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How three American Divisions ended up under Australian Command in  

World War One:  Part Three 

Operations with the US 27th and 30th Divisions 

The Hindenburg Line 25-28 September, 1918 

 

By early September, 1918, the combined positions of Mont St. Quentin - Péronne had 

been overcome by the Australian Corps.  With these positions captured, the way to 

the Hindenburg Line was open.  Monash had asked for a rest for himself and the 

Corps, but this was turned down by 

General Rawlinson.  It is not clear whether 

this was just a refusal to let a winning 

team leave the arena (and therefore slow 

the pursuit while another corps was 

inserted,) or whether Rawlinson 

genuinely feared that if he allowed the 

Australians to rest, that the Australian 

Prime Minister Billy Hughes might stop 

them from rejoining the war effort in 

19181. Hughes had already mandated 

ANZAC leave that stripped some 6000 

soldiers from Monash’s force, and warned 

Monash that he must be out of the line by 

mid-October. Whatever the reason, this 

decision by Rawlinson set up the battles of the 

Hindenburg Line with both good and bad 

consequences. 

There was a rapid withdrawal of German forces to their next defensive position, their 

next formal lines of defence, which has become known as the Hindenburg Line. These 

defences originally had been the key defence after their withdrawal in 1917.  While 

not well-maintained from March 1918 onwards, they were still a formidable barrier 

and were underestimated by allied planners.  

The Hindenburg Line (or Siegfried Stellung to the Germans) defences consisted of 

three separate lines of defence. Firstly, facing the allies:  Hindenburg Outpost Line, 

which consisted of a combination of the old British outpost line of 1917 and the 

 
1 Bean, C E.W., The Official History of Australia in the War of 1914-1918, vol VI, The AIF in France May 

1918-The Armistice, Angus and Robertson, Sydney, 1942. p485 notes Haig being aware of Hughes’ 

views on the employment of the Australians while pp877-879 discusses the interchange of views 

between Monash and Hughes. Realistically it is highly unlikely that Rawlinson was not aware of the 

situation. 

 

Lieutenant General Sir John Monash 
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German outpost line, now grouped together as a single fortified position. The St. 

Quentin Canal provided the basis for defence, its only vulnerability where it entered 

the 7000 yard long Bellenglise tunnel. On the north western edge of the St. Quentin 

canal tunnel were a series of fortified farmsteads, part of the Outpost Line, designed 

to provide serious obstacles to any attack and in particular make any attack across the 

Bellenglise tunnel very difficult. This line protected the main position or Hindenburg 

Line main which used the St. Quentin Canal, which had been improved by damming 

to be a significant tactical obstacle. The ends of the tunnel had been walled in with 

concrete to create a defendable bunker. Immediately behind these defences was the 

Hindenburg Support line, not major in itself but adding depth to the main position. 

Some 4,000 yards to the rear was the German final position, the Hindenburg Reserve 

Line or the Beaurevoir line, which included the fortified hamlets of Beaurevoir and 

Montbrehain. 

A number of operations would be needed to successfully breech these German 

defences. This would include the advance from Mont St Quentin-Péronne until a 

formal assault was needed, followed by the assault to capture the Hindenburg 

Outpost Line, which would expose the main German position. That line would then 

have to held against German attack while the force was set up to attack the main 

defence This was the point at which the attacking troops (in Australia’s case the 1st 

and 4th Divisions) would need relief. Then would follow the breeching: sequentially, 

the main Hindenburg Defences, those attacking formations then needing relief, and 

finally followed by the capture of the Beaurevoir Line.  It was at least a seven division 

task. 

The importance of the Fourth Army operations can be understood when it is realised 

that its assault would be hitting the hinge in the German defensive line in the vicinity 

of where the St. Quentin Canal entered the Bellenglise tunnel. To the north, German 

lines bent back east stretching into Flanders before, on reaching the canal at 

Bellenglise, then making a turn to the south. The Fourth Army was attacking the angle 

and here a rapid penetration could force the withdrawal of all German troops in 

Flanders. The importance that Haig placed on it can be seen in that he had stationed 

the Cavalry Corps behind the Fourth Army ready to exploit. The US II Corps knowing 

by 18 September that they would be joining the Fourth Army, issued the following 

briefing to its divisions: The Fourth Army…will deliver the main attack against the 

enemy’s defences… The bombardment will commence on ‘Z’ day (September 27th) and the 

assault will be delivered on ‘Z’+2 days September 29th.2 

 
2 Murphy, E.A. and Thomas, R.S., The Thirtieth Division in the World War, Old Hickory Publishing Co, 

Lepanto, Arkansas, 1936, p91 The emphasis is mine. 
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Even before the operations began to take the 

Hindenburg Outpost Line, Monash had been assigned 

the central role in the Fourth Army’s attack on the main 

Hindenburg position by General Rawlinson. This 

would require the corps to side step to the north, so that 

Monash and his Australians had complete control in 

crossing the Bellenglise/Bellincourt tunnel. This was to 

be achieved by taking over the area held by one of the 

divisions of III Corps (74 Division) adjacent to the 

Australian Corps area in the north, and handing a 

divisional area to the south to the British IX Corps. This 

latter task was relatively easy as that was the area in 

which 32 British Division, then part of the Australian 

Corps, was operating, so command of 32 Division 

passed from the Australian Corps to IX Corps. This 

southern change would happen before the attack on 

the Outpost Line started, while the northern exchange 

was meant to occur at the successful conclusion of the 

Outpost Line operations. Monash’s Australians would 

attack their section of the Outpost Line on a front of 

two divisions (1st and 4th Australian Divisions.) 

So confident was Rawlinson about success in attacking 

the Hindenburg Outpost Line, that he directed Monash 

to commence his planning for the attack on the main 

defences before the operation to capture the Outpost 

Line had begun, and before knowing for certain where 

the additional troops that Monash would need would 

come from.   

