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Synopsis

This thesis provides an accouritthe role played by seveweterans who fought in the Battle
for Fire Support Patrol Base (FSPB) Coral, 12 May to 6 Juneil9&jth Vietnam.The
veterans interviewed are from 102 Field BatterpyRl Australian Artillery andhe First
Battalion Royal Australian Regime@RAR Mortar Platoon The veteran@memories challenge
the account giverin On the Offensive: The Australian Army in the Vietnam War-1963 the
Official History series devoted to the Vietham WHney believe the Official History is incorrect
when it comes to four main mattershe intelligence provided to the unitying in to FSPB
Coral the positioning of the artillery &tteries, two FinbPreventative Fire taskand the use of
splintex and ricocheting artilleryhey also argue that the Official History has overlooked their
role in the battle itself, one that was important in the overall outcome of the initial attacks

launched by théNorth Viethamese ArmyNVA and Viet Cong.

! 1an McNeill and Ashley EkingDn the Offensive: The Australian Army in the Vietnam War 11968, (Crows
Nest: Allen & Unwin, 2003)pp. 347381.
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Abbreviations

1RARFirst Battalion Royal Australian Regiment.

2RARSecond Battalion Royal Australian Regiment
3RARThirdBattalion Royal Australian Regiment

9RARNINnth Battalion Royal Australian Regiment.
AK47:Avtomat Kalashnikov@Kalashnikov Assault Rifle).
AO:Area of Operations.

ARVNArmy of the Republic of Vietnam.

Bombardier:An Atrtillery soldier equal to the rank of Corporal.
Bund: A substantial amount of dirthat is built into a protective wakround the artillery guns.
Coral:Fire Support Patrol Base Coral.

FSBFire Support BasgJnited States term).

FSPBEFEire Support Patrol Base (Australian term).

Gunner:An Atrtillery soldier equal to the rank ofrivate.

K PadDesignated Landing Zowa¢ Fire Support Patrol Base Coral.
MiD: Mention in Despatches

MM: Military Medal.

NVA:North Viethamese Army.

RPGRocket Propelled Grenade.

Shell scrapeA shallow holaised for temporarypersonal protection

Spooky:The Dougla&G47 Spooky (also nicemed "Puff, the Magic Dragon#asthe first in a
series of gunships developed by the United States Air Force during the Vietnam War

Tannoy: The loudspeaker communication system that connects the Command Post to the
Artillery Guns.

US:United States.
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Introduction

CtKA&a (GKSara NBFESOGa GKS | dziK2NRa Ay, ahmsad
particular the Battle folFire Support Patrol Base (FSPB) Corathwidcurred between 12 May
and 6 June 1968As will be discussed in the body of the thesis, this was part of the largest
operation undertaken by the Australian Task Force in Vietham, Operdtan Thangyet it
remains virtually unknown to most Australiarie interest in Coral itselfas sparked by one
former FSPBeteran and the concernse had, not only abouthe way Coral is portrayed in the
Official History but also about the generdhck of recognition that battle itself has received in
the military histories of Vietnam over thast forty-five yearsHe was also concerned that the
critical roleplayed by 102 Field Battery aridRAR Mortar Platoon in the events of 12 and 13

May 1968, which is the focus of this thesis, has been overlooked in the Official History.

Seven veterans &m these units were interviewed for this thesis. The interviews reveal that the
units were ill prepared, badly positioned and completely unaware of the strength of the enemy
in the area surrounding Coral. With that, 102 Field Battery and the 1IRAR Mataobore

the brunt of the initial attacks mounted by the NVA and the Viet Cong on 12 and 13 May.

Official Histories, of course, have always been subject to criticism by those who were there.

Often these criticisms reflect a misunderstanding of the jolihef Official Historians whose
purpose is to provide an overview of events rather than a detailed description of the actions of
each unit within the broader picture of battle. Yet, the Official Histories can, and do, get it

wrong. The discipline of militgrhistory is ample evidence of that as scholars revisit and revise

Ay



the work of the Official Histories. For the more recent conflicts, they have also begun to include
the voices of the men who were there rather than rely on archival sources alone. In lumstra

military historiography, this has been marked in histories of the Vietham War.

This thesis, themallows seven Coral veteratise chance to tell the story dfSPECoral in their
own words, to set the record straight as they see it. Their memoriestdrgivid and, like many
veterans from past wars, they have reached an age where they feel it is necessary to have their

views recorded for posterity.

Chapter @e provides an outline of the methodology used to conduct the interviews, how the
literature on the use of oral history informed the approach taken to the interviews, and a brief
overview of the limited secondary literature thataxines the Battle foFSPBCoral.As noted

above, he men interviewed were often highly critical of the Official H&® Q& G@OSNBA2Y
events at the Bdte for FSPB Coral, particularly those of 12 and 13 May. The vetpoanted

to what they saw as factual errors, matters of omission and, above all, the fact that their
experiences were not recorded in a history thafied primarily on wtten official records.
Chapter o= (G KSNBF2NBEXZ LINRPGARSA | &dzYYl Nidhichasfo (G KS

be found inOn the Offensive: The Australian Army in the Vietnam War -1968 by lan

N)Y

McNeill and Ashley Ekif<Chapter fireeexamines four key eventsinthe battENR2 ¥ ( KS Y Sy ¢

perspectivesintelligence provided to the unitghe positioning of the gun dtteries, two Final
Preventative Fire taskandthe use ofsplintex and ricocheting artillery round€hapterFour is

0KS YSyQa RSAONALIIAZ2Y 2F (GKS Oft 2a$S |jdzZ NI SN&

! 1an McNeill and Ashley EkingDn the Offensive: The Australian Army in the Vietnam War 11968, (Crows
Nest: Allen & Unwin, 2003)pp. 347381.
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History.

Before any unit was sent to Vietnam, they had to aridke jungle warfare training at the

Jungle Training Centre at Canungra, Queensland. The course is designed to test the men under
pressure, test their physical ability and prepare them for Vietham. At Canungra, 102 Field
Battery excelled in their traininggmerging as a confident and capable battery, a group of men
1YAGGSR AydG2 | FlLYAfed ta LIy ! KSFENY NBYI NJ SF
ol GUSNES Ay FFOG 6S 6SNB Byt the ditiakod the/nien foulry OK & 2
themselvesn at Coral demanded far more than arrogance based on their success in training: it

demanded that they translate training into practice.

2lan Ahearn (interview conducted 11 February 2014)0p.



Chapter OneMethodology and Literature Review

This chapter describes the methodology and research methods undertaken for this thesis, a
review of relevant literature and a brief discussion of the interviews used for this work. It

concludes with how historians have tackled the importance of memoriggntriting of history.

Methodology

The first stage of research was to identify men who had served with 102 Field Battery and 1RAR
Mortar Platoonat FSPECoral for interview. As noted in the Introduction, seven veterans were
selected, viz: Captain Donalt A 1> [ ASdziSylyd LIy ' KSIENYysE .2
Gunned Q ¢ K2YIl a / I N2 Re& David Trolasdrom/ 1025Field Bdttéry RoyalR
Australian Artillery, andLieutenant AnthonyJensen, Seconrid-CommandMortar Platoon,

(1RAR Theartillery gunsarelisted as Alpha (No. 1), Bravo (No. 2), Charlie (No. 3), Delta (No. 4),

Echo (No. 5) and Foxtrot (No. 6).

TheA y i S NdbjecBve@I1Qda (2 | aOSNII Ay (K8 paxibh@Rttlefb O2f £ S(
FSPB Coral on 12 and 13 May 19B8ese recttctions were then set beside theersion of
eventscontainedin K I LJG SNJ mu W. GGt S | (-aCRNB1 dlcdzlQLIANT G.KIS:
History! This methodprovidesa different perspective of what happedeespecially over the
twodaysoimH YR Mo aléd ¢KS AYyGSNWASga 6SNB O2yRd
homes, at the Australian War Memorialf the Castle Hill RSL Club and at the Nowvidteklin

Wollongong. All interviewees agreed to these interviews, they were relaxedthéttprocess

! McNeill andEkins,On the Offensivepp. 347381
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and felt it important to not only answer the questions asked, but to provide very personal
memories that have stayed with them for over 45 years. Five Coral veterans were interviewed
in person, two over the telephone. The questions were cdhgftonstructed and the interview

was conducted in an unobtrusive manner.

The approaches to, and the framing of the questions asked in the interview, followed the
guidelines set down by Raymond Opdenakker Charles T. Morriss€¥pdenakker describes

the faceto-face interview as beip a synchronous communication time and place. The
advantage of this method includesotation of social cues such as body language, voice and
intonation. This can provide the interviewer with extra material that can bedus later
questions’ Opdenakker also states that the time frame between the question asked and the
answer received is more spontaneous and is often given without reflection on the part of the
interviewee? The telephone interview is seen as a synchrahaommunication of time,
asynchronous communication of place. The advantage is that an interview can be achieved
regardless of distance, but the disadvantage is the inability to read the social cues evident in

faceto-face interviews

Morrissey adds thathe interviewer should allow the interviewee to determine the place of
interview, should have a thorough understanding of the research area, be prepared to listen

without interrupting, ask open ended questions, ask for examples and leave potentialtyldiffi

Raymond Opdenakker, O6Advantages and Disadvantages of F
Qualitative Social Researchiol. 7, no. 4 (September 2006), ppl3.

®Charles T. Morrissey, O60On or al history i fheOravi ewi ngo,
History Reader(London: Routledge, 1998), pp07-113.

‘S‘Opdenakker, 6Advantages and [OguesmQuabtatite &gagchp. 2 f Four | nte
ibid.

®ibid., pp. 45.
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guestions for later in the interview rather than at the beginning. In essence, the interviewer
needs to create a sense of trust with the interviewee in an envirortntee latter finds

comfortable’

Potential interviewees were formally invited to panpate in this research project. They were

provided with an overview of the objectives of the research and advised that they could choose
either to be involved in the research, or diee the invitation (Appendixl). Those who

confirmed that they wished t@ S A Y G SNIBASSHSR ¢ SNB Rai@ipatoa Sy i
Information Sheetind Consent ForrfAppendices 2 and). Those | was unable to meet fat®

face were sent the forms with a stamped return addressed envelope.

