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NOTAS

| Ina 1917 article in Scientific American, a German officer insisted that "Jer Tag, " an after-dinner toast amang the German naval officers to the
day when the German navy would take its measure of the British navy, was a "fairy tale” noting the “highest regard"” for their English counter-
parts and the respect for the British navy's “glorious histories and tradition.” He added that compared to the first “Glorious First of June," the
Germans have now had their First of June 1916 (Jutland/Skagerrak) having “laid low" the namesakes of several of those ships that had fought
in the victorious RBritish battle line of 1794. Having “learned much from the English navy,” we were “eager to do our duty” and “show the worth
of our fathers” and our thanks to the German people who, "in the past few decades had advanced the growth of its darling child, the fleet” when
war broke out in |314. hitps://blogs.scientificamerican.com/anecdotes-from-the-archive/der-tag-an-accusation-of-hostile-intent-1916/

(accessed on October 31, 2018).

2 See Jan Breemer's “The Burden of Trafalgar: Decisive Battle and Naval Strategic Expectations on the Eve of World War |* Seapower: Theory and Practice.
Ed. by Geoffrey Till. Portland, OR, 1994. 33-62, a thoughtful essai on the influence of the decisive battle on the development of pre-war naval planning
and its distortion of both British and German strategy (the "totally wrong idea of the meaning of naval supremacy” and “command of the sea”).
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See Rahn for the Imperial navy's confusion as to both the “true purpose” of this hypothetical battle in the German Bight and what would follow
from such a "decisive” engagement, “," Naval War College Review ., 70 (4, 2017), 19. Cf. Herbert Rosinski's scathing assessment of the German

non

theories of sea warfare and Tirpitz's misconceptions of British intent, the “Decisive Battle"—"an end in itself,” the Risk Theory and command

of the sea, The Development of Naval Thought, Ed. by B. Mitchell Simpson III. Newport, 1377, 53-58.

3 See Eva Besteck. Die trigerische “First Line of Defence”. Zum deutsch-britischen Wettriisten vor dem Ersten Weltkrieg. Freiburg, 2008, for her
analysis of the full version of the (894 formative Dignstschrift [X with its important but often overlooked “tactical-technical” aspects. Tirpitz
rejected the arguments of the French Jeune Ecole School and those officers who argued that a Kreuzerkrieg against commerce could produce
a victory. See Klaus Franken, Vizeadmiral Kurt Galster: Fin Kritiker des Schlachtflottenbaus der Kaiserlichen Marine. Bochum, 2011 In his
Dienstschrift IX, Tirpitz resolutely states that strategic offensive actions should be considered “"normal tasks of a fleet.” Rahn, *." 1B.

4 The British named the battle for the peninsula of Jutland and the Germans for the branch of the North Sea, the Skagerrak (as decreed by Wilhelm
l'on 11 June 1916).

g See Jon Tetsuro Sumida, “A Matter of Timing: The Royal Navy and the Tactics of Decisive Battle, 1312-1316." The Journal of Military Histary, 87, (I,
2003). 123. The British had developed their battle plans on their assessments of the German battle fleet's intent to fight a medium-range decisive
battle, but the German fleet had assumed a close blockade and anticipated attacks on the blockading forces would reduce the numerical
superiority in capital ships. The British strategy of a distant blockade forced the Germans to do its best to avoid a fleet engagement. Jellicoe
also believed a "tactical stalemate” and the lack of a decisive battle would still be a "strategic accomplishment.” Cf. Michael Epkenhans, “Imperial
Navy 1914-1915." Jutland: World War I's Greatest Naval Battle. ed. by Michael Epkenhans. Jarg Hillmann and Frank Nagler, Lexington, KY, 2015,
120-121. While the British, as Breemer's “The Burden of Trafalgar” shows, the British wanted another Trafalgar, Tirpitz wanted to end British
naval domination and the German admiralty Staff (Admiralstab) break out of the North Sea and gain the exits to the Atlantic and “High Seas.”

G See Keith W. Bird, “The Tirpitz Legacy: The Paolitical ldeology of German Sea Power," The Journal of Military Histary, (July 2005), 821-823. Tirpitz
also expressed his Risk Theory as his maritime “law of leverage,” see Michael Salewski, “Ninety Years after Jutland: Reflections,” Jutland: World
War I's Greatest Naval Battle, 370. Rosinski comments that the navy, retained merely the tactical will to battle" from its “original doctrine
[Memorandum IX, 1834] of the strategic offensive,” 95. Cf. Rolf Hobson's ground-breaking revisionist study, (mperialism at Sea: Naval Strategic
Thought, the ldeology of Sea Power, and the Tirpitz Plan, /875-15/4. Boston: Brill, 2002 and Nagler's analysis of the strategic offensive in Tirpitz's
1894 memorandum compared to the “strategic defensive” of the Fleet Operations Plan No. | in 1314, “ Operational and Strategic Plans,” passim.
Cf. Paul Kennedy's “German Naval Operation Plans against England 1896-1914, The War Plans of the Great Powers I880-1914, ed. by Paul Kennedy,
London, 1974, [78-198.

T See Epkenhans, “Imperial Navy 1914-1915." 127, and Herbert Rosinski's brilliant analysis of how Germany's “atrophy of strategic thought” stifled
the development of a coherent naval strateqy before the war. Tirpitz's flawed strateqy with its rigid adherence to fighting a “decisive” battle
at sea (an end in itself) reflected a continental mentality and imperialistic Social Darwinist political and economic claims for sea power.
Misconstruing a tactical victory with achieving “command of the sea.” the navy's leaders had no clear instructions for forcing a battle much
less revising their strateqgy. See The Development of Naval Thought. Ed. by B. Mitchell Simpson [l Newport, 1977. See Sebastian Rojek's description
in Versunkene Hoffnungen. Die Deutsche Marine im Umgang mit Erwartungen und Enttéuschungen 187/-1950, 0ldenbourg, 1317, of how the unfilled
expectations raised by Tirpitz and his supporters would have long-term consequences for the future of the navy.

8 See Frank Nagler's insightful detailing of the pre-war planning (and current literature) in “0perational and Strategic Plans in the Kaiser's Navy
prior to World War |." Jutland, 25-62, and Ingenohl's frank admission in January (918 on the effect of this "strategic error,” Epkenhans, “Imperial
Navy 1914-1915," 120-121. Epkenhans's expert analysis captures the dilemma of the navy and the effect of earlier decisions on the navy's
preparations for war based on Tirpitz's flawed strategy that had been forced over to the defensive in 1912 and the continuing command problems
under Wilhelm's restrictions, Tirpitz's machinations and the acquiescence of the Admiralty Staff to both leaders, 126-128.

9 Tirpitz's concentration on the British home fleet meant that the few warships and commerce raiders, as well as the German colonies, outside of
European waters were strategically expendable.
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|0 For the Admiralty's blockade plans, see M. 8. Partridge. “The Royal Navy and the End of the Close Blockade, 1885-1305: A Revolution in Naval
Strategy?" The Mariner’s Mirror, Ta, (2, 1989), 119-136 and Nicholas Lambert, Planning Armageddon. Cambridge, MA, 2012. For German
considerations of British blockade plans, including the idea of a distant blockade as early as the turn of the century, see Paul Kennedy, “German

Naval Operation Plans against England [886-1914." The War Plans of the Great Powers 1880-19/4 ed. by Paul Kennedy, London, 1379, 178-198.