Monash, in his appreciation, realised that he and his 

Corps could not do all of the required tasks. Two of his 

divisions, the 1st and the 4th, would take the Australian 

Corps section of the Hindenburg Outpost Line in short 

order by the end of 18 September. They would need to 

be withdrawn for a rest. As well, the ever-present threat 

and direction of the Prime Minister, Billy Hughes, was 

always in the equation, with the requirement that all 

Australian troops were to be out of the line by 15 

October 1918.  Monash had taken the Hindenburg 

Outpost Line, but now was required to hold the area that included the start line for 

 
Field Marshal Sir Douglas Haig 

 
General Sir Henry Rawlinson 
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the main attack on the Hindenburg Line proper for over a week prior to the main 

assault.  The heavy defences of the Hindenburg Line meant this would be no passive 

task. He made the point to Rawlinson that none of the remaining Australian divisions 

(2, 3, and 5) were in a position to move forward for another week. He made it clear 

that he needed two strong divisions immediately after 18 September just to hold the 

line3. Rawlinson then offered the two divisions of the United States II Corps, the 27th 

and 30th Divisions. Monash had no qualms about accepting the offer: I had no reason to 

hesitate. My experience of the quality of the American troops, both at the battle of Hamel and 

on Chipilly Spur had been eminently satisfactory… Measures were possible to supply them 

with any technical guidance that they might lack4. 

On 18 September 1918 Monash issued an appreciation5 to General Rawlinson as 

requested, for the attack on the main Hindenburg Line defences. Paragraph 3 of that 

document very carefully laid out a key requirement or prerequisite that had to be an 

assumption for his planning: 

The plan is based upon the assumption that the objective Blue Line of operations of September 

18th is in our possession all along the Army Front (i.e. British Fourth Army), or can be seized 

in the very near future.6 

What he did not state and perhaps should have stated:  that what was to be effectively 

the start line for the attack on the main defences must be secured by forces not tasked 

for the main assault. Such forces were never made available and these conditions were 

never fulfilled. 

The following day, 19 September, Major General Gellibrand reported, from a 

conference during the planning phase for the Hindenburg line assault, that Monash 

had said that the coming attack on the Hindenburg line would be: more a matter of 

engineering and organisation than of fighting7. 

Monash’s statements of 18/19 September are often used by historians to show how 

badly he misinterpreted the situation. Bean would say of Monash’s assumptions: 

Monash assumed – it proved a most dangerous assumption – that opposite the tunnel the 

Hindenburg outpost line would be captured either on the 18th or soon after8. Other historians 

have echoed this sentiment in down the years. This tends to imply that a military 

assumption is a guess.  It is actually a statement that provides a context and a set of 

 
3 Bean, op.cit., vol VI p942 
4 Monash, J., Australian Victories in France in 1918, Black Inc, Melbourne 2015 ed p231 
5 Ibid., p231-235 
6 ibid., p232 
7 Searle, G., John Monash-a Biography, MUP. Melbourne, 1962, p.364 citing Gellibrand’s comments 

from a conference 19 September 1918, Gellibrand was the commander of 3 Aust Division. 
8 Bean, op.cit., vol. VI, p943. The emphasis is mine. 
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prerequisites for a military plan. Not to assume what he did, would have required 

Monash to demand a third additional division which was unlikely to be forthcoming. 

Recipients of such military assumptions, that is in this case the higher commander, 

Rawlinson, had a responsibility to ensure that the assumptions are fulfilled or else 

reject their subordinate’s appreciation. In this case Rawlinson accepted all of Monash’s 

military assumptions made in his plans for attacking the Hindenburg Line. It seemed 

highly unlikely, not only to Monash but also to Rawlinson and Haig, that III Corps 

would not secure its section of the Hindenburg Outpost Line as required before its 

withdrawal. Both the Australian Corps and the British IX Corps would do so. 

The Australian Corps attacked the defences in the centre of the Hindenburg Outpost 

Line, supported in the north by III British Corps and in the south by IX British Corps. 

The Australian Corps managed to seize its section of the line during the 18th itself, and 

were poised overlooking the Hindenburg Line, while IX British Corps would take a 

few more days, and III British Corps would not successfully complete its task at all. 

The Australians suffered 1,260 casualties and took 4,300 prisoners. Monash therefore 

had been instructed to complete his attack appreciation on the basis that the Outpost 

Line was in Fourth Army hands.  

On 22 September, IX Corps, with help from Australian artillery, completed the capture 

of its section of the line. By this time three days had gone by and the Australians had 

long finished their part in the operation, but III Corps was still battling to reach its 

objectives and unlike IX Corps, was not prepared to ask for assistance until it was too 

late. Much has also been made of the weakness of III Corps, but it is unlikely that they 

were any weaker in numbers than their equivalents in the Australian Divisions, whose 

battalions were often now well below 400 in strength. Butler, the III Corps 

commander, was attacking in a series of small incremental attacks with all four 

divisions side by side. The problem with using four divisions forward is the corps’ 

firepower is split across four units, rather than two, in the case of the Australian Corps 

and IX Corps. It is difficult to generate combat power9. It is hard to avoid the 

conclusion that Butler was still fighting the war with bayonets while Monash was 

fighting it with firepower.  

Another issue that has been raised is whether Fourth Army Headquarters was really 

concentrating on this problem. The Official British Historian notes that no attempt was 

made to utilise the complete success in the centre of the army where the Australians had 

 
9 Combat power can be defined as: “is the total means of destructive, constructive, and information 

capabilities that a military unit or formation can apply at a given time.” It can be affected by unit 

numbers, fire support resources or by breaking up the objectives with phases or bounds so that the 

attacking force exerts greater comparative pressure on the enemy. 
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broken into the enemy’s well-organised offensive belt.10   -   a criticism that seems to have 

been directed at headquarters of the Fourth Army and its staff. It suggests that the 

division offered to Butler11 could have been given to Monash to stage an oblique 

attack. 

 While III Corps took over 2,300 prisoners, they had not completely taken all of the 

objectives, in particular the key German positions, and were still 1,000 yards short of 

the objective. Just as critically, it had eaten up time so that it would now affect the 

preparations for the assault on the main Hindenburg position. It was, as Rawlinson 

and Monash feared, yet another failure by III Corps. An exasperated Rawlinson 

wanted them out of the line, as he believed that they were holding up the main 

operation. 