The Participant Information Shegprovided information on the Researcher, Supervisor,
Methods and Demands on Participant, Possible Risks, Inconveniences and Discomforts, Funding
and Benefits of the Research, akthics Review and Complainsdl forms were duly returned

with agreement to prticipate. Two of the tick boxes on the Consent Form offered the
participants the option of a personal interview or providing a written response. The tick box
offering the participants the option of using a pseudonym was crossed out by all the
participans. They specifically requested that their proper names be used. This, they felt, was

necessary to add authégity to the thesiSAppendix 4).

The participants were also sent the questions that would be used in the inte{®ippendix 5)
They were infformB G K G (G KS |j dzSa ( A 2Qbét weseSaNytiide yoAsguesWatS G A v

would be raised and that they could answer the questionkull, in part or not at allThey were

"Morrissey,6 On o r ail nthd rsvio27#&i ngo, p.

12



also advised that they could raise other issues related to the battle sagjest additional

guestions at their discretion

Following the guidelines set out by Opdenakker and Morrissey, the interviews began with
general background questions (for example, how they came to be in the Army) widch
veterans felt comfortable about angsing and which provided context for the more specific
guestions that followed. All interviews were recorded on a digital audio recordemand then
transcribed A copy of each recording was made to ensure that the original material was not

lost or damagd duringthe transcriptionprocess

¢tKS RSOA&A2Y (2 NBO2NR NI GKSNI GKFy GF1Sa y2ia¢
methodological approach to oral history. Listening, according to Thompson, takes longer than
reading, and if the recordinggeatranscribed, the task and process becomes longer. That said,
however, the recorded interview is a more accurate record of the interview, as opposed to a
meeting where the interviewer attempts to transcribe what has been said or summarises what

has beensaid® The recorded interview captures the nuances of the voice, pauses and asides,
Ff2y3a SAOK (GKS dzy OSNIFAYGASaE 2F (GKS Ay idSNIIA S
elements cannot be captured by taking notes during an interview, which are maummary

of what was said as opposed toow it was said’. And how something was said is often as

important as what was said.

& paul ThompsoriThe Voice of the Past: Oral Historft,ondon: Oxford University Press, 1978), p. 98.
9 g e
ibid.
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Literatureand Sources

The Battle fol=FSPB Coral took place between 12 May and 6 June 1968 during the second Tet
Offensive (sometimes known as the May Offensive). Despite the scale of the operations
involved and the attack on FSPB Coral, it has received little attention in the literatueatksti

to combat operations during the Vietnam War. For most, the Battle of Long Tan is remembered
as the significant military operation during the Vietnam War, leaving FSPB Coral forgotten.
There is even confusion over the nomenclature of the base. TheidfHistory, for example,

when explaining events at Coral, use the term Fire Support Base'{R8H) this has
subsequently been repeated through later works on Coral. The Royal Australian Artillery,

however, operated a Fire Support Patrol Base (FSPB).

The term FSB is accredited to the American Army. For them, the FSB is distinguished by its use
of fire power to dominate the surrounding area. At a tactical level, this was entirely different to
the Australian units, who, since World War Two, controlledirtreessigned area through a
combination of firepower and extensive patrollifgAlthough this may seem a minor matter to
outsiders, to the men interviewed for this thesis it is not. The term FSPB distinguishes the unit
as an Australian unit with a differefainction to that of the American FSBThis thesis, then,

will use FSPB, the term which has also been acknowledged in the majority of primary source

19 McNeill andEkins,On the Offensivepp. 347381.

“"lI'an Ahearn, 6South Vietihamh ®Maysi9BatldumaofE&RombBabr g8t |
Australian Artillery Historical Companyno. 84 (2012), p. 6.

ibid.
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material relating to Australian forces in Vietnam, and, in particuath reference to the Battle

for F$B Corat®

Thissection of thechapterreviews the works most relevant to thresearch, a book by Lex
McAulay, the chapter on Coral that appears in the Official History and articlesirbg t
veterans, lan Ahearn, Ndiradley and Tony Jensen. The literatypertaining to the use of
memory in writing history is discussed in the next section, particularly the work of Paul

Thompson, James Bennett, Alistair Thomson and Barbara Allen

In 1988, Lex McAulay publishétie Battle of CoraFire Support Bases Coaald Balmoral May
1968 The bool@ release coincided with the twérth anniversary of the battleMcAulay
RSAONAOSR A0 lFa o60SAy3a WGKS oA33aSad dzyAd f S@St
2 | NBebveen May and June 1968, a seriéactions were fought by the Firgtustralian Task

Force in and around FSPB Coral and BalmoralO! dzf | & @main® te2ohly fullength
study of the battle and effectively captures the professionalism, courage, compassion, humour
and initiative displayed ythe Australian soldiers when faced with a force that outnumbered
them. It is an indepth account detailing the buidp, the deploynent, subsequent attacks at
FSPRCoral and Balmoral tthe eventual closure of the baseShree veterans, however gheve

that his account of the Regimental ReconnaissanagyRhat flew into FSPB Coral, and the
positioning of both 161 Field Battery and 102 Field Battery at FSPB Coral, are incorrect. The

0221 OflFAYa GKIFIG GKS | O0A2ya ( Recdnaissarke Partya 2 NJ

BAustralian War Memorial, Australian Army Commander sd I
Australian Regiment, Narrative, Duty Officers Log;31 May 1968), AWM95/-1-78 Part 1,
http://www.awm.gov.au/collection/record/awm95/subclass.aspiD=1309 (accessed 10 April 2013).

4 Lex McAulay, The Battle of Coral: Fire Support Bases Coral and Balmoral May 10@8toria: Century

Hutchinson Australia Pty Ltd, 1988).

%ibid., inside cover.
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indicated that they arrived approximately 1000 metres from the proposed landing zone and

subsequently marched off to establish the correct positibn.

The version of what happened at FSPB Coral that has been far more influential, however,
appears in the Official History series devoted to the Vietnam \War,the Offensive: The
Australian Army in the Vietham War 196968’ written by lan McNeill and AshteEkins.

l f 0 K2dAK GKAA&a @¢2N] | LIWISIFNBR FAFGSSYy @SFHNA 7
booksl yI f @&aAy3a GKS &I N GKIFIG KIF @S 0 S Siginarhdddtef A & KSF
Australian Wal® 6 LJdzo f A A KSR A Y H Yietmam: STheCoNplefeSStofy loidtheS & Q
Australian Wat® 6 LJdzo f AA KSR HAMHO Alsyafa andStieSvieinasn Rk NR & Q
(published 2014)Chapter 12 inOn the Offensivéocuseson the military buildup and reasons

for establishing a base fokustralian units in the Bieioa/Long Binharea. It describes, in

detail, the reconnaissanceand military intelligence used, military units and the key players

involved in the establishment of FSPB Corak chapter brings to the fore the role played by
Murtagh, and the difficultieie faced as the FSPB defence commanti¥et,when it comes to

the battle fought on 12 and.3 May, the focus of this thesis, the men interviewed for this thesis

find the account fractured; one that has omissions, has some facts wrong and one that does not

reflect their own experiences.

%®ibid., p. 34.

" McNeill andEkins,On te Offensivepp. 347381.

18 paul Hamyietnam: The Australian Wa(Australia: Harper Collins Publishers, 2007), pp.-368.

¥ Bruce DaviesYietnam: The Complete Story of the Australian W@rows Nest: Allen & Unwin, 2012), pp. 377
384.

2 peter EdwardsAustralia and the Vietham Wa(Sydney: New South Publishing, 2014), pp. 208.

% McNeill andEkins,On te Offensivep. 360.
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Three veterans have voiced their criticism of the way the campaign has been portiiaysgd.

WSy &aSy Ay KXRpioxidesh dnalysis df eNskrate@id and tactical aims of the North
+AStylryYySasS I Nyes GKS CANRG !'dzadNIftAlFY ¢l aj C2
involved and detail of the Battle fdFSPB Coral pertaining to the 1RAR Mortar Platoon. Jensen

wrote hisarticle in 1973 tpl & KS LJdzi AdxX wasSid GKS NBO2NR aiN
at FSPB Coral directly impacted the Mortar Platobmvhich he was the Seconad-Command.

Jensen points out that the commander of the recorssance party, uporahding, belieed that

they were not in the correct location and movedpapximately 1200 metres to the nortlaet

to establish a new position. Was at this time the Rinooks(heavy lift helicoptersylelivering

the artillery of 161Field Battery arrived ahrequired an area. With the commander absent, the

pilots were asked to delay the landinghi$ was not possiblehowever,and the 161 Field

Battery Captain accepted the guns then and there at the original landing zone. Although the
Official History wouldhot be publisteddzy G Af on &SI NB fFGSNE WSyasSyQ

hFFAOAILT |1 AA0G2NREQa OSNEAZ2Y O

bSAt . NIRfS& Ay KAaz WwW.lLdatsSa 2F /2Nrf |yR .}
2 | 3 (%6irds to what he believes were failures ant 22 NJ . NA |y  Bratiisylid 3 K Qa
adamant that the 150@netre distance between 102 Field Bary and 161 Field Battery (which

would play a part in the battlewas a result of inaccurate map reading and an inability to

comprehend the area needed fanree artillery batteriego defend the baseHe states that the

2Captain A.H. Jelnfaneynvol. xig, RS P(Baylioerl$78),oop. 231.

BNeil Bradley, 6Battles of Coral and Bal morMnstryPart 2:
for Culture and Heritag¢30 January 2009), http://www.vietnamwar.govt.nz/memory/batibealandbalmorat

part2 (accessed 25 February 2012).

17



confusion surrounding the layout of FSPB Coral was largely attributable to Murtagh, which is

alsoat odds with the Official History.

