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With the mounting of sentries at the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, the National Sen-

try Program (NSP) reinforces the Canadian commitment to remember and honour Ca-

nadians who served in both World Wars, as well as those who have contributed to Can-

ada’s long standing tradition of military excellence through to the present day. The sen-

tries reinforce public awareness that the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier is to be treated 

with dignity, tribute and respect. 

Members of the Canadian Armed Forces will perform sentry duty from 9:00 am to 

5:00 pm during the dates April 9 to November 10. In addition, sentries will also be 

mounted to commemorate other significant military anniversaries between November 

and April. 

April 9 marks the start of the Battle of Vimy Ridge during the First World War in 

which some 100,000 Canadians participated and approximately 11,000 became casual-

ties, nearly 3,600 of these fatal. 

The Canadian Armed Forces has been mounting sentries at the Tomb of the Unknown 

Soldier in the months of July and August since 2007. The NSP expands the current 

program with a rotation of sentries from the Royal Canadian Navy, Canadian Army, 

the Royal Canadian Air Force and the 

Canadian Special Operations Com-

mand. 

Special military anniversaries will be 

recognized with sentries from the asso-

ciated units, ships, squadrons, branches 

and Corps. 

The Tomb of the Unknown Soldier is 

in front of the National War Memorial, 

which is our most iconic and visible 

reminder of the service and sacrifice of 

members of the Canadian Armed Forc-

es. Due to restorative work on the Na-

tional War Memorial, the first sentry 

will be posted on August 4, 2014, 

which coincides with the centenary of 

the start of the First World War.  

The National Sentry Program 

http://www.ltgov.bc.ca/
http://www.ltgov.bc.ca/
Http://rusiviccda.org
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The Origin and the Ongoing  

Effects of the UVic-RUSI Military 

Oral History (MOH) Program 

By Gary Del Villano, 4 Aug 2014 

In view of the 100th Anniversary of the beginning of the 

Great War, reading an account that was to have so deep an 

impact on Canada would be a means of remembrance of 

the historic event.  Based on a comment made recently by 

Don Macnamara at a Board meeting, I chose to re-read the 

Ted Barris book, “VIMY-Canada Comes of Age”.  Perhaps 

I missed the significance of a paragraph in his acknowl-

edgements at the beginning of the book, or it did not partic-

ularly stand out as I knew nothing of the Oral History Pro-

gram on first reading, well before moving to BC.  At any 

rate, I quote Ted Barris below in his account of research of 

this excellent 2007 book. 

“To my equal surprise, I unearthed an additional bonanza 

of first hand Vimy material within reach of my family.  

Article / July 30, 2014 / Project number: 14-0146 
CF News Web Site 
 
A member of the Ceremonial Guard recently left 

his summer posting in Ottawa for five days. An 

ocean away in Rheinberg War Cemetery, his spirit 

would be forever etched with the life of another 

young service member. 

Master Corporal (MCpl) Marcel Sekineis is a 28 

year old trumpet player and a member of The 

Queens Own Rifles of Canada, a Primary Reserve 

regiment of the Canadian Armed Forces, based in 

Toronto, Ontario. He is spending his summer 

tasked to the Band of the Ceremonial Guard in Ot-

tawa. 

Flight Sergeant John Joseph Carey was a 22 year 

old Airman who was born in Winnipeg, and also 

later called Ottawa home. John was killed on Aug. 

28, 1942 when his plane was shot down over Ger-

many during the Second World War. The Halifax 

bomber has rested at the bottom of Laacher See, 

just south of Bonn, Germany for over 70 years. In 

February 2008 human remains were recovered from 

the wreck and recently they were identified as be-

longing to Carey. 

MCpl. Sekine would play the bugle for the funeral 

of Flight Sergeant John Carey.  

 “I was not mentally prepared for the atmosphere 

when I arrived in the cemetery” said MCpl 

Sekine,  “I stepped out of the vehicle and felt this 

overwhelming weight of over 3000 lost airmen and 

soldiers from the Commonwealth. Even the trees 

surrounding the cemetery seemed to be protective 

of those entrusted to them.”    

It rained heavily on both days he was at Rheinberg. 

Marcel was amazed to see his fellow airmen and 

soldiers ignore the cold and focus on the honour 

and privilege of this opportunity. During the re-

hearsal he walked through the cemetery reading the 

headstones. 

