The following is an account of the Battle of Lervkicin which Edward Brooke received serious injuries
and lost his ship, the H.M.S. “Strongbow”, with heg loss of life.

The Battle of Lerwick

[Lerwick is the capital and main port of the Shetldslands]

Because of its recent political separation from &we in 1905, a now independent Norway neededitd bu
up its economy so, when it was obvious that theyaldvbe a war between the other European powesg, th
knew that they had to remain neutral in order taalo

Its economy depended on agriculture and the supplkaw materials from abroad — such as coal from
Britain. The Germans agreed to this neutrality &nthe needs of the country, which is why, whenBhéle

of Lerwick, a convoy of Norwegian ships, escorteg British ships, took place there was so much
condemnation of Germany.

The story of the Battle follows: -

On the afternoon of the $8ctober 1917, a westbound convoy of twelve merchhips left Marsten, on
the coast of Norway, bound for Shetland. Escortirgconvoy were two armed trawlers, the HNEBse”
and HMS“P Fannon” and two destroyers, HMSViary Rosé and HMS*“Strongbow” (with Lieutenant-
Commander Edward Brooke as her Captain).

Lieutenant Commander Brooke at a subsequent Coartidl] said that, during the night, he had tried t
communicate with the “Mary Rose” but having gotneply, stationed th&Strongbow’ on the port quarter
of the convoy, which was spread to the north anthaeest of his ship.

At 600 hours on the morning of Wednesday" Ottober, the convoy, positioned approximately 6&srto
the east of Lerwick, was intercepted by the twon@ear mine-laying cruisers, the SMS “Bremse” and the
SMS “Brummer”, approaching the rear — both wergetjto look like British ships,

At the time, HMS “Strongbow” was just astern of t@voy with HMS “Mary Rose” about 7 miles in front
of it. Visibility, at no more than 4000 yards, wasy poor, and those on watch on HMS “Strongbowsp a
fooled by the rigging, mistook the German shipsBatish cruisers.

When they were noticed a signal was sent out agkiem to identify themselves but there was no reply
The challenge was sent several times more but smexnwas received. The officer of the watch, Lieatd
James, suddenly realised that the unidentifiedsshigre, in fact, German vessels and sent word b&ow
call Lieutenant-Commander Brooke to the bridge iasttucted that a wireless signal be sent out tanlze
“Mary Rose” of the danger but the German cruisais $uccessfully jammed the signal, which they dith w
all similar efforts by the Allied ships.

By this time the SMS “Brummer” had closed within080yards and opened fire on HMS “Strongbow” with
devastating results. The main steam pipe and wse&€HMS Strongbow was knocked out, completely.

Lieutenant-Commander Brooke, up on the bridge, lsienitenant James, to the wireless office in aaretb
try once again to send a message but he founekdked by shell fire and the operator killed.

He returned to the bridge but found that, too, weecby shell-fire; the captain was badly wounded te
guartermaster killed.

Lieutenant-Commander Brooke had been hit in theldgag shell splinter but he continued in commanud,
allowing anyone to attempt to leave the strickeip simtil he was absolutely certain that every cdefitial
book and paper had been destroyed, and that, ievére that the ship didn’t sink, the enemy wouddl find
anything of any use. Only, when he was satisfied liis orders had been carried out, did he ordsrttte
ship should be sunk, and abandoned. The ship safdoat 0930 hours with the loss of 47 Officers arah.



The German cruisers, then, turned their attentidhé merchantmen and, in a short period of timek $our
of them.

Lieutenant-Commander Fox, the Captain of the “Maoge”, having received no signal warning him of the
Germen ships, and not seeing them because of trevigibility, was unaware of what had happenethto
“Strongbow” or the four merchantmen. When he hdaitlg astern of the ship he thought that the cgnvo
was being attacked by a submarine so closed ighg, totally unaware of the desperate odds thatritethe
ship would be up against. It was a while beforesiyhted the German cruisers and, then, realised the
situation that confronted him

Without a moment’s hesitation, however, knowingtleé enemy’s superior fire power and their greater
range, he approached the enemy at high speed.olt alventy minutes past six, his guns opened fira a
distance, estimated to have been between 6,007,806 yards. He kept closing on the enemy, stilhdj,

but at a distance of only 2,000 yards from the gndneutenant-Commander Fox put the helm hard awer
turn away. As the “Mary Rose” was on the turn, hesvethe German gunners got the range.

The fire-power from their guns brought the end Rlyie- the “Mary Rose” sank in a very short timeitak
with her most of her compliment of eighty-eight i©éfrs and ratings, including Lieutenant-Commandex, F
who was last seen swimming in the water just bettoeeship went down.

A few survivors, with one Officer, Sub Lt. Freemananaged to escape on a raft. It was reportedthiat
Germans subjected all the boats and rafts to dsdrighinate shelling whereby many persons lostrtlass,
although this was disputed in later reports.