In September 2012, | NI A Ot S G A (i f S Rattled’df Eatafl Khc1Bth IBay §968YY CA N
¢ KS wS I”fwas{ plit#iskidd On thelournal of the Royal Australian Artillery Historical
Company.The author, lan Ahearn wate Gun Position Officewho served with 102 Field

Battery, Royal Australian Artillery &SPB CoraHewrote the article in response to what he

views aghe inaccuracies andmissionsand an incomplete picturef what happened, in the
hFFAOALET | Aa02NB Q& I OO02 dzy/His agtidle takds 8xceptiorstg tha 2 F
Official HistdNB v@raion of the landing of the Regimental Reconnaissahctl® & > a dzNIi | 3 K Q2
the omission 6the decision to adopt two Fin&lreventative Fire tasks (which were pertinent to

the battle) and the account of the use of splintex and ricocheting antilerring the battle. The

@SGSNF yQa O Ngsdd in aré détail inl CNaptenfes. & O dz

Two other published sources used weFae Gunnefs by David Horner and N& | Yy a dzNJi F 3 K

I NI AOEfSE W/ 2Nl f{2¥SywsO0DNTEKAOFABY AN aFYl Ddzyy SN

The interviews with the veterans were the major primary source used in this thesis. Other
sources used werethew! w / 2 Y YDiane® SsNsnfantry unit was supported by 102
Field Battery throughout their deployryeli Ay A SOyl Y& igrigsProvide ¥ Yl Yy RS

descriptive account of movements and actions conducted by both 1RAR and 102 Field Battery.

“Ahearn, o6aSm:uthkhi rvstetBppt5e4 e of Coral 6

% David Horner,The Gunners: A History of Australian ArtillergSydney: Allen & Unwin, 1995), pp. 48488.

®Brian Murtagh, ©6Coral Twenty Ei ghDuty¥Fietawls2, no.i2(1996)p me r e c (
p. 21.

““Australian War Memorial, Australian Army Commanderso |
Australian Regiment, Narrative, Duty Officers Log Annexes, Maps, paH3a (flay 1968), AWM95/-1-78 Part 2,
http:/www.awm.gov.au/collection/record/awm95/subclass.asp?levellD=1309 (accessed 10 April 2013).
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An account from Lance Corporal Allen James (Jack)IR&R Mortar Platoon siglea was also

used?®

Memory and History

Well before theinvention of wrting, memory, based on a retelling of stories, events and
experiences, was a means feserving the past. As Nigel Hunt arguesMemory, War and
Trauma?® written history emergedasa result of this retellindgpeingcaptured in words on paper
rather than words spoken, vividly exposed through the writings of early historians such as
Herodotus® who is often described as the father of history. This approach to history has
emerged in modern historiography as oral history. Paul Thompson argues that oray hiasor
been, and remains in many ways, a principle source of communicating past human experience.
It offers insights into areas of history not always covered by the written records. This is why
today we have a burgeoning community of professional and amaléstorians whose sel

purpose is to unveil thosparts of history not recorded in the written record.

Oral history is not an obijectification of the past, but more an acceptance of events as seen
through the eyes of the participants. It provides a vdigethose who, more often than not,
remain faceless, buivho are no less importarthan the leaders whose lives are recorded in the
written record>? Recollectionsre critical when individuals encounter history: they can create

an empathy that has a sociaekpression. That may explain why the Australian War Memorial

2 Australian War Memorial, Splintex Dart, Battle of Coral: Lance Corporal A J Parr, 1 Battalion Royal Australian
Regiment, http://www.awm.gov.au/collection/REL35838
22 Nigel. C. HuntMemory, War and TraumgCambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010), p. 98.

ibid.
'Paul Thompson, 6T hRobexBdrks and Ali$tair THomsorP(@d&¢ @ral Histony Reader
(London: Routledge, 2006), p. 25.
%2 Hunt, Memory,War and Traumapp. 108109.
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attracted over900,500visitors in 20132 For many, the Australian War Mwrial allows visitors
to centre family histories within the metanarratives of Australians and Whrs supports the
rationale of this thesisTheworks of Paul Thompson, Alistair Thomson, Barbara Allen and James
Bennetton the importance omemory, and the role it plays in capturintived history and how

to capture it, have shaped the theoretical approach used in thisithe

Paul Thompson, ifthe Voice of the Padtregards the process of memory as being dependant
on several factors. First, there is the subject interest; the more significant or interest in the
subject, the likelihood of it being remembered is increase&mory becomes stimulated by
revisiting the scene, meeting an old acquaintance or speaking about the past. Memory,
¢CK2YLJAZ2Y |adaaSNlasz Aa | adlingReSdiSrgrmeiyeiventny is i K S
also caedependent on the questions asked, andthiese questions hold an interest for the
interviewee® What Thompson argues as relevant has been reflected in the interviews
conducted with the Coral veterans. The men interviewed have an isterethe subject, the

Battle forFSPB Coral, which has rensdrprominent in their memories.

The work of Alistair Thomson ANZAC Memories: Living with the Leg&n#monstrates that,

over time, individual memories may fade or be reworked to suit a particular audience. This

Ay

howewer, as Thomson points oulpes not dminish the importance® (G KS A Y RA @A Rdzl f C

Its value lies in the intersection between the past as memory and contemporary issues. He

found that remembering in the World War One diggers he interviewed was influenced by the

3 Australian War Memorial, Annual report 202913,
http://www.awm.gov.au/sites/default/files/AnnualReport2013.pdf (accessed 12 February 2014).

3 paul ThompsoriThe Voice of the Pag_ondon: Oxford UniversityPress, 1978)

%ibid., pp. 103104.

% Alistair Thomson ANZAC Memories: Living with the Leger{@ustralia: Monash University Publishing, 2013)
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social and psychologicakgeriences that come with age as well as thsurgence of interest in
ANZACthat came in the 1980s, and that the memories of the men reflected different

experiences, motivations and identitiés.

I ND I NI ! f%¥hé& petdanal Pdiiliof \Odw®rally Communicated HistadBf reasons
that oral history can be used tcomplement, and supplementhe written sourceby injecting
the personal experience into written histaryrhe satiments of the people involved anthe
sharpness of the eyewitness actt provides adifferent perspectivethat can counterbalance
what is often regarded as the impersonal and the generaliseusitory>° The notion that the
dzy AljdzSySaa 2F (GKS AYyRAOGARdAzZ f Qa SELISNASYyOS Aia

wasborne out by the interviewsvith the Coral veterans.

In his®¥luman Values in Oral Hist@ArJamesBennettestablishes the relevance and value of

the recorded interviewAccording to Bennett, the interview conveys the human value and the
importance of the lived evenff[K S 1 S@ AYRA OF (i 2 NJ Adgaof | &¢igfmber G Qa | |
this is he personal viewpointor the human value If this viewpointis removed from an

account, then this in effect jettisons the personal or individual recollecftbiihel remember is

central to the research conducted for this thesifei individual memoriesthe | remember

belongs to themThis supports the thesis objective of capturinK S &2 f RASNID& YSY 2N

%"ibid., pp. 821109.
¥Barbara Allen, 6The Personal Poi Western Folkigreyel.\88 hon2 Or al |y
(April 1975), pp. 116118.
¥ibid., p. 117.
;‘iJ ames Bennett, 6Hu ma@ralMistdrylReviewyolnll (@983),lppbi st or y o,
ibid., p. 6.
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The work of Thompson, Tiason, Allen and Bennett wasomplimented with supportive
literature from several other author&? The additionalmaterial provides furtherunderstanding

of oral history, its connection tmemoty and how thandividual experience provides an insight

into an event.

“Lindsay Dodd, 6Small fish, big pond: using a single ol
Tumblety (ed)Memory and History: Understanding memory as a source and sufljection: Routledge, 2013),

pp. 37; Barbara Allen & William Lynwaa Montell, From Memory to History: Using Oral Sources in Local

Historical research(Nashville: The American Association for State and Local History, 1981), p. 109; E.P.

Thompson;The Making of the English Working Clag&ngland: Penguin Books Ltd, 1968)p. 1112; E.H. Carr,

What is History (England: Penguin Books, 1961), p. 3; Paul Cohkstory in Three Keys: The Boxers as Event,
Experience,and Myth ( New Yor k: Columbia University Press, 1997),
StrikingLive s :  Or all Hi st ory anldoutrhnea P ool fi t\Weoh& modiy194¥8),nsolB86yr Oy, ,

Joan Sangster, O0Telling our stories: feminist debates
Thomson (eds)The Oral History Readef L ond o n: Routl edge, 1998), p. 88; Tre
in oral evidenced, i n Rob &hetOraHistork ReadpthahdoAk Roudetige,i r T h o ms o

1998), p. 273; Robert H. [IheJdoureal bAdedcaa Folkldregval. 80, noi 1d6h and Hi
(April-June 1917), p. 163; Kate Darian Smith and Paula Hamilton (des)ory and History in Twentiefientury

Australia,( Oxf ord: Oxford University Press, 1994) ,andp. 1; John
new directions in the study of modern historyd, 5th edi
Peter Edwards, 6Oral history and official historyd, p.
in Robert Perks andlistair Thomson (eds)fhe Oral History ReadefLondon: Routledge, second edition 2006), p.

33.
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Chapter Two: The Official History

As this thesis examingee Y Sy Qa Y SY 2 NR S & FSPB CoiiaKa8d their diiticisn® of F 2 NJ
the Official History, this chapter summaries its versioneeénts to provide context for the
GSGSNI yaQ 7Tdndziidberdissugsed OrNGhapiendde: intelligence provided to all
deploying units, the positioning of 161 Field Battery and 102 Field Battery, two Final

Preventative Fire tasks, and the use plirgex and ricocheting artillery to defend FSPB Coral.

Brief Overview of Operation Toan Thang

The establishment of FSPB Coral began with Operdfman Thang(Complete Victory), a
combined allied military operation ithe Ill Corp aredeginning on 8 April968 American,
South Vietnamese, Australian, New Zealand ahdi troops were involved. Totallirg),000
service personnelit was the biggest allied operation of the war to datESPB Coralself

would become the largest base ebtshed by the Australian Task Force during the 3var.

