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MEETINGS 
ACANT general meetings are held at the DPC Club House at the Mickett 
Creek Shooting Complex, Darwin, at 7.30 pm on the second Thursday of 
each month.  Approval has been obtained from the Commissioner of Police 
for each monthly meeting to be preceded by an authorised collectors’ 
shoot.  Under current arrangements, firearms held on a collector’s licence, 
including A, C, and H Class firearms but excluding B Class, may be 
discharged at approved shoots, which are conducted at DPC Range 3 
commencing at 4.30 pm.  The committee strongly encourages as many 
members as possible to attend these Thursday shoots. 

 
Thursday Themed Meetings 

 
13th Jun              American Handguns 
11th Jul               Australians at War 
08th Aug             Guns of the Raj 
12th Sept            British & European Pistols 
10th Oct              Big Game & Stalking Rifles 
14th Nov             Webleys v Colts 
12th Dec              Police and Militia 
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A WWII Medal with Links to a Major Naval 
Engagement in the NT 

 
By Jared Archibald 

 
Sometimes in collecting, objects are discovered that articulate the stories 
of individuals involved in great deeds. They may have been pivotal in the 
action, or only a small player, but they all had their own roles to perform. 
This article is not about a firearm or weapon as such but is about one man 
and the difference an individual can make when lives are on the line and all 
concerned work together as a cohesive force. 
 
Recently I had the opportunity 
to acquire a medal that was 
awarded for service in the 
Northern Territory. At face value 
this is nothing unusual as tens of 
thousands of men and women 
served in the Territory during 
World War II. What makes this 
one special is that the individual 
concerned was a participant in 
the first naval engagement 
between the Royal Australian 
Navy (RAN) and the Imperial 
Japanese Navy (IJN) where the 
RAN came out victorious. And 
this engagement occurred just 
to the north of Darwin in the 
Beagle Gulf in 1942. And this 
sailor received a Mention In 
Despatches for his efforts. Let’s 
find out a bit about him. 
 
Kenneth Arthur Graham was born in London on 6 June 1900. He was 5 foot 
5½ inches tall with black hair, brown eyes and a medium complexion. He 
had had his appendix removed at some stage and had a scar near his right 
eye. He was married to Elizabeth and they lived at 16 Foster Street Mascot, 
one of Sydney’s inner suburbs. At 41 years of age he was mobilised for 
service as part of the Royal Australian Naval Reserve Seagoing (RANRS) in 
July 1941. He served at several naval training bases including HMAS 



 

Rushcutter and HMAS Cerberus, and was then sent to sea on the newly 
commissioned HMAS Deloraine on 22 November 1941. Graham’s rank on 
the Deloraine was Engineer Lieutenant and he commanded the Engine 
Room. 
 
HMAS Deloraine was one of sixty Bathurst Class corvettes (mine sweepers) 
built in Australia during World War II. She had a displacement of 650 tons, 
a length of 186 feet, a top speed of 15 knots, and a crew of 85. Deloraine 
was built in Sydney but would operate all over the South West Pacific Area 
throughout the war performing sterling service. The ship was to see much 
action, but this occurred far sooner than the crew could ever have 
suspected.  

 
 
On Boxing Day 1941 Deloraine sailed for Darwin on her first operational 
voyage. She arrived on 7 January and was quickly tasked with anti-
submarine patrols and protecting the approaches to Darwin Harbour. Port 
Darwin was the only port on the northern coast capable of refuelling and 
resupplying oceangoing vessels and so was a rich and strategic target. The 
mouth of the harbour was protected with a massive anti-submarine boom 
net, but the approaches to the boom gate concentrated shipping into 



 

narrow lanes making vessels perfect targets for torpedoes. Japanese 
submarines had been suspected of operating in the area, and they certainly 
were. Four Japanese mine-laying submarines of the 6th Submarine 
Squadron had been sent to the Timor Sea to hunt Allied shipping. Although 
built in the 1920s from a World War 1 German design, these boats were 
more than adequate to fulfil their missions. The four submarines, I-121, I-
122, I-123, and I-124, arrived in mid-January and began laying mines and 
patrolling for targets.  
 

ithin a week the submarines made their presence known. They 
attacked a convoy of three American ships – two destroyers 
escorting the fleet oiler USS Trinity – on the morning of 20 

January. All torpedoes missed their targets, and the convoy made it safely 
to Darwin Harbour at high speed. 
 
News of the near miss spread quickly, and Deloraine received coded orders 
to proceed immediately to the location of the attack. She was to hunt for 
the submarine responsible, assisted by American naval aircraft. This was to 
be Deloraine’s first real experience in warfare. Nearing the location, a 
lookout reported a torpedo approaching off the starboard bow; the captain 
turned into its wake bearing and proceeded at full speed with the torpedo 
missing the stern by 10 feet – a very close call! 

Deloraine went to action stations and prosecuted a sonar and depth charge 
attack on the submarine over the next 1½ hours. At one point the 
submarine partially surfaced near the ship and was seen by many of the 
crew. They pressed home the attack with patterns of depth charges 
resulting in large amounts of oil and air bubbles seen rising from the 

W 

Imperial Japanese Navy I-124 submarine                                                
(Courtesy Museum & Art Gallery of NT) 



 

depths. By 1500 hours Deloraine was completely out of depth charges and 
proceeded back to Darwin for resupply. Other ships were involved in the 
hunt later that day and the following, but Deloraine had been the primary 
vessel responsible in sinking the I-124 – a 279 foot long Japanese 
submarine displacing 1,768 tons submerged. What makes this story so 
poignant is that the outcome could so easily gone the other way with the 
Deloraine being sunk and the I-124 surviving to fight another day. Thus are 
the vagaries of war. 
 
Eighty Japanese submariners lost their lives in this action, and their remains 
lie entombed inside the hull of the I-124. The wreck was declared a Historic 
Shipwreck in 1977 and is considered a Japanese War Grave. 
 
So, where does 
Engineer Lieutenant 
Graham fit into this 
story? As stated 
earlier, the sinking of 
the I-124 was an 
extremely historic 
event in that it was 
the first victory by 
the Royal Australian 
Navy over the 
Imperial Japanese 
Navy in World War II. 
Due to this, and the 
gallant way the crew 
of the Deloraine 
worked together to save their ship and press home the attack, the captain, 
Lieutenant Commander Desmond Menlove, recommended a number of 
crewmen for awards. Following is a partial quote from the actual 
recommendation letter he wrote: 
 

The Engineer Officer, Engineer Lieutenant K.A. Graham, R.A.N.R.(S) 
displayed great devotion to duty and is deserving of recognition for 
the despatch combined with efficiency, with which he brought the 
ship to Full Power and so enabled me to manoeuvre from the 
approaching torpedo which had been observed. Throughout the 
operation this Officer displayed great ability in keeping the Engine 
Room Department in a high state of efficiency. 

 

The oak leaf affixed to the relevant medal signifies the 

Mention in Despatches 



 

For this recommendation, Graham was awarded a Mention In Despatches. 
He in turn recommended three other ratings who served in the Engine 
Room to be recognised, and they received Mention In Despatches also. A 
MID is acknowledged with a small oak leaf badge sewn to the ribbon of the 
relevant war – in this case the War Medal 1939-45.  Graham and his engine 
room crew were in the bowels of the ship and saw nothing of the actions 
going on around them, let alone how close they had come to death and a 
watery grave. Despite toiling in an engine room rather than on the guns or 
the depth charge racks, they fought as they had been trained: keeping the 
engines at peak power and efficiency so the captain and others could keep 
their ship alive and in the fight. In doing so they were recognised for their 
invaluable service as part of a team in defeating the enemy in this action. 
 
The Graham medal 
acquired is the 
Defence Medal. This is 
the only medal known 
to exist from the 
group of five Kenneth 
Graham was awarded 
at the end of the war. 
The item has great 
significance though as 
it is only awarded for 
service in a prescribed 
non-operational area 
subject to enemy air 
attack or closely 
threatened, in 
Australia and 
overseas. Within 
Australia this area is 
the Northern 
Territory, north of 14 
degrees 30 minutes 
south (basically 
Katherine 
northwards), and the 
Torres Strait Islands. 
Graham only served 
in this particular theatre for six months and was then posted to Cerberus 
where he worked as an instructor for the duration of the war. He never 
served operationally again, but in his six months in the Territory he 



 

participated in the sinking of the I-124 and was witness to the devastating 
Japanese air raids on Darwin on the 19 February 1942. 
 

