second World War. We would meet many times 
when he subsequently was Canada?s Ambassador to 
NATO and following his retirement in 1982.
12 Arktika was subsequently renamed L.I. Brezhnev in 
November 1982

Nigel Brodeur joined the RCN in 1950, as a third-generation association with our Navy: he is the son 
of Victor-Gabriel Brodeur (the first French-Canadian to reach flag rank) and grandson of 
Louis-Philippe Brodeur (the first Minister of the Naval Service).  He was the Weapons Officer in 
Kootenay for the Cuban Missile Crisis, commanded Terra Novaa nd later the Fifth Canadian 
Destroyer Squadron, and as Director of Maritime Requirements (Sea) oversaw drafting of the 
Statement of Requirements for the Canadian Patrol Frigate.  After an appointment as Chief of Staff to 
NATO?s Commander-in-Chief Atlantic (COS SACLANT) he retired in 1988 as a vice-admiral 
Deputy Chief of the Defence Staff (DCDS).

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aircraft_carrier
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aircraft_carrier
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/HMCS_Bonaventure_(CVL_22)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/HMCS_Bonaventure_(CVL_22)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maritime_Forces_Pacific
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maritime_Forces_Pacific
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maritime_Forces_Pacific
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Commander_of_the_Royal_Canadian_Navy
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Commander_of_the_Royal_Canadian_Navy
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Commander_of_the_Royal_Canadian_Navy
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Fr om t he 
Br anches

On September 22, 2022, the President of the Ottawa 
Branch of the Naval Association of Canada (NAC) was 
pleased to present to the National Naval Reserve 
Monument Association (NNRMA) a NAC Endowment 
Fund cheque in the amount of $5,000 in support of the 
revitalization of this important national monument.

Shown in the photo to the right at Dow?s Lake by the 
entrance to HMCS Carleton with the monument in the 
backdrop are from the left: Howie Smith, the NAC 
Project Officer, Tim Addison the Ottawa Branch 
President, Cdr Sheyla Dussault the Chair of the 
NNRMA, and Cdr Christopher Knowlton the 
Commanding Officer of HMCS Carleton.

In 1973, to mark the 50th anniversary of Canada?s 
Naval Reserve a monument honouring the men and 
women of the Royal Canadian Navy Volunteer Reserve 
(RCNVR), Royal Canadian Navy Reserve (RCNR), and 
the Naval Reserve was designed and built in Ottawa. It 
was dedicated by the Governor General of Canada. Over 
the past almost 50 years, the monument and surrounding 
grounds have deteriorated with time and exposure to the 
elements, such that the monument no longer provides a 
fitting commemoration of the contributions of Canada?s 
Naval Reserve.

The opportunity exists to remedy this by revitalizing 
the monument and surrounding grounds, in time for the 
celebration of the centenary of the Naval Reserve in 
2023. The project is currently in the fundraising phase 
and more information including how people may donate 
may be found at the NNRMA website: nnrma-anmrn.ca/ 

NAC Endowm ent  Fund

From  Ant hony Colucci

https://nnrma-anmrn.ca/
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NAC Endowment fund to RCSCC Montréal on May 28, 2022" NAC Montreal Branch Cadet 
liaison representative and commander of RCSCC Victory, Manuel Pelletier (left) presented a 

cheque from the NAC Endowment fund to RCSCC Montréal .

Bat t le of  t he At lant ic on t he West  Coast

From  King Wan

It was a clear and warm weekend when the Royal 
Canadian Navy came to town. Two frigates: HMCS 
Winnipeg and HMCS Vancouver, two MCDVs: 
HMCS Edmonton and Brandon, plus three orca-class 
patrol training vessels arrived to North Vancouver to 
help celebrate the Battle of the Atlantic and to 
promote fleet weekend, the navy?s inaugural Fleet 
Weekend at the Burrard Dry Dock Pier.

The ships entered Burrard Inlet Friday morning 
(April 29) and cruised into North Vancouver The 
general public were welcomed to view and tour these 
active naval vessels from the RCN and Maritime 
Forces Pacific on Saturday (April 30). There was also 

static displays from HMCS Discovery, Fleet Diving 
Unit (Pacific), and Naval Tactical Operations Group. 
The ships were partially open for tours on Sunday 
(May 1).

During that weekend, it was reported that 30,000+ 
visitors came down to the North Vancouver Lonsdale 
quay to see the ships. According to HMCS 
Vancouver's officers, they entertained roughly 3,500 
visits and tours on that ship alone. Local news 
network reported the ship visit and many flocked to 
the quay to either take photos or line up to tour the 
ships. One of the MCDV's captains, Lieutenant 
Commander Mike Wills, was a former member of the 
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local naval reserve division HMCS Discovery before 
going full-time with the navy.

From 10 a.m. to 11:30 a.m. on Sunday, a 
ceremony commemorating the Battle of the Atlantic 
was held at the Sailor?s Point Memorial in Waterfront 
Park. The battle was the longest continuous military 
campaign of the Second World War, and one in which 
the Royal Canadian Navy played a vital role. The 
annual event honours those lost at sea in the longest 
single campaign of the Second World War. 
Servicemen and women of HMCS Discovery and the 
crew from these ships paraded alongside veterans of 

the Royal Canadian Navy, the Royal Canadian Air 
Force and the Canadian Army, as well as members of 
the Royal Canadian Sea Cadets and the Navy League 
in the Battle of the Atlantic.

Commodore Mazur, CANPACFLT commander, 
took the salute from the parade contingents and was 
on hand to welcome guests at a reception held on 
HMCS Vancouver after the parade. Overall, it was a 
successful weekend and the local residents were 
treated to a rare moment when the Royal Canadian 
Navy came to town. Many locals are looking for a 
repeat visit in the future.
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Award of  NAC Gold and Silver   Medall ions 
for  Except ional Cont r ibut ions at  t he 

Nat ional Level

- Ken Lait 2020 Gold - for his leadership and dedication as National Executive Director 
2010-2017. Ken served as ED for three Presidents and led the early adaption of the requirements 
of the Not-for-Profit Corporations Act.

- Ian Parker 2020 Gold - for his work in establishing and executing the initial phase of the Naval 
Affairs program.

- Bill Conconi 2021 Gold ? for his leadership and dedication to his branch and in particular, his 
role as National President from 2017 to May 2022. He strove to ensure the NAC was recognized 
as a valuable supporter and friend of the RCN.

- Dave Soule 2021 Gold ? for his leadership and dedication through the transition years as 
National Executive Director, Ottawa Branch Secretary and Branch member.

- Barry Walker 2021 Gold - for his dedication and leadership in the Ottawa Branch and for his 
contribution as National Vice President.

- Margaret Morris 2021 Gold ? for her leadership and dedication to NAC National and her branch, 
in particular, her efforts to ensure the St. John?s 2017 conference showcased the NAC and 
Newfoundland?s vibrant local maritime industry and educational facilities.

- Rod Hughes 2022 Gold ? for his leadership on the National Board and his enthusiasm and effort 
as editor of our weekly ?NAC News? ? keeping NAC members informed of ?things? maritime 
and reminded of our rich maritime history.

- Gerry Powell 2020 Silver ? for his role in transitioning the NAC to a national membership 
system, which is coming to fruition in 2023.

- Nick Leak 2021 Silver ? for his mainstay presence and active participation in his local branch 
and National level activities such as the Battle of the Atlantic Gala and national level 
conferences.

- Charles O?Leary 2021 Silver ? for his tireless efforts to expand the NAC Montreal and NAC 
presence and participation within the Montreal maritime community especially with HMCS 
Donnacona.

- David Critoph 2020 Silver ? for his efforts to ensure NOABC?s 100thanniversary program was a 
success and his dedication and effort involved in the 2019 Vancouver National conference and 
associated meetings

- Mark Phillips 2020 Silver ? for his leadership, enthusiasm, and willingness to reach out within 
the local community, in particular with HMCS York, on behalf of NAC and his role as a director 
on the NAC National Board.

- Mike Hoare 2021 Silver ? for his contribution to his branch and on the National Board as 
member and Chair of Nominations Committee.

- Robert Lucas 2021 Silver ? for his leadership in reinvigorating the local branch program to 
incorporate a professional educational component for branch activities.

- Richard Birchall 2021 Silver ? for his active involvement and outreach on behalf of the NAC 
Toronto scholarship fund which has increased the visibility the NAC in the local community.

- Ron Skelton 2022 Silver ? for his active leadership in his branch and service on the National 
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Board of Directors.
- Gerry Pash 2022 Silver ? for his key role in engaging the maritime and local community to support 

the Lt Hampton Gray Memorial Monument project
- Stan Brygadyr 2022 Silver ? for his first-rate efforts as a key and core member of the Lt Hampton 

Gray Memorial Monument project, in particular his role in liaising with the BC Aviation Museum.
- Terry Milne 2022 Silver ? for his role as a core member of the Lt Hampton Gray Memorial 

Monument project, in particular, his leadership and unflagging energy in fundraising or the project.

- John Nosotti 2022
- Karin-Ann Goral 2022
- Peter Clarke 2022
- Judy Doll 2021
- Tony Dearness 2021
- Don Peckham 2021
- Sean Livingston 2020
- Peter Chipman 2020
- Lynn Harrison 2020

Bronze Medall ions 

For  Except ional Cont r ibut ions at  t he Branch Level
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Book  
Revi ews

Br it ain?s Ant i-Subm ar ine Capabil i t y, 
1919-1939, by George Frank lin  

The Royal Navy and Ant i-Subm ar ine 
War fare, 1917-49, by Malcolm  
Llewellyn-Jones

Reviewed by Fraser  McKee

While these two very similar small volumes are 
somewhat older than our usual reviews, these reprints 
make for fascinating reading. They should be 
compared with the official four volume set of CAPT 
S.W. Roskill?s 1954 series ?The 
War At Sea?, or even the valuable 
technical assessment of pre-war 
A/S development provided in 
Willem Hackmann?s 1984 ?Seek & 
Strike ? Sonar, Anti-Submarine 
Warfare and the Royal Navy, 
1914-54,? (HMSO, London. 
1984).In fact both Franklin and 
Llewellyn-Jones take moderate 
issue with Captain Roskill, usually 
considered as the doyen historian 
of RN wartime A/S preparation 
and resultant activities. And this 
says nothing of the excellent 
assessments of the RCN?s 
preparations and battle of the 
Atlantic efforts as provided by 
Mark Milner and Douglas, Sarty 
and Whitby. These two books are 

carefully researched studies of pre-war understanding 
and preparations insofar as finances and Admiralty 
controls Allowed.