There was still no acceptable start line in front of the divisional position that would be 

occupied by 27 US Division. Both Haig and Monash, perhaps from different motives, 

did not want the Americans to have to complete the preliminary operation; Rawlinson 

however insisted12. He simply could not accept that the Germans could really hold up 

the assault. Monash’s views were more probably on the basis that this would use up 

the resources from II US Corps, which might well be needed for the Hindenburg line 

attack and might well disorganise US units involved. This was to prove painfully 

accurate. The use of time by III Corps without achieving all of their objectives left no 

alternatives other than using the incoming American division to secure their own 

effective start line.  It was finally agreed that if III Corps had not achieved its assign 

objectives by the time that they were to be withdrawn then the Americans would have 

to do it13. Edmonds in the Official War History, notes III Corps made no effort to 

complete its operation, so it was left to the Americans14, an extraordinary indictment 

 
10 Edmonds, J. E., Official History of the Great War, Military Operations France and Belgium vol.4, 

Macmillan and Co, London, 1947, p489 
11 Bean, op.cit., p951 Bean says that 66 British Division was offered to Butler but rejected, while 

Edmonds, op.cit., vol 4 p483 suggested that Butler expected that the 46th British Division would be 

available in emergencies was why he deployed all of his divisions in the line. Butler had a history dating 

back to Amiens of deploying all of his divisions forward and also not asking for assistance or at least 

waiting until it was too late 
12 Edmonds., op.cit., vol. 5, p97 Rawlinson failed to appreciate how strong the German defence would 

be.  While both Monash and Haig can be accused of the same thing, Rawlinson in some ways was a 

step further, in that his view was always coloured by his lack of respect for the abilities of General 

Butler commanding III Corps, and he was always working assiduously to get rid of him and his Corps. 

He felt that any other outfit would not have problems, and refused to accept either Monash or Haig’s 

pleas not to use the Americans for the preliminary operation.   
13 Ibid., vol.5, p97 
14 Ibid., vol.5, p97 
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on the III Corps operation. Butler claimed that his divisions were by now too 

exhausted to complete the task.15 

The main assault was due to commence on 29 September, Monash had been planning 

his assault prior to the Australian attack on the Outpost Line, yet with less than a week 

to go and with his American divisions still to arrive at the front, he still did not have 

an acceptable start line for one of the divisions for the first part of the attack. The attack 

affected not just the Fourth Army but was to be one of a series of rolling attacks on the 

Germans by all Armies, starting with the Americans in the Meuse Argonne on 26 

September. The overall theatre aim was to prevent the Germans moving 

reinforcements around the line. While Fourth Army held a key, if not the key, part of 

the operation, it was also critical that they attacked on time as part of this ‘blunt force 

trauma’ planned by Foch. Delay was not acceptable. 

Monash then wanted Rawlinson to accept that the current American front line be the 

start line, but again Rawlinson refused, believing that that might cause confusion to 

Monash’s plan. Monash believed that it would be a better generation of combat power 

to use the whole division, rather than use part of it in a preliminary assault. 

The Americans were to undertake the first 

phase of Monash’s plan, the initial breech of 

the mainline, and it was left to General Read 

(commanding II US Corps) to allocate his 

divisions. He allocated the 27th Division to 

the left of the assault and 30th Division to the 

right. Marginal though it was, it was the 

weaker of the two divisions numerically16but 

still twice the size of an Australian division 

numerically.  

How the Americans regarded this 

development can be seen from a history of the 

30th Division written after the war. It is clear 

from this and other references that they saw 

themselves receiving pride of place in the 

great offensive.  The introduction to the 

operation in the book, states: To reinforce the three corps of the Fourth Army, there were 

 
15 Bean, op.cit., vol VI, p951 
16 Yockelson, M., Borrowed Soldiers; Americans under British Command, 1918, University of Oklahoma 

Press, Norman, Oklahoma,2016, p128. 

 
Major General George Read 
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sent to General Rawlinson, the British XII Corps (sic)17 and the American II Corps and to the 

latter was awarded the place of honor in the assault scheduled for September 29, 1918.18  

By this allocation, Major General John O’Ryan’s 27th Division gained the task of 

completing the III Corps operation. The need for the Americans to complete the 

assault on the Outpost Line was the worst outcome from Monash’s point of view for 

two reasons. Firstly, it created an uncertainty for his planning of the main operation: 

I had, therefore, to complete my organisation upon the basis of a set of precedent conditions 

which had not yet been entirely realised.… It was a new and difficult situation… To await the 

result of the operation of the next day [the American completion of the preliminary 

operation on 27 September 1918], would have allowed insufficient time to complete the 

necessary maps and distribute them…  

He went on to make the point: There was no option but to assume that General O’Ryan 

(27th American Division) would succeed in capturing the northern section of the outpost 

line… For the first time I had to gamble on chance19. 

Secondly it would use up combat power which was needed for the main assault.  

The Germans 

The Australian Corps had overcome difficult and complicated defensive works often 

with relatively few soldiers such as at Mont St Quentin. All of this led to the feeling 

by Haig, Rawlinson and Monash that German morale was crumbling. It implied when 

the push came against the Germans, the German soldier would not stand or fight. This 

idea that German morale was bad was also driven by the state of the German forces 

in front of the Fourth Army manning the Hindenburg line. Of eight divisions 

identified in location on 29 September, only one was rated as a first-class division, 

with some being rated only as fourth class trench divisions. Of the six divisions of 

reinforcements over the period until 2 October, only two were rated as first-class 

divisions20. 

For the Germans, on the other hand, the line had to be held at all costs. Due to the 

Australian operation at Mont St Quentin-Péronne, the Germans had been pushed 

quickly out of that position which they had intended would impose significant delay. 

There were no more formal and integrated defences for the Germans to retire to, as 

after the Hindenburg Line, time would be needed to construct further defensive lines. 

 
17 It was actually XIII Corps, it is not clear whether this entry was a mistake or typographical error. 
18 Murphy, E.A. and Thomas, R.S., The Thirtieth Division in the World War, Old Hickory Publishing 

Co, Lepanto, Arkansas, 1936, p91.The emphasis is mine. 
19 Monash, J., Australian Victories in France in 1918, Black Inc, Melbourne 2015 ed., p245, writing about 

events on 26 September 1918. 
20 Edmonds, p.97, note 1 
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The planning for the attack on the Hindenburg line was occurring at the time that the 

German army was pressing the Kaiser and the German government for an Armistice 

based on Wilson’s 14 points. On 29 September, the very day of the attack, a conference 

was held at Spa, to consider Hindenburg’s demand for an Armistice. Admiral von 

Hintze21, the German Foreign Minister, maintained that Ludendorff gave an account 

of the military situation, saying: The situation of the army demands an immediate Armistice 

in order to save a catastrophe22. The German army’s point of view was that such an 

Armistice should be negotiated from the point of view of an equal. It was important 

therefore for the Hindenburg Line to be held - a rapid forced withdrawal would 

underscore the weakness of Germany in any negotiations and possibly force it to 

capitulate.  