“I was very moved when I realized that many of the 

stones were arranged in groups. Some were in 3 or 

4 while others were in larger groupings. The dates 

in each were the same. They had died togeth-

er.” The added tragedy to Marcel was the age on 

each stone. Most of them were younger than he.  

The ceremony itself had a sense of tranquility. Marcel re-

calls,  “When it was my cue to begin the Last Post, I could 

hear my trumpet echoing through the cemetery, passing 

through the stones around me. I was playing for F/Sgt 

Carey, but I was also playing for every young life repre-

sented there.”  

Prior to leaving, Marcel took a private moment to pay his 

final respects to John. A few days later he was back in 

Ottawa playing on Parliament Hill.  

The lone bugle in the graveyard has rejoined the band. It 

is again part of something grander and more esteemed 

than just itself. John Joseph Carey would understand. 

Marcel and John 
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Summer in Victoria 

At this writing, we are still reveling in one of the most 

pleasant summers I can remember. Plenty of sunshine, 

warm but not too hot, gardens in bloom, endless sea and 

mountain scapes, we are truly blessed to be living in one of 

the most beautiful, tranquil and safe corners of the world. 

While things are quiet and calm in Victoria, many other 

parts of the world are in conflict and we need to under-

stand them better from the words of the experts. Eventually 

summers must end and RUSI-VI restarts our program of 

monthly luncheons and speakers on topics relevant to the 

defence and security of Canada on 10 September with Dr. 

Jim Boutilier, one of my perennial favourites. The line-up 

for the Fall continues with fascinating topics and speakers, 

as outlined elsewhere in this Newsletter.  I join you in 

thanking Murray Ramsbottom and his Speakers Committee 

for arranging these excellent presentations for our educa-

tion and entertainment. 

Putting Our Assets to Work 

As I mentioned we would do in our last Newsletter 

(Volume 46, Number 2 – Second Quarter), your Board of 

Directors (BoD) met on 16 July specifically to discuss how 

best to use our invested assets. I was most gratified by the 

engagement of all present and the spirited discussion that 

measurably improved this eventual proposal: 

”That the Board of Directors of RUSI-VI unanimously 

recommends to the RUSI-VI membership to invest, by end 

March 2015, the sum of $25,000. from our unused invest-

ments into an endowment agreement with UVic expressly 

for the perpetual support of the Military Oral History 

course every second year (the alternate years being funded 

from other UVic resources). In addition, RUSI-VI will ac-

tively pursue outside funding (RUSI members, associa-

tions, private individuals, etc.) to increase the endowment 

sum to at least $75,000.”  

The above proposal belies the complexity and passion of 

the discussion that led to it. I am sure that all Directors will 

be pleased to engage your questions and comments as we 

advance to have the proposal discussed by our full mem-

bership. I will be writing to the Dean, Faculty of Humani-

ties, UVic to seek further information and assurances from 

them. Early in the Fall, members of our BoD anticipate 

meeting with officials at UVic to further elaborate a draft 

agreement and to explore the possibility of making a joint 

grant application. The results of these steps should be re-

ported to you in a more extensive article in the November 

2014 Newsletter. We hope that a senior representative of 

UVic to will brief our February 2015 luncheon meeting 

and that we can bring the matter to a vote at our March 

2015 AGM. 

Looking forward to seeing you in September, 
Major-General E.S. (Ed) Fitch (retired), OMM, MSM, CD 

President, RUSI-VI                                esfitch@telus.net 

From the President of RUSI-VI 
Some years ago, by way of my late mother-in-law 

Sannie MacAulay, I met Ardith and Reginald Roy, 

the latter a long-time professor of history and the 

University of Victoria and military historian in his 

own right.  Sensing the urgency to record the remi-

niscences of the First World War veterans before 

they passed, in the 1970s and 1980s, Professor Roy 

encouraged some of his history undergraduates to 

tape-record conversations with the veterans.  There 

in the care of the UVIC archives, those tapes were 

catalogued for those such as I discovered a quarter 

of a century later.  I am indebted to now retired Prof. 

Roy and the cooperative staff, in particular special 

collections assistant Terrence Tuey for preserving 

those wartime accounts, some of which have yielded 

first-hand accounts at Vimy”. 

The RUSI participation in terms of finding veterans 

for interviews with UVIC history students and also 

providing funding for the MOH Program continue 

the legacy of Reg Roy before he passed away.  It is 

in particular a significant source of first hand materi-

al for present and future researchers.  Financial chal-

lenges must not result in the curtailment of this 

unique Canadian program, providing as it does a 

university credit toward a degree by the students.  