The initial purpose ofoan Thangvas to clear 11 provinces of the NVA and the Viet Cong in the
[l Corp Tactical Zone, concentrating on the northern approach to Saigon. The operation
consisted of thre main elements. First, it was toterrupt and eliminate any remaining enemy
forces of company size or larger involved in the Tdfe@sive Secondly, it was to halt any
second wave offensive on Saigon and thirdly, to bolster the units of the Regioral &od

Popular Forcel Y 2 6y K HzZFWRRET Ay GKSS Ldrdz 2NLES NS 002 Y

! McNeill andEkins,On the Offensivep. 347.
Zibid., p. 356.
%ibid., p. 347.
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of fulltime soldiers and volunteers supporting the Army of the Republic of Vietham (ARVN).
They served as a militia organisation and their task weasetare strategic bridgesnd provide

basic security in their areds.
Task Force Progression

The key to understanding the organisational phase and build up to FSPB Coral begins with the
units involved and the operational structurédustralian Major General A.L. MacDonald was
approached by American Lieutenant General Weyand, Commandér-adld Force Vietnam,
requesting the use dthe Australian Task Force to block enemy infiltration routes into Saigon,

the second objective oToanThang.The area that needed securing was the Bien Hoa/Long

Binh complex, situated well north of the relatively secprevinceof Phuoc Tuy, the Australian

Area of Operations (AG)The Task Force was to move from Nui Dat, the First Australian Task
Forcebase, and progressively head north before finishing at AO Surfers (Figur8@&fers was
ONR{1SY Ayid2z GKNBS aSLINIXGS 'hQaT alyftez . 2yR.

Newport?

“ibid., p. 41.
®ibid., pp. 349350.
®ibid.
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BINH DUONG Grouped as AO Surfers o 3
AO Newport f‘r
AO Manly J
Ben Cat AO Bondi (
N
® o r /
Grouped as AO Columbus i {“
Tan Uyen y
\ AO Ayre AO Simpson ‘ &
| - .
'\ LONG KHANH ~
-\\ ] S
\\ 3 \ 'é> Xuan Loc
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/ g —\-AJ\ P e ) — AO Hunter Grouped as ||
/ b AO Nepean AO Murray
/' . Y \ BIEN \ HOA AO Swan Bridge
/ > / \S) AO Belize
Saigon - 7 r“ 15 AO Kennedy
. / - \ - AO Lawson
N 7/ \
\{ : AO Sturt Subsumed by
\"] GIA DINH AO Hume AO Taupo
R Aty AO Giles
\_/'/

[! PHUOC TUY

(Nuu Dat

Figure 2.1:The progressive movement 6fh Qa Gl 1Sy |yR 200dzzJASR o6& (KS
duringoperation Toan Thang, 21 April ToJune 1968 .Note: FirstAustralianTaskForce Base at Nui Dat

is red, AO Giles is blue, AO Columbus is orange and AO Surfers is green.

The move was conatted as a battalion reconnaissaniteforce operation into the Nui Dinh,

Nui Thi Vai and Hat Dicharea®2 ! dzA G NI f A Q&4 ¢ KA NR FOGaGrtA2Yy T

On 21 April, the move into AO Giles (Figure 2.1) marked the beginning of the Task For

engagement inToan Thand With only minor contacts occurring during this phasiee Task

"ibid., p. 351.
8ibid., pp.348349.
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Force proceeded north into the Bien Hoa province. From 23 to 25 April, they commenced a
multi-battalion reconnaissanem-force operation. This move redirected theperational
approach from being search operations to a blocking role, concentrating on infiltration routes

into the Bien Hoa/Long Binh and Saigon areas.

On 5 May, Australian units comprising the First Battalion, Royal Australian Regiment (1RAR) and

the Second Battalion, Royal Australian Regiment (2RAR) were airlifted into AO Co(bighues

HOMO NBEASOAY3a GKS | yAGSR {GlFadSa ! NvyeQa wmopdirl
offensive on Saigomhe Australian Task Force had now established aptioe belt east of the

Bien Hoa/Long Binh complex. In AO Ayre (Figure 2.1), 102 Field Battery moowRPB

Harrison, providing direct artillery support for 1IRAR. At AO Simpson, 108 Field Battery and the

L' YSNROIFY W Q . F G0SNE =SPB Angsork prdvitldy ArfillergshportNids 2 O O dz

2RAR.

With expected enemy infiltration coming from the North Vietnamese Army (NVA) 274
Regiment, the Australians established a pattern of heavy patrolling and the laying of night
ambushes to deal with the exped infiltration!® Since 5 May, enemy contact had been

minimal With the NVA 274 Regiment unsighted by the Australians during this time, and the
second offensive on Saigon faltering, the remaining enemy were considered weak,

uncoordinated and to be gendig in small disorganised groups.

?ibid., p. 349.
Yibid., p. 353.
Yibid.
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On 10 May, leéutenant General Weyand held 2 Yl YRSNEQ O2y FSNBy OS |
Vietnam Headquarters located at Long Binh. This was attended by Brigadier Hughes, First
Australian Task Foremmmander. He was informesbout moving the Task Force further north

Ayia2 |y NBF (y2sy G2 GKS ! YSNAOIYya Fa WEKS
approximately 45 kilometres north of Saigon and 60 kilometres northwest of Nui“[at. 10

May, 3RAR flew into AO Simpson ¢tieve 2RARBRAR sighted no enemies on 11 May. For the

21 days of operations, the Task Force had very little to stoWowever, a large scale
withdrawal of enemy forces from around the Saigon area had begun. The Australians were now

given the task with iterdicting the escaping enenty.
Intelligence

Intelligencereports area vital part of the preparation of troops for deployment. It is expected

to give an indication of the number of enemy and the potential thrisat enemymay pose to

the planned campaign. According to the Official History, there were two intelligence reports on
the strength of the enemy in AO Surfers. The first report warned of a likely enemy presence of
regimental stregth somewhere within AO Surfers. ittentified it as7 NVA Division, which
included the 141 and 165 NVA Regimerasd saw these forces as posinghaeat to FSPB

Coral® Figure 2.2 indicates the \lje of Binh My which was an important NVA staging area.

Zibid., p. 354.
ibid., p. 353.
“ibid., p. 354.
ibid., p. 356.
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@ FSB Baimoral

AO Manly

Figure 2.2:A0 SurfersA N} y3S0 Ay Of dzZRSR adzwaARAFNE ! hQa . 2y RA
Manly established 13 May and AO Newport established 24 fspte: The red rectangle indicates the

village of Binh My. AO Newport did not exist in the original orders. It was created when FSPB Balmoral
was initiated on 24 May.

By the time Wyand called his meeting, whiels noted earlierhad been attended by Hugls, a
second report had been prepared. It stated that the villag&8wih My (Figure .2), located in
AO Surfers, was accessible to enemy troops moving either north or south. The village was well

known as an important staging and resupply area for the NArl Viet Cong units.

%ibid., p. 355.
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Supplementaryintelligence reports and captured documents noted the likelihood of enemy
movements in and around AO Surfers. The enemy units included 141 NVA Regiment (strength
975), 165 NVA Regiment (strength 694), 274 VC Regimeanhdstr 720), 275 VC Regiment
(unknown strength) and the Dong Nai Regiment (strength-800). The fact that it informed

part of the planning for the operation is shown by the fact that it was included ifT #s& Force

After Action Rport.'” Although toth reports also showedhat the enemy forces outnumbered

the Australian forces being deployed to the sectonly the first report suggested that this

represented a threat to FSPB Coral

Hughes, however, did not pass this information down to the next levelhen chain of

command, the unit command level. The Official History does not explain why this was the case,

but when Lieutenant Colonel Bennett and other unitrmomanders met at the Task Force
QYYFYRSNEQ W2NRSNA 3INRAzZLIQ Y S é&nila May, theré was K0S | Y S|
suggestion that there would be a large enemy presence in AO SuRetber, the unit
commanders assued that operations would be ahey had been over the last three weeks.

Contact with the enemy had been limited to small grougsapproximately 10 to 20 men

moving to a proposed rendezvous paiavoiding any confrontation® The decision at Bearcat,

then, was to establish the base at Caaald infantry companies would move out of the base in

the morning to commence their patrols, which had been standard operating procedure.

Yibid., p. 356.
Bibid., p. 363.
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Reconnaissance and air move into FSPB Coral

On 10 May Lieutenant Colonels Phillip Bennett and Jim Shelton caroed an air
reconnaissance of AO Surfers (Figurd).2ZThe US Army pilot given the task flying the

Lieutenant Colonels refused to fly below 2000 feet (600 nstier fear of being shot at and

would permit only one fly over of the area. This caused concemBdanett and Shelton as a

complete picture of the ground, including a rubber plantation to the northwest and landing

zone, was never fully ascertainétiz A G K G KS O2YYlI yYRSNAEQ FANJ NBO2

5.00pm, Brigadier Hughemitiated the move to AO Surfefer 12 May?°

2 A0K GKS !''hQa Sail FBPBCOKISR 2 Maywd secur thé landingyzang,
designated K Pad, followed by the remaining elements of 3RAR and*1R@&RField Battery
Royal New Zealand Atrtillevyas allocated to support 3RAR, whose task was to intercept enemy
units withdrawing from the south and southwest in AO Manly. 102 Field Battery and 1RAR
Mortar Platoon were allocatto support 1RAR who would clear route 16 from FSPB Coral to

the village offan Uyen and provide blocking positions in AO B&ndi.

The fly in to FSPB Coral, however, was delayed. There was a heavy contact occurring three
kilometres from the site between the enemy and the American 1st Division in AO Strfers.
Shelton, who was in etact with Hughes, delayed the fly in of his men to AO Surfers. A second
delay resulted when the Amearan air ontroller, who accompanied Shelton, viewed the

proposed landing zone and considered the vegetation problematic for the landing helicopters.

Yibid., p. 354.
Dipid.

Libid., pp. 354356.
2ibid., pp. 355356.
Zibid., p. 358.
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This potential problem had been missed because of the altitude of the initial air
reconnaissance. A new landing zamgproximately 1000 metres southwest of the original site
was nominated by the American air controlférThese delays subsequently pushed the

allocated fly in times for all units back by a considerable amount.

With the Americans in contact with the enemy, the changed landing zone and modifications to
the fly in plan,LRAR companies a long three to fouhour wait at AO Columbus before flying
into FSPB Coral.W! Q / 21RAB Gbmanding Officer Major Colin Adamson later wrote
GKFG WOGKS o G0 IFSPBRokal ingdibsi andr drapssayl dag ghd then twmurs
before last light the Coys [companieskre sent of willy niljyN [North] , S [South], E [East] and

W [West]G® This resulted in units arriving late in the afternoon with insufficient time to

properly establish the base before nightfall.
Battery Positioning

The first artillery guns to arrive we from 161 Field Battery, Royal New Zealand Atrtillery. They
were ferried in by Chinook helicopters and placed 1000 metres away at an improvised landing
zone to the southwest’ This was the landingore designated by the American abntroller,

not the original landing zone proposed by Bennett and Shetfovhen landedthe 102 Field
Battery guns were positioned 1500 metres away from 161 Field B&ftefhis created a

problem forMajor BrianMurtagh, 12 Field Regiment in command of the artillery defewicine

% ibid.