  
General Erich Ludendorf (L), Admiral Von Hintze (R) 

It is now known that, contrary to his staff’s advice, Hindenburg had chosen to hold 

on the line of the Hindenburg defences for this reason23. Some Germans obviously had 

convinced themselves that they could hold on the Hindenburg Line over winter and 

gain breathing space. Hindenburg is noted as telling Crown Prince Rupprecht on 20 

September that, although the German manpower position was dire, the French and 

the British were at the end of their manpower. Rupprecht wryly noted in his diary that 

he thought Hindenburg was wrong on that point and also had underestimated the 

military capacity of the Americans24. 

 
21 Hintze ironically had been the German naval commander in the Philippine’s area during the Spanish 

American War and had deliberately obstructed US Admiral George Dewey’s operations. He was 

German Ambassador to Mexico and established German intelligence activity in that country. 
22 Admiral von Hinze cited in Edmonds, vol.5, p111. Ludendorff would later claim that he had never 

made such a statement. 
23 Edmonds, op.cit., vol. 4, p468 
24Ibid., vol. 4, p520 
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Generalfieldmarshals  Hindenburg (L), and Crown Prince Rupperecht (R) 

The Germans defending the line belonged to 

Army Group Boehn consisting of the 2nd, 9th 

and 18th Armies. Its commander, 

Generaloberst Max von Boehn25, had been 

born in 1850 so was now 68 years old. He had 

served in the Franco Prussian War of 1870 

and had been wounded and decorated. In 

1912 he had retired as General der Infanterie. 

Reactivated at the beginning of World War 

1, in 1914 he had commanded the IX Reserve 

Corps on vital asset protection duties.  By 

1918 he had become a ‘go to’ commander for 

difficult situations and was promoted to 

Generaloberst in early 1918. He had taken 

command of his Army Group in August. 

The US Divisions of the II Corps 

 
25 Generaloberst was the equivalent to a four star officer (Army or Army Group Comd) while General 

der Infanterie equalled three stars (Army Comd, or Corp Comd), Lieutenant General 3 Star (Div Comd), 

as Major Generals commanded their Brigades (since the Germans did not have the Brigadier General 

rank.) 

 
Generaloberst Max von Boehn 
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By August 1918 any ambiguity about the use of the American divisions of the II US 

Corps was resolved. Pershing had been directed by Foch, the Supreme Commander, 

that two of what were originally ten divisions, were to be left with the British Army. 

 
Generals Foch and Pershing 

On 9 August 1918 he wrote to Foch. In section 3 of his letter, he wrote: “I have today 

authorised the entry into the British Line of the 27th and 30th Divisions.”26 This led to both 

these divisions joining the British Second Army as combat divisions. He wrote to Haig 

again on 20 August, 2018: “I have already directed the commanding general II Corps (Read) 

to place at your request, the 27th and 30th Divisions in the line.”  He mandated that they 

must fight under their divisional headquarters, and asked that II Corps staff be used 

in actual tactical situations at an early date.27  What he was asking for was that II US 

Corps, which until now had been purely an administrative headquarters, would take 

 
26 Pershing, J.J., Memorandum to accompany Letter No1/p.c. of August 9. 1918 to Headquarters Allied 

High Command (Foch) in United States Army in the World War 1917-1919. Military Operations of the 

American Expeditionary Forces Vol 8, p9f, Center of Military History, United States Army, 

Washington, D.C., 1990. 
27 Pershing to Haig 20 August, in Yockelson, op.cit., p94. United States Army in the World War 1917-

1919: Training and Use of American Units with the British and the French Vol 3 pp175-176 - puts the 

date earlier at 15 August. 
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to the field on operations commanding the divisions as a combat corps headquarters. 

He noted the inexperience of the US divisions and requested that both should have at 

least one month’s experience on the front in a quiet sector.  Pershing, concerned for 

the inexperience of his divisions, might also have added the same for US II Corps 

headquarters, which had even less experience, and now had to create its own corps 

support units.  As with the divisions, no US artillery was ever assigned to the II US 

Corps28. Haig was now free to use these divisions in combat as he saw fit. 

The Fourth Army diplomatically rechristened the Australian Corps the ‘Australian 

American Corps’ for the operation29, but the Americans were under no illusions as to 

the command relationship. A history of the 30th US Division politely notes the 

command relationship as: … for the attack, our Corps was “affiliated” with the Australian 

Corps. This affiliation has been described as polite fiction for Lieutenant General Sir John 

Monash, in command of the Australian Corps, controlled and directed all our operations while 

with the Australians.30 

The 27th US Division stemmed originally from the New York Division of the National 

Guard which had been formed in 1908.   It was mobilized for service along the Mexican 

Border during the American response to the Pancho Villa raids in 1916.  It was then 

redesignated as the 6th US Division as part of army expansion plans in 1917.  Parts of 

it would be involved in vital asset protection duties during 1917.   Its then commander, 

Major General John F O’Ryan, would lead it throughout World War 131.   He had led 

it through the Mexican Border operation and so knew John Pershing.  He was the only 

National Guard officer of two-star rank to lead a division throughout the war, but had 

attended the US Army’s War College32 pre-war.  Mobilized again 1 October 1917 as 

part of the American build-up of the American Expeditionary Force, (AEF) it was 

redesignated the 27th US Division.  It was almost wholly made up of men from the 

state of New York.  It often went by the nickname ‘O’Ryan’s Roughnecks’ after its 

divisional commander, and its divisional symbol was a pun on his name. Red stars 

inside a red circle represented the constellation Orion, the circle being an O for 

 
28 It should be noted that both divisions had undertaken divisional level operations against the Germans 

something that the ANZACs at Gallipoli had not done. 
29 Edmonds Vol 5, p97 
30 Murphy, E.A. and Thomas, R.S., The Thirtieth Division in the World War, Old Hickory Publishing 

Co, Lepanto, Arkansas, 1936, p98 also see Montgomery, op.cit., p152 
31 O’Ryan was a lawyer in civil life and had been appointed divisional commander in 1912 aged 38. He 

would go on to be involved in politics and be police chief of New York in 1935. He was New York’s 

Civil Defense Director during World War 2. 
32 The Army War College had been established in 1904 following what were seen as failings in the 

Spanish American War. It provided courses at Captain and Major level. Attendees of course by 

definition would be imbued with the received US tactical philosophy and principles. 
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O’Ryan.  The stylized letters over the stars form the monogram NYD for New York 

Division, (but equally could be described as Orion’s Belt). 