That aside, the participation of students with veter-

ans “who were there” is worthwhile almost beyond 

measure. 

We now face the same challenges with our WW2, 

Korean War and a variety of endeavours by Canadi-

an veterans, police and civilians who served in many 

theatres of operation, along with our earlier peace-

keeping missions.  Time is running out to find and 

interview these veterans. 

Every RUSI-VI member and all the veterans we find 

each year have a story to tell and the MOH Program 

provides the means to tell that story where it will be 

forever secure.  Very little we do, our close com-

radeship excepted, can be of greater importance to 

us.   
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Canada Does Not Need  

Fighter Jets, Period 

By Charles Nixon, The Globe and Mail, 8 Jul 2014 

 

C.R. (Buzz) Nixon was Deputy Minister of National De-

fence from 1975 to 1983. 

 

It appears Ottawa has put on hold its decision to pur-

chase next-generation F-35 fighter jets. It should go 

one step further and junk the purchase of any new 

fighters, period – saving $45-billion in the process. 

Canada does not need fighter aircraft. 

New Canadian fighters would almost certainly never 

be involved in serious strike or aerial combat opera-

tions and are not required to protect Canada’s populace 

or sovereignty. They would only be of symbolic assis-

tance (such as Canada currently is doing in Eastern 

Europe via NATO) and could provide support of 

ground forces in low-combat hostilities, which could 

be had more effectively and at lower cost by other 

types of aircraft. 

The only credible aerial threat to Canadian territory, 

sovereignty and populace is a copy-cat “9/11” attack – 

a danger that essentially cannot be defeated by fighter 

aircraft. 

Natural disasters at home or abroad would not require 

fighters, but could require helicopters, transport aircraft 

and other forms of military assistance. 

Canada could be involved in providing humanitarian 

relief, peace-keeping or to help maintain order and pro-

tection of people and property - a type of operation 

would not likely involve aerial combat, but could re-

quire aerial support to ground operations. This type of 

operation could be provided more effectively and at 

lower cost than by using fighters. 

The more-demanding roles for fighter aircraft – aerial 

combat and striking – would occur during an intense war 

involving major powers, which have F-35 or comparable 

(“Gen 5”) aircraft and also have the economic ability to 

fully engage in heightened warfare. The only credible 

foreseeable future situation where that could pertain 

would be a highly improbable war between the United 

States and China. Russia is – and will be for decades – a 

weak economic and military power trying to play a sig-

nificant role in world affairs, moving gradually closer to 

the western industrialized nations and not exhibiting a 

perceptible effort to build up offensive military capabili-

ties. For the foreseeable future, despite current tensions 

re Ukraine, Russia will not aggressively challenge the 

United States or its allies, in which case Canada does not 

need fighters for defence of Western Europe. 

In the most unlikely event of war between U.S. and Chi-

na, it is difficult if not impossible to concoct a credible 

scenario which would merit Canada providing Gen 5 

aircraft. 

Fighters simply cannot contribute anything substantial 

toward the achievement of the six Canadian defence ob-

jectives. The best course for the Harper government 

would be to defer any further decisions on military 

equipment procurement pending a thorough rethink 

about Canada’s defence posture. 

A rethink should start with a study, analysis and assess-

ment of the foreseeable state and trends of the world and 

the action of the major nations. It would then be possi-

ble, with the perspective such a study should provide, to 

specify the roles that the Canadian Forces may be called 

upon to discharge, and therefore indicate the size, organ-

ization and equipment that the Forces – land, sea and air 

– should have for the 21st century. The result would be a 

report more substantial and specific than the weak and 

specious out-of-date Canada First Defence Strategy. 

The annual RUSI VI subscription is due 01 Sep 

14.  Dues are $30 payable in cash or by cheque 

(made out to RUSI VI) and either delivered at 

the 10 Sep luncheon, or mailed to:  

RUSI VI, Bay Street Armoury,  

715 Bay St,  Victoria, BC  V8T 1R1,   

Attn: Membership. 

Annual RUSI VI Dues 
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By Don Macnamara and Richard Shimooka, National 
Post | July 15, 2014 6:00 AM ET   

The conclusions reached by a former Deputy Minister of 

National Defence that Canada does not need fighter jets 

are not only surprising but irresponsible – even consider-

ing the misguided evidence he uses to support them. 