I See Patrick J. Kelly, Jirpitz and the Imperial German Navy, Bloomington, 2010, 366. Tirpitz never altered his conviction that the British would
come across the North Sea and present the High Seas Fleet with a favorable opportunity for victory. While there was a growing awareness that
a waiting policy by the High Seas Fleet might turn out to be “strategically useless,” Kennedy argues that Tirpitz had “simply transferred his
fixed and deterministic way of thinking in political terms into the strategical arena.” "German Naval Operation Plans." 74.

12 Admiral von Heeringer quoted by Werner in “ Jirpitz' strategisches Wirken vor und wéhrend des Weltkrieges," in Deutsche Marinen im Wandel,

ed. by Werner Rahn. Oldenbourg, 2005, 397-425.

13 See Epkenhans, “Imperial Navy 1314-1915, 13-122 and Daoc. 8, [perationsbefehl. Chef des Admiralstabs der Marine an Chef der Hochseestristkréfte,
30 July 1914, Grenier, Die deutschen Seekriegsleitung im Ersten Weltkrieg, |, Koblenz, 1393, 67-68. In April 1918, an officer reviewing operational
planning documents found the 1912 phrase about waiting for “under favourable circumstances” to attack and angrily wrote in the margin that
this directive was “almost bound to prevent a decisive fleet battle from ever occurring”—"the mistake lies here! This restriction upon the
freedom of action [of the fleet] existed until 908, then we conquered it, now it is there again. The central point of the question is: one cannot
know beforehand if the opportunity is favorable, Result: wait, wait, wait.” Kennedy, “German Naval Operation Plans,” 133.

14 Kennedy, “German Naval Operation Plans,” 192-193.

10 Jones, Mark. “Graf von Spee’s Untergang and the Corporate dentity of the Imperial Germany Navy," Maritime History and Identity: The Sea and
Lulture in the Modern World, Ed. by Duncan Redfard London and New York, 2014, 186-188. See Nicolas Walz's excellent description of the feeling
and experiences of both German and British naval officers during the war and their personal struggles during “the Long Wait." Jas fange Warten:
Kriegsfahrungen deutscher und britischer Seeoffiziere 13914 bis [9/8. Paderborn, 2008.

|6 Salewski, “Reflections,” 367-368.

{7 Jones, “Graf von Spee’s Untergang and the Corporate Identity,” 193-199. Jones describes how the holding back of the fleet and Spee's heroic
defiance of overwhelming forces to sink with flags waving (the concept of Untergang) was a reminder of the sacrifice expected of the navy by
their leaders and necessary for the ‘honor and prestige of the navy. The shared corporate identity between officers and men in the fall of 1318
broke down over what appeared as a senseless “last battle” but the cult of Spee became firmly engrained in the naval leadership's postwar
rebuilding of their narrative to boost the navy's shattered image and prestige.

18 Epkenhans, “Imperial Navy 1914-1915." 121-123. There was never any chance of challenging England for control of the North Sea or alternative
Atlantic strategies, especially after the return to the defensive by 1912 and the new priorities of the army as a result of the cost of the naval
race and the worsening diplomatic situation -although the Admiralstab did consider them. Tirpitz thwarted these efforts arguing some alternatives
(e. g. the Baltic) were “poison” for the fleet. See Kennedy, “German Naval Operation Plans,” 192-193 and Epkenhans, “Imperial Navy 1314-1913,"
131-132.

19 Ibid.. 123-124. The most recent study of Dogger Bank is Tobias R. Philbin's Aattle of Dogger Bank: The First Dreadnought Engagement January
1415, Bloomington, 2014. Admiral van Pohl was a supporter of the U-boat commerce war when he was head of the Admiral Staff and his supporters
expected him to deploy the Fleet more vigorously as well. Both efforts failed in 1915 as the fleet misfired (see below) and. after a vigorous
debate internally, the navy discontinued the unlimited U-boat war in light of loss of civilians especially from the United States. While Admiral
von Pohl's short sorties showed that the fleet was still tactically ready, they had no contact with the enemy nor any strategic effect, see Rahn,
“Strategische Probleme der deutschen Seekriegfihrung 1914-1918." Der Erste Weltkrieg. Wirkung, Wahrnehmung, Analyse, Munich and Zurich,
Piper, 1394, p. 3al.
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20 See the roles of Levetzow and Trotha, leaders in the search for scapegoats, who were key members of the pro-Tirpitz and Scheer cabal who
sought to subvert the first two fleet commanders and supported Scheer. Gerhard Granier's Magnus von Levetzow: Seeoffizier, Monarchist, und
Wegbereiter Hitlers. Boppard, 1982, 12-13, 204-215; Epkenhans, “Imperial Navy 314-1315," 126 and Rahn, “The Battle of Jutland from the German
Perspective,” 14a.

2| See Epkenhans, “Imperial Navy (314-1913,"126 and 132-33 and Rahn, “The Battle of Jutland from the German Perspective,” Jutland, 145-147, for
statements from Levetzow and Admiral Karl Schumann |l decrying the navy's passivity” and call for action and Scheer's agreement with Pohl's
doing “nothing” (Schumann) and the failings resulting from Germany and the navy's fragmented structural and command problems.

27 See Bird and Jason Hines, “In the Shadow of Ultra: A Reappraisal of German Naval Communications Intelligence in 1914-1318 The Northern Mariner
/ Le marin du nord, XXVIII (2,1918), 37-117 (Cf. footnote 23 for Jutland studies incorporating new details of use of wireless in both fleets and
Jdason Hines, " Sins of Omission and Commission: A Reassessment of the Role of Intelligence in the Battle of Jutland" Journal of Military History,

72 (4, 2008) pp. 17-1fa4.

23 lieutenant-Commander Gustav Kleikamp. Jer EinfluR der Funkaufklérung auf die Seekriegfihrung in der Nordsee [314-1918. Geheim. MOv. 352
Dienstschrift Nr. 13, Leitung der Fihrergehilfenausbildung der Marine, Berlin, [934,14-18 and 32.

24 See Kleikamp, Finfluff, pp. 18-22 and Scheer's operation orders for the limited use of wireless before the Rattle of Jutland, Kemmando der
Hochseestreitkréfte, [perationsbefehl Nr. £ vam 28. Mai (91, Michael Epkenhans, Jirg Hillmann and Frank Nagler, eds., Skagerrakschiacht,
Munich, 2011, 199-204. By foreguing the use of radio to signal major operations, Scheer believed Room 40 would keep the British uncertain as
to what the German plans werg in the North Sea and give limited opportunities to prepare countermeasures. Kleikamp also regarded Scheer
as being more aggressive in engaging elements of the Grand Fleet and seeking opportunities to catch its ships by surprise.