Franklin?s book looks carefully at the 
development from 1917 of what became asdic, with 
its varied hydrophone listening devices, and then the 
A/S weapons used, primarily depth charges, 
hedgehog and finally squid ahead-thrown weapons. 
His volume contains many useful tables, of officer 
and operator training numbers, then manning numbers 
and ship device fittings, plus many appropriate 
photographs and drawings in support. Dr. 
Llewellyn-Jones covers this portion rather more 
briefly, then concentrates on wartime and post-war 
developments and improvements based on wartime 
attack reports.He provides few table and no 

equipment drawings or 
photographs, but appropriate and 
extensive quotations from 
development reports and post-war 
examination of surviving U-boat 
reports.

With all the photos and 
descriptions, the first volume 
makes for easier reading 
somewhat. Asdic, as a searching 
device was already developed in 
its essentials by mid-1917. I hold a 
copy of a technical history from 
the Anti-Submarine Division of the 
Admiralty (ASD-ics!), Dec. 1916 - 
Nov. 1918, describing in detail the 
discovery of the piezo-electric 
device at the core of asdic, and 
development of directionally 
sensitive hydrophones. Thus, as 
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Captain Roskill notes in the official history, the RN 
and others knew quite well how asdic worked to 
detect submarines.It was just the too scant application 
testing of this technical awareness that lead to the 
early heavy losses with too little success, the the 
presumption, in the 1930?s, that asdic had solved the 
A/S problem

That problem was that their development and 
particularly manufacture was not far along enough for 
fitting in all A/S ships like trawlers and destroyers 
when the war began. But through 
the 1920?s and 30?s their 
practicalities were indeed tested, 
assessed, manufactured and 
fitted in both trial and 
operational ships and in 
submarines. A small number, far 
too few, ships? staff were trained 
and assigned, the role the 
equipment could potentially play 
assessed ? not always backed up 
by sufficient practical experience 
against a determined foe with 
more submarines than came to 
pass.As even Captain Roskill 
points out, before and early in 
the war two factors mitigated 
against A/S success:an 
impression in the Admiralty and 
the fleet that the vital roles in the 
anticipated sea war would be in 
gunnery and heavy ship fleet 
exercises and expected battles. 

Asdic and ant-submarine long courses were not a 
popular advancement route; and asdic as it existed 
had not initially solved the ant-submarine problem ? 
that you could easily find the submarine and kill it. 
Problem solved. While convoy exercises were indeed 
planned and run, they were on a small scale and too 
rare. The concept of 30 to 60 ship convoys, groups of 
escort ships with tested and proclaimed A/S attack 
roles against 5 to 15 attackers, at night, was not either 
envisioned or tested. Therein lay the difficulties of the 
1939-1943 period. This short sightedness is examined 
in detail in both volumes.

The reductions agreed to in armament treaties of 
the 1920?s and 30?s and financial hard times 

concentrated on reduction in large ships and even 
destroyer numbers. Anti-submarine efforts got 
minimal attention, few dedicated officers or 
seamen.Funding was as minimal as possible, 
concentrated on the fleet and even a new awareness of 
the need for aircraft carriers. Llewellyn-Jones looks 
carefully at this unfortunate concentration, and then 
the attention paid, after the lessons were learned, to 
such as the valuable and game-changing introduction 
of the German-developed schnorkel. His volume ends 

with three chapters on the 
outlook forward at the war?s end 
on future and long term 
expectations in A/S warfare. 
These make for particularly 
interesting reading, from our 
perspectives now.

Franklin?s book is much 
more concentrated on the actual 
operations of the equipment and 
tactics as their needs developed 
during he war. Why things didn?t 
work as expected, what was tried 
and done to solve the A/S 
problems. All very well for the 
intermediate commands, the 
Admiralty Assessment 
Committee, to criticize the 
performances of the ships and 
C.O.?s in the early convoy battles 
when too few had foreseen what 
the attack tactics should be, how 
asdic and depth charges really 

worked under night and other difficult conditions. 
The development of ahead-thrown weapons to solve 
the ?dead zone? problem,

Both volumes contain a brief chapter on 
?Conclusions,? a useful addition not often provided. 
Franklin?s book makes for familiar and easy reading, 
with events familiar to those in the A/S game. 
Llewellyn-Jones is somewhat more academic in 
scope, but includes assessments of studies and reports 
in preparation for the A/S war, their progress as new 
problems were reported, and a look into the future of 
those days. Both make for quite fascinating reading. 
Recommended.
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Dead in t he Wat er , by Mat t hew 
Cam pbell and Kit  Chellel

Reviewed by Gord Forbes

Readers of this magazine are, I am sure, interested in 
the sea. However, I suspect that the interest applies 
mostly to Naval matters. The only civilian vessels we 
are usually concerned with are those involved on 
wartime convoys and some of their harrowing 
experiences. This book is not one of those.

The subtitle of this book describes it best, ?A true 
story of hijacking, murder and a global maritime 
conspiracy?. A true story, but in many ways, it reads 
like an adventure novel. It definitely has all of the 
ingredients described in that subtitle.

The story begins in 2011 with the hijacking of a 
large tanker by pirates in the Red Sea. During the 
hijacking, a fire starts in the engineering spaces and 
burns a large part of the accommodation decks and 
the bridge. The crew abandoned ship and are picked 
up by a USN cruiser which is on anti-piracy patrol. 
The pirates also flee the ship and are not heard from 
again. A salvage vessel is dispatched to the disabled 
tanker and extinguishers the fire and saves the ship, 
but it is now considered a write-off. The ship owner 
seeks to claim on his insurance from a syndicate 
brokered through Lloyds of London. So far 
everything appears normal and just another piracy in 
those troubled waters.

BUT . . . all may not be as it appears. Suspicion is 
first raised by a British marine surveyor living in 
Yemen who has conducted a survey of the ship just 
after the incident. Two days after he raises his 
suspicions, he is killed by a car bomb. Other 
inconsistencies become apparent. Were the pirates 
Somali and were they in fact pirates? Their actions 
raise doubts. And who was the actual owner of the 
vessel?

Two London based investigators try to discover 
who is the owner and subsequently get totally 
involved in what they consider insurance fraud. This 
brings in a cast of lawyers, insurance agents and 
suspicious characters. The tales of how this worked 

its way to the courts and the decisions that are 
reached, some right and some disappointing, are 
explored in some depth.An explanation of how 
Lloyds works and the results they achieve make for 
very interesting reading and help explain how this 
incident could have come about.

This is a most interesting book, and the authors 
must be congratulated for the research that they put 
into it. I recommend this book for everyone who has 
an interest in maritime affairs. The book is available 
at Chapters Indigo and through Amazon.
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I read the paper put up by Vice Admiral Robert 
Davidson RCN Ret. With some enthusiasm he does 
make some very good and noteworthy points with 
regards to the future procurement of submarines by 
the Royal Canadian Navy.

Naturally the next generation submarine must 
fulfill a substantial list of requirements and 
capabilities, as Vice Admiral Davidson highlights one 
key area of operation in the future will be the Arctic 
region.

I would also add that the Pacific region should 
also receive the same attention. As noted by Vice 
Admiral Davidson any future acquisition must remain 
economically and politically viable, but I would also 
add to his statement and say it must also be 
sustainable.

Vice admiral Davidson writes ?Any future 
submarine procurement must deliver optimum 
military capability while remaining politically and 
economically affordable.? In this I whole heartedly 
agree, given the current political and economic 
climate plus historical evidence any future submarine 
program must make economic sense.

The previous issues surrounding the acquisition, 
refitting and associated problems of the Victoria class 
it would be sensible and prudent that this type of 
acquisition is not repeated, therefore; Canada should 

seriously consider proven designs.

It should be noted that any future acquisition by 
Canada to acquire submarines to replace the Victoria 
class should ultimately be brand new and not second 
hand.

There are currently a couple of good options for 
submarines on the export market that already have 
tried and tested technology that Canada could 
potentially opt for. Each have their own advantages 

Let t er s t o 
t he Edi t or

A Response t o Vice Adm . 
Davidson's NAC Paper  on 
Subm ar ine Procurem ent  

Blair  Shaw

Click on the paper above to Read Vice Admiral 
Davidson's work on the NAC website

https://www.navalassoc.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/Davidson-Submarines-1.pdf
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and disadvantages with regards to Canadian 
requirements.

German Type 212CD Version

One such program currently being undertaken by 
Thyssen Krupp Marine Services (TKMS) is the type 
212CD project. This submarine is a much-enlarged 
derivative of the type 212A which is currently in 
service with Germany and Italy. The design and 
systems are therefore proven in operation.

With the type 212CD currently on the starting 
blocks Canada should consider this design in future 
plans for the following reasons: Firstly the equipment 
and systems are already largely proven in a previous 
class. With proven technology the risk factor 
decreases as does in part cost due to multiple users.

Secondly Germany is known for building high 
quality and reasonable cost submarines that are 
tailored to the end users requirements. They are also 
very efficient at delivery schedules as well as keeping 
within reasonable budgetary grounds.

Thirdly the type 212CD is set to be operated by 
Norway and Germany in the near future, this would 
give some commonality with our NATO partners and 
ensure that the program has an ongoing supply of 
spare parts and equipment when required thus 
somewhat eliminating the need for custom made 
solutions.

With several nations already using this type of 
submarine or its derivatives this will help increase 
operational capability, potentially increased 
deployment tempo, and have improved maintenance 
scheduling as well as a quicker delivery time for new 
platforms as well as a potential for reduced overall 
life span costs.

Lastly this class would give Canada an air 
independent propulsion submarine which increases 
submerged endurance allowing the platform to have 
some ability of operating under ice with modifications 
to the sail.