It is important, at the outset, to recognize that the first 

and most important responsibility of government is to 

provide for the security of the country, its sovereignty 

and the safety of its inhabitants. It is responsible for its 

national interests, the foremost of which is security, and 

to defend it with the use of force necessary if that securi-

ty is threatened. Next, the economic well-being of the 

citizens – their prosperity – is important because that also 

provides the means to generate resources for security. As 

a trading nation, prosperity will be dependent upon a sta-

ble world order, which also contributes to security. The 

final national interest is the protection and promotion of 

our values –democracy, the rule of law and individual 

freedom. 

Since the end of the Second World War, Canada’s basic 

defence policy has been to first secure our sovereign 

land, sea and aerospace approaches, as well the defence 

of North America in conjunction with the United States. 

The cornerstone of this responsibility is the North Ameri-

can Aerospace Defence Agreement, initiated in 1958, 

wherein both Canada and United States cooperate closely 

to identify, track, intercept, and even destroy aerial in-

truders before they can threaten the continent. Finally, 

Canada has recognized its responsibility for international 

security and its obligations to contribute for NATO and 

UN military interventions and stabilization operations. 

Even a Canada First Defence Policy reset is unlikely to 

alter these fundamentals, which have existed for decades. 

Considering the complexity and unpredictability of the 

international security environment, any prudent Govern-

ment must chart a course that will provide dependable 

capabilities to protect Canada’s national interests. This 

requires the identification of the capabilities and equip-

ment that the Canadian Forces will need, taking into ac-

count the full spectrum of risks and changing military 

technology.  

Within this milieu, manned fighters are among the most 

valuable, and often most responsive and cost effective, 

military capability available to the government.  While 

the threat of attack may be minimal, even our sovereign-

ty is challenged by continuing Russian bomber mis-

sions in and around our approaches airspace, to which 

our only possible response is the RCAF’s fighters. It 

would be utterly irresponsible for any Canadian Gov-

ernment to abrogate its responsibilities to defend Can-

ada by disbanding their capability. It is indeed a chal-

lenge for the second largest country in the world with 

the world’s longest coastline and a comparatively 

small population. And we must keep in mind that fail-

ure to provide a minimum level of capability will be 

seen as a threat to the United States and its security. 

Canadian Governments have consistently recognized 

that if Canada cannot meet this most basic of security 

functions, the United States would defend Canadian 

territory because it would be a vital interest for them 

to do so – a huge loss of our national sovereignty. 

Beyond our shores, the dynamics of international rela-

tions are changing rapidly. While China and Russia 

have become increasingly interdependent within the 

global economy, it has not prevented them from using 

military force to achieve their political aims. China, 

for example, has implemented an increasingly hostile 

posture in territorial disputes with four of its largest 

regional trade partners; Vietnam, Japan, the Philip-

pines and India.  This has prompted an apparent arms 

race among five of our largest trading partners, which 

is most certainly relevant to our national interests.  

Finally, If there is one constant in Canada’s foreign 

relations, it is the public impulse to provide a forceful 

response in defence of our interests and values abroad 

and meeting our alliance commitments. Maintenance 

of a peaceful international system requires Canada to 

possess a strong military capability, of which airpower 

is a critical constituent. Compared to a significant 

conventional land deployment such as Afghanistan, 

airpower interventions, like those in Kosovo 1999 or 

Libya in 2011 and the Ukraine situation today, are 

relatively inexpensive, flexible and effective military 

response to an otherwise intractable foreign crisis.  

There may be some discussion of which aircraft may 

replace the CF-18, but there is little question that Can-

ada requires a new fighter capability. It is naïve, and 

even negligent to suggest that the needs of our securi-

ty and foreign policy interests can be met without 

such a capability.  

 

Richard Shimooka is a defence analyst with the CDA 

Institute. Don Macnamara, a national security analyst, 

is a member of the CDA Institute Board. The views 

expressed do not represent those of the CDA Institute. 

Canada Does Need  

Fighter Aircraft 

http://fullcomment.nationalpost.com/author/natpost/
http://fullcomment.nationalpost.com/author/natpost/
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can be likened to that experienced by Londoners in 1940 

– a 21st Century blitz, albeit with iPhone apps to alert 

Israelis of incoming missiles. Were it not for the Iron 

Dome, the country would be wracked with destruction. 