“ihid., pp. 359360.
%ibid., p. 360.
?ibid., p. 359.
Bibid., p. 354.
ibid., p. 360.
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base how could the defence of FSPB Coral dmordinated with the guns so far apart? The
perimeter of FSPB Coral was napproximatey two kilometres in diamete?® Murtagh later
remarked that the distance between the 161 Field Battery and 102 Biattery guns when

FSPB Coral was attacked was actually a benefit as it allowed the guns of 161 Field Battery to fire

in direct support of 102 Field Battety.

Unknown to the Australians, the occupation ESPBCoral fad been carefully watched by the
NVA whose 7 NVA Division Headquarters was only nine kilometres to the east. Within the
Headquarters vicinity, several units were housed, including 141 NVA Regiment operating to the
east and 165 NVA Regiment operating to the ndftfio the NVA, the Australiansaving into

FSPB Coral was an intrusion into their area and they responded by mobilising one battalion of

141 NVA Regiment, and 275 and 269 Infiltration Grodps.

A reconnaissance patrol from 275 Infiltration Group spied the 102 Field Battery guns, but not
the 1RAR Mortar Platoon as they arrived well into the afternoon and were on the periphery
the 102 Field Battery gun&lnder a dark sky and heavy rain storm, the NVA moved to within

250 metres of the FSPB Coral perimeter ae able to dig irto the eath undetected®*

*ibid.

*Libid.

*ibid., pp. 363364.
*ibid.

*ibid., p. 364.
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Two Final Preventative Fire Tasks

Before last light there was a concerted efftwttie in various sub units and coordinate defences
around FSPB Coral, but as night fell this was still incompléte2 Field Battery and the 1RAR
Mortar Platoon machine gunners established their machine guns in front of their respective
positions, but were unable to test fire or coordinate arcs of fire. The men at EBRB then

settled in for the night with picquetsstablishedas rain began to faff

With the rain easing at midnight, sporadic skirmishes occurred with enemy reconnaissance
parties. Just past midnight, now 13 May, an enemy probe contacted the 1RAR Mortar position

and was engaged by machine gun firetuRe fire from outside the perimeter saw green tracer

rounds heading into the Australian position. This alerted the gunners, who initially thought it

was the Mortars firing through them, but soon realised that the green tracers were North
Vietnamese’’ Thiswas the initial enemy probe of the FSPB Coral defences. Then at 2.25am, 12
Platoon, 2lta Company, 1RAR initiated an ambush on three enemy soldiers in their area. The
O2y il O 1AftSR 2yS SySyeé o0ST2NB (GKSé& NBPINBI G
into the trees above the Australians. This resultgtd i & SNA 2 dz&d Ay S dmNdtiESa NI |

helicopter to remove the dead and wounded Australidhs.

According to the Official History, prior to the ground attack on FSPB @brsil artillery guns

were pointing to the eastA fire mission to the north was called and the rounds were delivered

*ibid., p. 363.

% bid..

%7ibid., p. 364. Note: Tracer ammunition (tracers) are bullets that are built with a small pyrotechnic charge in their

base. Ignited by the burning powder, the pyrotechnic composition burns brightly, making the projectile visible to the

naked eye. This enablesethooter to follow the trajectory and make corrections. Tracers are generally loaded as

the fifth round in a rifle magazine or machine gun belt. Often referred to as a four to one tracer.

#ibid., p. 365. Note: Throughout the Vietnam War, all evacudtienl i copt er s assumed the call
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by 102 Field Battery in support of the infantiyhe Official History does not expldire reasons
for the fire mission,simply that it occurredWith the fire mission concluded the gunners
remained at their poststjckQs mentionedas a prevailing factor with the artilleryugs from
102 Field Battenpeing laid in the iection of the attacking enemy. Figure2.3 shows the

direction of the six aillery guns after the fire mission to the north.

Figure2.3: Yellowarrows indicate direction of enemy attack on 12/13 May 19B&dindicatesthe
direction of the sixL02 Field Battery guns, purple indicates 1RARtaM position?°

¥ibid., p. 367.
“ibid., p. 366.
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Splintex andRicocheting Artillery

At 3.30am, with mortars and rockets falling on FSPB Coral, the enemy launched their major
attack. 1IRAR Mrtars were being completely overrun in the assault and Lieutenant Jensen
faced the possibility of complete annihilati8hTwo ofhis mortamen had already been killed

Fa | NBadzZ# G 2F GNBRAy3a G2 SOIRS (KS SySye oé
the 90mm Recoillessifes onto his mortar positioi* After being called to fire bylensen,
Lieutenant Les Trantecommandingthe Anti-tank Ratoon and the 90mm Recoillessfl&s,

fired across the front of the mortars usirgplintex and high explosivemmunition to relieve

some of the pressurecaused by the attacking enemWSy aSy OIFff SR F2NJ KA &

R 2 ¢ §5@plintex darts swept across his platddhis act would ultimately save the lives of
many of his menDuring the attack, the enemy had captured a mortar tube and used it against
the Australians. The rounds, however, landed away from the base, causimgrm. The enemy

also attempted to remove a mortar tube in one piece. Jensen called for splintex again which

penetrated the mortar tube and pinned an enemy combatant against the we&pon.

Due to no serious threat to the artillery guns during previous apens, an allocation of six
splintex rounds per gun had been issued. The guns fired the splintex rounds over open sights
and once they expended their splintex rounds they fired high explosive rotiridse gunners

then employed a technigue not taught atdtSchool of Artillery. They depressed the gun barrel

towards the ground, setting the fuses to delay, and firing. The round ricocheted off the ground

“ibid.

“2ibid., p. 368.
“3ibid., pp. 367368.
*ibid.

*Sibid.
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40 to 50 metres in front of the gun, creating in an airsitabove the enem§’ Figure 2.4 shows
the positoning of 102 Field Battery, 1RAR Méo Platoon and the Antiank Ratoon. The

positioning of all three will be discussed in greater detail in the following chapters.

T Jongre

<= Swamp
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Figure2.4: Layout of FSPB Coral on the night of 12/13 May f9B®te: This shows the position of 102
Field Battery(red), located between 1RAR asitink Ratoon (blue)and 1RAR Mortar Platodpurple)

“ibid., pp. 368369.
“"ibid., p. 362.
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Closing out the first attack

Air support was called to assist FSPB Coral, and a hailstorm of cannon fidelivased by a

W{ LJ2 2 | e QA&7 alrcraff g¢quipped with multiple miniguns that circled the perimeter.
Armed helicopters engaged the enemy along with ground attack fightefjets5.45am with

light approaching, the enemy began to withdraw back into the rubber plantation, removing as
many of their dead as possible. As a result of the contact, the Task Force suffered nine killed in
action and 28 wounded in action. The heaviesslass on the 1IRAR Mortar Platoon with five
killed and eight wounded from a total of 18 men. A total of 52 enemy dead were recovered

from the battle field*

A number of @icers wee critical of the operation. Among them waéajor Colin Adamson,

commandingACompany, 1RARho said:

The TRUE story of the first attagky’ W/ 2 NI £ Q &, kofYfl y®9 6% v (0 NRED

g2dzf R NRffd C2NJ AaKSSNI AyBH2YLISGiSydS LS yS

The veterans interviewed agreed with his assessment, particularly when it taheir role

between 12 and 13 May 1968.

“8ibid., p. 369.
“ibid., p. 370.
*ibid., p. 371.
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Chapter Three: The SoldeRespond

The intelligence summary, the positioning of both 161 Field Battery and 102 Field Battery, the
purpose of two Final Preventative Fire tasks, and the use of splingxieochding artillery as

mentioned in Chapter wo will be discussed in this chapter. As will become clear, there are
ddzoaldlrydAalt RAFTFSNBYyOSa o0SGeSSy (GKS a2t RASNH

| A362NEQa OSNEA2Y O

Intelligence

The OfficiaHistory states that through intelligence reports, captured documents and prisoners
guestioned,contact with enemy regiments had occurred in AO Surfers. It states that the Task
Force was to interdict enemy withdrawing frothe south and southwest. The Comyh& S NE& Q
conference referred to the presence of 7 NVA Division (to which 141 and 165 Regiments
belonged) to be somewhere within AO Surfers. The intelligence reports went on to state that
WiKAa ¢l a y2id O2yaAARSNBR | aAtBnalACFderO©notédithati K NS I {
the enemy units expecting to pass through AO Surfers would contain a substantial enemy main
force and local force units. They would be deployed tactically, becselidinated, and possess

high morale. The Operational Orders alsteld additional local force elements operating in and

around AO Surfers. In total, enemy numbers were estimated at over 4000 in thé area.

! Australian War Memorial, AWM 5 Austral i an AiarigsfVietnanhmfantrydUnits /878 Part 2,

1 Battalion Royal Australian Regi ment , Opbrational ©tderss e , Duty
Annex A to 1ATF Frag No.5 to OPO N19/68 (10 May 68)http://www.awm.gov.au/collection/AWM95/7/1/

(accessed 10 January 2014).
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The veterans interviewed state that the intelligence reports and Operational Owders not

passed down to them.hey are critical of the fact that the Official History does not make a

point of addressing the failures of command evident in the fact that the inézltig provided to

Hughes atthe ZY Yl YRSNE Q O2 y TS NBy i munidatefl 18 tiedTask FagfcK ¢ | a
QRYYIFYRSNAQ W2NRSNBE 3INRdzLIQ 4G . SFENDFG 6K2X Ay
command with the required intelligence. Instead, as Don Tait remembers, the men were

expecting an entirely different scenario:

First of all | need to dwell on thiatelligence. There is no doubt, absolutely no doubt
that we were told from an intelligence point of view that we were going in against a rifle
battalion that had been reinforced and we expected to operate against groups of up to
102

lan Ahearn is justsaemphatic:

This information was not passed on to us, the intelligence provided to all deployed
components only indicated enemy withdrawing frdBaigon, not reinforcing Saigdrt
seems strange, but | never saw the actual orders until about 10 yearsfadtevent?