25 See Rahn, "The Battle of Jutland from the German Perspective,” 143 and Doc. 184, Aufzeichnung des Kemmandos der Hochseestreitkrafte, |
March 316, Granier. [ie Deutsche Seekriegsleitung, |l Bl-82. The “helplessness” that Epkenhans' saw with the Admiralstab in the summer of
1914 was still evident owing to what Rahn called the “insufficient concepts” of the naval command whose “strategic incompetence” made them
incapable of recognizing the natural limits that existed” for any German naval strategy. “German Navies from 1848 to 2018: Their Development
and Courses from Confrontation to Cooperation, Naval War College Review, 70, (4, 2017). 28,

26 See Doc. 186, Scheer to Vice Admiral Harald Dahnhardt, 12 March (316, Granier, Die Deutsche Seekriegs/eitung, 11, 87-31. See Rahn, "The Battle
of Jutland from the German Perspective,” 146-147. The threat of the High Seas Fleet, for example, diverted destroyers from British anti-submarine
operations.

27 Rahn, “The Battle of Jutland from the German Perspective.” [46-147.

28 Although Scheer was still under similar limitations and options as his predecessors, Rahn argues his command of most of the navy's U-boats
gave him more influence than the Kaiser's other direct reports in the navy. Rahn, “The Battle of Jutland from the German Perspective,” 146. See
the background for Scheer's operations and key documents in Granier, Jie Deutsche Seekriegsleitung, 19-109.

29 Given the navy's fears for its future, the High Seas Fleet's role of a “fleet-in-being” served as a "deterrent factor” for the support of the U-boat
economic war. Scheer had wanted to intensify the commerce war and the German concessions to the United States. While Scheer worried
about the enemy intercepting his messages, he was not aware that Room 40 and the Admiralty knew when and approximately where each U-
boat was deployed through code-breaking and direction-finding. From their routines of sending messages when they reached their patrol area

for attacking shipping, the British suspected a fleet operation. See Jason Hines, " Sins of Omission and Commission," 117-1134. Cf. Hans Joachim
Koerver, kd. Room 400: German Naval Warfare 19/4-15/8. 2 Vols. Steinbach, 2008-2004.

30 Salewski, “Reflections,” 370-371. While the British current "strength ratio” precluded the fleet from seeking battle “initially” (Levetzow), they
must prevent the Grand Fleet from imposing a decisive battle on the High Seas Fleet from being imposed on German forces and Scheer sought
not to seek a decisive battle on the enemy's terms which “contradicts the simplest strategic principle” to attack with superior power at the
place he chooses.
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3l Ibid.

32 GeoffreyBennet, Die Skagerrakschiacht. Die Grisste Seeschiacht der Geschichte, Munich, 1976, 183. A popular quotation in continually expanding
literature of Jutland.

33 for Beatty, Jutland was not an “occur” demonstration of British command of the seas—a feeling. he wrote, expressing the suffering of the
navy's leadership staff “far greater than disappointment, depressed beyond measure.” To atone for the unsatisfactory result” of the Rattle of
Jutland, he corrected this with the awesome spectacle of leading the German High Seas Fleet to Scapa Flow to present the British public with
a “triumph and great English victory"—the British “Der Tag" of surrender. The officers would have preferred a “decisive battle” victory, not a
victory of the blockade. See Rojek, Versumkene Hoffnungen, 240-242 and Wolz, Das Lange Warten, 440-441.

34 The German report omitted the loss of the battlecruiser Litzow and the light cruisers and . Rojek describes the public relations campaign over
Jutland after the Admiralstab on the morning of | June 1916 issued a formal press communiqué listing the heavy British losses while downplaying
their own. In response, a terse British Admiralty statement on 3 June 1916, appeared to confirm the German accounts of the battle and the
heavier British losses. See Rojek. Versunkene Hoffrungen 158-173 for the German initial reaction and the skepticism of public opinion towards
|ater press releases and propaganda over the following year (which also occurred in England).

39 No. 189, Ansprache Kaiser Wilhelms II. 6 Junel316. Granier, Die Deutsche Seekriegsleitung, 2. 97-39.

36 See Rahn's table on Losses, Ammunition Expenditure, and Hits, “The Rattle of Jutland from the German Perspective,” 186. Holger Herwig, " Jutland:
Acrimony to Resolution,” Naval War College Review, B9, (4, 2018) reports the battle involved 151 British ships of 1,700 guns and 60,000 sailors
and 100 German ships of 300 guns and 45,000 sailors.

37 In tonnage, the numbers vary from 113,300 to 62,300 or 115,025 to 61180 but reinforce the British heavy material losses. Although gunnery
effectiveness data vary according to various sources, the German fired fewer shells, (e.q. 3597 to 4534, but they had 122 hits for an accuracy
of 3.89 % compared to the 123 British hits and 2.71% accuracy). For the extensive technical data collected to evaluate performance and allowing
for updates, see John Brook's extensive tables in his 2016 The Rattle of Jutland. Cambridge, UK who includes details on the ships that fought in
the battle and their performance (for a listing of his numerous tables, see ix-xii) and John Campbell's exhaustive technical account of gunnery
and its effectiveness during the battle, Jutland- An Analysis of the Fighting, London, 1388, which is still the authoritative technical account of
gunnery and its effectiveness during the battle.

38 Hipper Nachlass, N 165/10, Bundesarchiv-Militar Archiv (BAMA).

39 See Nicolas Jellicoe's well-balanced and nuanced study, Jutland: The Unfinished Battle (Rarnsley, South Yorkshire, UK, 2018, especially for his
analysis of the motives of the [eaders of both fleets. He also had access to new sources including a letter from Jellicoe (Jutland 220) writing
down his reactions a few days after the battle that are different from his later public statements that were more designed for morale purposes
(especially for the ships of the Battle Cruiser Fleet). See also Jellicoe's excellent website Jutland Centenary initiative,
http://wwwjutland!9(6.com/. Jellicoe arques since the issue was sea power, keeping the strategic status quo was a victory for the British.
The press releases didn't help as Jutland felt the public reaction was like a yo-yo—at first, Jutland was a defeat, then it was a “second Trafalgar
(Jutland, 220). See Herwig's superb thought provoking review essay of the recent literature, “Jutland: Acrimony to Resolution.” Naval War
Lollege Review, B3 (4, 201B), I-B. https://digital-commaons.usnwe.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=|14TGcontext=nwe-review (accessed [a
December 2018). Books reviewed: Jutland- The Naval Staff Appreciation, ed. William Schleihauf. Barnsley, UK. 2016; The Jutland Scandal- The
Truth about the First World War's Greatest Sea Battle, by J. E. T. Harper and Sir Reginald Bacon. Rarnsley UK, 2008; Jutfand- The Unfinished
Rattle, by Nicholas Jellicoe. Barnsley. UK, 2016.

40 Rojak quoting the author Viktor Klemperer, Versunkene Hoffoungen, 173. This waning of enthusiasm for Jutland may have been a factor as noted
by Michael Epkenhans who pointed out that the war's “long duration” before and at the mid-point of the conflict may have suggested Jutland
was "superfluous” —a singular event, contrary to the expectation (and disappointment) of both navies. See his “Foreword” in Nicholas Jellicoe
Jutland: The Unfinished Battle, viii.
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4 Doc. 2 *Immediatbericht [report to Kaiser] of 4 July 1916 from the Commander of the High Seas Battle Forces Concerning the Naval Battle near
Skagerrak," Rahn, “The Battle of Jutland from the German Perspective,” [93-207 especially the closing section “F. Future Naval Warfare, 206-207
and Scheer's recognition of the disadvantages of Germany's geographical position and the consequences of Germany's military inferiority in the
face of a blockade, a foreshadowing of the future of “Total War." His post-battle reports also noted, in addition to command and control of the fleets
and gunnery issues, the tactical difficulties of the modern technologies (e.g. torpedoes, wireless, etc.) and their lessons for future doctrine and
strateqy, 207-213. Scheer, like many of his officers (and other German leaders), continually underestimated the American opposition to unrestricted
submarine warfare as they did with the possible entry of the United States into the war and its role in Germany's defeat. See footnote 43 below.