Japanese Taigei-class

The other option Canada should consider is the 
Japanese Taigei class, these are built on the success of 
the preceding Soryu class and are larger than the type 
212CD. Japan being a Pacific nation all of the 
submarines it currently produces are capable of 

reasonable transpacific operations thus endurance is 
one of the key considerations when undertaking any 
new design.

The Taigei class although slightly more expensive 
per unit would give the Pacific region in particular a 
submarine that is already built from proven 
technology. It is a much riskier option as the Japanese 
have no export experience however the capabilities of 
the vessel and its predecessor are well known.

Although the Taigei class do not use an AIP 
system the increased capacity of the Lithium-Ion 
batteries do give this class of submarine a 
considerable enhancement in terms of submerged 
endurance and speed thus, this option would decrease 
transit times to and from patrol areas giving the 
platform more on station time. Both designs give 
Canada the opportunity to operate with our allies on 
both coasts, both have proven heritage and both are 
very capable submarines.

By opting for this type of solution Canada could 
ultimately have a new submarine in the water in 
relatively quick time frame as well as being of 
sufficient size to carry out multiple different types of 
operations globally.

I agree with Vice Admiral Davidson that ?fixing 
the size requirement as recommend by some analysts? 
would indeed start Canada down a limiting and very 
costly path. Historically this practice has lead many 
foreign naval forces to spend billions of dollars on a 
design only to realize that the vessel would be too 
large or too heavy, thus in the drive to reduce the over 
weight and size issues capability was lost or the entire 
project scrapped.

Submarines come in all shapes, sizes and 
powerplants, putting a displacement or size cap on a 
design or limiting the powerplant would ultimately 
lead to decreased capability and cost over runs.
Therefore; Canada should consider all options of 
various sizes and power plants with the exception of 
nuclear that will best suit the needs of the Royal 
Canadian Navy.

Canada does not currently have the infrastructure, 
knowledge base or shipyard capability to support the 
maintenance or operation of nuclear submarines.
While nuclear submarines do have a major endurance 
advantage over conventional submarines, I contend 
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that nuclear submarines would not only be costly on a 
per unit build basis but, life span costs would also be 
uneconomical.

The upgrading of facilities and infrastructure 
would also be extremely costly not to mention 
politically unpalatable, therefore I agree with Vice 
Admiral Davidsons statement that ?we should focus 
efforts on a conventional submarine option with air 
independent propulsion.?

With the above-mentioned limitations with 
infrastructure, Knowledge base and facilities it should 
also be noted that Canada has never built its own 
submarines. The technology transfer required to 
enable Canadian shipyards the ability to produce their 
own licensed copies or indeed indigenous designs 
would ultimately be time consuming, extremely 
costly as well as high risk.

Therefore, I fully agree with Vice Admiral 
Davidsons statement that ?our procurement plan 
should minimize the procurement duration to reduce 
cost and risk. Key strategies include avoiding unique 
designs and a built in Canada solution.?

One area I object to in Vice Admiral Davidson's 
paper is the proposal for a small submarine and a 
heavy lift ship. The chief objections to this proposal 
are as follows:

Vice Admiral Davidson writes: ?the HLS 
transports the submarine to the operations area 
eliminating the transit and range problem.? While in 
truth it does, but in the single stroke you destroy the 
submarines stealthy capability as well as potentially 
giving away your operational areas.

Any opposing force submarine could simply 
follow the HLS wait for it to launch the submarine 
and then track it, this proposal is one that could 
compromise crew safety as well as advertising 
potential areas of operation by Canadian submarines 
thus defeating Vice Admiral Davidsons previous 
statement that ?No other platform can deliver the 
stealth and strategic surprise of a submarine?.

Crewing requirements: in this proposal there 
would be a requirement to crew not only a submarine 
but also a ship. As I?m sure Vice Admiral Davidson is 
aware one of the biggest ongoing expenses in any 
military is personnel cost.

The proposal here would see the submarine 

operational costing explode. A conventional 
submarine is usually crewed by between 50 to 60 
people, the cost of the heavy lift ships crew would 
have to be integrated into this cost equation even if 
this is turned out to industry.

Commercial heavy lift ships such as MV Blue 
Marlin (Pictured) operate with only a small crew of 
around 20-30 people and offer no repair capabilities 
underway. However, in this proposal Vice Admiral 
Davidson notes that: ?some repairs that previously 
forced and early return transit to home port can be 
addressed locally.?

This proposal would ultimately require a hybrid 
type of vessel to allow for repairs at sea, this in turn 
increases the crew requirements and over all would 
increase unit building cost as well as operational 
lifetime costs.

A solution could be to negotiate basing rights in a 
foreign port like what the United States Navy or 
Royal Navy currently do in various locations around 
the world.

Having an out based submarine naturally brings 
some issues with regards to maintenance it would 
however reduce transiting times to operating areas 
and would allow crew change overs relatively easily 
as well as being more cost effective in the longer 
term.

Summary

I mostly agree with Vice Admiral Davidson's 
paper. He does highlight the urgent need for a 
replacement project for the Victoria class submarines 
and does give some good options for consideration as 
well as taking into consideration future operational 
area requirements.

There are of course some areas of disagreement 
those being nuclear power and also the heavy lift ship 
concept. Indeed, as highlighted by Vice Admiral 
Davidson, any future project must be cost effective 
and politically viable while I also add being 
sustainable. The paper does highlight some key points 
on how this can be achieved and I do agree that there 
should be broad based options in order to identify the 
most capable, cost effect sustainable and suitable 
platform that will fit the needs of the Royal Canadian 
Navy for 2050 and beyond .
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In April 1985 I sailed single ship to Portsmouth to 
relieve HMCS Iroquois (Bear Brown) in 
STANAVFORTLANT (SNFL). This was to be my 
last trip in command and my second tour with SNFL.

The crossing involved a high SOA (16 knots) 
which necessitated a fuel stop in the Azores. 
Moreover, given the time of year, the annual iceberg 
migration South was also a factor in shaping my 
course. The crossing included two harrowing events: 
a helo recovery in zero visibility with a relative wind 
on the nose in excess of 100 knots and a not 
unexpected 57 degree roll to port. Despite the fact 
that the motor cutter davit was briefly under water, 
damage was limited to the loss of one spare life jacket 
canister, a few guard rail stanchions and the fuelling 
hoses secured under the flight deck overhang.

At this time SNFL swelled to 
eight ships: the USS Richard E. 
Byrd, HMS Brilliant, the Dutch 
Pieter Florisz, the German 
Rhineland Pfaltz, the Norwegian 
Stavanger, the Belgian 
Wielingen, the Portuguese 
Roberto Ivens and good old 207.

Upon departure from 
Portsmouth the squadron 
conducted port visits to Lorient in France, Esbjerg in 
Denmark and Christiansand in Norway, participated 
in ASW exercises in the Skagerrak, and ended up in 
Leixoes, Portugal. With tug assistance we were 
berthed two abreast, starboard side to and facing West 
for a quick unassisted departure. Just as well for what 
followed. On the photo below we covered the entire 
jetty between the elevated highway in the foreground 
and the draw bridge.

Even before the boiler room crew secured, Skeena 
and Rhineland Pfaltz were ordered to sail 
immediately to intercept a Soviet TG exiting Gibraltar 
enroute Murmansk, consisting of their first aircraft 
carrier Kiev, one Kresta II, one Kynda, one Kashin 
and an oiler. Kiev just underwent her first and major 
update and CinCEastLant was keen to obtain up to 
date ACINT and ELINT on her.

Skeena was detached off Scotland when relieved 
by the USS Virginia, CGN 38. The trek North was 
rather uneventful. There was no attempt at RAS or 
flying operations at all. Occasionally a Helix 
helicopter would be raised on the port side elevator 
and promptly returned below. The only excitement 
was when I went ahead to sow a sonobuoy barrier 
ahead of the TG. On completion I conducted a classic 
joining from ahead, falling in on Kiev?s port beam at 
500 yards.As we closed head on with a relative speed 
of 40 knots, as I put the helm hard over to starboard I 
told myself: ?Steve, if she alters to port you are done 
for?, or words to that effect.

It so happened that over forty wives had joined 
the ship in Leixoes for brief reunion visits and I was 
determined to give the couples some time together 
before the squadron was scheduled to sail for Cadiz, 
Spain. A quarterly full power trial lasting in excess of 
24 hours did the job. Arriving back in Leixoes on a 
Sunday with no tugs on duty provided a challenging 

berthing situation whereby upon 
entering the mole I had to twist 
the ship about 90 degrees and 
back her up for a half a mile or 
so to regain my berth outboard 
the Pieter Florisz. As the saying 
goes nothing succeeds like 
success.

The next stop after Cadiz 
was Halifax for our Navy?s 75th 

Anniversary Celebrations via a fuel stop in the 
Azores. As an aside, at its core SNFL consists of five 
ships: Canadian, British, American, Dutch and 
German. This is the first time in my recollection that 
the smaller, low freeboard frigates of the Belgian, 
Norwegean and Portuguese navies crossed the 
Atlantic.

A much enjoyed SNFL tradition is the 
?cross-pollination? of sailors between ships. The CO 
of Stavanger, Cdr Kanut Flathen, and I decided to 
partake in this tradition, so we traded ships 
mid-ocean. After two days we rejoined our respective 
commands via jackstay with HMS Brilliant.

Eight more weeks with SNFL in the Carribean 
followed and I eventually turned over the ship to 
Pierre Yans in Fort Lauderdale, Florida.

St eve Foldesi

Recollect ion of  a Crossing
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The Canadian Surface Combatant is the name given 
to the procurement project that will replace the 
existing Canadian Patrol Frigates. The replacement 
vessel that was selected by the government is the 
Type 26 frigate and the government announced it is 
planning to spend C$60 billion to build 15 ships. This 
commentary is a look at that selection; is this the right 
choice for new frigates and are there viable 
alternatives? 

There are many factors to consider on such a 
complex topic, such as, the effectiveness of the ship, 
the global rating, availability and construction time, 
and most importantly the cost. 

Modern navies operate frigates, since they are 
smaller and less expensive to build and maintain than 
destroyers and cruisers. As such they form the 
backbone of navies worldwide. So, which is the most 
powerful frigate in the world?