The 30th US Division was also a National Guard Division, drawing soldiers from North 

Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee and Georgia.  Originally it had been designated 

the 9th US Division in the 1917 Force plan and had included troops from Virginia but 

not Georgia. This organization changed with its activation in October 1917 as a 

division of the National Army (AEF) earmarked for overseas.  It went through a series 

of interim divisional commanders, but at the time of its service in Western Front 

operations July-November 1918, its commander was a regular officer, Major General 

Edward Mann Lewis.  General Lewis was the more experienced of the two divisional 

commanders in the II US Corps, having led the US 3rd Brigade, 2nd US Division with 

distinction at Chateau Thierry. He had also served in the Spanish American War and 

the Moro campaign in the Philippines. As a student at West Point, he was a classmate 

and friend of John Pershing and had been in the Honor Guard when Ulysses Grant’s 

funeral train had passed through West Point in 1885. 

The 30th Division’s nickname was the ‘Old Hickory’ Division, in honour of President 

Andrew Jackson, who had commanded soldiers from the Carolinas and Tennessee 

during the War of 1812. Its insignia combined the initials ‘O’ and ’H’ and the Roman 

numerals XXX.  When worn by the division in World War One, the insignia was worn 

on its side, which was not corrected until 1940. 

 

The insignia of the 27 (US) Infantry Division and its commander Major General John O’  
    

Ryan
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Elements of the division traced their history proudly back to the War of 1812 and 

Mexican War of 1846. During the US Civil War, troops from South Carolina served 

under James Longstreet’s command as part of the Army of the CSA33, in battles such 

First and Second Bull Run, Gaines Mill, Seven Pines, Antietam, Gettysburg, Lookout 

Mountain and Deep Bottom.  Activated during the Spanish American War 1898, they 

saw no action. Like their New York comrades, they had been mobilized to El Paso 

during operations against Pancho Villa in 1916.  

27th US Division and the Hindenburg Outpost Line 

The 27th Division faced the outer works of the Hindenburg Outpost Line, which had 

not been captured by III Corps. This would have to be taken before the main assault 

on the Hindenburg Line could begin, and 27 September was set for this preliminary 

operation. The fortified features involved were Tombois farm, Egg Post, the Knoll, 

Guillemont farm and Quennemont farm. Of these, the last three were the critical 

points. These features dominated all approaches to the tunnel and had to be taken. 

Monash may have been at fault in not realising their significance; it is more likely that 

his real error was believing that the Germans were defeatist, and while there would 

be some heavy fighting, it was just a question of getting the procedures right. He was 

not alone in this thinking, as Rawlinson and Haig both held the same views. That III 

Corps had tried and failed to take these features was not seen as relevant, as III Corps 

had failed at Chipilly Spur, Bray and other points on the advance from 8 August. 

Monash had prescribed that the Americans were only to use one regiment, (three 

 
33 Confederate Army of Northern Virginia 

 

Insignia of the 30 (US) Infantry Division (above) 

and its commander Major General Edward Mann 

Lewis (right) 
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battalions)34, for this preliminary operation, which caused great consternation in the 

American Corps. After discussion with Monash it was agreed reluctantly that the 106th 

Regiment might be assisted by the other regiment in 53 US Brigade, the 105th. 

Eventually one Battalion of the 105th Regiment was authorised to be used in the   

operation. The divisional commander Major General John O’Ryan was to write: it 

became evident, therefore, that it was to become the mission of this one regiment of the 27th 

division to do what two divisions of the III British Corps had been unable to do after repeated 

efforts and heavy loss.35      

 
The (US) 27 Division arriving in the sector 

This force (106 Infantry Regiment) however was still larger than an Australian 

brigade. In fact, Monash felt that a full-strength brigade, American or not, should be 

able to complete the mission. He had scant regard for III Corps abilities. He had 

 
34 O’Ryan, J., The Story of the 27th Division, vol. 1, Wynkoop Hallenbeck Crawford Company, New 

York,1921, p278 US Divisions were organised on the French pattern with two brigades each of two 

regiments each regiment having three battalions thus being equivalent roughly to an Australian 

brigade. O’Ryan puts the 106th Regiment at 2000 nearly twice the manning at that point of many AIF 

brigades.  
35 O’Ryan, op.cit., vol.1, p255 O’Ryan’s comment is fair, the problem being that both Rawlinson and 

Monash had a very low opinion both of the commander of III Corps and of III Corps capabilities. 

Monash additionally was concerned at any effort that drew resources for his thrust across the main 

line. 
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generously provided an Australian brigade to sort out some III Corps problems in 

which, tactically, his troops had succeeded, but gave him far more of a morale 

headache as a result36.  The reality was he could afford no more than this if the main 

attack was to be successful. In any event, even if the complete position was not taken, 

the American attack should leave the German position severely degraded. 

He was actually much more concerned about the main assault on 29 September, and 

always had been opposed to American troops being called in to do the preliminary 

operation, as it took away combat power from the main assault, so he was desperate 

to try and ensure that he had a full division available for the first phase of the main 

assault. Nine American battalions, although larger in numbers than the British or 

Australian units, would be cutting it very fine. 

General O’Ryan, noted Monash in his briefing on the operation as saying: he stressed 

the importance of the three strong points, the Knoll, Guillemont farm and Quennemont farm, 

the necessity for careful mopping up, so as to ensure continued possession of the ground gained 

and the importance of establishing a start line for the main operation on September 29th.37 

  

The Insignia of the 106 (US) Infantry Regiment and its commander Colonel William Taylor 

The width of the front seems to have mesmerized John O’Ryan, who approached it by 

having all three battalions of the 106th in a line abreast and eight of twelve companies 

forward. It becomes difficult to generate combat power with such a formation. 

 
36 One of the companies of the brigade had refused duty 
37 O’Ryan, op.cit., vol.1, p256 
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Paragraph 4 of the 27 Divisional Order for the operation38 also directed that the 

objective be reached in one advance (or bound). There were no intervening objective 

lines or phases in his attack, which  -  given the complexity of the position and his 

concern about his force numbers, even though the depth of the assault at about 1000 

yards was shallow - really needed these to be inserted. The plan assumed that 

American infantry would achieve the objective in a single bound and then mop up. It 

appears no specific units were tasked to mop up but that either the reserve companies, 

already tasked as reserves, or the combat companies would switch to that role on 

arrival on the objective. There is no reference in the divisional order to mopping up. 

In O’Ryan’s account and in the organisational tables39 no mopping up is specified 

(despite Monash’s comments,) so it is assumed reserve sub units were to do both tasks. 