47 Jellicoe was at once ready the next day to deploy a minimum of 24 capital ships. German shipyard capacity was also an issue for all the heavy
repairs needed and not all units were ready for the first operation in August. Some refits were make-shift such as the concrete covering over
the hole in Seydlitz's Bertha turret. See Gary Staff, . Annapolis, 2014, 187.

43 See James Goldrick, After Jutland: The Naval War in Northern Furopean Waters, June 1916-November /918, Annapolis, 2018, for his detailed
expert analysts of the post-Jutland operations and the intentions of the two fleets and the results of their endeavors. Resumption of German
operations in August and the absence of any contact between the fleet (Room 40 continued to provide warnings) showed how difficult another
chance encounter between the main battlefleets would be to accomplish given the objectives of the leadership of both navies. For the Germans,
coordination with the U-boats in fleet operations proved problematic as well as issues with Zeppelin reconnaissance and having sufficient
resources to equip and keep the increasing worn-down units at sea. Goldrick also raises the larger issue of the severe shortages in material
and skilled labor along with the inefficiencies of the German federal system and other competing demands of the army. These problems and the
interaction between industry, scientists and inventors were present in the development of air ships, aircraft and naval intelligence and deserve
more attention in the fleet's performance later in the war. See John H. Morrow's studies of the aircraft industry in Germany and other countries
during the war (e.q. The Great War in the Air: Military Aviation fram 1909 to [47]. Shrewsbury, 1398). “The Last Sortie of the German High Sea
Fleet—April (918." 25 Apr 2018, The Strategist, Australian Strategic Policy Institute newsletter (www.aspistrategist.org.au).

44 Lieutenant Ernst van Weizsacker, diary entry from 27 September (816, quoted by Rahn, “German Navies," 94.

4a See Holger Herwig's “Iotal Rhetoric, Limited War: Germany's U-Boat Campaign 19/7-(918." Great War, Total War: Combat and Mobilization on the
Western Front. [9/4-19/8. Ed. by Roger Chickering and . Oxford, 2006 for his succinct analysis of the navy's imposition of unrestricted submaring
warfare against the British economy based on miscalculations that “quaranteed” victory. Their underestimation of enemy resources and dismissal
of the effect the American entry into the war would have was a fatal error along with their continued overestimation of their capabilities. Marcus
Kanig's Agitation - Zensur - Propagands: Der [l-Boot-Krieg und die deutsche Offentlichkeit im Frsten Weltkrieg. Stuttgart, 2014 describes in detail
the "peak of agitation” for unrestricted submarine warfare and the role of public opinion in the navy's successful pressuring of the political leadership.

46 James Goldrick, “The last sortie of the German High Sea Fleet—April 1318."

47 See Christoph Requlski, “Lieber fur die Ideale Erschossen Werder, als fur die Sogenannte Ehre Fallen™ Albin Kobis, Max Reichpietsch und die
deutsche Matrosenbewegung 1917 Wiesbaden, 2014 and Wilhelm Deist, " Jie Unruhen in der Marine 19/7/18" Marine Rundschau. B8 (1971), pp.
325-343. See Gross' “Fine frage der Ehre?' 343-365. His research also revealed how the naval leadership marginalized or misrepresented
sensitive events (g. g. the naval mutinies). Cf. His critical edition of Vom Sommer 1317 bis zum Kriegsende (918, Der Krieg zur See, Vol. 7, Hamburg,
Berlin, and Bonn, 2006.

48 For the controversy over whether “Operation Albion," a singularly unique amphibious (and cooperation with the army), represented little more
than a tactical exercise against an already defeated foe and a morale booster for the participating forces detached from the High Seas Fleet
that had seen too little action, or whether the costs of resources, loss and damage (“overkill") justified the results, see Holger Herwig's “Luxury
Fleet” Fleet: The Imperial German Navy I888-19/8, London, 1380 and Michael Barrett's Operation Albion: The German Conquest of the Raltic
Islands. Bloomington and Indianapolis, 2008. Gerhard P. Gross, who “corrected” the Marine-Archiv's official naval history (Der Krieg in der
Nordsee: Vom Sommer (917 bis zum Kriegsende 1918, Der Krieg zur See. Vol. 7. Critical Edition. Hamburg, Berlin, and Bonn, 2006) that excluded
the navy's cover-up of the mutinies demonstrates how the Admiralstab also used “Operation Albion” to try to create a much-needed unified
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command and counter the army's ongoing criticism of the navy's lack of offensive spirit and ensure the navy's role in the overall direction of
the war (Scheer would not create a centralized naval command until 27 August 1918). Unternehmen “Albion” Eine Studie zur Zusammenarbeit
von Armee und Marine wéhrend des Ersten Weltkrieges, Internationale Beziehungen im 18, und 20, Jahrhundert. Festschrift fir Winfried Baumgart
zum b5. Geburtstag. Ed. By Wolfgang Elz and Stnke Neitzel. Paderborn, 2003. 171-186.

48 See Michael Epkenhans' excellent introductory biography of Scheer in Mein lieber Schatz! Briefe von Admiral Reinhard Scheer an seine Ehefrau
August bis November 9/8. Bochum, 2008, 45 for the admiral's reaction to the new government and the army's demand for peace. The self-
centeredness and independence of the navy contributed to Germany's inability to develop a Grand Strategy in two world wars and lack of
coordination with the army and after 1935, the Luftwaffe. See Michael Epkenhans, Jirg Hillmann and Frank Nagler, Introduction, Jutland, 3-4.

all With the end of unrestricted submarine warfare, Scheer felt that this freed the fleet “from its chains,” Salewski, " Exariare aliquis nostris ex
ossibus ultor" Untergang und Wiederauferstefung in der deutschen Marinegeschichte. Werner Rahn—Dienst und Wissenschaft, Bd. by Wilfried
Radisch, Potsdam, 2010, 20. See the debate and its tie to the planning for the last fleet engagement in October, Granier, Levetzow, 48-54. See
the details for Operationsbefehl Nr. /. 24 October 1318, in Granier, Die Deutsche Seekriegsleitung, I, 133-198 3 Salewski, " Exariare aliquis
nostris ex ossibus ultor," 20. Gerhard Gross interprets the primary matives for the planned “final operation” as much maore than simply an
issue of honor but maintaining the officers’ “claim to power” and their egotistical interests who sought to protect their status and ensure the
continuity, both internally and externally, that would position them for the next naval conflict, " £ine Frage der Ehre? Die Marinefihrung und der
letzte Flottenvarstoss/AI8" Kriegsende 1918 Ereignis, Wirkung, Nachwirkung. Edited by Jirg Duppler and Gerhard P. Gross, Munich, 1993, 349-
36a. Cf. Leonidas E. Hill's “ Signal Zur Konterrevolution? Der Plan zum letzten VorstoR der deutschen Hochseeflotte am 30 Dktober 19/6"
Vierteljahrshefte fiir Zeitgeschichte. 36 (1, 1988), I13-130. Hill emphasizes the continuity of the navy's planned attack in its four-year desire for
a decisive battle and ongoing mixing in political affairs. Previous interpretations, he argues over-rated the role of saving the navy's honor or
ensuring its future and did not assess the officers’ evaluation of the plan’s military value and the navy's hope to bring about a coup against the
new government and sabotage the armistice negotiations. While Wilhelm Deist finds no evidence of what the navy's opponents condemned as a
“Death Ride,” he argues that the naval command's intent to force a last battle was a matter of honor, whatever the outcome, " Die Politik der