The website Military-Today is one of the most 
popular websites related to weapons and military 
equipment. It carried out a study to determine the top 
10 frigates in the world, with the study based on 
firepower, offensive and defensive capabilities, size 
and displacement. 

These were the top ten:

1. Admiral Gorshkov class (Russia)

2. Sachsen class (Gemany)

3. Iver Huitfeldt class (Denmark)

4. Alvaro de Bazan class (Spain)

5. Aquitaine class (France) FREMM

6. Carlo Bergamini class (Italy) FREMM

7. Fridtjof Nansen class (Norway)

8. Shivalik class (India)

9. Type 054A class (China)

10. Admiral Grigorovich class (Russia)

It is interesting to note that in this analysis of the 
top 10 frigates, two are the FREMM variants, and the 
Type 26 was not selected. The FREMMs are 
obviously a good choice for a frigate. But what makes 
these ships is so coveted by many nations around the 
world.

The FREMM (Frégate Européenne 
Multi-Mission), or European multi-purpose frigate is 
a Franco-Italian family of multi-purpose frigates 
designed by Naval Group and Fincantieri. Three 
original variants of the FREMM are proposed: an 
anti-submarine variant, an air-defence variant, and a 
general-purpose variant. In France, this surface 
combatant is known as the Aquitaine-class and 8 units 
are planned. In Italy it is known as the 
Bergamini-class, and 10 units are planned. The lead 
ship of the class, Aquitaine was commissioned in 
November 2012. Italy has ordered six 
general-purpose and four anti-submarine variants. 
France, on the other hand, has ordered six 
anti-submarine variants and two air-defense ones. 

Egypt ordered two Italian FREMM frigates in 
2020 and one French FREMM frigate in 2015. 
Morocco, on 24 October 2007, ordered one FREMM 
to replace its corvette. Indonesia, on 10 June 2021, 
signed a contract for the order of six FREMM 
frigates. With 8 to be built for France and 10 for Italy, 
this brings the total FREMMs to be built to 28. 

In addition, the FREMM was also exported to the 
United States, which it calls the FFG-62 program, or 
the Constellation-class frigates. On April 30, 2020, 
the US Navy announced that it had awarded a 
contract to the team led by Fincantieri/Marinette 
Marine, a fixed-price contract for Detail Design and 
Construction for up to 10 ships in the program, the 
lead ship plus nine option ships. The navy wants to 
eventually procure a total of 20 FFG-62s. Congress 
funded the first US ship, the USS Constallation at a 
cost of US$1.3 billion, and for the second, third and 
subsequent ships at a cost of US$1.1 billion each. It is 
about C$1.3 billion per frigate.

The FFG-62 Class ships will be a multi-mission 
guided missile frigate. The US Navy wanted a frigate 

Canadian Fr igat e Opt ions
Roger  Cyr , OMM, CD
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that would have sensors networked in with the rest of 
the fleet to expand the overall tactical picture 
available to the group. It would possess the ability to 
robustly defend itself during conduct of independent 
operations while connected and contributing to the 
fleet tactical grid. In January 2019, the US Navy 
announced that the new frigate will have a minimum 
of 32 Mark 41 Vertical Launch System cells aboard 
the ship for primarily anti-air warfare for self-defense 
or escort missions. The ship is to be able to:

- Destroy surface ships over the horizon,
- Detect enemy submarines,
- Defend convoy ships,
- Employ active and passive electronic warfare 

systems,
- Defend against swarming small boat attacks.

Canada has selected the Type 26 frigate, or 
City-class frigate, which is also known as the Global 
Combat Ship (GCS). The new frigate?s primary role 
would be to conduct advanced anti-submarine warfare 
missions while supporting air defence and 
general-purpose operations. The GCS has been 
designed from the outset with export in mind. It was 
revealed that Australia, Malaysia, New Zealand and 
Turkey had expressed interest in the GCS. Irving 
Shipbuilding is the prime contractor and shipbuilder 
of the new Canadian GCS. The Value of the initial 
contract with Irving is C$185 million. Under the 
contract, Lockheed Martin will work with the 
Government of Canada and Irving Shipbuilding to 
prepare a customized design to suit Canada?s 
requirements and to incorporate Canadian systems 
and equipment. The total project cost is for 15 frigates 
and is valued at C$60 billion.

The 15 GCSs would ensure that Canada can 
continue to monitor and defend its waters and make 
significant contributions to international naval 
operations. These ships will be Canada?s major 
surface component.

With its effective warfare capability and 
versatility, it can be deployed rapidly anywhere in the 
world, either independently or as part of a Canadian 
or international task group. The ships will be able to 
deploy for many months with a limited logistic 
footprint.

Operationally, the GCS would be able to provide 

French frigate Langudoc (source: picryl)
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credible and relevant effect to deliver on the navy?s 
mission. The ships will be able to conduct air, surface, 
sub-surface and information warfare missions 
simultaneously, whether in patrol conditions or 
full-scale combat. The ship?s sensor and weapon suite 
would include:

- The US Navy Cooperative Engagement 
Capability system.

- A vertically launched missile system 
supporting long, short and close-in missile 
defence, long-range precision naval fires 
support and anti-ship engagements. A 
complete electronic warfare and 
countermeasures suite.

- A fully integrated underwater warfare system.

There is no doubt that both the FREMMs and the 
GCSs are state-of-the-art frigates, incredibly 
sophisticated warships, and are the best in the world. 
Both designs are being exported to various countries. 
Both ships are effective and would be great additions 
to our navy. However, there is one huge difference, 
and that is the cost to Canada.

The GCS has only one hull design  (though 
Canada and Australia are making significant 
superstructure modifications), unlike the FREMM 

frigate which has three versions that are proposed for 
export: a design optimized for anti-submarine 
warfare, an anti-aircraft warfare variant, and a general 
purpose variant. 

The cost of the GCSs project is C$60 billion for 
15 ships, which works out to C$4 billion per ship for 
a frigate, and this is excessive as compared to the 
global market for frigates. For instance, the FREMM 
frigates depending on systems cost about C$1.3 
billion per ship If we look at the US variant, the 
FFG-62. That variant is line with Canada?s 
requirements for frigates. No doubt economies of 
scale could have been obtained if this frigate was 
being selected. Why is it so costly for the GCS, is 
because it is more expensive to build in Canadian 
shipyards, or is it just the choice of the vessel? 

The navy should have a second objective look at 
which frigate should be purchased since these ships 
will likely be in service for over 30 years. Perhaps it 
should consider a procurement partnership with the 
Unites States and procure the FFG-62 variant. 
Available options should be reviewed, and a 
cost-effective frigate should be selected, one that 
reflects the financial reality of Canada.

Type 26 model (source: navylookout: flickr)
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NAC MEMBERS

 

Cdr(Ret?d) Gregory ALEXANDER, CD*

NAC-O, 57 in Embrun, ON 28/04/22. Jn?d as Cdt 
09/85, prom S/Lt 01/05/89, Lt 01/01/91 and later 
LCdr and Cdr.  Srv?d, inter alia, Ottawa and 
CDLS(L)(RN Exchange MoD Bristol).  Trained 
NAVARCH.  Ret?d circa 2010.  Civ career with 
Babcock and as marine consultant.  (GP, WM)

 

Cdr Alber t Peter  CAMPBELL, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

NACVI, 94 in Victoria 24/02/22.  Jn?d RCN as Cdt at 
Royal Roads 30/08/44.  Prom Mid 03/07/46 thence 
RN for trg.  Prom A/S/Lt 03/11/47 and S/Lt same 
date, fll?d by Antigonish 05/48, Stadacona 06/49 and 
Ontario 08/49.  Prom Lt 03/03/50 thence NSHQ 
(RMC Sqn Off.) 10/51, Niobe (RN Long ?G? Cse 
.and fll?d by CINCCHAN Northwood) 08/53 and 
Saguenay 12/56.  Prom LCdr 03/03/58 fll?d by 
Sussexvale (Staff CORTRON 4) 12/58, Niagara 
07/61, Jonquiere (i/c) 09/63 and RNO Victoria 09/65.  
Prom Cdr 01/07/68 and srv?d, inter alia, Annapolis 
(i/c) and Annapolis (i/c).  Ret?d in ?78.  (RNDM, 
Times Colonist)

 

Cdr(CIL)(Ret?d) Freder ick William Conconi

NAC-VI, 80 in Victoria 21/05/22.  Jn?d as CIL officer 
in ?65 and in succession CO RCSCC Rainbow, CO 
Esquimalt Sea Cadet Camp and CAO Quadra.  Ret?d 
in ?84.  Srv?d term as President NAC-VI and was 
present National President.  Bronze (?77) and Gold 
Medallions.  (DS, Times Colonist)

 

Lt David Stanton CRITOPH, RCN

NABC, 81 in North Vancouver 07/05/22.  Jn?d 
Discovery as UNTD Cdt 01/09/61 and tsf?d to ROTP 
in ?62.  Prom S/Lt 01/05/64 thence Prevost (RCAF 
Centralia), fll?d by Chippawa (RCAF Portage La 
Prairie) 09/64 and Shearwater 05/65 as Sea King 
Pilot.  Prom Lt 22/04/67.  Rls?d in ?67.  Civ career as 
Charted Accountant.  Bronze (2013) and Silver 
(2020) Medallions.  (WC, Canada?s Naval Aviators)

 

Lt(N)(Ret?d) Rober t Ronald CURRIE, CD*

NSNAC, 80 in Liverpool, NS 24/02/22.  Previous 
service in British army and RCAF.  Jn?d as S/Lt 
09/09/66 and prom Lt 24/08/70.  Ret?d in ?86.  (DS, 
SR, Chronicle Herald)

 

Capt(NR)(Ret?d) the Honourable Walter  
Rober ts Evans GOODFELLOW, MSM,CD*** , 
QC

NSNAC, 87 in Las Vegas, NV 05/05/22.  Jn?d 
Cataraqui as RCN Cdt(S) 01/09/53 and honourably 
released 19/10/54.  Jn?d Scotian as UNTD Cdt(S) 
02/01/57, prom S/Lt(S) 01/05/59 and Lt 01/05/61.  
Later CF Senior Reserve Legal Advisor, Chair CF 
Military Judges Selection Committee, Chair National 
Advisory Committee on Military Justice and Colonel 
Commandant CF Legal Branch.  (WC, SR, Chronicle 
Herald)
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Cmdre John Alfred GRUBER, OMM, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