As is Tony Jensen:

The enemy that we went in to fight were stragglers coming out of Saigon after the
second Tet Offensive and we were told that we were there to pick them up. We were
there to interdict their lines of movement and so on. There was no indicationaayy
shape or form of what we were up against, but subsequentlyyéster we have seen
the Op O [Operational Ordersind that indicated that there were fresh reinforcements
coming down and all those other sorts of th&gyet we knew nothing. The CO
[Commanding Oiter] declares to this day that he knew nothing about that afall.

% Don Tait, (interview onducted, 11 April 2013), p. 1.

% Ahearn p. 2.

*ibid., p. 3.

® Tony Jensen (interview conducted, 17 February 2013), p. 3.
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In essencethe men went into AO Surfers expecting minimal contact with the enemy and, as

yet, have been offered no explanation for the blunder evident in the chain of command.
Battery Positioning

Fly in plan

7 A

¢2 dzy RSNBR Gl YR (K & dzo & 0 |yt Copal it isl ieGessapShers ol y & Q
outline the general procedurethat govern the establishmeind defence of a FSPB. AFSPB

may contain elements of infantry, artillery, armour, engineers, signals and logistics units. This
was the case for FSPB Coral and the command and control arrangements should be clearly
stated in the operational orderdt begins with the insertion ofn infantry company into the

area chosen for the FSPB. Its task is to secure the landing zone, making it safe for units
following. In the case of artillery, the Regimental Reconnaissance Party flies in nex and
responsible for allocating the areas withthe regimental fire position or FSPB, and the
allocation of positions to each of the batteries (in this case, 161 Field Battery, 102 Field Battery

YR GKS ' YSNAOIY Wi Q .| GGSNE HYyRkXopiiK 6KAOK ¢

The Regimental SecofikCommand (in this case Major Murtagh) indicates the general areas
for each ofthe arriving batteries and thedtery Gun Position Officers (in this case Lieutenant
lan Ahearn for 102 Field Battery) lay out their gun positions siting the individual gunrpiatfo
the command post and where appropriate the battery helicopter landing zone. The infantry

may land and transit through the FSPB or may use separate landing zones depending on their

® Ahearn p. 2.
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role and tasks. The artillery guns arrive after the gun positions baes identified and are
received by the batteries within the regimental gun position or FSPB. The nominated FSPB Local

Defence Commander (in this cagertagh) is responsibléor the plan to defend the FSPB.

The Official History states th#te air landirg at FSPB Coral was delayed due to enemy contact
in the area’ It states thatl61 Field Battery was landed at an improvised landing zone, and with
102 Field Battery located 1500 metres away from 161 Field Battery, left Murtagh with a difficult
task of howto defend the basé.It also states that Murtagh was not at K Pad to meet the

following parties but offers no explanation for his absence.

The veterans interviewed disagree with the Official History. For them, Murtagh was completely
inept and misunderstoothis role as the FSPB defence commander. He was absent at the K Pad,
which caused confusion for the arriving reconnaissance parties and Murtagh positioned 102
Field Battery further north than it should have been to effectively defend the base from any

potential attack.
Regimental Reconnaissance Party

3RAR was to secure K Pad before the arrival of the RegimemdaBattery Reconnaissance
Parties the artillery batteriesand supporting elements Althoughthe Official History stated
that this was to happenwhat actually happened was something very different as 3RAR were
not sighted at K Paevhen the Battery Reconnaissancarfies flew into establish the gun

positions at FSPB Caral

" McNeill andEkins,On the Offensivep. 358.
8ibid., p. 360.
®ibid., pp. 354356.
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12 Field Regiment was deploying two gun batteries to FSPB Coral by dtigldRattery and

161 Field Battery, with the American 2nd/35th arriving the following day. This miace t
batteries in total, occupying (according to artillery doctrine) an expected area of approximately
400 to 500 metres squar®. The position of 102 Eid Battery was to be determined by
Murtagh Upon arriving at K Pad, Murtagh disappeared into the bt#s.absencereated a
problem as no artillery gun area was designated; this wiss pimary role'> The fly in
procedure to FSPB Coral was followed adiw to the plan, wat was not followed was the

implementation of the FSPB plan.
Battery Reconnaissance Parties

12 Field Regiment, 102 Field Battery and 161 Field BaRegonnaissanceaRies flew into

FSPB Coral to establish the Regimental artillery positions'® The Battery Reconnaissance
Party was provided with the only grid reference, XT7925284, K Pad (Figure 3.1). This was
supposed to have been secured by 3RAR and was the grid referenceBatiery
ReconnaissanceaRies flew into** Figure 3.1 showthe planned layout and positioning of the

batteries at FSPB Coral.

9 Ahearn p. 2.

“l'an Ahear n,m:6 Shiurtsht VB,atlbnlae of Cor al 6
2 Ahearn p. 2.

Bibid., p. 1.

“Ahearn, O6BoufhrV¥ieBmpsBtl e of Corald
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Figure 3.1:Planned landing zone layout for the fly in to FSPB Coral 12 May. Indicating the designated
positions for 3RAR, 1RAR, 102 Field Battery and 161 Field B&tioye: Red rectangle indicates 3RAR
landing zone, designated K Pad. This is also thengrzdine that 102 Field Battery ReconnaissarartyP
landed at. The blue X marks the position 102 Field Battery eventually established. This was

approximately 1500 megs from K Pad.

Flying into FSPB Coral, Ahearn who was the Gun Position Officer for 102 Field Battery and part

of the Battery Reconnaissanca®yA & I RI YI yi GKFG KAa

ol GGSNEQA

been delayed by enemy firas sated in the Offcial History. Ahearn was witness to airstrikes

occurring about one kilometre to the west of K Pad and recallslthatW3 2 R

A

32Ay3 2y GKS ! YSNAOIYyaT WKIR S&Sa

“Australian War Memorial, Australian Ar my

Ff YAIKGEQ

t A1 S

Commander so

Australian Regiment, Narrative, Duty Officers Log Annexes, Maps, paH3 (day 1968), AWM95/-1-78 Part 2,
http://www.awm.gov.au/collection/recdelvm95/subclass.asp?levellD=1309 (accessed 10 April 2013). Note: 102

Field Battery position (blue X) provided by lan Ahearn.
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about this prior to he helicopter insertion at FSPB Coaald it did not delay the battery

insertion'® According to Ahearn,

The airstrikes did not delay the insertion of the 12 Field Regiment, 102 Field Battery, 161
Field Battery and 1RAReconnaissanceaRies. They arrivedn time at the landing zone
designated in the orders. No indication was given to the reconnaissance parties that the
fly in had been changed.

Upon arriving at K Pad, Ahearn did not see Bravo Company 3RAR who were supposed to have
secured K Pad, any Ataian irfantry or Major Murtaght® The Americans securing the area

reported to the arriving reconnaissance parties that a group of Australians had moved out of
GKS I NBF Ayd2 6KIG GKS P Yhdndup bfdstraliahs confaiRed W¢ A 3 ¢
Major Brian Murtagh who was the FSPB defence commander. His absence created the problem

for 161 Field Battery and 102 Field Battery as now there was no area allocated for the two gun

batteries.
Arrival of 161 Field Battery

The Official History states thdt61 Field Battery landed 1000 metres to the southwest of K
Pad® This is incorrect as the Duty OfficBlags clearly indicates the grid reference where 161
Field Battery landed. 161 Field Battery was positioned 100 to 200 metres from K Pad (See

Figures 2 and 3.3), and not 1000 metresoin K Pad as stated in the Official History. Thay

% Ahearn p. 1.

Yibid.

8ibid.

Yibid, McAulay, TheBattle of Cora) p. 34.

2 McNeill andEkins,On the Offensivepp. 359360.
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the Official History has neglected this evidence drawn from a primary source.

161 Bty wes hel lended at XT 92638 4

Figure 3.21RAR Duty Officers Log indicating 161 Field Battery at K Pad, XT§26a8.This log
shows a discrepancy 00@ metres from their landing zone

161 Bty ready on Bty Grid - XT927284.

Figure 3.31 S| RljdzZr NISNEX ™M ! dzZAGNI f ALY ¢l &1 C2NOS 5dzie t
Pad, XT92728% Note: This log shows a discrepancy @®metres from their designated landing zone.

The confusion for 161 Field Battery and 102 Field Batteryltesbas no area was allocated for

the artillery guns and Murtagh was absent from the aféZhe area that 161 Field Battery
Reconnaissance Party landed at was understood as being the grid reference for the FSPB. The
ground was relatively flat and cleared/ith the positioning of 161 Field Battery at the correct
location, the remaining elements of the arriving Task Force were to be built around the 161
Field Battery locatioi’ When the artillery guns of 161 Field Battery arrived overhead by
Chinook helicoptes, approximately two hours before they were expectede 161 Field Battery
Reconnaissanc®arty accepted the guns and set them into positfdithe planning, detail and

execution of the First Australian Task Force at FSPB Coral can only be descrilmihgs la

ZAustralian War Memorial, Australian Army Commanderso |
Australian Regiment, Narrative, Duty Officers Log Annexes, Maps, paH32 (flay 1968), AWM95/-1-78 Part 2,
http://www.awm.gov.au/collection/recdelvm95/subclass.asp?levellD=1309 (accessed 10 April 2013).
ZAustralian War Memorial, Australian Army Commander so |
Australian Task Force31Rayti98),0f fi cerds Log (cont), (
http://www.awm.gov.e/collection/records/awm95/1/4/ (accessed 16 October 2013).

BNeil Bradley, 6Battles of Coral and Bal mommistryPart 2:
for Culture and Heritage(30 January 2009), http://www.vietnamwar.govt.nz/memoridsatoratandbalmorat

part2/ (accessed 30 April 2013).

“* ibid.

% Ahearn p. 2.