 
Inscription on Defence Medal rim 

Not much is known of Graham’s post-war life except that he continued his 
service with the navy until 1958 when he retired as a Lieutenant 
Commander. He passed away in 1976. His Defence Medal lives on to tell 
the tale of his service to his country, and particularly his service in the 

Northern Territory.  
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WWII Military Units of the Territory 
  

2/40th Battalion aka Sparrow Force 
 

Courtesy of the AWM 

The 2/40th Infantry Battalion was the only battalion in the Australian 
Imperial Force (AIF) recruited almost entirely from Tasmania. Initially it was 
planned that it would consist of three rifle companies from Victoria and 
one rifle company and one headquarters company from Tasmania. 
However, public and political pressure lead by the Tasmanian premier 
resulted in the battalion being formed from the island state. The 2/40th 
assembled at Brighton Camp in July 1940, where it spent the rest of the 
year training. On 7 January 1941 it went to Bonegilla Camp, near Wodonga 
on the Victoria-New South Wales border, to join its parent brigade - the 
23rd, part of the 8th Division. 

In February 1941 the 2/40th was earmarked for deployment to Dutch West 
Timor to protect the airfields in the event of a Japanese attack. However, it 

Pacific War Japanese Advances (US Army) 



 

was thought premature deployment might provoke Japanese action and 
the battalion was held back in the Northern Territory until Japan’s 
intentions were clear. It left Bonegilla at the end of March and began 
arriving in Katherine on 16 April. The next move, to Noonamah, just south 
of Darwin, occurred during June and July. 

Once Japan made its intentions obvious with simultaneous attacks 
throughout the Asia-Pacific region on 7 to 8 December 1941, the 2/40th 
was rushed to Timor. It departed Darwin on 10 December, arriving at 
Koepang two days later. The 2/40th formed the bulk of “Sparrow Force”, 
which defended the airfield at Penfui, the operational base for the Hudson 
bombers of 2 Squadron, Royal Australian Air Force (RAAF). Like the other 
“bird forces” deployed across the islands to Australia’s north, Sparrow 
Force was ill-equipped and likely to be overwhelmed by enemy attack. The 
commanding officer, Lieutenant Colonel William Leggatt, made repeated 
requests for greater reinforcement, artillery, and supplies, which were 
never met. 

Japanese air attacks on Timor began in late January and increased in 
intensity over the next month. 2 Squadron withdrew to Australia on 19 
February, leaving doubts about the role of Sparrow Force. The Japanese 
attack on Dutch Timor began on the morning of 20 February, with an 
amphibious landing south of Koepang and a parachute landing to the east. 
Faced with a strong advance from the south and paratroopers ensconced 
on the only road running inland to the Allied supply dump at Champlong,  

Officers of the 2/40th Battalion 



 

Sparrow Force destroyed the airfield and began to move inland. In ensuing 
days the small force battled its way along the road towards Champlong 
overcoming several Japanese positions, including an entrenched position at 
Usau. By the morning of 23 February, however, the odds against Sparrow 
Force were mounting: food, water, and ammunition were running out; 
casualties were mounting; and the large Japanese force was closing on its 
rear. 

The Japanese delivered Legatt an ultimatum to either surrender or be 
bombed. Consequently, the bulk of 2/40th became prisoners of war. Some 
members of the battalion, manning its rear echelon at Champlong, escaped 
inland. Others were later captured. Some joined the 2/2nd Independent 
Company in the hills and were subsequently evacuated in December 1942. 

The 2/40th prisoners spent the first seven months of their captivity 
interned in a camp at Usapa Besar. Lax security allowed parties to slip out 
of camps to forage and gather intelligence. A small party of senior officers 
was shipped to Java on 26 July and the rest of the prisoners on Timor 
followed in September. From Java the 2/40th prisoners were dispersed 
throughout Japan’s conquered territory. They were liberated in late-August 
and early September 1945 and repatriated to Australia almost 

immediately.  

WWII veterans of Sparrow force at a memorial to those who died, in Dili 2012 



 

 
Further reading 
 
C.H. Wray. 
Timor 1942: 
Australian 
commandos at 
war with the 
Japanese / 
Christopher  
 
“Sparrow 
Force,” 
Northern 
Territory 
Library, 
accessed May 
29, 2014. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Student of Arms? 

Show your interest by writing for this Journal. Deadlines: end of month 
prior to issue in March, June, September and December 

Contact the editor on talewis@bigpond.com 

 

Sydney Morning Herald report of 21 February 1942 on the 

Japanese invasion of Timor-Leste 
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GUNS FOR SALE 

 Acme Arms Co. (Stevens)  12G Shotgun B/A,  S/N. 562            $350.00 

 Remington 5mm R/F Rifle B/A, S/N. 115317                              $400.00 

 Sportco .303/25 Rifle B/A  S/N. 35417                                         $400.00 

 Lee Enfield .303 Rifle B/A S/N. 69D800 (Wood Cut)                  $400.00 

 Lee Enfield  .303 Rifle B/A  S/N. 89000  (Full Wood)                  $500.00 

 Smith & Wesson .38 S&W Revolver, S/N. 949538                      $400.00 

 Aetna H&R .32 S&W Revolver, S/N. 269723                                $250.00 

 Iver Johnson .38 S&W Revolver, S/N. 54199                                $250.00 

Browning “Baby” .25 cal. S/A  S/N. 119596                                  $500.00 

All offers considered.           Contact: Ray West, Licence 169 

PH. 89851097       Email: raywest@tpg.com.au 

Wanted M2 .50 cal machine gun 

M2 .50 cal machine gun – real or replica – 
needed to complete display of the M2 .50 cal 
used for ground mounted Anti-aircraft 
defence. 

I have the two tripods and cradle needed - 
just need the firearm to complete it (see pic).  
I have all the necessary licences and permits 
for real or replica. 

This would be used for displays such as Fred's 
Pass where it can be positioned outside to 
attract the public to the main display. What 
have you got?? 

Please contact Jared on 0415 360 759 
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Wanted – magazine for a 22 Margolin 

 

Contact Tom on talewis@bigpond.com 

 

Wanted – replacement firearm woodwork  

I have recently come across a collection of firearms that have been 
attacked by termites whilst stored in a gun safe - a real shame....The joys of 
living in the Top End! 

This has resulted in lots of lonely actions and metalwork, but very little 
else. And yes, they are all registered firearms. I am keen to find 
replacement woodwork to assist in getting them back to looking like 
firearms again. Please see the list below and let me know if you might have 
something that could be useable (it doesn't matter how poor it is, it will be 
better than nothing all). 

• Steyr M95 Carbine 

• Steyr M95 service rifle 

• Lithgow 1A .22 rifle 

• Enfield P14 service rifle 

• Moison-Nagant service rifle 

• Remington Model 25 Pump-
action rifle (needs butt only) 

• Portuguese Mauser service 
rifle 

• Swedish M1896 Mauser 
service rifle 

• French MAS 36 rifle (butt only) 

• Turkish Gew88 Commission 
rifle 

• Spanish M1893 Mauser service 
rifle 

• Israeli (7.62 converted) K98 
Mauser rifle 

• Arisaka Type 38 rifle 

• Japanese Type 44 Cavalry 
Carbine 

• Springfield 1903-A3 service 
rifle 

• French Mle 1907/15 Berthier 
rifle 

Please contact Jared on 0415 360 759 if you have anything that will help get 
these firearms into some semblance of their former selves again. 

Want to place an advert?  They’re free to members. 
Send your text (and if necessary a photo) to Editor Tom. 
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The Myth that a Japanese submarine 
massacred the Armidale survivors 

  
By Tom Lewis 

 
The corvette HMAS Armidale was lost in tragic circumstances in WWII. This 
article does not discuss the sinking, in action, of this gallant warship and 
the loss of most of her ship’s company. Rather, it discusses a myth that the 
Imperial Navy of Japan killed the survivors from the ship. 
 
In recent years a claim has been made that a Japanese submarine 
massacred survivors. This suggestion was first contained in an article 
published in The Age newspaper in 2005.1 The impact of this claim on the 
families of the 
Armidale men, and 
the subsequent 
rewriting of the 
whole story if it 
was found to be 
true, is well worth 
analysis. 
 
The submarine 
suggested was I-
165. The article 
summarized 
research carried 
out by one of the 
Armidale survivors, 
to be later released in the book HMAS Armidale Lives On, by Frank Walker. 
That book is essentially a re-issue of Walker’s first book on the Armidale, 
with updates. 
 
The relevant paragraphs from the article are: 
 

New research cited in HMAS Armidale Lives On, by Frank B. Walker, 
to be published next Saturday, shows the big Japanese submarine I-

 
1 The Age. “Survivor throws light on wartime mystery.” 15 May 2005. 
http://www.theage.com.au/news/National/Survivorthrows-light-on-wartime-
mystery/2005/05/14/1116024408468.html?from=moreStories  Accessed June 2012.   



 

165 was lurking in the vicinity during the search for the raft in the 
Timor Sea on December 9 and 10, 1942.  
 
The same submarine played a role in the destruction of the British 
naval Z Force, including the battleships Prince of Wales and Repulse, 
off Malaya a year earlier, and on January 28, 1943, fired 10 shells at 
midnight into the tiny West Australian town of Port Gregory, north 
of Geraldton. It also sank nine merchant ships during the course of 
the war. 
 