NAC-O, 90 in Ottawa 19/05/22.  Jn?d RCN(SSA) as 
A/S/Lt(E)(AE) 17/06/55 thence Shearwater 09/55, 
Cornwallis in ?55 and Magnificent in ?56.  Prom SSA 
S/Lt(E)(AE) 06/09/59 fll?d by Niobe (RNEC AE 
Cse.) 09/56) and Shearwater 09/57.  Prom 
A/Lt(E)(AE) 30/04/58 thence Shearwater (HU-21) in 
?58 and Bonaventure (ME Trg.) 06/60.  Confirmed 
Lt(E)(AE) seniority 30/04/58 fll?d by Lanark 05/62 
and Bytown (DGA) 12/62.  Prom LCdr 17/07/64 
thence Hochalaga (PNO QC). Skeena 08/65, 
Shearwater VS-880 in ?66, Niobe (RN Staff Cse.) in 
?67 and CFHQ in ?68.  Prom Cdr 01/06/71 fll?d by 
Nipigon (STO DESRON 5) in ?73, MARCOM HQ in 
?75 and NEU(A) in ?77.  Prom Capt 01/01/78 thence 
NDHQ (Deputy PM CPF) in ?78 and NDHQ 
(DMEM) in ?80.  Prom Cmdre 01/07/84 fll?d by 
NDHQ (DGMEM) in ?84.  Ret?d 26/03/87.  (Citizen, 
Canada?s Admirals and Commodores)

 

LCdr Donald Ralph (Bud) JOYCE, CD, 
RCN(Ret?d)

NAC-O, 92 in Moncton, NB 15/07/22.  Jn?d Carleton 
as UNTD Cdt(S) 02/01/51 and prom A/S/Lt(S) 
01/05/53.  Tsf?d to RCN(SSA) as A/S/Lt(S) (sen. 
01/05/53) 07/54, thence Bytown.  Prom S/Lt(S) 
01/05/53 and Lt(S) 01/05/55. Selected for permanent 
commission 05/55 with seniority 26/10/55  fll?d by 
Hochelaga 01/56, Stadacona 07/56.   Portage 04/58, 
Coverdale 10/58, Micmac 05/61 and Bytown 09/63.  
Prom LCdr 01/01/65.  Ret?d in ?70.  (Citizen, WC)

 

Cdr Gerhard Werner  KAUTZ, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

NAC-O, 84 in Ottawa 19/08/22.  Jn?d as a Cdt at 
Royal Roads 01/09/56 thence RMC 09/58.  Prom S/Lt 
01/05/60 fll?d by Chippawa (U of Manitoba + Plt 
Trg)  09/60 and Fraser 05/62.  Prom Lt 20/07/62 
thence Mackenzie 05/64, RMC (PG studies) 12/64 
and CFHQ.  Prom LCdr 01/01/69 thence CFSC, St 
Croix, 4th Training Sqn., and DKYD Esq.  Prom Cdr 
01/07/74 fll?d by NEUP (i/c) and NDHQ (DMEE-7).  
Ret?d in ?81.  (WG. GP, Citizen)  

 

Cmdre Douglas Rainsford LEAROYD, CMM, CD*, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

Edmonton Br., 96 in Edmonton 12/03/22.  Jn?d 
RCNVR as OS 01/44 and srv?d Poundmaker.  Prom 
RCN R) A/S/Lt at Malahat 18/07/49, S/Lt same date 
and Lt 12?10/51.  UNTD Staff Officer Discovery 
1953 ? 56.  Prom LCdr12/08/61 fll?d by XO Malahat 
and CO Discovery in ?68.  Prom Capt in?70 and 
Cmdre same year thence Senior Naval Advisor to 
MARCOM.  Also srv?d as AdeC to GG Roland 
Michener.  Bronze (?77) and Silver (?93) Medallions.  
(WC)

 

LCdr Rober t Napier  Duncan MATHIESON, 
CD*, RCN(Ret?d)

NACVI, 86 in Victoria 11/03/22.  Jn?d RCN at CMR 
as Cdt 10/09/54 and thence Royal Roads.  Prom 
A/S/Lt 01/05/58 fll?d by Fraser 07/58 and Columbia 
11/59.  Prom Lt 21/08/60 thence Stadacona 08/62 and 
Bonaventure circa ?67.  Prom LCdr 01/07/72 and also 
srv?d NDHQ, SACLANT and CDLS(L).  Ret?d in 
?84.  Srv?d term as Executive Secretary NOAC.  
Bronze (?95), Silver (?95) and Gold (?04) Medallions.  
(DS, e-Veritas)

 

Cdr Michael Fraser  MORRES, CD** , 
RCN(Ret?d)

NACVI, 80 in Victoria 22/02/22.  Jn?d RCN as Cdt at 
CMR 01/09/58 thence RMC 09/61.  Prom S/Lt 
01/05/63 fll?d by Stadacona 06/63, Terra Nova01/64 
and Nipigon 01/65.  Prom Lt 03/09/65, LCdr 01/01/72 
and Cdr 01/01/78,   Srv?d, inter alia, as V/CMDT 
Royal Roads (?78-?81), Yukon (i/c) (?84-?86) and on 
Staff CINCCHAN.  Ret?d in ?94.  Chair Endowment 
fund 2015-21 and srv?d term as RMC Club President.  
Bronze (2011) and Gold (2014) Medallions.  (RNDM, 
Globe & Mail)

 

Capt Char les Malcolm NICHOLSON, CD** , 
RCN(Ret?d)

NAC-O, 85 in Ottawa 03/07/22.  Jn?d RCN as Cdt at 
RMC 02/09/56.  Prom S/Lt 01/05/61 fll?d by Skeena 
01/62.  Prom Lt 25/01/64 thence Fraser (Sup O) 
09/64 and New Glasgow (XO) 09/65.  Prom LCdr 
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01/07/68 fll?d by CDLS(W) (USN Exchange) 07/70 
and CFSC (Course 7) 08/72.  Prom Cdr 01/07/73 
thence 1 CF Supply Depot 07/70 and NDHQ (PM 
DELEX and ADM Suooly) 07/76.  Prom Capt 
01/01/82 fll?d by ADM(Supply), ADM(FIN CS) and 
DG PROC S.  Ret?d 25/02/95.  (Citizen, RD)

 

AB Alexander  POLOWIN, RCNVR

NAC-O, 98 in Ottawa 16/08/22.  Jn?d circa 1942 and 
srv?d Huron, Pictou and Poundmaker.  Saw action in 
Channel and on Murmansk run.  Rels?d in ?45.  
(Citizen, TA)

 

Cdr Julien Ronald James RANGEL, CD** , 
RCN(Ret?d)

NACVI, 87 in Victoria 17/02/22.  Jn?d RCN as Cdt at 
Venture 12/09/54 thence Cdt(S).  Prom Mid(S) 
01/09/56 fll?d by Ontario 09/56, Hochalaga 06/57 
and Crescent 12/57.  Prom S/Lt(S) 07/58 thence 
Quadra 06/59 and Naden 09/59.  Prom Lt 16/02/60 
fll?d by Jonquiere (SUP O.) 05/61, NSD ESQ 12/62 
and Hochalaga 06/64.  Prom LCdr 01/07/66 and Cdr 
01/07/71.  Ret?d in ?87.  (RNDM, Times Colonist)

 

LCdr Gerald Ber tram STANFORD, CD, 
RCN(Ret?d)

NACVI, 91 in Victoria, BC 05/22.  Jn?d 15/12/53 as 
SSA S/Lt (sen. 01/01/53) thence Quebec 02/54.  Prom 
SSA Lt 14/01/55 fll?d by Stadacona 07/55.  
Permanent commission as RCN Lt 14/01/56 thence 
Skeena 03/57, New Glasgow 09/59, Antigonish 08/61 
and Naden 03/63.  Prom LCdr 01/01/66.  Ret?d in ?75.  
(DS)

 

VAdm Char les Morr is Winton THOMAS, 
CMM, CD** , RCN(Ret?d)

NACVI, 86 in Victoria 30/09/22.  Jn?d Venture as Cdt 
12/09/54.  Prom Mid 01/09/56 fll?d by Ontario and 
Niobe (RNEC Basic Cse.) in ?57.  Prom A/S/Lt(E) 
01/09/57 fll?d by Margaree in ?67.  Prom S/Lt(E)) 
01/07/58 thence Niobe (RNEC Sub Speciality Cse.) in 
?60.  Prom Lt 11/08/60 fll?d by Saguenay and 
Antigonish in ?61, Jonquiere in ?61, New Glasgow in 

?63, Saskatchewan in ?64 and CFHQ (Poatings and 
Careers) in ?66.  Prom LCdr 01/07/66 thence CFSC 
(Course 2) in ?67. Dkyd Hfx (SO Planning) in ?68 and 
Preserver (XO) in ?69.  Prom Cdr 01/09/71 fll?d by 
Fraser (t/c) in ?71 and MARCOM HQ in ?73.  Prom 
Capt 01/01/75 thence MARCOM HQ (COS Pers. and 
Trg.), HQ Training Group Pacific (i/c) in ?76, NDC 
(Course 32) in ?78, NDHQ (DMRS) in ?79 and 
French Language training in ?81.  Prom Cmdre 
06/07/81 fll?d by NDHQ (DGMDO) in ?82.  Prom 
RAdm 01/07/84 thence NDHQ (CMDO) in ?84.  
Prom VAdm 01/07/87 fll?d by Commander Maritime 
Command in ?87 and NDHQ (VCDS) in ?89.  
Resigned 11/05/91.  (TA)

OTHERS

 

Lt(S) Rober t For th ABGLIN, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

89 in Toronto 13/04/22.  Jn?d Cataraqui as UNTD 
Cdt(S) 02/01/52, prom A/S/Lt(S) 01/09/54, S/Lt(S) 
same date and Lt(S) 10/08/57.  To Ret?d List in ?59.  
(WC)

 