[
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According to Neil Bradley, written orders were never seen; the only orders were through word

of mouth.?®
Position of 102 Field Battery

The Official History accurately states that 102 Field Battery was located 1500 metres away from
161 Field Batteryleaving Murtagh with a difficult task when it came to defending the Hase.
What the Official History has failed to understand or has failed to correctly acknowledge is
Murtagh@ role in this. It was Murtagh who chose to have 102 Field Battery 1500 nastias

from 161 Field Battery, for reasons he never explained. It was his decision that put the lives of
approximately 100 men in jeopardy when 102 Field Battery and the 1RAR Mortar Platoon were

attacked on 13 May 1968.

At K Pad, Ahearn needed to locate Magh to be able to establish the gun lay out for 102 Field

Battery. Ahearn eventually established radio contact with Murtagh who advised Ahearn that
WKS g1 & dzLJ GKS GNIO1Qd ! KSIFENY NBIljdzSadSR adzNJI
position, which halid. Ahearn and the 102 Field Battery Reconnaissance Party then headed in
adzNI I IKQF®! BA MBIGIA ARma f 20FGA2yS | KSENY G221
position, counted the paces, took the theodolite and with the Section Commander and a
Batery Surveyor conducted a resection from an old French establishment and rubber
plantation. This method established their exact position which was 1500 metres away from K

Pad and 161 Field Battery. They then bought the coordinates back in under the mbber

®Bradl ey, 6 B a tBalhosasPard faccessed 20 Aprie201a3).
2" McNeill andEkins,On the Offensivep. 360.
% Ahearn p. 2.
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and it was here they discovered about 200 freshly dug NVA round weapon pits. An AK47
(Kalashnikov Assault Rifle) bullet and a Ho Chi Minh lolly were also discovered. This was relayed
G2 adNIl 3K K2 (G2fR (KZAHeRNER NWY 2 (ViiRA H2RNRY @

Y dzO K °eénériation was received that 161 Field Battery was 1500 metres away from 102

CASt R . I ((*5antBiAneatni2calls befomnfemted to Murtagh:
CKFdQa | KStf 2F | 2y 3 ol ®SNEBG &3 SFi2thd yo KISK/S
GKAOK KS wadzNIil 3K8 NBLIX ASRPWIKSNE A& I+ 21

At around 2.0pm, the six 102 Field Battery guns arrived by Chinook helicopters at the new
location designated by Murtagh. The artillery gunners set tthewitzers in their allocated
zones and bgan preparing their gun storéd.Ahearn is certain that Murtagh did not know

where he was and did not know that 16ield Battery was 1500 metres aw#y.
Ahearn recalls,

LQY |G F O02YLX SGS frarRAR todld notdfind shi Andinghdn@ds / 2 Y
S FESs AGNIAIKG Ayd2 A0 FYR LQY |G F 02YL
[Murtagh] was so far ouf®

Gunner David Thomas (Tomo) believed tMartagh had made an errowith the positioning of

102 Field Battery. Although not involved with the planning, the artillery gunners had been at

20KSNJ C{t. Qa 0SF¥F2NB KSIFIRAy3 (42 C{t. [/ 2Nrfo ¢K

2 ibid.
*ibid.
*Libid.
*ibid.
*ibid.
*ibid.
*ibid., p. 3.
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with what was considered adequate protection for a FSPB, beingurartclaymore mines, trip

flares and infantry close by for protectidhThomas recalls:

Some big mistakes were made at Coral and why Murtagh had 102 Field Battery so far
out of position only he will know. He was supposed to be in control of the base
defences®’

102 Field Battery was the support unit for 1IRAR, so when Bravo Company 1RAR fle8PBto
Coral, they did not fly o KPad, butflew ini 2 mMnuH CASt R . | Aie&NBaQad ySo
asked by three or four Forward Observers where they wWe@aptain Don Tait was the Forward

Observer for 1RAR and recalls:

When we touched down at Coral, | had no idea where we were [sic]. | knew it was not

the grid reference that we were supposed to be at, and the first thing | did, obviously as
agunneristhat ¢Sy id I NRPdzyR yR &aL}21S G2 { ONXzo 0 SN
FNE 6SQ YR KS &alFAR WgS NS KSNBQ IyR L a
main route and confirmed the track junction and yes we were where Scrubber [Ahearn]

said, so thatturned out to be right. When | overflew the thing my view was that we

should have been further south, but anyway we turned up where we Were.

Clearly the position Murtagh had set for 102 Field Battery was further north of K Pad than Tait
had beenSELISOGAYId 2AGK G(GKS AyTFlIyiNE SadlofAaKAy
location, they then moved out 2068000 metres to establish their night harbour positith.

Figure 3.4 shows the 102 Field Battery Officers involved at FSPB Coral.

®¥David 6Tomod Thomas, (interview conducted 5 March 201:
37

ibid.
2§ Tait, p. 2. Note: Huey is the unofficial term used to describe the Bell lWbtjuois helicopter.

ibid.

“0 Ahearn p. 2.
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FigAwe': 3.4:102 Field I?atte,ryAOfficers,,Ieft to rig’ht,are Captgin Don :I'ait, Seconq Lie,utAenant Bop Lowry,
{SO2yR [ASdziSylyid aldd /t8tFryRsEs [ASdziSylyld LIy 4
Captain Don Tait replaced Captain Dave Brooks as Battery Cagiaih (

1RAR Mortar Platoon was to flytm FSPB Coral at I®pm, but arrived at 500pm, around one

hour shot of last light. The late arrivadf the 1RAR Mortar Platooseverely reduced the

amount of time they had to prepare their weapons pits aestablish their defensive fire

positions before last light Lieutenant Tony Jensen was met by Captain Hugh Mclnally and was

taken to the Mortar position. Mclnally apologised that the 1RAR Mortars were situated on the
perimeter of the 102 Field Battery gud2 a A G A2y | yR (2t R WSya¥y wal

before Mclnally returned to the Battalion Headquarters. The 1RAR Mortars were positioned 50

““Robert 6 Co spsrsorabcollection.t el | o,
2 Jensenp. 1.
“ibid.
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to 70 metres out, slightly in front of and located between No. 5 and No. &.Yukensen

approached Murtagtand asked where everybody was and what was going on.

Murtagh informed me that 3RAR was about somewh@reviding protection and
waved his arms in the general direction of the rubber plantati@sked about manning
machine guns and was told by Murtaghvias not necessary. | stated that my men were
only just in country’’ and we should man a machine gun senygt Murtagh was not
interested?®

Jensen recalls:

| went and found Scrubber [Ahearnjho was the GPO [Gun Position Officer] of 102
[FieldBattery] and we sighted the machine guns to look after our defefites.

Ahearn adds:

Two Lieutenants basically coordinated the machine guns that went out which was not
our job*®

With 102 Field Battery and 1RAR Mortars being further north than planneddiduevery of

enemy weapons pi5 YR adzNIil 3KQa RAAYA&AAAPS GGAGdRS
added responsibility was placed upon Ahearn and Jensba. two Lieutenants now hatb

establish defensive fire positions for the machine guns. Sititigek running nearby, Jensen

elected toposition his machine gun there and then Ahearn would establish his two machine
guns across the front of his artillery positioAhearn had access to two M60 machine guns

which were located 50 to 70 metres out in fitoof the artillery guns; the 1RAR Mortar machine

gun was in front of the mortars. The track they elected to use gave them a firing position back

“ibid.

“ibid., pp. £2. Note: In country means that the soldiers had only recently arrived in Vietnam.
“©ibid.

“"ibid., p. 1.

“8 Ahearn p. 4.
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down to 12 Field Regiment Command Post which was to the southwest. The 12 Field Regiment
Command Post machingun was placed in position and the four machine guns were now in
supportive firing positions. The organisation of base defence was the responsibility of Murtagh

who failed to conduct more than one of his roles as the FSPB defence commander.

Murtagh eventudly arrived back- & mMmcm CA St R sormelinieSaitce Qeiartildgy a A G A 2
arrived. Murtagh had a large map, folded concertina style and was flipping it about. As far as
GKS YSYy |40 mcwm CASER . FGOSNEBQa 20 (andawll ¢ SNB
out of his depth. It was pointed out to Murtagh where 161 Field Battery was located and the
position re chose for 102 Field Battely. OO2 NRAY 3 G2 . NI} Rft S&X WIS 6dac
f221 +ty hLlR&aadzy 3ISia 6K $ymeadilgdtmiKNurtaghylookék S K S|

bewildered about what was now occurring at the FSPB.
Two Final Preventative FireaSks

The Official history statethat, at 6.09pm, 3RAR viewed multiplenemies moving across their
front. Shortly after, 1RAR engaged 10 enesuidiers.As a result of the enemy contacts02
Field Battery was called to provide a fire missidin omission in the Official Histoiy the
conversation betweerBattery Commander Major Gaviindrews and Lieutenant lan Ahearn
that centred on two FinaPreventative Fire tasks. The result had a significant impact on the

battle that was to occur at FSPB Coral

“Bradl ey, 6 B a tBalhoeasPard faccéssed 30 Apr18)
9 McNeill andEkins,On the Offensivep. 364.
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In the early hours on 13 Mag02Field Battery was called to provide supporting artillery for the
infantry. Thesix atillery guns that were origially pointing ast (Figure 3.5) were manoeuvred
by their gun crews and pointed orth. The guns themelivered their 105mm mjectiles with
deadly accuracyThe fire mission lasted 20 minutes befathe six artillery guns were advised

that the mission hagnded>!

With all six artillery guns now pointing nortAndrews asked Ahearifithe gun battery could
handle two FinaPreventative Fire task$ A FinalPreventative Fire task is one battery (six
guns), loaded with information on a target, normally selectes the most probable area of
enemy activity. The artillery gunners only need to pull the lanyard to fire the gun and the
projectile will land where assigned. Andrews wanted one section (three guns) laid north and
one section returned to its original e@sh bearing. Ahearn selected guns (No. 4, 5 and 6) to
stay pointing north and the other three (No. 1, 2 and 3) to be laid on the original east bearing

(Figure 3.6§°
Ahearn provides his reasoning for selecting the guns:

Now a bit of serendipity went on Ine for no reason at all as | picked the three guns to
the north as they were already bundglbefore we had to stop work as last light was
approaching and we had to stand .

Ahearn, 06SdistBatteVioet ntabf:al 6

*2ibid.

3 Ahearn p. 4.

**ibid. Note: The term bunded means that a substantial amount of dirt is built into a protective wall around the
artillery guns.