Multiple tasking risks neither task being done effectively. The other point to make is 

that, advancing with all battalions forward with no intermediate objectives or phases, 

not only makes it difficult to generate combat power, but also difficult to ensure 

mopping up and consolidation occurs. Command and control is also compromised. 

Both the 105th and the 106th machine gun battalions were used to support the attack, a 

total of 96 Vickers machine guns. They were supported by nine brigades of British 

artillery. O’Ryan noted at the time: German prisoners taken in this attack reported that this 

combination artillery and machine gun barrage was very demoralising to them.40  One might 

query why the third divisional machine gun battalion, the 104th , was not used in this 

attack, although that in itself would have made little difference to the result. The 

evidence shows that the fire support provided was more than adequate. 

Monash had specifically allocated tanks to the 27th Division for its preliminary 

operation. There were very few tanks available for the Outpost Line, in fact only 20 

for the whole of the Fourth Army, of which twelve41 were assigned to the Australian 

Corps for the operation, plus three supply tanks42.  In Monash’s plans however, tanks 

were always additional to artillery support.  

 
38 Field Order No 47, 27 Division AEF, dated September 25, 1918, 9.15pm under the signature of Stanley 

H Ford, Colonel GS, Chief of Staff in O’Ryan, op.cit., vol2, pp704-705. Of interest the order designates 

the 4th Australian Divisional Artillery which was in support, in an American fashion as the 104th 

Australian Division Artillery. 
39 O’Ryan, op.cit, vol. 1 pp274-275 
40 ibid, vol.1, p278 
41 ibid, vol 1, p276. From the 4th Tank Battalion. 
42 ibid, vol. 2, p707. It is not clear that the front was ever stable enough for these supply tanks to be used. 
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27 Division Organisation43 

III Corps }              3/106                       2/106                    1/106                 {30 US Division 

                 }        ___   ___  ___              ___  ___            ___  ___  ___ 

                           C      B      A 

                                   ___                      ___   ___                   ___ 

                                     D 

                                                               106th Regiment 

In support and assigned to the operation 

Co K 3/105                                       Co H 2/105                 Co B1/105 

Co M 3/105                                        In Reserve 

HQ 3/105                                  remainder 105 Regiment 

Co L 3/105 

Co I 3/105 

                                                53 Brigade HQ (27 US Division) 

Initially it appeared to the Australian Corps headquarters that the attack was 

proceeding well, General O’Ryan certainly recounts numerous savage actions 

underway during the course of the day. The planning and support were certainly 

impressive. In hard fighting during the day, positions changed hands on several 

 
43 ibid, vol. 1, p274-275 

Soldiers of the 107th (US) Regiment 

training alongside British tanks in 

preparation for the assault on the 

Hindenburg Line 
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occasions.  For two reasons, the American attacks did 

not achieve their aim. Certainly, ‘mopping up’ was not 

well understood or practiced, allowing bypassed 

German garrisons to simply resume fighting. Objectives 

being attacked were key to the whole of the Hindenburg 

Line position and the Germans vigorously counter-

attacked throughout the day. As the American 

battalions had not formed well-protected battle lines on 

their fronts44, this meant the loss of control and 

fragmentation across the whole of the operation, and 

they became relatively easy to push out of the positions 

that they had gained. Major General Montgomery 

(Chief of Staff, Fourth Army) adds yet another factor 

which would add to the confusion with American 

troops over the ensuing days: The Corps signal 

organisation of the second American Corps had not been 

completed and such personnel as was available have had no 

experience of the difficulties of signal communication in 

battle. 45 The passage of information rearward was very 

poor and badly affected 

command and control. 

Lateral communication 

appears to have been 

non-existent.46 

The US officer leadership group, already small, 

suffered significant attrition. Ultimately 17 out of the 

18 officers of the 106 regiment47 became casualties. It 

was an omen as to what would happen across both 

divisions during the main assault. The loss of officers 

for the Americans would be difficult to overcome. To 

add to American leadership problems, Pershing had 

removed large numbers of officers for attendance at 

 
44 Ibid, vol. 1, p283 
45 Montgomery, A. A., The Story of the Fourth Army in the Battle of the Hundred Days, August 8th to 

November 11th, 1918, Hodder and Stoughton, London, 1919, p151 Montgomery was later Field Marshal 

Sir Archibald Montgomery-Massingberd, Chief of the Imperial General Staff. 
46 British and Australian formations would always try to have at least two telephone lines, as well as 

runners, flares so that there was a redundancy/ This type of system caused comment by Americans at 

Hamel. 
47 A similar Australian formation would have had closer to 40 officers. 

 

Brigadier General AH Blanding  

 
Major General Archibald 

Montgomery 
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training at US schools. This reduced the already 

small leadership group48.  The commanding 

officer of the 2/106th Major J L Kincaid is 

indicative of this problem. Originally the Judge 

Advocate General (senior legal officer) for the 

division, he volunteered to take command, and 

so desperate was O’Ryan that, against standing 

orders, he appointed him to command.  

Kincaid fortunately had commanded a 

squadron of the 1st New York Cavalry pre-war. 

He performed well, if not better than most of 

his peers. During the day his battalion 

perimeter was penetrated by a German counter 

attack. Kincaid49 personally manned a Lewis 

gun and, with his headquarters group, counter-

attacked and drove the attackers out. He was 

awarded the British Distinguished Service Order and the Belgian Order of the 

Crown.50 It is tempting to suggest that he was the only one with a full grip on the 

situation. 

Confusion reigned across a battle zone and the 27th Division was unable to give a clear 

account of the battle. The Australian Corps headquarters became increasingly testy. 

Australian artillery observers and the commanding officer of the 2/106th Battalion, 

Major J L Kincaid, reported that the Germans still held in all three key locations, and 

air patrols indicated that the Knoll, (it would change hands three times during the 

day), which had been in US hands, had been lost. Yet contrary reports came in: a US 

officer returning from the front, reports from others returning wounded and even later 

air patrols reported that the Knoll, Guillemont farm and Quennemont farm had 

‘definitely’ been captured. Pockets of Germans remained but that they were being 

cleared out.51  The commander 3/106 fed one of the platoons of Company D into 

Companies C and B. O’Ryan notes the necessity, but it is apparent that he was not 

informed of it52.  It further reduced the very slender force available for mopping up 

for that unit. As command and control procedures were vague, there appears to have 

been a tendency to believe the best reports, as that reflected what should have been 

happening and was planned to happen. 