S/Lt David Fordyce BARR, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

Former Member, 87 in Winchester, ON 02/04/22.  
Jn?d York as UNTD Cdt 02/01/55.  Prom A/S/Lt 
01/05/57 and S/Lt same date.  To Ret?d List in ?59.  
(Citizen)

 

LCdr  [MAJ(PLT)] Ross Kenneth BECK, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

75 in Halifax 25/02/22.  Jn?d RCN as Cdt at Venture 
08/09/65.  Prom A/S/Lt in ?66, S/Lt in ?67, Lt 
01/09/70 and Maj 01/11/80.  Srv?d Jonquiere, RCAF 
Centralia, CFB Portage La Prairie, Shearwater, 
Bonaventure, Huron, Nipigon, NDHQ, CFCSC, 
VU-32, VS-880, HS-443 and HT-406.  Ret?d 
01/10/88.  (Citizen, Canada?s Naval Aviators)

 

LCdr George Waite Stir ling BROOKS, CD, 
RCN(Ret?d)

97 in Victoria, BC 19/05/22.  Jn?d RCN at Royal 
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Roads as Mid 01/08/44.  Prom A/S/Lt 01/04/46, Lt 
01/03/48 and LCdr 01/03/56.  Srv?d RN for Trg., 
Micmac, Niobe (Trg.), Stadacona, Queen, Royal 
Roads, Cowichan (i/c), PNO MTL and Naden.  Ret?d 
in ?66.  (e-Veritas)

 

Lt(MED) Donald Carey BROWN, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

89 in Halifax 18/05/22.  Jn?d Scotian as UNTD 
Cdt(S) 02/01/52, prom S/Lt 01/09/54 and Lt 
01/09/56.  Redesignated Lt(MED) in ?58.  To Ret?d 
List in ?60.  (WC)

 

P1HT4 (Ret?d) Lawrence William BUTLER, 
CD*

72 in Cornwall, ON 20/08/22.  Srv?d, inter alia, 
Annapolis, Iroquois, ANF Argentia and CFFS 
Esquimalt.  30 years service.  (Citizen)

 

Lt George Perr in CASSADY, QC, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

90 in Vancouver 17/02/22.  Jn?d Discovery as UNTD 
Cdt 02/01/52, prom S/Lt 01/09/54 and Lt 01/09/56.  
To Ret?d List in ?61.  (WC)

 

Lt[Capt(MILE)](Ret?d) Wiliam Edward 
CLARK

74 in Vancouver 17/05/22   Jn?d RMC as Cdt 09/66, 
prom S/Lt 01/05/70 and Lt 15/12/72.  Srv?d Pickle, 
SUBRON ONE and CDLS(L)(RN S/M trg.).  Tsf?d to 
MILE thence CFB Barriefield.  Ret?d in ?77.  
(e-Veritas)   

 

CPO Lawrence COLE, CD, RCN(Ret?d)

80 in Tatamagouche, NS 24/03/22.  Jn?d RCN in ?60 
as MED A and srv?d Ccornwallis, Naden, Halifax, 
Qu?Appelle, Nipigon, Athabaskan, Assiniboine, CF 
Hospital Hfx., Medical Depot Debert, CFB 
Petewawa, CFB Comox and CFB Borden.  (SR, 
Chronicle Herald)

 

CPO John James CORDINER, CD, 
RCN(Ret?d)

86 in Dartmouth, NS 17/03/22.  Inter alia, editor 
Trident.  Ret?d in late ?70?s.  (SR, Chronicle Herald)

 

Lt Don Gray CURRIE, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

94 in Kingston, ON 06/05/22.  Jn?d RCN at Royal 
Roads as Cdt 28/08/46.  Prom RCN(R) Mid 15/07/48, 
S/Lt 18/07/49 and Lt 15/07/51.  Srv?d York and 
Queen.  To Ret?d List in ?58.  (e-Veritas)

 

Capt(NR)(Ret?d) John DANIELS, CD

90 in Ottawa 12/07/22.  Srv?d 20 years at Carleton 
including time as CO.  (Citizen)

 

LCdr [MAJ(PLT)] Francois Joseph Alfred 
DELISLE, CD*, RCN(Ret?d)

87 in Meteghan, NS 25/02/22.  Jn?d RCN as Cdt at 
Venture 05/08/54.  Prom Mid 01/09/56, A/S/Lt 
01/09/57, S/Lt 01/09/58, Lt 01/02/61 and Maj 
01/01/79.  Srv?d Cornwallis, Micmac, Thunder, 
Niagara (USN Plt Trg.), Shearwater, RCAF Rivers, 
Bonaventure, Skeena, Margaree, VU-32, HU-21 and 
HS-50.  Ret?d 03/12/82.  (WM, SR. Canada?s Naval 
Aviators)

 

Lt Jean-Mar ie De SAINT VICTOR, 
RCN(R)(Rer?d)

79 in Knowlton, QC 18/01/22.  Jn?d Carleton as 
UNTD Cdt in ?59, prom A/S/Lt 01/09/62, S/Lt 
01/09/64 and Lt 01/03/65.  Qual ?C?.  Ret?d circa ?69.  
(WC)

 

Lt(L) Thomas Edwin DEVEY, RCN(Ret?d)

94 in Ottawa 24/02/20.  Jn?d York as UNTD Cdt(L) 
01/10/48.  Tsf?d to RCN as A/S/Lt(L) 22/09/52, prom 
S/Lt(L) same date, and Lt(L) 01/06/55.  Srv?d 
Ontario, Stadacona, Sioux and SUPLANT.  Ret?d in 
?61.  (Citizen, WC)
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Lt George Alexander  DICKIE, CD** , 
RCN(Ret?d)

95 in Duncan, BC 04/04/22.  Jn?d RCN as Naval 
Storesman in ?45.  CFR?d as CMDO 06/06/61 and 
prom Lt 01/01/65.  Srv?d, inter alia, several ships, 
Cornwallis, Cape Breton, Churchill, COND and NSD 
Esquimalt.  Ret?d in ?77.  (RD)

 

Lt(N)(Ret?d) Douglas James DINSMORE, CD**

72 in Rockland, ON 03/08/22.  Prom S/Lt 21/11/75 
and Lt 01/01/78.  Ret?d circa 2010.  (BW, Citizen)

 

Surg S/Lt John Edward EMERY, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

90 in Sonoma, CA, USA 21/02/22.  Jn?d Cataraqui as 
UNTD Surg Cdt 02/01/52, prom A/Surg S/Lt 
01/05/55 and Surg S/Lt same date.  To Ret?d List in 
?59.  Four man bobsled gold medalist ?64 Olympics.  
(WC)

 

LCdr Thomas Arnold Percy EYRE, CD, 
RCN(Ret?d)

Former Member, 89 in Ottawa 21/07/22.  Jn?d Royal 
Roads 09/50, desig RCN(R) Cdt 27/04/51 and later 
Cdt(E).  Prom RCN Mid(E) 01/09/52, A/S/Lt(E) 
01/01/54, Lt(E) 01/03/56 and LCdr 01/01/64.  Srv?d 
Niobe (RNEC), Ontario, Shearwater, Niagara (PG 
Trg.) and NSHQ (DSDC, DMEE, DPFM).  Ret?d in 
?67.  (WC)      

 

CPO1 James William FORSYTH, CD** , 
RCN(Ret?d)

91 in Halifax 20/07/22.  Jn?d as OS in ?49 and srv?d, 
inter alia. in Korea.  Computer technology specialist 
with hydrofoil AIS, CCS 280 among other systems.  
Ret?d in ?84.  (BW)

 

LCdr David George FRANCIS, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

84 in Halifax 11/02/22.  Jn?d RCN as OS stoker, 
CFR?d as CMDO 15/09/65, prom Lt 15/09/68 and 
LCdr 10/01/81.  Srv?d, inter alia, Margaree, 

Restigouche, Fraser, Mackenzie, Provider, Bras D?Or 
and NDHQ.  Ret?d in ?82.  (SR, Chronicle Herald)

 

Lt(N)(Ret?d) Jane E. GALE, CD.

58 in Stratford, ON 01/04/22.  Jn?d Carleton as naval 
reserve musician, and commissioned as a LOGS 
officer.  Tsf?d to Regular Force in SEC Branch. 
(Citizen)

 

Lt(L) Ernest Char les GOGGIO, RCNVR(Ret?d)

97 in San Francisco, CA 11/01/21.  Jn?d York as 
UNTD OS(Officer Candidate) in ?43, prom El S/Lt 
RCNVR 01/05/44 and El Lt 01/05/45.  Redesignated 
Lt(L) in late ?45.  Srv?d with RN based at HMS 
Golden Hind, Sydney Australia.  Rls?d 03/46.  (WC)

 

CPO1 Alan Rober t GOODWIN, CD** , 
RCN(Ret?d)

91 in Dartmouth, NS 28/02/22.  Jn?d RCN in ?50 and 
qual RM.  Srv?d, inter alia Haida and Athabaskan 
(Cox?n).  Ret?d in ?83.  (SR, Chronicle Herald)

 

A/Lt Douglas Howard GOWAN, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

88 in Fonthill, ON 21/06/21.  Jn?d Star as UNTD Cdt 
02/01/52, prom A/S/Lt 01/09/54, S/Lt same date and 
A/Lt 01/09/56.  Also srv?d York.  To Ret?d List in ?58.  
(WC)

 

S/Lt William Carvel GRAHAM, PC.OC.QC, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

83 in Toronto 07/08/22.  Jn?d York as UNTD Cdt 
02/01/58 and prom S/Lt 01/07/60.  Ret?d in ?62. 
Minister of National Defence 2004-2006.   (WC)

 

S/Lt(S) Bruce Franklin GRAY, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

87 in Orangeville, ON 08/05/22.  Jn?d York as Cdt(S) 
02/01/52 and prom A/S/Lt(S) 01/09/54.  Prom S/Lt(S) 
on transfer to Ret?d List in ?56.  (WC)
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S/Lt Char les Richard HARINGTON, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

88 in Ottawa 08/09/21.  Jn?d Tecumseh as UNTD Cdt 
02/01/52 and prom A/S/Lt 01/09/54.  Also srv?d 
Nonsuch.  To Ret?d List in ?55 as S/Lt.  (WC)

 

LCdr(Ret?d) Clyde C. HILLIER, OMM, CD*

70 in Dartmouth, NS 16/02/22.  Jn?d as OSRP in ?70, 
CFR?d as S/Lt 31/03/83, prom LT 01/01/86 and LCdr 
01/01/90.  Srv?d Protecteur, Nipigon, Iroquois, 
Margaree, Annapolis and CFS St John?s.  (HS, SR, 
Chronicle Herald).