*5ibid. Note: Stand to is called an hour &xef dawn and an hour before dukkis used to keep the soldiers alert in
case of an attack.
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I KSIFNYyQa RSOA&AZ2Y Ay aStSOGAYy3 wttatelydsdsled o0 dzy R
in saving the gun position. The attacking enemy now faced the barrels of three 105mm
howitzers with devastating results (see Figures 3.5 and 3.6). The Official History claims that the

fact that the guns were pointing north was a matt#rluck. Yet the decision had been made by

Ahearn to position them thus, even if, as he noted, it was serendipittualso raises the

guestion of why washis omitted by the Official History.

Figure 3.5The six 102 Field Battery M2A2 105mm howitzer guns (yellow), 1RAR Mortar Platoon (blue
circles), machine gun positions (yellow circles), 12 Field Regiment Command Post areldlBattery
Command Post (refiangles)®

®Ahearn,6 Sout h Kirst@attle af@no r,@.11%8
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Figure 3.6:Positioning of No. 1, 2 and 3 guns after they returned to the original eastern diréétion.
Note: Red line indicates enemy penetration.

Splintex and Ricocheting Artillery

The Official History states thakensen, in desperation, oadl for direct fire from theAnti-tank
PE (2 2y Q&coilgss W¥s. Splintex was firedcross thefront of the mortar position,
providing some relief for the 1RAR MortafsLater in the battle 102 Field Batteryised a
technique not taught at the School of Artillery. By lowering the gun barrels towards the ground

and setting the fuse to delay, the roundshen fired ricocheted creating an airburst over the

57 o
ibid.
8 McNeill andEkins,On the Offensive pp. 367368.
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enemy, praingto be very effective’® The veterans interviewedeject bothactionsas being an

inaccurate account of what happened.
Splintex

Clarification of what a splintex round contains, and the damage it can inflict, is neededAhere.
splintex roundconsists of approximatelyO®0 onehalf gram flechettes (dartsdqs shown in
Figure 3.7When fired,the flechettes spread from the point of burst in a widening cone along
the projectile’s previos trajectory prior to burstin§® The flechettes are small light weight steel
projectiles and upon impacting a human body they bend into a hook formation and lose their

rigidity. The tail firwill break offcausing an additional wourfd.

Figure 3.7Asplintex dart recovered by 8& Parr after the Battle of FSPB Cé7dlhe size of the dart is
approximately one inch in length.

*9ibid., pp. 368369.

®Larry DO6Arcy, (interview conducted 28 February 2013),
®1 (Federation of American Scientijtittp://www.fas.org/man/ded01/sys/land/m546.htm (accessed 25 March

2014).

62 Australian War Memorial, Splintex Dart, Battle of Coral: Lance Corporal A J Parr, 1 Battalion Royal Australian
Regiment, http://www.awm.gov.au/collection/REL358@8cessed 30 November 2013).
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As a result of their late arrival, 1IRAR Mortars had been positioned on the periphery of the 102

Field Battery gun position, and subsequently were hit by émemy during the initial growh

assault on 12 May. At arouri30am the mortar position was under fire from small arms and

wt DQad® ¢KS aSOtArzy O2YYIFIYRSNI 2y GKS acn YI OKA

WGKSNB ' NB | 62dzi WSinND &R 3as Feada AIN8o o SNdglid plny R 02 Y
Tony Jensen remembers:

| was woken in my sleeping bay. Mig$sic]and I, as we left, about half way acrdss

the Command Post andn RPG took out our sleeping bay, so we were just ahead of

that. We got over tahe Command Post, cut down the tent over the Command Post as

there was no need having a tent over the top anymte.
Jensen and his men were being overrun. 3RAR Mortars and 161 Field Battery was called to fire
2y WSyaSyQa L}aAidA2yhg thraughitie®. TheyOperationssOffiger, Kim | NJY A
Patterson, asked Jensen three times for the fire order to be repeated. Each time Jensen did just

that. Finally, Jensen held his radio hand piece up so Patterson could heeorttect, hoping

this would convine Patterson of the severity of the situatidh.

With four mortars, 75 rounds of ammunition anthable to evacuatevounded diggers, Jensen
made thedecision to stay in position. They also had nowhere to withdraw to as 102 Field
Battery were also in a heavpmtact with the enemyp WSy aSy Qa 2yftée 2LIAz2Y

mission®®

8 Jensenp. 2.
*ibid.
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Jensen recalls:

We had to hold our ground and do what we could and the only way we could do that
was to call in a fire mission on our position which is what | orgarfised.

After some discussion between the Mortar Command Post and the Battalion Headqutreers,
Commanding Officer (Bennett), agreed to have splintex fired over the mortar po&itifith
Murtagh in effect absent throughout the battle, Bennett, although not amenand of FSPB
Coral (along with his Battery Commander aneh#iquarters staff) authorised Jensen to have

102 Field Battery fire across their positith.
As Jensen recalls:

| told the mento stay in their pits, engage the enemy, but do not get above grdewel
as anything above gra was considered enemyrdpeatedto Command thatve have
a contact, we are overrun and we need fire over our positibig, the only way to clear
them.”®

Since dawn, Ahearn had been trying to contact Jensen to ascertag ahti his men were
indeed alive. He eventually managed to get him to answer by voice. This created another
problem as each time Ahearn, positioned near No. 5 gun, called Jensen, who was positioned

between No. 5 and No. 6 guns, both were met with a vollegremy machine gun fir€.

2Y0lF NRASNI 5Q! NDesx a4 GGkaa adqr3as 2F GKS ol Gat

CtKA&a ¢la (G2 1SSL) GKS FR@OIFIYyOAYy3 SySyeée FNRY 2

®ibid., p. 3.

%8 ibid.

% Robert Lowry,The LasKnight: A biography of General Sir Phillip Bennett AC, KBE, D8Twport: Big Sky
Publishing, 2011), p. 95.

0 Jensenp. 2.

" Ahearn p. 6.
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fire.”?

Ahearn returned to the Command Post to hear Jensen on the Battalion radio asking for splintex

i 2

FTANSB I ONR&E KAE LRaAAGAZ2Y D WSyaSysTofdzyif e

Ahearnrecalls:

¢ 2

Jensen was trying to convince his CO [Commanding Officer] that they were in real deep
AKAG waAiod8 yR GKS /h &a2NI 2F &4FlAR INB e&z2d
going on because | was told later that it looked like Luna Park with afi KS wt DQa |
machine gun fire coming iff.

O2YLX & gA0GK WSyaSyQa OFftfsx ! KSIFENY NBGdzZNY SF

the gun across the mortar positidn.

Ahearn continues:

| yelled out to TonyJensen] asked if he was ready, he yellathis guys to stay down

and he said let it rip. We fired five rounds of splintex across the top of the mortar
section and all enemy activity ceased. The mortars were only 50 metres off the guns and
all ac7t6isvity just stopped and we thought,dty Christ | wnder if we had just killed
them.

Jensen adds;

ScrubbefAhearn]yelled out to me that they were going to fire splintex, so | said right
and told the platoon what was going on and basically get underground as splintex was
coming in. | gave two warningséthe third time | said right fire and Scrubber fired and
everything went sort of quief’

“Do6 A3
3 Ahearn p. 6.

“ibid.

®ibid., pp.67.
Cibid., p. 7.
" Jensenp. 3.
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[ FYyOS [/ 2NLIR2NIft £y W YSaand \wokéllafer tivd ratdIsetsk & WS
One wagonnected to the Battalionammand network, the other used foommmanding mortar

fire missions. With FSPB Coral overrun, Parr callgitéct fire support from 3RAR Mortars, a

Light Fire Tearof two helicopter gunships and p&bkygunship.Mortar rounds from 3RAR

landed within 1IRAR bttar position as did the enemy 2 NIiF N& | YR wt DQa® t |
called fire onto his very own position in an attempt to kill the enesnygl save his mate©ne

metre way in the other fighting pit, Jensen called in direct fire from 102 Field Béftery.
As Jack Parr recalls:

The gunsifed HE [High Explosive] argplintex roundsmaking an awesome sound
O2YAYy3a (KNRdAzZAK IThesPshlintexaaftshed? ladyel B\v@rywhere in
equipment and weapons...millions were fired into and across our positions in an
attempt to clear the eemy.”

hiKSNJI SGARSYOS O2NNRO2NIGS&a GKS YSyQa OSNBAZ2Y
| Ad02NEQa CQfthe Anfilank Hil (@12 Q2 dn Yigs thatSficed dpfinfeSaa  w
acros the front of the 1RAR Mortarld@oon ®® Figure 3.8 indicates thpositioning of dl three

units involved, and clearlshowsthat the 1RAR Mortar IRtoon waspartially protected by the

102 Field Battery gum Figure 3.9 shows the spread of splintex when filédhe 90mm

Recoilless iRes did fire across the front of the Mortars, then 102 Field Battery would have been

hit with splintex. This would have resulted in serious injury or death to the gunners.

8 Australian War Memorial, Splintex Dart, Battle of Coral: Lance Corporal A J Parr, 1 Battalion Royal Australian
7F\;egiment, http://www.awm.gov.au/collecti®EL35838 (accessed 15 February 2014

ibid.
8 McNeill andEkins,On the Offensivepp. 367368.
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Additionally, he Battalion Headquarters, Assault Pionearsd the Antitank Ratoon 90mm
Reoilless Rles were 300 to 40 metres away from the mortaf€. This placed the 90mm
Recoilless iRes at the limit oftheir effective splintex rang& and the 90mm Recoillessfles

had only eight rounds of splintex available for tweeaponswith permission to engage

W2 LILJ2 NIi dzyduring thelattask S (G & Q

8 Jensenp. 2.
8 Ahearn,&South Vetnam:First Battle ofC o r, @.11&
8 McAulay, The Battle of Coralp. 80.
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Figure 3.8:The positioning of 1IRAR Mortars (blue), 10@d-Battery (red) and the 90mm Recoilless
Rfles (green) on the night of 123 May 1968 Note: The black line indicates the firing direction of the
splintex round as mentioned in the Official History.

Figure3.9: shows the distance and spread of splintex when fffed.

8 Lowry, The Last Kight, p. 94.
8 (Federatiorof American Scientistsfaccessed 20 March 2014).
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