Indeed, the Iron Dome has saved lives on both sides by 

giving Israel’s military command the ability to carry out 

a paced, targeted campaign in Gaza, rather than a rushed 

ground invasion.  

In addition to targeting Hamas missile launch pads and 

depots, the Israel Defense Forces (IDF) has focused on 

destroying the homes of terrorist commanders in Gaza. 

More than homes, the residences of Hamas leaders are 

first their command centres and weapons storage sites. 

Nonetheless, Israel takes great pains to provide civilians 

with advance warning through text messages, phone 

calls, warning leaflets, and sound bombs. While this ena-

bles Hamas operatives to flee targeted sites minutes be-

fore air strikes, it likewise allows Israel to destroy terror-

ist infrastructure with minimal collateral damage.  

This is not to diminish the loss of civilian life in Gaza; 

every non-combatant killed in war is a tragedy. But many 

of those who have died in Gaza were called by Hamas to 

congregate on the rooftops of buildings that Israel has 

warned will be targeted. A UN report released last week, 

in regard to civilian casualties in Gaza, stated: “In most 

cases, prior to the attacks, residents have been warned to 

leave, either via phone calls by the Israel military or by 

the firing of warning missiles.” 

General Patton is reported to have said: “The object of 

war is not to die for your country, but to make the other 

(expletive) die for his.” Disturbingly, Hamas has turned 

this axiom on its head by using its own people as human 

shields. As stated by the Prime Minister of Israel, “We 

use missiles to protect civilians; Hamas use civilians to 

protect their missiles.”Israel has been very clear that its 

objective is to secure a long-term halt to missile fire from 

Gaza. At the time of writing, it remains to be seen wheth-

er Hamas will agree to a years-long de-escalation. One 

thing is certain. The tactics used by Hamas are sure to be 

replicated by Islamist terror movements elsewhere. In the 

wake of rising jihadist movements in Syria, Iraq, and 

elsewhere, Western militaries should not only do more to 

“think like a terrorist” as I once did. We would be wise 

to study Israel’s tactics – and ensure that our forces are 

ready for a new evolution in asymmetric warfare. 

--------------------- 
1  Since 2001, more than 13,800 rockets and mortars, an 

average of 3 attacks every single day, have landed in Is-

rael. Since Israel withdrew from the Gaza Strip in 2005, 

terrorists have fired more than 8,000 rockets into Israel. 

http://www.idfblog.com/facts-figures/rocket-attacks-

toward-israel/ 

By Ed Fitch, 14 Jul 2014 

Among the greatest challenges facing modern military 

commanders is the imperative to “think like a terrorist.” 

As that was my last job in uniform, I know first-hand 

that this is a task as distasteful as it is essential.  

In the lead up to the 2010 Vancouver Olympics, I head-

ed the Games Red Team (GRT) which was assigned the 

role of adversary to the Canadian Armed Forces’ (CAF) 

security plan. We devised a fictional terrorist cell and 

attack plan to test Canada’s defence of the Olympic 

Games and, in so doing, expose any flaws. Having to 

view security through the lens of the perpetrator was a 

sobering assignment that, perhaps more than any other 

experience in my 43 years in the CAF, taught me the 

burden of decision-making faced by Western militaries 

in our time. 

Counter-terrorism has reached a level of complexity, 

speed, and moral dilemmas the likes of which were un-

imaginable a century ago. Post-9/11, Western forces 

operate in highly complex environments, with plain-

clothed terrorists embedding themselves among and ex-

ploiting their civilian populations. Non-state actors, be it 

Al-Qaeda, Taliban, or ISIS – the latest ugly jihadist in-

carnation – enjoy tremendous home-field advantage. 

Extremist movements rather than a legitimate state, 

these groups aim to inflict maximum damage on West-

ern forces while using high civilian casualties to wage a 

public relations war.  

The current battle being waged between Israel and vari-

ous terror groups in Gaza, foremost among them Hamas, 

reflects an extreme version of this new phase of asym-

metric warfare. After having been hit by hundreds of 

missiles from Gaza since mid-June1, Israel launched 

Operation Protective Edge on July 8th. Israeli leaders did 

so in the full knowledge that they are working within the 

narrowest of margins of error, both in Gaza and on the 

Israeli home front. 