Seekriegsleitung und die Rebellion der Flotte Ende Uktober 158" Vierteljahrshefte fir Zeitgeschichte, 14 (4, 1968), pp. 341-368.

a2 Salewski. " Exoriare aliquis nostris ex ossibus ultor,”19. Beatty and Jellicoe expected that Scheer and the High Seas fleet were “programmed to
carry out the ritual of the “heroic Untergang' and were bitterly disappointed in Scheer's battle turn-arounds which they “considered cowardly.”

a3 The annihilation of Admiral von Spee's East Asia Far East Squadron “with waving flags" at the Falklands in December 1914 became transformed
during the war into an integral part of the navy's identity and its symbol of selfless sacrifice (and its significance after 1318 as a way of putting
the navy in a more positive light). Jones, " Graf van Spee’s Untergang and the Lorporate [dentity,” 183-139. Holger Afflerbach elaborates on the
persistence of the navy's “Refusal to Capitulate” from 1914 to {345 and its transformation into a deep-seated apocalyptic belief —that a heroic
sacrifice (defeat) would result in a future existence (Goethe's Stirb und Werde), "Mit Wehender Fahne Untergehen. Kapitulationsverweigerungen
in der deutschen Marine, ” Vierteljahrshefte fir Zeitgeschichte. 43 (October 2001), 395-612. Jones also regards this development as a key
element in the navy's war culture and the redemptive nature of its “performance violence.” Salewski combines these themes as the “Exoriare-
Matif," defeat and resurrection, symbolic of the officers’ desire for revenge, closely tied to their anti-republican antipathy and the stab-in-the-back
myth, " Exariare aliquis nostris ex ossibus ultor,” [3-14. Hillmann states that the naval leadership believed that the October 1918 operation was
a chance to save the navy's honor by defeating the Grand Fleet— which “even Scheer did not believe possible” —or sink heroically, “Remembering
the Battle of Jutland in Germany.” Jutland, 317.

ak See Epkenhans's incisive essay “Matrosenaufstand- Fanal der Revolution und Trauma der Marine”. 2| December 2018, Auf Kurs, Die Deutsche
Marine newsletter [www.marine.de] and his “Red Sailors and the Demise of the German Empire, 1918", Naval Mutinies of the Twentieth Century:
An International Perspective, Ed. by Christopher M. Bell, and Bruce A. Elleman, London, 2003. 66-87. Wilhelm Deist was the first to assess the
previously unavailable archival documents (withheld by the navy in the Reichstag's investigation of the navy's collapse in 1918) that convincingly
show the responsibility of the officers for the mutinies, " Die Politik der Seekriegsleitung und die Rebellion der Flotte Ende Oktober 918" 341-
368. Cf. Gross' “remastered” Vol. 7 of Der Krieg in der Nordsee: Vom Sommer 1817 bis zum Kriegsende [918. Der Krieg zur See. Vol. 7. Critical
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Edition. Hamburg, Berlin, and Bonn, 2008, which showed how the navy marginalized or misrepresented sensitive events (e. g. the mutinies). The
after-battle accounts of the officers hailed the crews for their courage and role in the battle but failed to show their ability to recognize or
build on the morale boost of the crews. Cf. the positive diary entries of Richard Stumpf before and after the success of Jutland compared to
his pessimistic assessment of the mood of the crews in 1917-1318. Horn, Daniel, Ed. and Trans. War, Mutiny, and Revalution in the German Navy.

The World War | Diary of Seaman Richard Stumpf. New Brunswick, NJ. (967.

aa Note the examples of the loss of the Bismarck, the Scharnhorst and Hitler's naming of Gro - admiral Karl Dinitz as head of state in {343 (ironically,
after the scuttling of the Graf Spee in December 333, Admiral Raeder ordered that once engaged all ships were to fight to the end—dying
gallantly.” See Michael Salewski “Das maritime Dritten Reich. ldeologie und Wirklichkeit 1333-1945." Die deutsche Flotte im Spannungsfeld der
Palitik 1848-1945, Herford, 1985 and Bird, Erich Raeder. Admiral of the Third Reich, Annapolis, 2008, 133.

ab Buoth Salewski's ground-breaking interpretation of the long-term “trauma” resulting from the navy's collective disappointments, “Selbstversténdnis
und historisches Bewu tsein der deutschen Kriegsmarine." Marine Rundschau, 49 (2.1970), 65-88 and Epkenhans “ Nachkrizgswahrnehmungen.”
Die Traumata der Marine und das Dilemna, die Vergangenheiten zu deuten,” Die Kriegsmarine. Fine Bestandsaufnafime. Stephan Huck, ed. Bochum,
2016 accurately assess the officers' ever-present shame and bitterness over the navy's collapse after the abortive “final” operation against the
Grand Fleet resulting in mutinies and national revolution. Bennet also cites the “deep psychological wounds” it had on the British and Arthur J.
Marder's reference to the “trauma of Jutland,” lie Skagerrakschlacht, 213. See Bird for the officers' recognition, albeit privately, of their role in
the breakdown of discipline and the Reichstag's investigation into the causes of the Revolution, Weimar, the German Naval [fficer Corps and the
Rise of National Socialism, Amsterdam, (977, 14-22. Cf. Hillmann's view of the role of the "unfinished battle" of Skagerrak among the series of the
“deeply-rooted” (Salewski) traumas, “Remembering the Battle of Jutland in Germany,"” 331-332.

a7 The German accounts from officers and sailors interned at Scapa Flow tried to link the victory at Skagerrak to the scuttling, an attempt Jones
arques, shows how the attempts to “insert honor in the narrative” including claims that the sinking of one of the battleships that played a role in
the mutinies had “extinguished"” its shame by scuttling,” “Fram ‘Skagerrak”to the Urganisation Consul- War Culture and the Imperial berman
Navy," Other Combatants, Uther Fronts: Competing Histories of the first World War, £d. by James E. Kitchen, Alisa Miller and Laura Rowe. Newcastle
upon Tyne, 2011, 268-269. The first head of the West German navy, Admiral Friedrich Ruge, called the “heroic” saving of the honor of the navy at
Scapa Flow as the defining moment for his career, Szapa Flow (319, Das Ende der deutschen Flotte. Qldenburg, 1969, Hillmann, “Remembering the
Battle of Jutland in Germany,” 817. The scuttling, however, increased naval reparations and reduced the navy to the status of a “coastal navy."
When the German peace negotiators offered to forsake a navy in return for other concessions, the Allies refused. See Bird, Weimar, 60-65.