The captain of the armed trawldtlise” contrived to keep his ship out of the fire of tRerman cruisers,
and returned to the scene of the disaster as sodwe @ould, where he picked up a number of sursjvor
amongst them Lieutenant-Commander Brooke and thg fsam the “Strongbow”.

Sub-Lieutenant Freeman and the men from the “MaogeR reached the Norwegian coast, near Bergen,
where the lighthouse keepers took them in, fed theamd attended to their injuries. Altogether ab?%®
lives were lost in this battle with only ten menrfr the “Mary Rose” and forty five from the “Strormgh"
survived, including her Commanding Officer, Lt C8lrooke, who was to die of pneumonia some twelve
months later.

In addition to the “Elise”, the trawler “P. Fanrioand three other steamships managed to escapeoiNine
convoy ships perished. There were strong Britishefe at sea in the area but, as no word of theraetas
received until 1550 hours on the 17th,, they weoé in a position to intercept the “Bremse” and the
“Brummer” and they returned to their home portanfesy.

The event was regarded as an outrage by the Alliesprotested that the attack on neutral shipsilezgl
(Norway being neutral at that time) and that then@as gave the crews of the merchant vessels @otim
evacuate, thus resulting in a large loss of cinilizes. Both of the British commanders receiveeddrfor
bravery, though some members of the Admiraltytfedt, by leaving the convoy to engage a superiengn
force, the merchant ships had been left wide opexttack.

Within a few days a Court Martial was set up toeistigate what had happened and questions werel iiaise
Parliament.

The following have been taken from Hansard andeperts on two the House of Commons debates.
Debate 1 - 28th November 1917, concerning the “Desyers Lost In North Sea”.
Commander Bellairsasked (1) the date, time, and place of the courtiaddo be held concerning the loss

of the destroyers " Strongbow " and " Mary Rosed #re Norwegian convoy on 17th October; (2) thener
of reference of the courts-martial on the survivofshe destroyers " Strongbow " and " Mary Rose"?



Dr. Machamara The court-matrtial to inquire into the loss of thd&tary Rose " will probably be held
at Chatham at 10 a.m. on the 3rd December. Thetguartial to inquire into the loss of the " Strorayb "
has had to be postponed owing to the conditiorhefdommanding officer. The Naval Discipline Actsloe
not admit of a court-martial being held to inquirgo the loss of the convoy, but the matter wiitarat the
courts-martial on the two destroyers. The ordethi® Court will in each case be in the customarynfdrto
inquire into the cause of the loss of the ship t@nly the surviving officers and crew."

General Sir Ivor Philipps Will it be a public Court?

Dr. Machamara | cannot say. Power is taken, | think, under thertghded Navy Disciplinact” to
hear part or the whole of the case privately.

Commander Bellairs By what authority does the Admiralty act in notding a public inquiry Is it by an
Order in Council; if so, has it been laid upon tfable of the House, in accordance with the Naval
Discipline Act?

Debate 2 - 15th January 1918 concerning the Convaysses.

“Mr. Pringle asked the First Lord of the Admiralty whether he state the findings in the inquiries into the
losses of convoys in the North Sea? “

“Dr. Macnamara With regard to the attack which was made by thengy on the Scandinavian convoy on
the 12th December, 1917, when His Majesty's shaptlilge” was sunk, | would refer my hon. Friendhe
answer which my right hon. Friend the First Lordvgato the hon. and gallant Member for Maidstone
yesterday.”

“As regards the previous attack made by the enemthe Scandinavian convoy on the 17th October, 1917
when His Majesty's ship "Mary Rose" and His Majesship "Strongbow" were sunk, the position is as
follows:—*

“A court-martial has been held to inquire into thess of His Majesty's ship "Mary Rose," and the
proceedings are now before the Board of Admiraltye court-martial in the case of His Majesty's ship
"Strongbow" was delayed in the hope that the condingnofficer would be sufficiently recovered from h
wounds to attend. As, however, he is still unablattend, the court-martial has now been held, Hrel
proceedings have just reached the Admiralty. Whily have been considered, | do not think it wdadd
right to make any further statement, seeing thattiio separate courts-martial are so intimately mected
and that the evidence of the commanding offices, Majesty's ship "Strongbow," has not yet beennake
When the proceedings have been considered by t& Bo conjunction with the court-martial in the sm

of His Majesty's ship "Mary Rose," my right honiefad will see whether any further statement cambee.
Meanwhile, my right hon. Friend wishes me to amphhat he said in his statement of the 1st November
about the circumstances in which His Majesty's SMpry Rose" (the late Lieutenant-Commander Charles
L. Fox, R.N., in command) was sunk. The condutieofofficers and crew ware in accordance with the
highest traditions of the Service, and they fougheéry gallant action. “

Dr. Machamara If my memory does not fail me, one of the War Egeecy Acts amended the Naval
Discipline Act by including a Section giving theeBident of the Court and the Admiralty power tortedh
or part of a case in private.