The research has been collated by one of HMAS Armidale's seven 
surviving crew, former Veterans Affairs chief psychologist V.R. "Ray" 
Leonard, 81, who was on the raft for three days before being chosen 
to go aboard a whaler lifeboat. The separation was "a very sad 
memory" for him. He believes the raft's occupants, poignantly 
photographed by an RAAF Catalina flying boat, might have been 
shot by the submarine, either in the water or on board after capture 
– but says he cannot be certain. 
 
Dr Leonard has turned up details showing the submarine had been 
ordered from Penang to Surabaya, in east Java, in November 1942, 
because of an Italian report (which turned out to be false) that 
Australians and Americans would invade Timor from the south. 

 
It therefore might be thought that the release of Walker’s new book, in the 
same year, would contain a more enlarged account of the submarine 
theory. But most strangely, it does not. The new section is an addition of a 
mere 119 words. The original paragraph from the first book is shown in the 
left hand column below; the revised paragraph from the second on the 
right: 
 

Nothing of the fate of 
the men on the raft 
has ever been 
established. The 
most likely scenario 
is that one of the 
Japanese cruisers 
found the raft party, 
took the rafts and 
the pieces of 
wreckage and the 
men on board and 

Nothing definite of the fate of the men on the 
raft has ever been established. One scenario is 
that one of the Japanese cruisers found the raft 
party, took the rafts and the pieces of wreckage 
and the men on board and executed them. 
Another scenario is that a Japanese submarine 
captured the raft survivors and killed them. 
Research by Ray Leonard, one of the whaler 
survivors, showed that the Japanese submarine 
I-65 had been sent from the submarine base at 
Penang to patrol the Arafura Sea, and intercept 
any Australian force attempting to retake Timor. 



 

executed them. This 
would not have been 
beyond the 
Japanese, as 
evidenced by the 
execution of 21 army 
nurses earlier that 
year on Banka Island, 
and countless other 
atrocities that were 
matters of routine 
for the Japanese.2 
That is the only 
theory that would 
account for… 

It would have reached the Arafura Sea on or 
about the date of the Armidale’s sinking, 
December 1, and could have found the raft. 
Under international law, which the Japanese 
totally ignored, it is legitimate to fire on an 
invasion force, but not on survivors of a sinking. 
The men on the raft could not possibly have 
been classified as an invasion force, but it [This] 
would not have been beyond the Japanese, as 
evidenced by the execution of 21 army nurses 
earlier that year on Banka Island, and countless 
other atrocities that were matters of routine for 
the Japanese. That is the only theory that would 
account for…3 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
This 119 word insertion is all that the new book contained of the 
submarine atrocity suggestion. There are no sources given for the claim: 
indeed the style of Walker’s first and second book is not to use footnotes 
or endnotes but rather give the source of his research directly in the text. 
That is fine, but there is nothing recounted at all to show where the 
information came from, and the book’s “bibliography” (on page 9 in the 

 
2 Walker, Frank. HMAS Armidale – The Ship That Had To Die. NSW: Kingfisher Press, 1980. (p. 
94-95) 
3 Walker, Frank. HMAS Armidale Lives On. NSW: Kingfisher Press, 2005. (p. 94-95) Walker’s 
second book is virtually the same as the first, even down to the page numbers, until it gets to 
the end of where the first one stopped at 179 pages. Then for another 44 pages – to p. 223 – 
the second work contains a chapter on the then-new RAN Armidale patrol boats; and some 
discussion of the awarding of the Victoria Cross to Teddy Sheean.  

Japanese submarine I-165 in 1932 (Japanese Navy) 



 

original, and page 11 in the second work) is six works, ranging from Gill’s 
authoritative history of the RAN in WWII to five Australian accounts – two 
being first-person diary recounts from the war – of various aspects of the 
naval conflict. None touch on the Armidale action beyond a few brief 
mentions. 
 
Indeed, the Age article gives more information than the book. It says: ”the 
big Japanese submarine I-165 was lurking in the vicinity during the search 
for the raft in the Timor Sea on December 9 and 10, 1942.”  
 
There were indeed a number of instances of submarine commanders 
ordering the killing of maritime survivors in WWII, including instances 
involving the Imperial Japanese Navy, the (British) Royal Navy, the Soviet 
Navy, the German Kreigsmarine, and the United States Navy, despite the 
fact that all of the major nations had agreed before the war not to take 
such action.4  
 
By virtue of a Treaty which Japan had signed, passengers and crew of ships 
under submarine attack in WWII should have been safe.5  As Lord Russell of 
Liverpool explains6 in his seminal work The Knights of Bushido, the 
personnel of torpedoed ships were not even to be placed in ships’ boats 
unless those small craft were assured of safety by sea conditions, proximity 
to land or another vessel.   

 
However, an order issued by the Japanese in 1943 stated: “…Do not stop at 
the sinking of enemy ships and cargoes.  At the same time carry out the 
complete destruction of the crews of the enemy’s ships…”7  Russell lists 
nine instances during the war where merchant ships were torpedoed.  
Then the submarine surfaced, a few prisoners were taken for interrogation, 
and then the lifeboats and rafts were destroyed, and the remaining 
survivors murdered.   

 
4 See Submarine Atrocities. Website. http://www.oocities.org/pentagon/camp/3166/  
Accessed July 2014. 
5 The Treaty for the Limitation and Reduction of Naval Armament, often known as the London 
Treaty, was signed in 1930 by United Kingdom, Japan, France, Italy and the United States.  Part 
IV Article 22, states: “a warship, whether surface vessel or submarine, may not sink or render 
incapable of navigation a merchant vessel without having first placed passengers, crew and 
ship's papers in a place of safety. For this purpose the ship's boats are not regarded as a place 
of safety unless the safety of the passengers and crew is assured, in the existing sea and 
weather conditions, by the proximity of land, or the presence of another vessel which is in a 
position to take them on board.” Wikipedia.  
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/London_Naval_Treaty  14 November 2005. 
6 Russell, Lord, of Liverpool.  The Knights of Bushido: a short history of Japanese War Crimes.  
Bath: Chivers Press, 1989. (p. 172) 
7 ibid. (p.173) 



 

The ships were the SS Daisy Moller, SS British Chivalry, MV Sutley, SS Ascot, 
MV Behar, SS Nancy Moller, SS Tjisalak, SS Jean Nicolet, and the SS John A 
Johnson.  They were of British, American and Dutch flags.8   

 
On 26 January 1943 the US Navy submarine Wahoo, commanded by 
Dudley Morton, torpedoed and sank three Japanese ships, one of them a 
troop transport which was also carrying many Indian prisoners.   After 
surfacing the submarine closed the lifeboats.  One report says that the 
submarine was attacked by machine-gun fire.  Using the deck gun and 
machine guns the submarine crew killed hundreds of those in the water.   

One of the US crew commented to another “…if those troops get rescued, 
we’re going to lose a lot of American boys’ lives digging them out of 
foxholes and shooting them out of palm trees”.9  It seems the US crew did 
not know there were Indian prisoners on board the ship, and therefore 
many of them were killed too.   

 
8 The submarine which was in the area of the Armidale sinking – I-165 – was probably involved 
in the action, but under a different and subsequent CO, Lieutenant-Commander Shimizu, with 
the sinking of the British steamship Nancy Moller on 18 March 1944.  
9 DeRose, James F.  Unrestricted warfare: how a new breed of officers led the submarine force 
to victory in World War II.  New York: John Wiley, 2000. (p.84) 

A periscope photo of a sinking Japanese destroyer, torpedoed by USS Wahoo. (US Navy) 



 

The men of the submarine USS Barb had the same attitude when they used 
their four-inch gun on what they thought was a derelict Japanese patrol 
boat, only to see “about eight or nine Japs” come running out onto the 
deck.  But “our four-inch crew, being very bloodthirsty at that time, landed 
a shot right in their midst, which blew them all apart”.10  

 
n the European theatre submarine warfare saw similar incidents.  The 
German submarine U-37 torpedoed the 5,242 ton Severn Leigh in 1940. 
The submarine then surfaced and used her machine guns to kill 18 of 

the survivors, the submarine commander later saying that he thought he 
was being attacked by them.   