 
48 This was an internal American issue of which Monash was unlikely to be aware.  
49 He was wounded during the course of the day 
50 O’Ryan, op. cit., vol.1, p285 
51 Bean, op.cit., Vol VI, p954 n21 
52 O’Ryan, op.cit., vol.1 p284 

 
Major J Leslie Kinkead 
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It is clear that the Americans either did not try and establish a formal line as far as they 

could go, or could not due to circumstances. The relevant US headquarters seemed 

unaware of the conflict of information being received, or even where their units were 

located. 

To add to 27 Division’s woes, General O’Ryan notes generally about tank cooperation: 

When the tanks began to advance, they were soon destroyed by enemy shell fire and mines53. 

In a note of farce to the operation, the mines were so called ‘plum pudding’ mines54, 

in an unmarked and unrecorded British minefield from early 1918.  As 27 Division 

had been unable to secure the area of the minefield or really understand what had 

occurred, the same problem would reoccur during its operations on 29 September. 

  
Plum Pudding Mines (L), Tanks disabled in the minefield 

The enemy soldiers may still have been afraid of tanks, but the German army had 

organised by embedding field pieces in an anti-armour role and accurately targeting 

normal artillery barrages. There was now a well-defined anti-armour plan with 

scattered field guns in an anti-armour role supported by anti-tank rifles and protected 

by machine guns. In both cases, on 27 September and on the main assault 29 

September, the front was narrow and it was obvious which way the attack would have 

to come. To compound the problem, the Americans had not had the experience of 

working with tanks, having only limited training experience with them. 

One Battalion of 105th Infantry (3/105) had been deployed to support the 106th Infantry 

Regiment. Its task was to protect the northern flank of the 106th Regiment55.  However, 

there seems to have been little communication between these units. This allocation 

had been allowed by Monash after pleas from O’Ryan. In fact, O’Ryan went further 

than he had been allowed by Monash, and committed not only the battalion, but 

companies from both the 1/105 and 2/105  -  initially, four companies from all three 

battalions of the 105th or a battalion sized group, but later augmented by the 

 
53 ibid, vol.1, p217  
54 These were the explosive heads of the old two inch spigot mortar and weighed approximately 23 kgs 
55 Ibid, vol.1, p283 
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headquarters and remainder of the 3/105 for a total of six companies.  There again 

seems to have been significant command and coordination problems between the two 

formations with General O’Ryan reporting: 

Supporting Battalion [105th] report… Failure of left Battalion of the 106th Infantry to make 

good the possession of the Knoll, which left their right uncovered… 106th reported that their 

difficulties were added to by the failure of companies K and M of the 105th Infantry to protect 

their left flank in accordance with requirements of the mission assigned to them… The reports 

submitted by the Battalion did not, however seem to justify the withdrawal of companies K and 

M of the 105th Infantry.56  

 
Insignia of the 105th (US) Infantry (L) and its commander Colonel James Andrews 

The battalion commander of 3/105th apparently gave the order to retire, fearing further 

counter attacks, and believing that his two companies were exposed and could be cut 

off.  He seems to have taken this decision without reference to higher headquarters, 

nor were they informed, nor was headquarters 106th Regiment which was controlling 

the battle. There is also the issue of command status - should these companies have 

been under command of the 106th?57 

So, confusion and accusation, but a conclusion that seems probable is that missing 

from the scenario is evidence of much control from either regimental or brigade 

 
56 ibid, vol.1, p287 
57 ibid, vol.1, p287 
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headquarters.  There is no evidence of either commanders or staff at either level going 

forward to confirm the true position, although there is evidence of forward 

reconnaissance at battalion level58.  Nor is there evidence of communication or control 

between flanking units at the front. They appear to have been operating as isolated 

entities. 

The US 54th Brigade, the assault force for the 29th, moved into position on the night of 

the 27th September with instructions to send out patrols to find out the true state of 

affairs. Captain J F Oakleaf noted that during the 28th they tried to get patrols out to 

find remnants of the 106th; one officer and seven enlisted men were brought in. Any 

attempt to get towards the 106th’s objective was driven back under heavy fire.59 

   

Brigadier General Palmer Pierce Comd 54 Bde and Captain Oakleaf 

So by the end of the operation on 27th September and throughout 28th September, a 

confused picture arose as to whether any Americans were still holding out in forward 

locations.  

The assault of the 27th Division on the 29th September now had a major headache. To 

undertake a successful attack, there needed to be a creeping barrage laid down that 

the troops could follow very closely, but to do this meant dropping shells potentially 

 
58 Ibid, vol, 1, p286 
59 Oakleaf, J.K., Notes on the Operations of the 108th Infantry Overseas, Olean Times Publishing 

Company, New York, 1921 Written 29 October 1918, Oakleaf was the Regimental Scout or Intelligence 

Officer of the 108th Infantry Regiment. 
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on small groups of Americans as far out as the objective itself. Some air patrols on 28th 

September reported seeing small groups of American on the Hindenburg Outpost 

Line. It was a scenario that would be repeated during the main assault on 29 

September. 

Ultimately, O’Ryan was to write that: 

To voluntarily assume the risk of destroying them [Americans in the battle zone] because of 

a decision to increase the security of the 54th brigade (the assault force on 29 September), no 

matter how logical it might be in the tactical sense would be repulsive to the mass of the officers 

and men of the division, and destructive of morale.60 

That some had actually survived can seen from the story of a small group of two NCOs 

and three privates, who were found to be still holding a position near the high water 

of their advance of the 27th when at 7am, 29 September the 108th Infantry passed over 

them.61 Some of 27 US Division ended the day as prisoners in German hands. 

Nor could any preparatory fire be carried out.  Monash had hoped that several days 

of preparatory fire could be carried out prior to the main assault, preventing the 

supply of hot rations to frontline German troops and further degrading German 

morale.  The problem was not just the failure of the 27 US Division.  The initial failure 

of III Corps to do its job with even greater resources compounded the problem by 

eating into the time available for the operation. 