a8 Hillmann, “Die Deutschen Marinen de 20.Jahrhunderts und ihr Untergang mit den Ereignissen des Ersten Weltkrieges." Jer Erste Weltkrieg zur
See, Ed. by Michael Epkenhans, Michael and Stephan Huck.Oldenbourg, 1917, 234-235.

a9 See Rojek's Versunkene Hoffnungen, an in-depth sociological-based study of the origins and effects of the widespread expectations for the navy
and how the officers shaped their history as myth beginning during the war and after. Not admitting any fundamental errors of strategic or
operational judgement, except privately, the naval leadership continued to fixate on the battleship (as Scheer did while expecting results from
the U-boats in the economic war against England) in the development of naval strategy after 1918 and the role of surface battle. In the spring
of 1917 anticipating a German victory, Admiral von Capelle, Tirpitz's successor in the RMA. was also considering plans for a special cemetery
for Germany's existing U-Boats presumably expecting to return to the emphasis on building capital ships in the navy's continuing efforts to be
a world sea power, See Holger Herwig, * Total Rhetoric, Limited War: Germany’s U-Boat Campaign [917-1918." passim.

60 Rahn correctly counters arguments that the navy performed no useful strategic but pointedly notes out its failure from a “realistic cost-benefit
analysis.” “The Battle of Jutland from the German Perspective,” Cf. Rojek's in-depth sociological-based study of the origins and effects of the
widespread expectations for the navy and the consequences of the deep disappointment in its wartime performance and how the officers shaped
their history as myth beginning during the war and after, subsequently refusing any to accept any responsibility or permit any internal criticism.

GBI Salewski, “ Selbstverstandnis und historisches Bewu  tsein der deutschen Kriegsmarine." Marine Rundschau. 43 (2, 1970). B6-67.

62 No. 189, Ansprache Kaiser Wilhelms |I. 6 Junel316, Granier, Die Deutsche Seekriegsleitung, 2, 97-39.
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63 See Rosinski's criticism in his essays in The Development of Naval Thought, 53-39. Cf. Gerhard Schreiber's seminal research, * Thesen zur
idenlogischen Kontinuitét in den machtpolitischen Zielsetzungen der deutschen Marinefifirung 1857 bis 1945—Riickblick und Bilanz." Deutsche
Marinen im Wandel. Vom Symbol nationaler Einheit zum Instrument Internationaler Sicherheit. Ed. by Werner Rahn, 427-443. Munich, 2005. and
Rojek's original study of the socio-psychological effects impact of the navy's “sunken hopes” on both the navy and the wider public and
government, Versunkene Hoffnungen.

B4 The navy eagerly seized (and cataloged) any professional and popular accounts favorable to their actions during Jutland, reflecting their pride
in their proving that had fulfilled their long-held goal of naval equality with the yardstick of naval power, the Royal Navy. Concerned about critics
might question their actions (e.g. breaking off contact multiple times), they read with relief, for example, Sir Julian Corbett's comment that
Scheer's performance had placed him "on the same plane as the great fleet commanders of all times. Salewski, “Reflections,” 374-374.

Ga See Jann M. Witt, /75 Jahre Deutscher Marinebund, Berlin, 206, 42-51, 68-72,91-36 and |51-160 for all the changes in the meaning of Laboe
from the “Skagerrak memorial” in Weimar, the Third Reich and the Federal Republic and Hillmann, “Remembering the Battle of Jutland in

Germany,” 327-330.

6 In 1998, after first raising the question in the late 1960s, the naval leadership succeeded in a formal recognition (and “official birthdate” of 14
June) of the short-lived Reichsflotte 1848-1853, founded by the Frankfurt Parliament and flying the same colors of the Federal Republic, as the
“first German fleet.” June 14" now replaced Skagerrak-Day. Hillmann, “Remembering the Battle of Jutland,” 310. Buth Salewski's autobiography.
Marine und Geschichte. Eine persinliche Auseinandersetzung. Bonn, 2011, and the “Foreword to First Edition” of Jutland, viii, written by Vice Admiral
Hans-Joachim Stickler (Commander-in-Chief, 2005-2011) attest to the navy's struggle to engage objectively with its past—a process that would
prove to be painful as it was long. For Salewski, it was the officer’s reaction to his discussion of the navy's role in the Third Reich to Stickler's
story of how the officer's “naval history handbook” had in 1366 asserted the German victory at Jutland and its statement that the British side had
had to swallow "an embarrassing defeat.” The navy's “instrumentalization” of its history from the Tirpitz Era to the early years of the Bundesmarine
continued the myth of Jutland in its tradition and honoring of heroes from Jutland (e.g. naming ships. harbors and installations, etc.).

G7 The Defense Ministry had not updated the Decree on Tradition for the German armed forces since 1982 during which the military had developed
its own tradition over B0 years. The new Decree on Tradition, prompted by right-wing activities and the appearance of symbols and reminders
of the military's history befare the founding of the Federal Republic, resulted in discussions that made it clear that there are only three sources
of tradition for the Bundeswehr: the Prussian reformers (Clausewitz, Scharnhorst and Gneisenau); the July 44 plotters (and those who can be
added to that group by their resistance to the Nazi regime); and especially the long-term history of the post-war Bundeswehr (e.g. the renaming
of a base after a fallen soldier in Afghanistan). See the Tageschau.de program article (28.08.2018 12:15 Uhr). “ Never Traditionserlass. Das Militar
und sein Erbe." In contrast, the tradition of the German Democratic Republic's Volksmarine celebrated the mutinying German sailors as
revolutionaries and forerunners of the East German communist state and memorialized the two “martyrs” executed by the navy.

68 The most significant and symbolic of the renovations beginning in 2015 was turning the seating in the Great Hall 180° to face away from the
view of the memarial plaques listing the fallen naval officers (dedicated June 1923). The two commemarative quotes on the plagues admanished
future officers: “Do not complain/ Dare Once more/Seafaring is necessary” (Gorch Fock) and “May an avenger someday arise from our bones”
(Virgil's Aeneid). See “Unsere Aula—Ein ‘Denk Mal' und Nur ein Denkmal,” 28 September 2016, newsletter of REUNION Marine [https://reunion-
marine.de/meldungen/umgestaltung-der-aula-der-marineschule-muerwik/] (accessed on 15 July 2018) and Salewski, " Exoriare aliquis nostris
ex ossibus ultor" 13-15. These thoughts of revenge and rebuilding the navy were the focus of the building of the navy memorial at Laboe, see
Witt's description of the laying of the cornerstone on 8 August 1327, (25 Jahre Deutscher Maringbund, 47-49.