Israel’s strategic weakness has always been its small 

geography (in total, Israel is around two-thirds the size 

of Vancouver Island). Hamas has starkly exposed that 

vulnerability through its unprecedented barrages of long

-range missiles. Those weapons, many of which are pro-

vided by Iran, now threaten the majority of Israelis – 

more than five million civilians. 

Israel’s Iron Dome system shoots down 90% of those 

destined for population centres, keeping Israeli casual-

ties to a minimum. The psychological impact, however, 

Asymmetric Warfare Evolves in 

Tragic Directions 
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reuters.com/article/2014/07/20/us-usa-china-military-

idUSKBN0FP0RN20140720 

By Phil Stewart, WASHINGTON Sunday Jul 20, 2014 4:06pm 

EDT 

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - China has sent a spy ship to inter-

national waters off of Hawaii during a giant U.S.-led naval exer-

cise involving 22 countries, even as Beijing participates in the 

drills for the first time this year, the U.S. Navy said on Sunday. 

The Navy played down any U.S. intelligence risk associated 

with the proximity of the Chinese surveillance vessel and noted 

that China also sent a similar ship to monitor the last Rim of the 

Pacific (RIMPAC) exercise two years ago. 

"We've taken all necessary precautions to protect our critical 

information," said Captain Darryn James, chief spokesman of 

the U.S. Pacific Fleet. 

"We expect this ship will remain outside of U.S. territorial seas 

and not operate in a manner that disrupts the ongoing Rim of the 

Pacific maritime exercise." 

There was no immediate comment from Beijing. 

U.S. officials hope China's participation in RIMPAC helps avert 

misunderstandings on the high seas but analysts long cautioned 

the maneuvers may ultimately help Beijing strengthen its grow-

ing naval capability by observing the forces of the United States 

and its allies. 

Still, the United States also conducts surveillance operations in 

international waters and airspace and the Navy did not voice 

protest over the appearance of the Chinese vessel, described as a 

Chinese Navy auxiliary general intelligence ship. 

Even though the vessel was inside America's 200-nautical mile 

exclusive economic zone, it was operating within international 

law, James said. 

Still, James said he was unaware of any participant doing some-

thing similar since the drills began in 1971. 

"To my knowledge, this is the first time a nation has ever sent a 

surveillance ship near Hawaii while also having invited ships 

participating in the RIMPAC exercise," James said. 

The Chinese ships participating in the drills are the missile de-

stroyer Haikou, the missile frigate Yueyang, the supply ship 

Qiandaohu and the hospital ship Peace Ark. 

Chinese forces include two helicopters, a commando unit and a 

diving unit, a total 1,100 personnel. 

The exercises come at a time when tensions are high between 

Beijing and U.S. allies such as Japan and the Philippines over 

China's pressing of territorial claims in the South and East China 

Seas. They also come after a dispute with Vietnam that led to 

one of the worst breakdowns in ties since they fought a brief 

war in 1979. 

China Sends Spy Ship off Hawaii 

During U.S.-Led Drills 

A U.S. Marine Corps amphibious assault vehicle charges 

through the surf at the Marine Corps Base Hawaii during 

the multi-national military exercise RIMPAC in Kaneohe, 

Hawaii, July 9, 2014.  Credit: Reuters/Hugh Gentry 

Stuff the Troops Lugged  

over the Years 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/history/world-war-

one/11006139/Inventories-of-war-soldiers-kit-from-

1066-to-2014.html?frame=2994148 
 

If you are reading this on an electronic version of the 

Newsletter, just click on he above link. If you are read-

ing it on paper, but have a computer, you’ll find the 

effort of typing it in to your browser worthwhile. 

The Last Post 

ROGGEVEEN, Paul Adrian.  Died peacefully, August 

17, 2014, in Victoria, B.C 

A former member of RUSI-VI, he is remembered as a 

compassionate yet firm leader by his peers . Paul 

joined the Royal Canadian Navy as an Ordinary Sea-

man and was drafted to HMCS Naden in Victoria for 

new-entry training. He spent the following six years 

serving on HMCS Uganda and Ontario as well as un-

dergoing training in the UK.  In 1954, as an acting Sub

-Lieutenant, he served on the east coast on HMCS Iro-

quois, Chaleur, Huron, Nootka and Haida.  On July 1, 

1954, Paul's ship, HMCS Iroquois sailed for the Far 

East to take part in the UN Police Action Forces, then 

patrolling the coasts of Korea. In 1962, Paul returned 

to Victoria as a Course Officer at HMCS Venture and 

in 1964 returned to sea for two years as Executive Of-

ficer of HMCS St. Therese.  He retired from the RCN 

in 1973 as a Lieutenant  Commander.  