Everything began to unravel from 

that point, not just because of 

failure, but because it was not 

clear to anyone what the true 

situation actually was.  Monash 

describes the situation on the 

27/28 September 1918 as: What 

happened that day 27th will never be 

accurately known,… As the day 

proceeded,… No proper success for 

the operation could be claimed. 62 

The apparent failure of 27 

Division to achieve any of the 

preliminary objectives of the 

Hindenburg Outpost Line now 

 
60 O’Ryan, op. cit., vol.1, p300 
61 ibid, vol.1, p284 
62 Monash, op. cit., pp245-246 

MAJGEN O’Ryan, CAPT Eddy, MAJ Kincaid 
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led to the problems that Monash had already foreseen. O’Ryan suggested that the 

operation planned for 29 September should be postponed so that the situation in 

regards to his soldiers could be resolved, and the artillery fire could be brought 

forward close to the American line.  Monash apparently thought this had merit but 

was overruled by Rawlinson, who believed that that would mean delaying the 

operations across the entire British Army’s front63. It is likely that Rawlinson also 

thought that the American problems could be minimised and that the tantalising 

‘breakthrough’ ought not be delayed. He wrote in his diary: I feel pretty happy about the 

prospects as a whole, for even if the Americans are inexperienced, they are keen as mustard and 

splendid men64. Monash was not of the same opinion, as Bean wrote in his diary on the 

evening of 28 September 1918:  He (Monash) was very insistent on the fact that he doubted 

that the Americans would succeed in carrying out their objectives… John was hedging against 

a possible defeat, in which case he would be able to throw the blame on the Americans65. 

Possibly a fair comment by Bean, but Monash had already the chaos of 27 Division’s 

operation on 27 September on his mind, which meant starting the operation for the 27 

American Division 1,000 yards behind the line of departure set for the 29th, with 

minimal artillery support, which was potentially exceptionally dangerous to the 

success of the whole operation. So Monash’s comment should not be seen as an 

unreasonable deduction or a cop out. 

The 30th US Division and the Hindenburg Outpost Line 

To conform to what the 27th US Division was doing  -  to protect its eastern flank and 

to improve its position for the coming attack on 29 September  -  30th US Division also 

undertook operations, pre- 29 September, across its front. 

Its 59th Brigade had relieved the 1st Australian Division in the Line, beginning on the 

night of 23/24 September. Its initial task was to hold the front until the main assault 

six days later. The relief had taken place under constant and heavy artillery fire. The 

divisional commander, Major General Lewis, opted to hold the front line with just one 

brigade, and to hold the remainder of the division in readiness for the assault on the 

Hindenburg Line. The division held a front of approximately 3750 yards with just one 

regiment   -    the 118th Infantry Regiment with two battalions forward: 

  

 
63 Pedersen, P., Monash as Military Commander, Big Sky Publishing, Newport, NSW, 2018, p450 
64 Rawlinson diary 28 September 1918 cited in Yockelson, op.cit., pp167-168 
65 Bean, Diary for 28 September 1918 cited in Yockelson, op.cit., p168 
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                                         30th US Division Organisation 

                         {1/118th                                                        3/118th} 

27 US Div        {                                      2/118th                               } British 46th Div (IX    

Corps) 

                                                          59 Bde (30 US Div) 

 

Finally, on the following night, the relief was completed when the division’s machine 

gun companies took over from their Australian counterparts. The Germans were not 

idle, and on 25 September Company K, 3/118th was attacked in a German raid which 

was driven off by the Americans, using a combination of small arms, machine guns 

and Australian artillery.66 The following day a German raid penetrated the defensive 

position of the 1/118th Battalion, but was driven out by a vigorous American counter-

attack67. 

Although the division already held 

the Hindenburg Outpost Line 

defences which had been captured by 

the 1st Australian Division on 18 

September, Australian Corps 

Headquarters encouraged them to 

improve their position for the main 

assault. There was also a need to 

support the 27th Division’s operation 

on 27 September. On the night of 26 

September, supported by their 

machine gun companies and a ten 

minute barrage by Australian 

artillery, the two forward battalions 

advanced their line 500 yards on a 

1,200 yard front. The following day, to support the 27th Division’s attack on the 

Hindenburg Outpost Line, Company ‘D’ of the 1/118 battalion attempted to move up 

to Malakoff Wood (a feature that was just south of the Quennemont Farm objective 

for 27 Division, and, although chiefly in the 30th Division area, was also partly within 

27 Division’s area, and close enough to cause problems for its attack.) The failure of 

the 27th Division either to make progress or to hold the ground that it had taken meant 

 
66 Remember that the US II Corps and its divisions had no artillery of their own and would rely on 

British and Australian artillery for the rest of the war. 
67Murphy, E.A. and Thomas, R.S., op. cit., p92  

 

Insignia of the 118th (US) Infantry Regiment 
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that Company ‘D’ was exposed and forced to fall back. Both it and Company ‘B’ 1/118th 

Battalion, also on that flank, were subjected to successive German attacks during the 

day. These were beaten off using small arms, grenades and Lewis guns. The 

Regimental commander was forced to deploy two companies from the 2/118th 

Battalion, his reserve battalion (Companies ‘E’ and ‘F’,) to protect the flanks of the 

companies being attacked.68 

 
Aerial photograph of Malakoff Wood 

Conclusions 

The operation was seriously compromised from the start, as III Corps had not only 

failed to complete its task; in fact, had failed to seek meaningful assistance to do so.  

In addition, it had used up time such that alternatives were no longer available if the 

Fourth Army was to begin its assault on 29 September. 

The assault by 27 Division did not manage to hold the objectives which were taken, 

but fragmentation of the assault groups, coupled with decimation of the leadership 

group, meant that determined enemy counter-attacks were always going to be 

successful.  Compounding this, poor mopping up practices meant that Germans who 

 
68 ibid., p92 There is no suggestion that 30 Division lost any prisoners during this operation 
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were missed, or who had gone to ground, or even were unsecured prisoners, simply 

emerged and continued the fight.  So, there was no control over the ground won. The 

106th Regiment was reduced to just a provisional battalion. 

 

Worse, the command structure of 27 Division had limited control or idea of what was 

happening on the battle field. 
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Despite some minor gains, the situation was worse at the end of operations on 27 

September than at the start.  Operations would now have to begin on 29 September 

on the start line for the 27th.   German positions, although beaten up by the Americans, 

now had two days to rebuild.  Worse still, no artillery could be used in the first 1,000 

yards of the advance to the objective.  Even where it would start, 1,000 yards in front 

of the assaulting troops, since the artillery would be a creeping barrage, the enemy 

would have time to adjust and occupy their fire positions long before the Americans 

got there.  The fighting capacity of a regiment plus had been expended for no result. 

 
Select the image above to experience a fly over of the Hindenburg Line where it was breached by the 

Australians and Americans 

………………………………………………….. 
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