 
U-852, commanded by Kapitanleutnant Heinz Eck, shot up the survivors 
from the freighter Peleus with machine guns and grenades after the ship 
had been torpedoed.  He and two of his officers were executed after the 
war, and another two imprisoned, in the only case of capital punishment 
being awarded for such crimes committed by submariners.  Some of this 
sort of action may well have been the result of the infamous Donitz order, 
the subject of much debate after the War, in which the German naval 
leader supposedly ordered against picking up survivors, although there is 
considerable room for doubt as to whether that was indeed the case.11 

 
Such actions in the Atlantic submarine warfare included the Allied side.  
British naval officer, broadcaster and writer Ludovic Kennedy tells of a 
British submarine, the crew of which had killed seven survivors of a Greek 
schooner. The men were trying to escape in a rubber dinghy after their 
vessel was set for scuttling by the submariners. Kennedy does not name 
the boat’s captain or the vessel, but he did research the incident, and 
found the submarine’s report of proceedings confirmed the action, and 
even listed another, where a small ship flying “the Nazi flag” had been sunk 
by a surface gun action, with machine guns used “to destroy the boats and 
personnel”.12 
 
So indeed there were indeed atrocities carried out against ship survivors, 
but this was an occasional practice carried out by several forces. So was 
this the situation in the Armidale case? We noted in the previous chapter 
that the raft was sighted on December 7th. The article suggests – there is no 

 
10 DeRose, James F.  Unrestricted warfare: how a new breed of officers led the submarine force 
to victory in World War II.  New York: John Wiley, 2000. (p. 245) 
11  Bridgland, Tony.  Waves of Hate. Leo Cooper: South Yorkshire, 2002.  (p.28, pp.85-112) 
12 Kennedy, Ludovic Henry Coverley.  On my Way to the Club: the autobiography of Ludovic 
Kennedy.  London: Fontana, 1989. (pp. 340-342)  These nine paragraphs have been 
reproduced before in the same author’s Lethality in Combat. 
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source – that “the submarine had been ordered from Penang to Surabaya, 
in east Java, in November 1942.”  There is no date specified in November. 
Then the article says that: “I-165 was lurking in the vicinity during the 
search for the raft in the Timor Sea on December 9 and 10, 1942.” 

 
This would certainly place the IJN boat in the area.  Strangely, though, 
Walker’s book says: “It would have reached the Arafura Sea on or about 
the date of the Armidale’s sinking, December 1.” There is no source for this 
cited either. I-165’s track is however able to be found. The comprehensive 
website Nihon Kaigun has details on the submarine’s movements.13 This 
site, categorizing the movements of Imperial Japanese Navy vessels in 
WWII, far more heavily researched than any book published to date on the 
vast subject, advises that:  
 

5 December 1942: 
I-165 is in the Southwest Area Fleet's SubDiv 30 with I-162 and I-
166.  
I-165 departs Surabaya, Java on her eighth war patrol to raid 
commerce in the Arafura Sea. 

22 December 1942:  
I-165 arrives back at Surabaya. 
 

What is of note here is the I-165 departed Surabaya to voyage to the 
Arafura Sea on the 5th. It is not in the area as Walker says on the 1st of the 
month, but thousands of kilometres away. It is not even there when the 
corvette’s boat is sighted and rescued on the same day – the 5th – by 
Kalgoorlie, because a WWII submarine is slow and especially cautious in 
wartime. In an area which had seen considerable battle that year, the I-165 
would have been submerged in the daylight hours as much as she could; 
would have travelled with extreme caution on the surface at night – boats 
travelled fast on the surface, but very slowly submerged; and would have 

 
13 Nihon Kaigun. Website. http://www.combinedfleet.com/I-165.htm  Accessed June 2014. 



 

dived and remained still and silent whenever she saw – or her lookouts 
thought they saw – enemy ships or aircraft.  
 

t is important to underline this: submarines carried several lookouts on 
their conning tower bridge when surfaced, and their duty – aggressively 
enforced upon them – was to scout their designated section for aircraft 

and surface ships. For any reported contact a submarine crash-dived, her 
bridge team hurling themselves down the conning tower even as the 
emergency ballast tanks blew and the boat started its descent, with 
complete submergence being achieved in seconds rather than minutes. It 
was a fear borne of necessity: a destroyer could sink the submarine very 
quickly, and there was little chance of survival if the vessel was caught too 
close to the surface. Aircraft were even worse: they could see the 
submarine underwater in good conditions, and they were so fast and “on 
top” of the boat so quickly they rapidly became the primary menace for the 
underwater warriors in WWII. 
 
What is known in naval terms as the submarine’s “speed of advance” is 
important here. I-165 was a 75-man vessel known as a KD5.14 Built in 1932, 
she was not particularly capable, and was armed with four forward torpedo 
tubes; two aft tubes, and a 10 centimetre gun. What is of interest is her 
speed. She was capable of nearly 21 knots on the surface, but only eight 
submerged. In tropical waters north of Australia, a regular and almost even 
twelve hours of daylight is the year-round norm. Therefore in twelve hours 
at night the boat could travel theoretically over two hundred nautical 
miles, and in the day around 100. We might note in parenthesis however 
that vessels do not usually travel at maximum speed as it consumes too 
much fuel. A usual cruise speed on the surface would have been 12 knots, 
and submerged the vessel would have travelled at around five. 
 
Even if, however, I-165 was proceeding at maximum speed in a straight line 
she could cover around 300 nautical miles a day, which is 555 kilometres. In 
two days, she could cover over a thousand kilometres. But this does not 
put her anywhere near Armidale on the 5th December 1942. It is 2,062 
kilometres from Surabaya to Darwin, and of course, submarines do not 
proceed as aircraft do, in a straight line (or in fact in a Great Circle course). 
What is now Indonesia is a massive archipelago of 17, 508 islands15 with 

 
14 Nihon Kaigun. Website. http://www.combinedfleet.com/type_kd5.htm  Accessed June 
2014.  The boat’s range is given at 10, 000nm @ 10 knots. Other dimensions of interest are: 
Displacement: 1,705 tons / 2,330 tons submerged; dimensions 320.5 ft x 26.75 ft x 15.5 ft; 
machinery: two diesels: 6,000 hp, electric motors: 1,800 h; maximum depth 70 m (230 feet). 
15 CIA Factbook. https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/geos/id.html  
Accessed October 2014. 
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shallow water all around them, demanding all sorts of course variations. 
 
This was a time when Japanese submarine commanders knew full well 
what dangers could come speedily over the horizon to kill them: long-range 
Catalinas, short-range fighters on the lookout for a submarine on the 
surface, or even just below it, for submarines can be seen to some depth by 
aircraft overhead.  
 
The combination of the speed of an aircraft; its machineguns, cannons and 
bombs were to be feared, but if the submarine crash-dived and lay quiet, 
eventually its tormentor might have to leave, low on fuel. But it might have 
called in a warship, and such an enemy was often prepared to wait around 
for many hours, and depth charge mercilessly anything that returned an 
echo, to be replaced by other warships when it left to refuel and re-arm. 
This was just what had happened to the I-124 when it was sunk off Darwin 
in January 1942, and the I-165’s crew knew full well that their friends still 
lay entombed in their submarine, sunk outside Darwin almost a year ago. 

There were many difficulties requiring careful navigation in confined 
waters. They included the need to remain covert; the need for cautious 
recharging of the submarine’s batteries by her diesels when surfaced – and 
sudden diving if a threat was thought nearby, and the extra distance 
dictated by a non-straight track. We can therefore realistically expect I-165 
to be covering only 100 nautical miles a day, or 185 kilometres. Even 
achieving 200 kilometres a day, it would still take the boat twenty days to 
reach the action area. She had no need to hurry and every reason to be 
slow, silent and cautious. 

Anti-aircraft observers on duty on a U-boat's conning tower bridge.  In the later 

years of the war aircraft became the submarine's major enemy (Author collection) 



 

If I-165 left Surabaya on the 5th as the records show she would not have 
reached the area until 25 December at the earliest. This was two weeks 
after the corvette survivors had been found, and the search for the raft 
given up on the 13th.16  
  
It should be noted at this point that Japanese records have always been 
found to be truthful, although in some cases lacking through wartime 
destruction. The commander of the I-165 survived the war and his advice 
on that deployment, together with extracts from the naval records, are 
contained in a letter, from the Japanese historian Professor Teruaki 
Kawano to Australian author David Jenkins.17 The letter cites the I-165’s 
commanding officer at the time as being Lieutenant Commander 
Tatenosuke Tosu. This was part of investigations being carried out in 
relation to the sinking of HMAS Sydney in 1941 in its battle with the 
German raider Kormoran.  
 
Professor Kawano questioned the former commander of submarine I-165. 
Of interest is: 

• I-165’s patrol is confirmed as 5-22 December, departing Surabaya for 
the Arafura Sea and returning to the same port 

• Lieutenant Commander Tosu advised the boat was not re-supplied in 
that period 

• There had been no “memorable encounters” during the deployment 

• Lieutenant Commander Tosu’s period of command finished on 15 
March 1943 

 
But for some, this will not be enough. Perhaps, they may say, the records 
were simply falsified – who would log such details anyway?  Maybe I-165 
left much earlier than she did. However, despite the controversial claim of 
The Age article and the book there is absolutely no evidence of any enemy 
submarine being involved in the Armidale loss. Nor has any been found in 
this author’s writing of a book on the Armidale; and in several others on 

 
16 The Inquiry was told: “The final search took place on Sunday 13th December and was then 
reluctantly abandoned.” Walker, Frank. HMAS Armidale – The Ship That Had To Die. NSW: 
Kingfisher Press, 1980. (p. 94-95) 
17 Department of Defence. HMAS Sydney II Commission of Inquiry. 
http://www.defence.gov.au/sydneyii/SUBM/SUBM.007.0084_R.pdf  Accessed June 2014. The 
original letter is from Professor Kawano to David Jenkins, and written on 29 May 1991. It 
contains answers to many questions raised by Mr Jenkins, who was writing Battle Surface at 
the time. It should be acknowledged here that author Lewis of this work also was researching 
with Professor Kawano a few years later for a publication – Darwin’s Submarine I-124 – on the 
80-man submarine I-124, sunk outside Darwin, and found him to be a scholar of the highest 
repute and integrity, who worked assiduously to grant full and unfettered access to Japanese 
records. 