B8 Olaf Rahardt's /n Erinnerungen an die Seeschlacht var dem Skagerrak [9/6/20/6, Martenshagen, 2016 includes details of the commemaration
(events on board, the port visits to both nations and on-shore memorials). See Vice Admiral Hans-Joachim Stickler's description of the Royal
Navy organized memorial service on 3| May 2006 in the North Sea at 5765.0N3-00939.0E1 compared to a similar meeting of British and German
ships at Jutland which took place in a larger ceremonial context with more immediacy of the event that included Jutland veterans and the need
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GRAND FLEET almirante sir John Rushworth Jellicoe (HMS Iron Duke)
vicealmirante sir Cecil Burney (HMS Marlborough)

N2 32-7¢€

FUERZAS BRITANICAS

(bajo el mando operacional conjunto del almirante sir John Rushworth Jellicoe)

Fuerza de destructores

AGER. 2dron de Cruceros Ligeros comodoro J. R. Price Hawksley (HMS Castor)
4. Escuadron de Lruceros Ligeros

.E.Le M i
1. Escuadron de Cruceros {godore C elestriey

v g 4.7 Flotilla de Destructores
(contralmirante sir R. K. Arbuthnot)

(cap. C. J. Wintour)
HMS Tipperary

112 Flotilla de Destructores
(cap. C. J. Wintour)
HMS Castor (Cru. Lig.)

12.% Flotilla de Destructores
(cap. A. J. B. Stirling)
HMS Faulknor

Buque insignia: HMIS Iron Duke (cap. F Charles Dreyer) HMS Calliope (com. Le Mesurier)

HMS Constance (cap. Townsend)
HMS Comus (cap. Hotham)

3.% Escuadron de Cruceros de Batalla

(contralmirante H. L. A. Hood) HMS Defence (cap. Ells)

s :
2.° Escuadron de Combate HMS Warrior (cap. Molteno)

4.° Escuadron de Combate 1.2 Escuadron de Combate

= vicealmiranteT, H. M. Jerram = vicealmirante sir F CIID) Sturdee H vicealmirante sir C. Burney (HMS Marlborough) HMS Invincible (cap. Cay) ; HMS Caroline (cap. Crooke) 12 Media Flotilla 12 Media Flotilla 1.* Media Flotilla
8 (HVS King GeorgeV) 8 (HMS Bembow) 9 Y 1 HMS Inflexible (cap. Heaton-Ellis) nmg g‘Uki gfﬂ_idln{burgfg(ﬁfﬁ. 2I)ackett) HMS Royalist (cap. hon.Meade) HMS Spitfire
%’ D % D Cé ST HMS Indomitable (cap. Kennedy) ac ce \cap. Bonhal HMS Sparrowhawk 12 Division 12 Divisién
1.2 Division 3.2 Division 2. Division HMS Garland HMS O i
< : C < s L " S0 HMS Obedient
& (vicealmirante Jerram) & (contralmirante Duff) g (contralmirante Gaunt) Cruceros ligeros de escolta W’%ﬁ HMS Contest HMVS Marti;\; HMS Mindful
contralmirante H. L. Heatl "
S HMS King GeorgeV (cap. Field) & & HMS Colossus (cap. Pound) HMS Canterbury (cap. Royds) HMS Magic HMS Marvel
9 HMS Ajax (cap. Baird) = HMS Royal Oak(cap. Maclachlan) 2 : p- HMS Chester (cap. Lawson) HMS Mi DiAeth Grupo 8 HMS Minion HMS Onslaught
g HMS Centurion (cap.Culme-Seymour) E HMS Superb (cap. Hyde Parker) E HMS Collingwood (cap._ Ley) e (cap. i ) Cruceros Ligeros en misién HMS Owl
& HMSErin (cap. Stanley) & HVS Canada (cap. Nicholson) & HMS St.Vincent (cap. Fisher) Destructores de escolta e :ﬁmpSh"(e e ) decomunicaciones HMS Hardy 22 Divisién 22 Division
9 . < & HMS Neptune (cap. Bernard) HMS Shark oe 5;;?12 (CCZP' L:g;;fns;‘ HMS Boadicea (com. Woolcombe) HMS Mischief HMS Mystic HMS Maenad
2. Division. 42 Division 6.2 Divisin HMS Ophelia = B HMS Active (cap. Withers) HMS Midge HMS Mons HMS Narwhal
(contralmirante Leveson) (vicealmirante Sturdee) (vicealmirante Burney) HMS Christopher HMS Blanche (cap. Casement) i ) HMS Mandate HMS Nessus
: HMS Acasta HMS Bellona (cap. Dutton) 2.” Media Flotilla HMS Michael HMS Noble
HMS Orion (cap. Backhouse) HMS Bembow (cap. Wise Parker) HMS Broke
HMS Monarch (cap. Borrett) HMS Marlborough (cap. Ross)
p- - HMS Bellerophon (cap. Bruen) HMS Revenge (cap. Kiddle) Otras unidades 2.7 Media Flotilla 2. Media Flotilla
HMS Conqueror (cap. Tothill) HMS Temeraire (cap. Underhill) R HMS Abdiel (destructor-minador) 3. Division HMS Kempenfelt HMS Marksman
HMS Thunderer (cap. Fergusson) : HMS Hercules (cap. Clinton-Baker) ¢ X
- erg HMS Vanguard (cap. Dick) HMS Agincourt (cap. Doughty) (cap. fragata B. Curtis) HMS Porpoise HMS Opal
HMS Oak (destructor) HMS Unity 3.2 Division HMS Nonsuch
(cap. corbeta D. Faviell) HMS Marne HMS Menace
4.7 Division HMS Milbrook HMS Munster
HMS Achat
BATTLE CRUISER FLEET vicealmirante sir John David Richard Beatty (HMS Lion) HMS Ambuesscade > Manners L2y Rose
cap. RudolfWalter Bentinck 3.2 Escuadron de Cruceros Ligeros HMS Ardent 4.7 Division
Buque insignia: HMS Lion (cap. A. E. Montacute Chatfield) 1.& Escuadrén de Cruceros Ligeros (contralmiranteT. D.W. Napier) 5 ot HMS Moon
(comodoro E. S. Alexander-Sinclair) HMS Mounsey
HMS Falmouth (cap. Edwards) HMS Morning Star

1.& _Escuadrén de Cruceros de Batalla

2.° Escuadron

de Cruceros de Batalla

HMS Galatea (com. Alexander-Sinclair)

HMS Yarmouth(cap. Pratt)

13.% Flotilla de Destructores

9.7 Flotilla de Destructores

(contralmirante sir O. de B. Brock) (contralmirante sir W. C. Pakenham) HMS Phaeton (cap. Cameron) HMS Birkenhead (cap. Reeves) (cap. J. U. Faire) (cap. de fragata M. L. Goldsmith)
HMS Inconstant (cap. Thesiger) HMS Gloucester (cap. Blunt) HMS Champion
HMS Princess Royal (cap. Cowan) HMS New Zealand (cap. Green) HMS Cordelia (cap. Beamish) 1 Division
HMS Queen Mary (cap. Prowse) HMS Indefatigable (cap. Sowerby) 1.2 Division HMS Lydlard
HMSTiger (cap. Pelly) 2.° Escuadron de Cruceros Ligeros HMS Obdurate HMS Liberty
(comodoro W. E. Goodenough) HMS Nerissa HMS Landrail
HMS Termagant
. . . HMS Southampton (com. Goodenough) HMS Moresby 2.7 Division
Portahidroaviones 5.° Escuadrén de Combate e
A e e e HMS Birmingham (cap. Duff) HMS Moorsom
HMS Engadine i £ p " an Pl
(cap. corgbeta Robinson) {oontralmiran ] ) 1.2 Flotilla de Destructores pEEcttinghamlicapitiller) 2.2 Division HMS Laurel
Com A (e sEvienEs e ACORAZADOS DREADNOUGHT (cap. C.D. Roper) HMS Dublin (cap. Scott) HMS Nestor HMS Morris
tipo 184 HMS Barham (cap. Craig) HMS Fearless (crucero ligero) :mg m%;gf
HMS Valiant (cap. Woolcombe) HMS Defender HMS Onslow
HMS Warspite (cap. Phillpotts) - S 4
HMS Malaya (cap. Boyle) 1.7 Division 2.2 Division 32 Division
HMS Acheron HMS Badger H.MS N Barough
HMS Ariel HMS Lizard R P
HMS Attack HMS Goshawk HMS Petard
HMS Hydra HMS Lapwing