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/history/world-war-one/11006139/Inventories-of-war-soldiers-kit-from-1066-to-2014.html?frame=2994148
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/history/world-war-one/11006139/Inventories-of-war-soldiers-kit-from-1066-to-2014.html?frame=2994148
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/history/world-war-one/11006139/Inventories-of-war-soldiers-kit-from-1066-to-2014.html?frame=2994148
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Reminder : Changes to RUSI-VI Newsletter Distribution 

By Skip Triplett, RUSI-VI Newsletter Editor 

This is the last paper copy of our Newsletter you will receive - unless you specifically ask for one.  

Due to the steady and significant rising cost of postage, we will switch to an emailed version with our next issue. But, because some of our 

members do not have email, we will continue to publish a paper copy for those who request one.  

Two issues of overlap (May and Aug) should give us a good handle on who wants what. It's a bit of an admin chore to take people off the 

snail-mail list piecemeal, so we're going to do it all at once after this August issue. 

If you have an email address and did not receive electronic copies of these issues, that means we do not have a valid email address for 

you. If this is the case for you, please send your current email to Newsletter Editor Skip Triplett at skiptrip@gmail.com. 

If you have an email address but wish to continue receiving a paper copy via Canada Post, sent me a note (again, skiptrip@gmail.com) 

and I will add you to our “via Canada Post” distribution list. 

If we do not have an email address for you, you will continue to receive your copy via Canada post. 

Copies of our Newsletter are also available on our website www.rusiviccda.org/ and, beginning in November, paper copies will also be 

available at our luncheons. 

With copies available via Canada Post, via email, on our web site and at our luncheons we hope we will accommodate everyone’s needs. 

But we hope that the majority of our members will be satisfied with electronic delivery and save us significant postage.  

Mark Your Calendar 

Murray Ramsbottom, our Speaker Coordinator, reported the following as this Newsletter went to press: 

Regarding our fall term speakers, we have a commitment  from MARPAC’s Dr. Jim Boutilier for 10 September -  his topic will be 

the current conflict in Ukraine.  As well, we have a confirmation from Seaspan Victoria Shipyards to provide a speaker for either 8 

October or 12 November.  It will probably be Malcolm Barker, Seaspan’s Vice-President and General Manager, and we have asked 

him to address the National Shipbuilding Program and the operations of Seaspan in that program. Finally, I have asked LCol Pat-

rick MacNamara, CO 443 Maritime Helicopter Squadron at Pat Bay, to speak to us on the opposite date not taken by Seaspan.   I 

have requested that he speak to the Squadron’s roles and responsibilities, as well as their new hangar and their plans for the Sikor-

sky CH-148 Cyclone’s arrival, transition and operations. Should either of the latter not materialize, Don Macnamara has indicated 

that Richard Shimooka could be available on short notice to speak to the CF-18 Fighter Replacement program and the merits/or 

otherwise of the F-35. 

Wednesday, 10 Sep 2014 
Speaker: Dr. Jim Boutilier, MARPAC Asia Pacific Policy Advisor 

Topic: Conflict in Ukraine 
Place: 5th (BC) Field Regt RCA Officers’ Mess, Rm 312, Bay Street Armoury 
Time: 1130 for 1200 Luncheon 
Cost: $25 (pay at the door) 
  

Wednesday, 8 Oct 2014 
Speaker: Malcolm Barker, Seaspan Vice President & General Manager 

Topic: Seaspan and the National Ship Building Program 
Place: 5th (BC) Field Regt RCA Officers’ Mess, Rm 312, Bay Street Armoury 
Time: 1130 for 1200 Luncheon 
Cost: $25 (pay at the door) 
  

Wednesday, 12 Nov 2014 

Speaker: LCol Patrick MacNamara, CO 443 Sqn, RCAF 

Topic: 443 Maritime Helicopter Sqn, Roles, Responsibilities and Transition to the New Cyclone Helicopter 
Place: 5th (BC) Field Regt RCA Officers’ Mess, Rm 312, Bay Street Armoury 

Time: 1130 for 1200 Luncheon 
Cost: $25 (pay at the door) 

 As noted above, our Oct and Nov speakers may exchange their dates. 