 

WWII operations off northern Australia. There is just this bald assertion, 
made with no backup material: no archive entries, no interviews, no 
physical evidence.  
 
The claim overall 
is very odd. The 
IJN’s hundreds of 
submarines were 
of course 
scattered all 
around the Pacific 
and associated 
bodies of water at 
this time. Just 
because a 
submarine was in 
an area does not 
mean its 
commander 
ordered a 
massacre. Nor 
does it mean he 
ordered a rescue. 
Just because some Japanese personnel behaved badly in WWII does not 
mean they all did. Nor do the attacks on Japanese helpless personnel by 
the USS Wahoo’s commander mean this was how all US submarine 
commanders behaved. 
 
Frank Walker has hinted at the possibility before. In both books he 
suggests: 
 

The most likely scenario is that one of the Japanese cruisers found 
the raft party, took the rafts and the pieces of wreckage and the 
men on board and executed them. This would not have been 
beyond the Japanese, as evidenced by the execution of 21 army 
nurses earlier that year on Banka Island, and countless other 
atrocities that were matters of routine for the Japanese.18 

 
This is not supported with evidence by Walker, and nor is it supported by 

 
18 Walker, Frank. HMAS Armidale – The Ship That Had To Die. NSW: Kingfisher Press, 1980. (p. 
94-95) Repeated on page 95 in the second book. Mr Walker also suggests that Japanese 
aircraft could have strafed the raft people; or that NEI soldiers (who were Allies) could have 
killed the Australians, presumably in a competition to survive.    

HMAS Perth 



 

evidence from the war. Survivors of enemy warships were in general 
treated well by the Japanese – although those who ended up in Prisoner of 
War camps were not given appropriate conditions and often treated 
abominably. But for cases of being treated well after battle one only has to 
look at the stories of the sinking of HMAS Yarra and HMAS Perth – both 
were sunk nearby. One of the survivors of Perth later wrote: 
 

The Japanese sailors were curious as to our nationality but treated 
the Australian and American sailors kindly with eye drops for oil 
blindness and water and dry biscuits. Our oil covered clothing was 
taken away and replaced with new white cotton loin cloths…19 

 
n another incident, naval officer Sam Falle gives an account of his rescue 
after HMS Encounter was sunk along with HMS Exeter and USS Pope on 
1st March 1942 in the second Battle of the Java Sea: 

 
It must have been about midday, for the sun was vertical and we 
were just south of the equator. About 200 yards away we thought 
we saw a Japanese destroyer. Was she a mirage? We all saw her, so 
perhaps she was real, but our first emotion was not joy or relief, for 
we expected to be machine-gunned. 
 
There was a great bustle aboard that ship, but the main armament 
was trained fore and aft and there was no sign of machine-guns. The 
ship’s sailors were lowering rope- ladders all along the side of the 
ship. They were smiling small brown men in their floppy white sun-
hats and too-long khaki shorts. 
 
The ship came closer. We caught hold of the rope-ladders and 
managed to clamber aboard. We were covered with oil and 
exhausted. The Japanese sailors surrounded us and regarded us with 
cheerful curiosity. They took cotton waste and spirit and cleaned the 
oil off us, firmly but gently. It was – extraordinary to relate – a 
friendly welcome. 
 
I was given a green shirt, a pair of khaki shorts and a pair of gym 
shoes. Then we were escorted to a large space amidships and 
politely invited to sit down in comfortable cane chairs. We were 
served hot milk, bully beef and biscuits. 

 
19 Winstanley, Lt. Col. Peter, OAM RFD. Website: Prisoners of war of the Japanese. “Survival - 
At Sea And On Land. A Wartime Resume Of An Australian Sailor.” http://www.pows-of-
japan.net/articles/61.htm  Accessed May 2015. 
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After a while the captain of the destroyer came down from the 
bridge, saluted us and addressed us in English: ‘You have fought 
bravely. Now you are the honoured guests of the Imperial Japanese 
Navy. I respect the English navy, but your government is very foolish 
to make war on Japan.’ 
 
That fine officer searched for survivors all day, stopping to pick up 
even single men, until his small ship was overflowing. An awning 
was spread over the fo’c’s’le to protect us from the sun; lavatories 
were rigged outboard; cigarettes were handed out; and by a biblical 
type of miracle, our hosts managed to give all 300 of us food and 
drink. 
 
The only order we were given was not to smoke after dark lest 
‘English submarine’ should see a lighted cigarette. The Japanese did 
not know, it seems, that there were no English submarines in the 
Java Sea. Yet they had continually stopped to rescue every survivor 
they could find. 
 
Thanks to this destroyer and other Japanese ships, Encounter only 
lost seven men and Exeter a surprisingly small number also. The 
survivors from Pope were rescued by the Japanese two days later.20 

 
Historian Tom Frame has also commented on the allegations contained in 
the Walker first edition. Beyond taking issue with what he called the 
“extreme virulence, destructiveness and outright cruelty of the author's 
criticisms and jibes at the RAN and several officers in particular,” he 
criticised allegations of Japanese atrocities made without foundation, 
saying: 
 

The fact of nurses being murdered elsewhere and in different 
circumstances does not establish any likelihood that it happened in 
the Timor Sea….It incites further anger about the war when, in this 
case, these sentiments are not justified by fact. Practically anything 
could have happened to the men on the raft. This should be the 
conclusion and the matter left at that.21 

 

 
20 Extracted from Falle, Sam: My Lucky Life: In War, Revolution, Peace and Diplomacy. 
“Rescued from the sea by the Japanese Navy.“ http://ww2today.com/2nd-march-1942-
rescued-from-the-sea-by-the-japanese-navy  Accessed February 2014. 
21 Frame, Tom. Headmark. “The Ship History — Recording or Distorting the Navy's Past?“ 
Journal of the Australian Naval Institute. Volume 17, February 1991, Number 1. (pp. 44-48) 



 

To summarise, the Japanese Navy was not characterized overall by poor 
treatment of shipwrecked survivors. Some submarine commanders, and 
some surface ship personnel, on both sides of WWII were indeed involved 
in massacres of ship-action survivors. But most commanders were not 
involved in such actions.  
 
There is no evidence any of the Armidale crew were massacred by a 
Japanese submarine, nor by a surface ship. Anyone who wants to suggest 

so needs to have evidence for their case rather than simple assertion.  
 

-o-o-O-o-o- 
 
Dr Tom Lewis OAM is the author of Honour Denied, (Avonmore Books) the 
story of the loss of the Armidale and the lack of a Victoria Cross for Teddy 
Sheean. 
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Painting of the last fight of Seaman Teddy Sheean, on board 

HMAS Armidale as she sinks, by Dale Marsh 



 

Black Powder Flasks 
  

By Darran O’Connor 
 
Recently I was around the Pine Creek area doing some fossicking when I 
found a complete pistol powder flask along with other relics that were used 
on the gold fields during the later 1800s. Since I already own a larger 
example (rifle charger – see photo on next page) found in northern NSW, it 
prompted me to look into their past. 
 
Metal powder flasks were 
first used by the Napoleonic 
Army from 1800 to 1810. 
Soon after, the English 
embraced this design and 
began to produce them. 
 
The rifle powder charger has 
no maker markings, 
however by comparing it to 
those shown on the internet 
it appears to be of English 
origin (or possibly an 
American copy), made 
roughly in the early to mid-
1800s. I reached this 
conclusion because its 
distinctive thumb grip is 
aligned with those exported 
to America for use in the 
Civil War 1861-1865. It has 
powder measurements of 1 
and 1 ½ oz and is set at 1. This relic may have travelled to Australia with a 
settler/miner or been supplied to the Police/Colonial Militia…One can only 
ponder. 
 
The larger example was retrieved by my brother in the mid-1970s from a 
derelict farm house near the township of Bingara. Interestingly, although it 
shows plenty of use, the spring mechanism is in sound condition which is 
testament to the skills of the workers during the Industrial Revolution 
under Queen Victoria. 