HMSTurbulent
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FUERZAS ALEMANAS

(bajo el mando operacional conjunto del vicealmirante Reinhardt Scheer)

HOCHSEEFLOTTE vicealmirante Reinhard Scheer (SMS Friedrich der Grosse)
cap. Adolf vonTrotha

GroReTorpedoboote
Buque insignia: SMS Friedrich der Grosse (cap.Theodor Fuchs)

comodoro Andreas Michelsen
SMS Rostock (cap. Feldmann)

CRUCEROS LIGEROS "
4.° Aufklarungsgruppe

(comodoro L. von Reuter) TORPEDEROS

3. Geschwader 1.e* Geschwader 2.” Geschwader

CONtTa I Ty P S—— et oo (i £ Imi F M SMS Stettin (cap. Rebensburg) 1.2 Torpedoboots-Flottille  3.” Torpedoboots-Flottille 5.2 Torpedoboots-Flottille 7° Torpedoboots-Flottille
= . . = piceaiaieaocm! 9 contralmirante Franz Mauve SMS Miinchen (cap. Bocker) 1.2 Halbflottille (cap. corb.W. Hollmann) (cap. corb. O. Heinecke) (cap. corb. G. von Koch)
5 (SMS Konig) 5 (SMS Ostfriesland) 9 (SMS Deutschland) SMS Frauenlob (cap. Hoffman) (ten. nav. Albrecht) SMS S-53 SMS G-11 SMS S-24
25 52 Division 8+ 12 Divisio 5 3°Diisien s St ca. PR Ceony DD
2 e 2 .__Livision . = R SMS Hamburg (cap. Von Gaudecker) sMS G-40 5.2 Halbflottille 9.2 Halbflottille 13.% Halbflottille
pr contralmirante Behncke) o & tral te M '

i ( ~ - 2 {vicealmirante Schmidt) 2 (contralmirante Mauve) e NS Fereyil faeoh
2 SMS Kénig (cap. Briininghaus) & SMS Ostfriesland (cap. Von Natzmer) § SMS Deutschland (cap. Meurer) SMS S-32 SMSV-73 SMS V-4 SMS §-17
2 SMS Groser Kurfilrst (cap. Goette) 2 SMSThiiringen (cap. Kiisel) o SMS Hessen (cap. Bartels) SMS G-88 SMS V-6 SMS S-20
N SMS Kronprinz (cap.Feldt) > SMS Helgoland (cap.Von Kameke) & SMS Pommern (cap. Bélken) SMS V-1 SMS S-16
§  SMSMarkgraf(cap. Seiferling) & SMS Oldenburg (cap. Hopfner) & 6.2 Halbflottille SMS V-3 SMS S-18
3 K
< < < SMS V-48
6. Divisién 2.2 Divisién 4.2 Divisién SMS S-54 10.% Halbflottille 14.2 Halbflottille
(contralmirante Nordmann) (contralmirante Engelhardt) (contralmirante Von D. zu Lichtenfels) SMS G-42 SMS G-8 SMS S-19
. . SMS V-5 SMS S-23

SMS Kaiser (cap. Von Keyserlingk) SMS Posen (cap. Lange) SMS Hannover (cap. Heine) SMS G-7 SMS V-.189

SMS Prinzregent Luitpold (cap. Heuser) SMS Rheinland (cap. Rohardt) SMS Schlesien (cap. Behncke) '

SMS Kaiserin (cap. Sievers) SMS Nassau (cap. Kiine) SMS Schleswig-Holstein (cap. Varrentrapp) SMS G-9

SMS Westfalen (cap. Redlich) SMS G-10

AUFKLARUNGSSTREITKRAFTE vicealmirante Franz Hipper (SMS Liitzow)
cap. corb. Erich Raeder

UNTERSEEBOOTE Fiihrer der Unterseeboote cap. Hermann Bauer
Buque insignia: SMS Liitzow (cap. Victor Harder)

Buque insignia: SMS Hamburg
(cap. Victor Harder)

GroReTorpedoboote
comodoro Paul Heinrich

SMS Regensburg (cap. Heuberer)
TORPEDEROS

CRUCEROS DE BATALLA CRUCEROS LIGEROS

SUBMARINOS

1.ec Aufklarungsgruppe
(vicealmirante F Hipper)

SMS Liitzow (cap. Harder)

2.2 Aufkldrungsgruppe
(contralmirante F. Boedicker)

SMS Frankfurt (cap. VonTrotha)

2.*Torpedoboots-Flottille
(cap. frag. H. Schuur)

EnTerschelling: U-46, U-67

6.°Torpedoboots-Flottille
(cap. corb. M. Schultz)

9.*Torpedoboots-Flottille
(cap. corb. H. Goehle)

En el estuario del Humber: UB-21
En Flamborough Head: UB-22

SMS Derfflinger (cap. Hartog) ~ SMS Elbing (cap. Madlung) SMS B-98 SMS G-41 SMSV-28 En (;I {IOI':O ((ji.eUF(zr;h: U-52, U-24, U-70, U-32, U-51, U-63, U-66
SMS Seydlitz (cap. Von Egidy)  SMS Pillau (cap. Mommsen) A ' . ) o ) En Ief_erdead. P, tland: U-44, U-43
SMS Moltke (cap.Von Karpf) ~ SMS Wiesbaden (cap. Reiss) Z'Mgagt:g?'"e ;h:f)ﬂomue ;ﬁgf]‘ggomue qicglierdo CogRpuianc Sty
SMS Von derTann (cap. Zenker) SMS G-102 SMS G-87 SMS V.26
SMS B-112 SMS G-86 SMS S-36
SMS B-97 SMS S-51 MARINE LUFTSCHIFF ABTEILUNG cap. corb. Peter Strasser
12.7 Halbflottille SMS S-52 ZEPELINES
4 Halbflottille SMSV-69 L E En vuelo el 31 de mayo: L9, L-14, 1-26, L-21, L-23
il SMENgS 18 4Halbllotille En vuelo el 1 de junio: L-11, 1,17, 1-22, 1-24
SMS B-110 SMS V-46 SMS V-30
SMS B-111 SMS S-50 SMS S-34
SMS G-103 SMS G-37 SMS S-33
SMS G-104 SMSV-29

SMS S-35