 

LCdr Samuel Rober t HUNTINGTON, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

Former Member, 99 in Cambridge, ON 21/06/22.  
Jn?d UNTD as OS(Officer Candidate) 01/07/43, prom 
RCNVR S/Lt 01/07/43 and Lt 01/07/44.  Srv?d 
Griffon, Cornwallis, Shelburne and Middlesex.  To 
Ret?d List in ?46.  Recalled to active service summers 
?49 and ?50 as UNTD Term Lieutenant.  To RCN(R) 
Active List 11/50 as Lt (sen. 01/07/54) and prom 
LCdr 01/07/52.  Srv?d Portage, Bytown (DNI), Star, 
COND and Patriot.  To Ret?d List in ?59.  Bronze 
Medallion ?04.  (WC)

 

Lt David Phillip JACKSON, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

81 in Hamilton, ON 02/08/22.  Jn?d York as UNTD 
Cdt 02/01/59, prom S/Lt 01/07/61 and Lt 01/07/63.  
To Ret?d List post 1965.  (WC)

 

Lt Rober t David JACKSON, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

86 in Blacks Harbour, NB 09/05/22.  Jn?d Discovery 
as UNTD Cdt 02/01/54 and prom A/S/Lt 01/05/56.  
Prom Lt on the Ret?d List.  (WC)

 

Lt(S) Rober t Andrew JUDD, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

86 in Toronto 12/07/22.  Jn?d Star as UNTD Cdt(S) 
02/01/56, prom S/Lt(S) 01/07/58 and Lt(S) 01/07/60.  
To Ret?d List in ?61.  (WC)

 

S/Lt Richard Jefferson JULIAN, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

92 in Guelph, ON 15/05/22.  Jn?d UNTD as Cdt at 
Star 03/02/49 and prom A/S/Lt 01/07/51.  To Ret?d 
List in ?53 as S/Lt.  (WC)

 

Lt Phillipp KLASSEN, CD** , RCN(Ret?d)

82 in Halifax 23/02/22.  Jn?d RCN as OS circa ?57 
and CFR?d as a Lt 01/01/90.  Ret?d circa ?93.  (SR, 
Chronicle Herald)

 

A/Lt(E) David Cornwall KING, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

87 in San Mateo, CA 31/07/22.  Jn?d Discovery as 
UNTD Cdt 02/01/54, qual A/E, prom A/S/Lt(E) 
01/07/56, S/Lt(E) same date and A/Lt(E) 01/07/58.  
To Ret?d List in ?60.  (WC)

 

Lt Barry Frank LAKE, CD, RCN(Ret?d)

80 in Victoria 03/07/22.  Jn?d RMC as RCN Cdt 
01/09/59, tsf?d to UNTD at Scotian  Later ROTP Cdt 
(sen. 01/09/61) at Carleton.  Prom RCN S/Lt 
01/05/63 and Lt 23/09/66.  Srv?d, inter alia, Skeena, 
Nipigon, Yukon, Stettler and Bonaventure.  Ret?d in 
?83.  (WC)

 

Lt Joseph Gaston Rober t LEDUC, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

91 in Nanaimo, BC 17/09/21.  Jn?d Tecumseh as 
UNTD Cdt 28/01/50, prom A/S/Lt 01/07/52, S/Lt 
same date and Lt 12/07/54.  Also srv?d Nonsuch and 
Malahat.  To Ret?d List in ?58.  (WC)

 

Cdr(Ret?d) Tracey Mur iel 
LONSDALE-HARRIS, CD**

60 in Ottawa 12/08/22.  Jn?d CAF as 2nd Lt (AWC) 
13/06/84, prom Lt (AWC) 13/06/85 and Capt (AWC) 
01/01/87.  Tsf?d to Lt (MARS) in ?92.  Later prom 
LCdr and Cdr.  (Citizen)
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A/Surg S/Lt Elmer  Archibald MacKENZIE. 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

91 in Charlottetown, PE 07/05/22.  Jn?d Queen 
Charlotte as UNTD Surg Cdt 25/01/50 and tsf?d 
Scotian in ?52.  Prom A/Surg S/Lt 01/09/52.  To Ret?d 
List in ?56.  (WC)

 

CPO1 David Roy MacKINNON, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

83 in Hammonds Plains, NS 04/02/22.  Jn?d in ?56 
and srv?d ?many ships?.  Ret?d in ?84.  (SR, 
Chronicle Herald)

 

Lt(S) John Joseph MALLOY, RCN( R)(Ret?d)

90 in Thunder Bay, ON 15/02/22.  Jn?d Carleton as 
UNTD Cdt(S) 02/01/51, prom S.Lt(S) 01/09/53 and 
Lt(S) 01/09/55.  To Ret?d List in ?58.  (WC)

 

LCdr James Harold McBURNEY, CD** , 
RCN(Ret?d)

80 in Halifax 10/05/22.  Jn?d RCN as OS 15/03/61.  
CFR?d as S/Lt 21/12/69, prom Lt 22/12/72 and LCdr 
01/01/80.  Srv?d, inter alia, Haida, Bonaventure and 
Protecteur.  Ret?d in ?96.  (WM)

 

Cdr David Franklin McCRACKEN, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

76 in Ottawa 02/07/22.  Jn?d Brunswicker 09/64 as 
ROTP Cdt at UNB.  Prom S/Lt 01/09/69, Lt 01/05/71, 
LCdr 01/01/70 and Cdr 01/01/83.  Srv?d Mackenzie 
(thrice), CDLS(L) (RNEC Manadon). Athabaskan, 
NOTC, Protecteur, CFCSC, SRU(P) and NDHQ 
(DMEE).  Ret?d in ?96.  (Citizen, PMcG)

 

LCdr  Bernard LeRoy McINNIS, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

Former Member, 101 in Halifax 02/22.  Jn?d RCN in 
WWII and srv?d, inter alia, Assiniboine.  Stayed in 
RCN, attended Prep School in Naden and CFR?d as 
Cmd Elec Off. 30/09/55.  Prom Lt(L) 30/01/57 and 
LCdr 01/01/66.  Srv?d Fortune, Stadacona and 
FOAC.  Ret?d in ?70.  (SR, Chronicle Herald)

 

PO1 Gordon Ernest McKAY, CD** , 
RCN(Ret?d)

80 in Halifax 22/12/21.  Jn?d RCN 10/58, srv?d St 
Croix, Chaudiere, Assiniboine, Gatineau, 
Restigouche, Annapolis, Nipigon, Stadacona, Naden 
and CFB Halifax. Ret?d in ?90.  (SR, Chronicle 
Herald)

 

LCdr David Rennie MOREIRA, RCN(Ret?d)

92 in Oakville, ON 10/01/22.  Jn?d Scotian as UNTD 
Cdt 21/03/50.  Tsf?d to RCN as A/Con S/Lt 13/09/51, 
prom Con S/Lt same date, Con Lt 01/09/53 and LCdr 
01/09/61.  Srv?d Niagara (MIT), NSHQ (Constructor 
O.), Bonaventure, PNO(Sorel) and Bytown (DSDC).  
Ret?d in ?63.  (WC)

 

A/Lt Rober t James MORRIS, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

94 in Hamilton, ON 08/03/22.  Jn?d Star as UNTD 
Cdt 01/10/48, prom A/S/Lt 01/09/51, S/Lt same date 
and A/Lt 12/09/53.  Srv?d, inter alia, Stadacona (1956 
summer training period ? employed in helo hauldown 
development).  To Ret?d List in ?58.  (WC)

 

Lt(S) Ian Waldie MURRAY, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

89 in Hilton Head, SC, USA 04/03/22.  Jn?d Star as 
UNTD Cdt(S) 02/01/52 and prom S/Lt(S) 01/09/54.  
To Ret?d List in ?55 as Lt(S).  (WC)

 

CPO1 Clinton Reese NICKERSON, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

92 in Halifax 17/03/22.  Jn?d RCN in ?50 and srv?d 
Korea.  Ret?d circa ?75.  (SR, Chronicle Herald)

 

A/S/Lt Er ic Wallace NICHOLSON, RCN(R)

86 IN Glace Bay, NS 24/12/21.  Jn?d Scotian as 
UNTD Cdt 02/01/55 and prom A/S/Lt 01/07/57.  
Rls?d in ?59.  (WC)
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Cdr(Ret?d) Rober t Larry NOVITSKY, CD

74 in Vernon, BC 19/04/22.  Jn?d as a Cdt at CMR 
09/65, thence RMC.  Prom S/Lt 01/05/70, Lt 
01/05/72, LCdr 01/01/76 and Cdr 01/01/82.  Srv?d 
several ships for W/K and Engineering CoC, 
CDLS(W) (MIT PG), NEU(A), DESRON 5 (STO) 
and SRU(A) (Planning O.).  Ret?d in ?86.  (LC, WM)

 

Capt Mar tin John PANDZICH, CD*, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

Former Member, 81 in Hamilton, ON 23/07/22.  Jn?d 
Hunter as UNTD Cdt 02/01/59, prom S/Lt 01/07/61, 
Lt 15/06/64 and later LCdr, Cdr and Capt.  XO Star 
1972-75, CO Star 1975-79 and CO Hunter 1983-9.  
Bronze Medallion 1079.  (WC).