 

 
The pistol powder flask was made 
by James Dixon & Sons, Sheffield, 
England around mid-1800s with 
powder measurements of 2/8, 3/8 
and 4/8 Oz. It probably came with a 
pistol and accruements co-located 
in a wooden case. The owner was 
most likely a European miner as, 
from my research, I understand 
these fellows were well armed 
because they needed to be. 
 
The patina being a dark bronze is 
the result of 140 years spent in the 
ground. I’m very happy to have 
saved and preserved it. During my 
fossicking trips to the Pine Creek 
fields I have also found a musket 
ball (around the size of a .577), 
ringed projectiles and cartridges all 

dated to the late 1800s.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 

The Boys Anti-Tank Rifle in British and 
Commonwealth Service 

 
By Craig Wharton 

 
 
Although the German Army had developed, out of necessity, an anti- tank 
rifle as a countermeasure to the increasing number of British and French 
tanks from 1916, the British had little need to do likewise, as Germany only 
fielded 20 A7-V tanks during the war. The Germans did however recover 
quite a few British and French tanks and turn them against their erstwhile 
owners. 
 
With this in mind the British did design an anti-tank rifle, the Godsal in 
.600/500 in 1918, but it never went into full production. Designed by Major 
Philip Thomas Godsal it was derived from an Elephant gun cartridge, the 
.600 Nitro Express, the largest express cartridge of its time. Although it 
went through the development stage it was never adopted. Only one 

example of the Godsal anti-tank rifle is known to exist today. It is a single-
shot bolt action rifle. This cartridge evolved into the .5” Vickers which was 
issued to the Royal Navy, Army and RAF between the wars. With Germany 
defeated and having won the “war to end all wars” there was no need in 
the post-war era for an anti- tank weapon so no research was carried out in 
this regard. Then followed the Great Depression and no-one wanted to 
spend any money on their military. That is except Germany.  
 
With the coming to power of Adolf Hitler in 1933, Germany was re-arming 
at a rapid pace. She had not been idle since the defeat of 1918. New 



 

designs of warships, tanks and planes had been developed and Germany 
had the chance to test some of these designs in actual combat during the 
Spanish Civil War (1936-39). This gave Germany the opportunity to correct 
any faults in these new weapons and give combat experience to the men 
using them, at the same time enabling them to refine new tactical 
doctrines.  
 

n October 1934, instructions were given to develop a light anti-tank 
weapon. This task fell to Captain Boys, Assistant Superintendent of 
Design at the Royal Small Arms Factory, Enfield, with the project code-

named “Stanchion”. The weapon had to be capable of penetrating 25mm 
of armoured plate – thought at the time to be sufficient. The new Boys 
anti-tank round was originally based on the US Army’s .50 calibre Browning 
HMG round during development and was in .5 inch; changed to a belted 
.55 inch round (13.9x 99B) in 1936. In an ironic twist of fate, the Browning 
.50 calibre round itself had evolved from the German Tank Gewehr round 
(discussed in the September issue of the journal.) The new anti-tank rifle 
was put into production, and accepted into British service on 24 November 
1937. It was named after its designer, Captain Boys, who died only a couple 
of days before its acceptance. The first Boys anti-tank rifles were issued to 
British infantry units in 1937.  
 
The first action was in the hands of Finnish soldiers against the Russians 
during the 1939-40 Winter War. The Finns desperately needed anti-tank 
weapons so they purchased 100 WWI German T-Gewehr rifles and an initial 
batch of 100 Boys A/T rifles. For some reason they never used the T-
Gewehr in action. Recoil maybe? But they did use the Boys against Soviet 
tanks with good results, as they were only light tanks. The British sent a 
second batch of 100 Boys which were also used in the Continuation War 
(1941-44) against the Russians. The Germans also supplied the Finns with 
over 200 Boys rifles left behind by the British Expeditionary Force after they 
evacuated Dunkirk in 1940. 
 
The Boys anti-tank rifle came in two versions. The first (British version), had 
a circular muzzle brake and an extendable inverted T-shaped monopod. 
The second, the Canadian version, had a flat Solothurn “harmonica” style 
muzzle brake and a Bren gun bipod, added after Dunkirk, to speed up 
Canadian production of the Boys Mk.1*. The example illustrating this 
article has the first type monopod and the flat “harmonica” muzzle brake. 
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Apart from that, both models are identical except for the rear sight. The 
first model had a double sight, one for 300 yards (274 metres) and one for 
500 yards (457 metres). The second model has a fixed sight only. The 
support monopod (or bipod), muzzle brake, rubber butt pad and the buffer 
spring absorber against which the barrel moves rearwards during recoil, 
were to help control the horrendous recoil. The recoil on a standard 
shotgun is around 26 ft/lb compared to that on the Boys at 76 ft/lb. The 
Boys is long, heavy and an 
awkward thing to carry. It 
was often found mounted in 
Bren gun carriers instead of 
the Bren or Vickers guns, or 
as the main gun in the 
Morris CS9 light armoured 
cars. 
 
By the start of the war on 3 
September 1939 the British 
Army had, besides the Boys, 
the number 68 anti-tank 
grenade (launched via a 
discharger cup from the 
.303) as their defence 
against German armour. It 
could “kill” a PzKpfw I and 
maybe disable a PzKpfw II, 
but not the German 
medium tanks. The Boys 
was effectively obsolete from the start of the war as the German tanks had 
up-armoured. The Germans captured an unknown quantity of Boys A/T 
rifles at Dunkirk. Like any other weapons they captured they issued these 
to second line units. In German service it was designated as the 13.9mm 
Panzerabwehrbüsche 782 (e). These were usually passed on to Germany’s 
Axis partners, the Italians, Finns, and Romanians. 
 
The Boys was effective out to around 300 yards in the anti-tank and light 
vehicle mode. While not effective on German armour it was found to be 
good against bunker and machine gun positions and unarmoured targets at 
long ranges, much the same as the anti-material role carried out by the 
likes of the .50 calibre Barrett in Iraq and Afghanistan today. Far from being 
an inferior weapon, the Boys may well have been ahead of its time. The use 
of the Boys as a long range sniper rifle had been realised by the British as 



 

they actually trialled an experimental ball round for that purpose but it 
never went into production. 
 
The Boys was used in a sniper role during the Commando raid on Dieppe in 
1942. Two experienced Boys gunners were tasked with taking out a flak 
tower and machine gun emplacements on the Hess Battery, which they did 
with 60 rounds. Also in 1942, during the raid by Colonel Evan F. Carlson’s 
2nd Marine Raider Battalion USMC on Makin Island in the Gilbert Islands 
group, the Boys was used to telling effect on Japanese aircraft. During the 
fighting against the Japanese garrison two Japanese planes overflew the 
Marines who took cover 
and did not engage the two 
aircraft. The aircraft 
dropped their bombs where 
they thought the Marines 
might be and flew away. 
Two hours later 12 
Japanese planes arrived 
over Makin Island. Two of 
these, the four engine 
Kawanishi H8K2 (Emily) 
seaplanes, landed in the 
island’s lagoon. The Marine 
Raiders opened fire with 
everything they had 
including their Boys A/T 
rifles. One Emily burst into 
flames and the other, 
riddled with bullets, 
crashed while trying to take 
off. Although it has been 
stated that the Boys was issued to U.S. Army Rangers and the U.S.M.C. 
Raider Battalions, it appears that the Marine Raiders were the only US units 
to use the Boys in combat. They were issued on a scale of 14 to a battalion. 
 
I once had the honour and privilege of meeting one of nature’s true 
gentlemen. I was in my old mate Barry Lathwell’s gun shop in Beckenham 
just south of Perth when he asked me to give him a hand to get down a 
Boys rifle from atop a safe. He explained that he had an old Digger coming 
in to have a look at it and run his hands over one again. Sure Barry, can I 
meet this bloke? After a while the old Digger came in with his son I think it 
was. Once introduced he explained why he wanted to show the Boys to the 
young bloke.  



 

 
Arthur Leggett was a signaller in the 2/11th Battalion on Crete when the 
German paratroopers dropped in on them in 1941. His claim to fame is that 
during the battle for Crete he actually shot down a Junkers 52 transport 
plane full of German paratroopers. His unit had a Boys A/T rifle with only 
TWO rounds. To be used ONLY on any German tanks that may have been 
flown in. Arthur decided, Bugger it! So he stuck the Boys in the fork of a 
nearby tree, lined up the plane and fired. The resultant recoil threw him 
back 12 feet, as he said in his book. His shot took out the pilot, the plane 
crashed into the sea and a lot of German paratroopers died from one 
bullet. His officer, one 
Lieutenant Millett was going 
to charge Arthur for using up 
half the unit’s Boys ammo! 
Arthur should have got a 
medal. 
 
