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PREFACE vil

On more general questions, such as the position
and actions of units, only one controversy has been
raised, and that is concerned with the early stages
of the Battle of St. Eloi. This difficulty is to some
extent inevitable, for with the e‘(ceptlon of the
Second Battle of Ypres there has been no action in
this history of the Corps in which the true facts
have been more difficult to obtain than in that con-
fused fighting in the mud on the dreary dawn of
April 6th of 1916, which lost us the craters and the
advanced line. But all the available evidence has
been sifted with the greatest care, and nothing has
been brought to my attention which makes me
inclined to modify or alter the provisional account
given in the second volume. This does not mean
in the least that in the future quite fresh material,
both from Canadian and German sources, may not
become available after the war and throw a totally
new light on certain episodes. With this additional
evidence before him the future historian may be
able to rewrite parts of the story from the stand-
point of this fuller knowledge. There is, however,
one particular correction which can be made at once.
I find that I have done something less than justice
to the work of the 2nd Pioneer Battalion during
the St. Eloi fighting. Their task here was one of
incredible difficulty owing to the conditions of
the weather, the state of the ground, to the severe
and continuous shelling to which the whole area
was subjected, and the uncertainty as to positions
which wrapped the whole action in a fog. Yet the
Pioneers’ work was carried through withh great
courage and energy. In particular, the reconstruc-
tion of the old front British line from Shelley Farm