 

Capt(Ret?d) Joseph Richard Steven PAYNE, 
OMM, CD*

67 in Halifax 05/06/22.  Jn?d as Cdt at CMR 09/71, 
thence RMC 09/74.  Prom S/Lt 01/05/76, Lt 
01/01/80, LCdr 01/01/84, Cdr 01/01/89 and later 
Capt.  Srv?d  as Cdt attch?d CDLS(W) for USS 
Yarnell, and, inter alia, Mackenzie, Iroquois, 
Athabaskan, CDLS(L) (RNEC Manadon), CFCSC, 
NSHQ (S/M acquisition) and FMF Cape Scott (i/c)  
Ret?d in 2008.  (WG)

 

Lt H. Montague PETERS, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

80 in Fredericton, NB 03/05/22.  Jn?d Scotian as 
UNTD Cdt in ?62, prom S/Lt in ?64 and later Lt.  
Reputed to have served as Brunswicker chaplain for 
30+ years.  (WC)

 

CPO1 Warren John QUTNN, CD** , 
RCN(ERet?d)

76 in Halifax 16/03/22.  (SR, Chronicle Herald)

 

PO Gary Edwin RIACH, CD*, RCN(Ret?d)

85 in Hilden, NS 22/12/21.  Jn?d RCN circa 1958, 
srv?d, inter alia, Bonaventure, Protecteur and 
Nipigon.  Ret?d circa 1988.  (SR, Chroicle Herald)

 

P1ER Steven Peter  ROBAK, CD, RCN(Ret?dC

52 in Ottawa 11/05/22.  Jn?d RCN as OSEM in ?91.  
Srv?d East and West Coasts and in NDHQ.  Ret?d in 
?12.  (Citizen)

 

Lt(P) George Wesley SEYMOUR, 
RCN(R)(Ret?d)

91 in Duncan, BC 11/04/22.  Jn?d Discovery as 
UNTD Cdt 02/01/52, prom A/S/Lt 01/09/54, S/Lt and 
A/Lt(P) 01/09/56.  Qual ?P? 08/55.  Srv?d Stadacona, 
Shearwater, RCAF Centralia and RCAF Moose Jaw.  
To Ret?d List as Lt(P) in ?58.  (WC, Canada?s Naval 
Aviators)

 

Surg Cdr  David John SMITH, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

77 in Dartmouth, NS 31/07/22.  Jn?d Scotian as RCN 
Cdt 01/09/52 prom S/Lt 91/05/67, Lt 01/05/69. Surg 
LCdr 01/01/79 and Surg Cdr 01/01/83.  Srv?d 
CDLS(W) (S/M Trg.), Okanagan, Onondaga, 
Protecteur (MO) and CFB Halifax (Chief MO)  Ret?d 
in ?91.  (DS)

 

Capt Gordon Dean SPERGEL, CD*, 
RCN(Ret?d)

97 in Ottawa 30/05/22.  Jn?d York as UNTD 
OS(Officer Candidate) in ?43, prom RCN     A/Ord 
SLt 01/09/46, Ord S/Lt same date, Ord Lt 01/03/46, 
Ord LCdr 01/03/54, Ord Cdr 01/01/58, A/Capt 
25/09/72 and Capt 01/07/73.   Srv?d Uganda, 
Stadacona, Nootka, Micmac, Bytown, Niagara (PG 
Cse.), Niobe, SUPLANT(QHM) and NDHQ.  Ret?d 
in ?76.  (Citizen, WC)

 

LCdr Char les Patr ick TISDALL, CD, 
RCN(Ret?d)

86 in Victoria 26/03/22.  Jn?d RCN as Cdt(E) at Royal 
Roads 12/09/52. Prom Mid(E) 01/09/54, A/S/Lt(E) 
01/01/56, S/Lt(E) 01/05/57, Lt(E) 16/06/58 and LCdr 
01/01/65.  Srv?d Niobe (RNEC), Bonaventure, 
Shearwater, HS-50 and Hochelaga.  Ret?d ?69.  (WC, 
RGC)
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Cdr Gary Alexander  TOWILL, OMM, CD** , 
RCN(Ret?d)

Jn?d RCN as OS stoker circa ?59, CFR?d as S/Lt 
15/12/71, prom Lt 15/12/74, LCdr 01/01/80 and Cdr 
01/01/84.  Srv?d in 13 ships including Preserver and 
in FMG(A)(i/c).  Ret?d in ?94.  (HS, SR, Chronicle 
Herald)

 

Lt Murray K. WATTS, CD*, RCN(Ret?d)

91 in Dartmouth, NS 14/03/22.  Jn?d RCN circa ?49 
as OSLMS.  Srv?d, inter alia, in Korea.  CFR?d  as 
S/Lt 11/03/69  and prom Lt 11/03/72.  Ret?d in ?81.  
(SR, Chronicle Herald)

 

Lt John Fraser  WHITE, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

85 in Sydney, NS 11/01/22.  Jn?s Scotian as UNTD 
Cdt(S) 02/01/56, prom A/S/Lt(S) 01/09/58, S/Lt(S) 
same date and Lt 01/09/60.  To Ret?d List in ?62.  
(WC)

 

Lt Kar l Louis WHITE, CD*, RCN(Ret?d)

89 in Shelburne, NS 11/12/21.  Jn?d in ?51 as MedA, 
CFR?d as S/Lt 28/07/67 and prom Lt 28/04/70.  Srv?d 
Buckingham, Kootenay, Bonaventure, Naden and 
Stadacona.  Ret?d in ?82.  (SR, Chronicle Herald)

 

Capt Donald David MacKenzie (Mack) 
WHITMAN, CD*, RCN(Ret?d)

89 in Ottawa 07/06/22.  Jn?d RMC 09/50, RCN(R) 
Cdt 07/03/51 and RCN Cdt(L) 19?09/52.  Prom 
A/S/Lt(L) 01/06/54, S/Lt(L) same date, Lt(L) 
01/08/56, LCdr 01/01/64, Cdr 01/01/69 and Capt 
01/01/75.  Srv?d Star (summer trg Westinghouse), 
Donnacona (McGill), Stadacona, Micmac, Stadacona 
(1st Wpns Cse.), Ottawa, Niagara (USNEL). COND 
(Hydrofoil PGC), NDHQ (CCS 280 programmer and, 
later, DMCS).  Ret?d in ?82.  (Citizen, KB, WC)

 

S/Lt Bruce Cecil WHITMORE, RCN(R)(Ret?d)

87 in Shelburne, VT, USA 22/04/22.  Jn?d Chippawa 
as UNTD Cdt 02/01/5 and, prom A/S/Lt 01/09/54 at 
Discovery.  Prom S/Lt 01/09/54 on transfer to Ret?d 
List in ?56.  (WC)

 

LCdr William Leslie WOOD, CD, RCN(Ret?d)

Former Member, 98 in Victoria 15/03/22.  WWII 
naval reserve.  Jn?d RCN as Ord S/Lt 15/05/50, prom 
Ord Lt 01/09/52 and LCdr 01/09/60.  Srv?d Ontario, 
Fort Frances, Athabaskan, Naden, Haida (Korea) and 
Bytown.  Ret?d in ?70.  (DS)
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The following was run in the Times Colonist and 
Globe and Mail on September  30, 2022.

Predeceased by his wife, Maxine Thomas and daughter, 
Megan. Vice Admiral Charles Winton Morris Thomas OMM 
CD is survived by his daughter, Jody, son-in-law, Curtis 
Coates; sisters, Lahni Thompson and Linda Larsen; and his 
greatest loves, grandchildren, Samantha (Bryant Shapiro ) 
and Andrew (Shannon Sterling).

Born in Kelowna, Chuck joined the RCN in 1954, the 
first class of the Venture Plan, as an engineer in order to 
obtain an education and help support his younger sisters.

He served as the engineering officer In HMCS 
Antigonish, Jonquiere and Saskatchewan. He crossed trained 
as a Maritime Surface Officer, and was Commissioning 
Executive Officer of HMCS Preserver, Commanding Officer 
of HMCS Fraser and Commanding Officer of the Fourth 
Canadian Training Squadron.

In 1979, he was posted to NDHQ Ottawa and began the 
challenge of his career, the recapitalization of the Royal 
Canadian Navy and the project that became the Canadian 
Frigate Program. This would be his singular focus for 10 
years.

Promoted to Vice Admiral, he became Commander of 
the Navy in 1987 and Vice Chief of the defence staff in 1989 
resigning in 1991 in protest over a proposed department 
policy paper that would have cut members of the Forces.

While still a midshipman he met his true love, a fiery 
redhead from Victoria whom he convinced to marry him. 
Chuck and Maxine were partners in every sense of the word, 
intellectual equals whose love and respect for each other was 
a model for us all. If he succeeded, she was absolutely his 
right hand, tempering his aggression, supporting his courage.

He retired to Victoria where many, many rounds of golf 
at the Victoria Golf Club lay ahead. He and Maxine enjoyed 
every minute of being home with Megan and Nana.

The loss of Maxine and Megan in quick succession had 
an enormous impact on him. Despite the sadness he had 
continual happiness in his relationship with Sam and Bear, 
delighted in their careers and lives they had built, the 
partners they loved. He was a towering figure in their lives, 
he loved being a Grampy.

We have no words to express our gratitude for the 

friends who kept watch on him and supported him in this 
difficult period. Neighbors, navy friends and the Wednesday 
group at the golf club ensured someone spoke to him every 
day. A special thanks to Tony de Rosenroll who was like a 
son in his care and attention.

Chuck believed in Canada and the Canadian Armed 
Forces. He fought for the RCN and staked his reputation on 
the need to equip the men and women who serve.

We draw strength in knowing that as we look to the 
ocean and we see a gray hull in the distance, we see a part of 
him. A blessing indeed.

In lieu of flowers, donations may be made to the 
Broadmead Veterans Memorial Lodge or Do It For Daron 
youth mental health foundation. A visitation will be held in 
the Sequoia Centre at McCall Gardens, 4665 Falaise Dr., 
Victoria, BC on Tuesday, October 11, 2022 from 6:30 - 8:30 
p.m. A Funeral Service was be held at St. Peter and St. 
Paul?s Anglican Church, 1379 Esquimalt Road, Esquimalt, 
BC on Wednesday, October 12. Condolences may be offered 
to the family at: www.mccallgardens.com.

Vice Adm iral Char les Wint on Mor r is Thom as OMM 

http://www.mccallgardens.com
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HMCS Halifax prepares a CH-148 Cyclone helicopter for takeoff to conduct deck evaluations (Image:Connor Bennett, CAF)
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