Arthur spent the next four 
years as a prisoner of war of 
the Germans after the fall of 
Crete, a time when he dared 
not mention his feat of 
marksmanship. Arthur is 
probably the only person ever 
to shoot down an aircraft in 
flight with a Boys. His 
autobiography is titled Don’t 
Cry for Me. An eminently 
absorbing read, alternating 
between funny and sad. He 
sent me a copy of his book 
and signed it for me. I believe he has gone to a better place now. I believe 
his conscience was haunted by that day on Crete, when he killed so many 
men with just a single bullet.   
 
The Boys was used to good effect in the North African desert campaign 
against rocky fortifications where it shattered the stones and produced 
casualties from flying rock shards. Australian troops continued using them 
in the Pacific at least up to 1943 when the PIAT became available. Their 
Japanese opponents still used their old pre-war lightly armoured tanks 
throughout the Pacific and the Boys was designed for that type of armour. 
In fact a Boys A/T rifle was instrumental in the disabling and capture of the 



 

first Japanese tank to be taken by Australians in the New Guinea Campaign 
– a Type 95 Ha-Go taken at Milne Bay on 25 August 1942.  
 
The Boys was unpopular with the Diggers as it was heavy to carry up and 
down mountains in sweltering tropical conditions, hence the Diggers’ nick-
name for it, “Charlie the Bastard”. Besides there were no Jap tanks along 
the Kokoda Track to shoot at, the Owen Stanley Ranges being too steep for 
them. The Boys was good at Japanese bunker busting too, easily 
penetrating the coconut tree trunks used in their fortification. I was on my 
way up to Owers’ Corner with a couple of old Diggers some years back and 
well they remembered having to lug “Charlie the Bastard” up the road from 
Port Moresby. They had one each, but Charlie did not reach the 
destination. They were good enough to show me where they left theirs. 
They are still there, rusting in peace. 
 

 
The British fielded the Boys in greater numbers than the other combatant 
nations in WWII. Most countries deployed an anti-tank rifle at platoon 
level, but the British issued them at section level; ie: one Boys per section, 
or four per platoon, which equated to 361 anti-tank rifles per Division in 
1940. Divisional strengths being revised in 1941, this increased the issue of 
the Boys per Division to 444. 
 



 

During World War II there were two main armour piercing service rounds 
used in the Boys. The W Mark 1 was an armour piercing 60g projectile 
travelling at 747 m/s and the W Mark 2 was an armour piercing 47.6g 
projectile moving at 884 m/s. The Mark 2 projectile could penetrate ¾ inch 
(20mm) of armour at 100 yards. A more effective higher velocity round was 
developed late in the war, too late to see actual service. The Armour 
Piercing, Composite Rigid (APCR) round had a tungsten core and travelled 
at 945 m/s. 
 

here were also reduced charge practice rounds made, the lead cored 
Mk. I and the aluminium cored Mk. II. Just to confuse the issue there 
were standard lead cored Ball rounds (Ball Mk. I) and the mild steel 

cored ball rounds (Ball Mk. II and Ball Mk. III), a tracer round (G Mk. I), 
proof rounds (Q Mk. I, Q Mk. II & Q Mk. IIIz) and dummy rounds (U Mk. I & 
D Mk. I). Ammunition for the Boys was made at Kynoch (main supplier) and 
Radway Green. 
 
The Boys Mk.1 was initially produced by the Royal Small Arms Factory 
Enfield with production later extending to BSA as well. The Mk.1* was 
produced by John Inglis & Company (Canada). A total of 68,847 Boys rifles 
were produced in Britain up till August 1943. The Canadian production of 
the Mk.1* Boys was funded by the USA for the “Lend Lease” program. 
Inglis produced the Boys Mk.1* between April 1942 and December 1943 
with a total production of 45,324 rifles and 4.2 million rounds of 
ammunition. Of these, 44,553 Boys were sent as “Lend Lease” aid to Britain 
and other countries. China received 6,129 but very few of these saw actual 
combat usage. Most went into storage and stayed there. The US took the 
other 771. On being replaced by the PIAT (Projector, infantry, anti- tank), 
the 100,000 Boys A/T rifles held in British inventory were given to the 
Home Guard in July 1943. By that time the threat of a German sea-borne 
invasion had long past so there they languished. 
 
The Boys was 63.5” (1613mm) in length, barrel length was 36” (914mm) 
with 5 groove rifling with a right hand twist. A hefty rifle at 36lb (16.33kg) 
in weight, it fired a .55” (13.97mm) belted round at a muzzle velocity of 
3,250 f/s (990 m/s) and was fed by a five round box magazine, which added 
another 2lbs 7ozs to the weight of the rifle when loaded. Ammunition was 
supplied in bandoliers carrying 10 rounds (one clip of 5 in each pocket) or 
pre-loaded magazines in a steel box which held eight magazines. 
 
Other accessories that were issued with the Boys were a canvas muzzle 
cover and a breech cover. The breech cover is unique in that it holds the 
cleaning equipment for the rifle. It holds the combination tool used to pull 
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the Boys apart along with the special sectioned cleaning rod which fits in 
the longer right-hand pocket. The spanner end of the combination tool is 
used to remove the recoil reducer (to be removed by qualified army 
armourers only), the other end is bent and shaped like a screwdriver to 
remove the deflector. If the sectioned cleaning rod was not available, then 
a nine foot long pull through was supplied in lieu. A bristle brush to clean 
the chamber was stored in the right-hand pocket. The left-hand side pocket 
contained a loop for attaching to the cleaning rod, gauze wire mesh (3 ½” x 
3 ½”), a wire brush for the barrel and flannelette for oiling. The weapon’s 
oil bottle is actually incorporated into the shoulder piece of the butt of the 
Boys, so there is no way it can get misplaced. These accessories are rather 
rare. I have only ever seen three breech covers come onto the market and 
only the one set of cleaning gear. Fortunately I have both. Another 
accessory I have that is not often seen are the Armourers’ blueprints for 
the Boys.  

 
There is one accessory I cannot find, which is the sub-calibre training 
adaptor. Shaped like the Boys round it is chambered and rifled for a .22LR 
round for training purposes. It had a separate rim fire firing plug/striker 
and expelling rod. These were made by Parker-Hale; Canada’s Cooey 
Machine and Arms Company made a similar device. If I cannot find one, 
perhaps someone could make one. Any offers? It would be fun to shoot. 



 

There was also another training aid whereby a No.2 Mk IV .22 trainer could 
be fixed to the right hand side of the Boys using two brackets (front and 
rear), and a trigger connector. This was for use on a 30 metre range.  
 
The Boys was the star in a Walt Disney production. Commissioned in 1942 
by the Canadian Directorate of Military Training, Disney made a 20 minute 
animated training film with the title “Stop that tank”. The film also 
incorporates colour footage of the Boys being used. It is available on DVD. 
An airborne version of the Boys existed as the Mk. 2. Basically it was a 
shortened version of the Boys A/T rifle Mk.1. It was given to airborne units 
but it kicked even worse than the original rifle and that plan soon died. 
Released on the Australian market back in the late 1970s, Iopa Imports sold 
them for $325 each. They also imported the German Granatbüchse-39 at 
this time. This may sound cheap but remember, these are 1978 prices and 
represented possibly several weeks wages.  
 
There is still the odd Boys A/T rifle floating around out there, but it would 
still cost you weeks (or perhaps I should say a month’s) wages to get one. 
Then there is the ammunition. Not as readily available as it once was when 
they were released, as most of it would no doubt have been shot off, or are 
a collector’s item in their own right, residing in the collections of advanced 
cartridge collectors. Even back then, I remember it was something like $75 
a round and they came in 5 shot clips. The last clip of 5 I bought 3 or 4 
years ago cost me $250, which was a steal really, considering I paid more 
for that first clip 40 years ago. 
 
Have I ever fired it? NO! I have always remembered what those old Diggers 
told me about “Charlie the Bastard”. Unless you definitely HAVE to fire it, 
DON’T! To me and my already damaged shoulder, “Charlie” remains one 
scary bastard. Apart from that it would be a sacrilege to fire off an original 
Kynoch 1940 dated round. Would it go bang after near on 80 years? In all 
probability, yes. I have managed to recently acquire three of the Peter 
Myer reloads for the Boys, so I may finally give my shoulder a workout. 
Afterall, it would also be sacrilegious to own something like this for 

somewhere around 40 years and never fire it.  

Student of Arms? 

Show your interest by writing for this Journal. Deadlines: end of month 
prior to issue in March, June, September and December 

Contact the editor on talewis@bigpond.com 

mailto:talewis@bigpond.com


 

The Vice President’s Report of Proceedings 
 

By Craig Wharton 
 

2019 ACANT Shows and Displays 

Our normal yearly run of shows and displays usually only cover three events: 
Anzac Day, Fred’s Pass Show, and the Katherine Show. This year has seen a 
doubling of events attended by ACANT members, although the last event 
was technically not an Arms Collectors’ event as such. It was more of a 
classroom instruction from an historical perspective and under strict control 
guidelines. 

Kicking off with Anzac Day. This 
was attended by Tony, Craig, Bart 
and Dane who slept overnight on 
site and set up in the morning. 
Sean and Darren came down and 
helped with the display during 
the day. Apart from the usual 
range of firearms we take to the 
Anzac Day display each year, 
there was a fine display of Light 
Machine Guns this year. The 
German WWI MG 08/15, 
Australian made Bren gun, 
Japanese Type 96 (in its first 
appearance) and a US M- 60. 
These were backed up by two 
mannequins depicting an 
Australian Digger of the 39th 
Battalion (militia) armed with a Thompson sub-machine gun as he would 
have looked at Kokoda, and a Japanese Private of the 144th Regiment who 
were the opposition at Kokoda in 1942. 

A .303 was available as a “hands on” display so the public could see how one 
operated. This was suitable cabled and locked so as to comply with standing 
legislation. It was popular with the younger people that attended on the day. 
The LMGs and mannequins are not usually available for Anzac Day displays 
as the ex-serving member/owner usually marches either overseas or 
interstate on the day. The Adelaide River Show Society must have been 
impressed with the display as they invited us back for their show in June. 



 

Our next outing was our annual commitment to the Fred’s Pass Show on 18-
19 May. This was attended by Tony, Craig, Bart, Dane, Ann and Duncan 
(Blue). An extra event was added to our calendar when I was asked by Mandy 
Armstrong if we would assist by providing a display for what has become the 
annual “Ladies Day” held at the SSAA range at Mickett’s Creek on 1 June. As 
this event was in aid of Ovarian Cancer I jumped at the idea and offered our 
support in this most worthy cause. The display was put on and manned by 
Tony, Craig, Ann and Peter W. We have never had a display orientated 
towards women and firearms as a structured theme, but I think we did OK. 
The centrepiece was a display on Russian female snipers during their “Great 
Patriotic War”, as they call WWII. 

Central to this was a Russian 91/30 sniper rifle, (a real one, not one of those 
put together rifles flooding the current market), along with the ultra-rare 
Russian “Mochalniy” sniper suit made of tufts of raffia, (artificial grass) sewn 
all over it. Around these items were photographs, mainly coloured, of 
famous Russian female snipers with suitable text to explain the display to 
the uninitiated. Next to the boxed sniper display was our Russian sniper, 
“Rosa” in her amoeba pattern two-piece sniper suit with “pilotka” cap, 
binoculars around her neck, holstered Tokarev pistol, SVT-40 bayonet and 
traditional knee-high boots. 

here was a large box of small frame revolvers and pistols as would and 
could have been used by women. Another box held patriotic postcards 
from World War I. Another box offered a comparison between the 

rations issued to Australian soldiers in 1916 and what they were issued in 
2016. All that comfort food in one package. There were also military-issued 
rifles of the United States armed forces on one vertical rack, ranging from 
WWI up to Vietnam – no doubt used by some women in uniform at some 
time. 

The following weekend saw us back at the Adelaide River Show Society 
grounds alongside the racetrack on 8-9 June. Our display was attended by 
Tony, Craig, Marty and Ann. While we were pleased with the area allocated 
to us, (the jockeys’ room), which had the added bonus of our own “en-suite” 
bathroom and toilet and a secure venue, we were disappointed at the low 
attendance figures for the show overall. This was a pity as the location is 
good and we do not have to travel too far. Past shows have been well 
attended we are led to believe, but this being our first one we had nothing 
to compare it to. The lack of “side show alley” vendors meant that most 
people did not proceed past the bar to where we were, despite us putting 
signage out to say we were just that little bit further along the track. 
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So much effort goes into setting up these displays, so it is a bit disappointing 
to only get around 100 people through the door. A good display of Australian 
uniforms was displayed on mannequins. A patriotic little girl in a scaled down 
1916 Australian Army Nursing Service uniform represented WW I, and a 
WWII “Nackaroo” of the North Australian Observer Unit provided a local 
connection. The Vietnam Digger was wearing ACANT member Dick Clark’s 
uniform he wore in Vietnam. Afghanistan/Iraq veterans were represented 
by an SAS trooper in desert camouflage, (with an interesting side story about 
the rip in his trousers!), and those who have served their country on 
Peacekeeping Operations were represented by our Bougainville girl in her 
distinctive yellow t- shirt. On the firearms side of things, we used virtually 
the same display as we had the weekend before at SSAA, as utilizing the 
same display made it a lot easier on us.  

9-20 July found us at the Katherine Show in our usual pavilion. The 
“usual suspects” sleeping over were Tony, Craig and Duncan. Marty 
was with us during the day but went home to a decent bed each night. 

New member Zac joined us for a night’s sleepover and to listen to lots of old 
sailor’s stories. This year’s Katherine Show display contained most of the 
previous display’s items. Again, to make it easy on ourselves. 

As a result of our Fred’s Pass display back in May I had been approached by 
the Palmerston & Litchfield Seniors to see if we could put a display on for 
them on 11 August at their annual get together at Humpty Doo Village 
Green. After getting FPRU approval to display firearms, we gave them a 
green light and the display was curated by Ann and myself. We took along 
our ACANT banners but the wind on the day played havoc with them in that 
open space so we had to take them down till the breeze abated. Given the 
age group, the display had a strong leaning towards people of the Vietnam 
Era, with firearms ranging from 1910 to the 1950’s period. 

The Vietnam and Afghanistan/Iraq mannequins “stood to” again, as did our 
little WWI nurse. A new display box was dedicated to Lance Corporal John 
Gillespie, Missing In Action, 17 April 1971, with another box containing 
Lugers and their background history. 

Again, the effort involved in writing up a whole new lot of captions for a 
totally different display was hardly worth the effort. Apart from the 
organisers, only a handful of the 150 guests bothered to come and look. But 
those that did liked what we displayed. The most enthusiastic group in 
attendance that showed the greatest interest in the display items were the 
Diggers from 1st Combat Engineer Regiment. Although the firearms were 
high on their list, especially the old ones, the thing that really grabbed their 
attention was the AK-47 (Chinese Type-56) captured by the Australian Army 
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Training Team Vietnam. Considering some of them had used them in 
Afghanistan or Iraq, I did not think they would be interested in it. That this 
particular Kalashnikov is believed to have been captured by Ray Simpson 
(Victoria Cross), impressed them even more. 

 Each year they volunteer their time to be bar staff, waiters and food servers 
for this annual senior’s event. As an ex-naval man, I was struck by their 
politeness, bearing. and commendable zeal with which they responded to 
any senior’s request for a drink of whatever: wine, beer, soft drink or water. 
I also appreciated their assistance unloading our tables and display boxes 
and helping stack some back into the trailer at the end. Their Commanding 
Officer and the Australian Army, can be proud of these soldiers. I was! 

Just when I thought our commitment to public education in firearms and 
militaria was over for the year, I got a message from Dr Tom Lewis. Would I 
be interested in doing a school visit and bring along as many weapons that 
were used in the Vietnam War as I could muster? Jarrad had also been 
approached with the same request. This we agreed to do, so on the 16th of 
August we rolled up to MacKillop College. Ochre card? What ochre card? 
Schools have changed! After filling out the obligatory paperwork we were 
cleared for entry, but only one assistant was sent to help relocate the 
Vietnam War into the classroom. “Mate, there are three “ech” bags and 
several arms full of weapons, go and get more gun bearers!” 

I am a firm believer in educating young people in not only our military 
history, but firearms safety at the same time. Tom had already drilled into 
them before Jarrad and I arrived just what they could and could not do. We 
had one keen student that wanted to dress up for the lesson, so he became 
a North Vietnamese regular soldier. He enjoyed it! Tom conducted the 
lesson with added input from Jarrad and I, on certain aspects of each firearm 
that Tom may not have been familiar with. This worked well. Unfortunately, 
there were probably more questions than we had time to answer in full. 
Again, that AK-47 was the most popular item on the day despite the other 
guns, mines, grenades and uniforms on display. 

Jarrad asked if I was interested in doing it again the following day at East 
Point Museum for their 50th birthday. The mind said yes, but the body said 
no next day when I got up. It must have been carrying all those bundles of 
firearms. My back was killing me! There is always next year. If Tom wishes to 
expand his history lessons into WWI and WWII using the same format of 
uniforms, firearms and relics then I’m keen to do it again.  

If I have missed someone’s activities, then I apologise. Either that, or you 
probably were not there to enjoy the moment!  



 

 
Action Aviation Art, by Michael Claringbould 

 

 
On 21 and 27 April 1942 the land-based Betty bombers of No. 4 Kokutai at 

Rabaul were reinforced by detachments of G3M2 Nell bombers of the 
Genzan Kokutai. Although antiquated, the Nells gave valuable service 

throughout the Coral Sea battle in the role of land-attack bombers, also 
attacking Australian ships in the battle. As the performance and flying 

characteristics of the Nell differed substantially from the Betty, the two 
types flew separately. (From Volume 3 of South Pacific Air War) 
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