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GLOSSARY OF TERMS













	1ATF

	

	1st Australian Task Force





	AO

	

	Area of operations





	ARVN

	

	Army of the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam)





	AWM

	

	Australian War Memorial





	CAIRS

	

	Close Air Support





	COAAR

	

	Combat Operations After Action Report





	COMAFV

	

	Commander, Australian Forces Vietnam (based in Saigon)





	COMUSMACV

	

	Commander, US Military Assistance Command, Vietnam





	Comd 1ATF

	

	Commander, 1st Australian Task Force, Nui Dat





	CP

	

	Command post





	FGA

	

	Fighter Ground Attack





	FOB

	

	Forward Operations Base





	FOO

	

	Forward Observation Officer





	FWMAF

	

	Free World Military Assistance Forces





	GVN

	

	Government of Vietnam (South Vietnam)





	HQ AFV

	

	Headquarters, Australian Force Vietnam (based in Saigon)





	MACV

	

	Military Assistance Command, Vietnam





	NPFF

	

	National Police Field Force





	NVA

	

	North Vietnamese Army. A shorthand term in common use during the Vietnam War meaning those elements of the PAVN (see below) raised and trained in North Vietnam and infiltrated into South Vietnam.





	OC

	

	Officer commanding





	OR

	

	Other rank





	PAVN

	

	People’s Army of Vietnam. That force which was raised and trained in the Democratic Republic of Vietnam (North Vietnam), some of which was deployed south into the Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam).





	PF

	

	Popular Force. A locally recruited militia force providing security for a particular Vietnamese village.





	POW

	

	Prisoner of war (see PW)





	PSDF

	

	Popular Self Defence Force. A volunteer force similar to a Home Guard, providing basic static security for a village.





	PW

	

	Prisoner of war (see POW)





	RAR

	

	Royal Australian Regiment





	RDC

	

	Revolutionary Development Cadre





	RF

	

	Regional Force. A locally recruited militia force providing security for a particular Vietnamese province.





	RIF

	

	Reconnaissance-in-force





	RPG

	

	Rocket-propelled grenade





	RVN

	

	Republic of Vietnam (South Vietnam)





	SAS

	

	Special Air Service





	USMACV

	

	US Military Assistance Command, Vietnam





	UXB

	

	Unexploded bombs





	VC

	

	Viet Cong





	VCI

	

	Viet Cong Infrastructure
















SERIES INTRODUCTION









In 2004, the then Chief of Army’s Strategic Advisory group, the Australian Army’s senior generals, established a scheme to promote the study and understanding of military history within the Army. The focus was the Army’s future generation of leaders and, from this, the Campaign Series was created. The series is intended to complement the Army’s other history publications which are academically rigorous and referenced.


The Campaign Series focuses on leadership, command, strategy, tactics and personal experiences of war. Each title within the series includes extensive visual sources of information — maps, including specifically prepared maps in colour and 3D, commissioned artwork, photographs and graphics.


Covering major campaigns and battles, as well as those less known, the Australian Army History Unit’s Campaign Series provides a significant contribution to the history of the Australian Army and an excellent introduction to its campaigns and battles.



Tim Gellel


Head, Australian Army History Unit
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INTRODUCTION







Mine warfare in its various forms is still today the insurgents’ preferred, and perhaps most effective, weapon against government forces. The 1st Australian Task Force (1ATF) in Phuoc Tuy Province in South Vietnam between 1966 to 1971 experienced the full force of a well organised enemy mine campaign, and in fact suffered more casualties from this than any other cause. This study is an account of the complex tactics adopted by 1ATF to eventually defeat the enemy mine campaign. Despite the fact that 1ATF, for some years, actually made it easier for the enemy to use high quality anti-personnel mines against 1ATF soldiers, the eventual success in destroying the enemy’s campaign might be a useful lesson for other government forces facing similar problems around the world today.


The analysis underpinning this study is based on the techniques of Operations Research and the supporting statistics derived from two major databases created by A.T. Ross. A description of these databases and the methodology of this study are given in Appendix A.


In their initial stages, insurgencies typically involve a small, poorly equipped but highly motivated insurgent force in a violent struggle against larger, better-organised and equipped counterinsurgent forces of a state, for ultimate political control. Often, the state’s counterinsurgency forces are supported by an intervening power which seeks to assist the state while political, social and economic reform takes place. This reform aims to erode the insurgents’ political appeal leading to ultimate victory for the counterinsurgent forces. While early in their campaign the insurgents tend to consist of guerrillas organised as light infantry armed only with small arms, man-portable anti-armour weapons, and mortars, the counterinsurgent forces often enjoy the benefits of protected mobility using armoured vehicles, heavy weapons such as tanks, and artillery. They may also have the benefit of helicopters and fixed wing transport, air strike and naval gunfire support. The key point is that the insurgency usually begins with weak military capability, and seeks to grow in strength until it competes on equal or superior terms with the forces of counterinsurgency. Mines, or as they now tend to be known, Improvised Explosive Devices (IEDs), are often favoured by insurgent forces because they provide a means to kill, wound and intimidate the superior counterinsurgent forces arrayed against them, without exposing any of the weak insurgent forces to enemy action.








THE PROVINCE OF PHUOC TUY




Phuoc Tuy Province (see Map 1) was located about 60 kilometres southeast of Saigon, South Vietnam. It had an area of 2270 square kilometres and, in 1966, had a population of nearly 103,000. The province was divided into five Districts: Phuoc Le, Long Dien, Dat Do, Xuyen Moc and Duc Thanh. Phuoc Le District was the site of the province capital, Ba Ria, and held nearly half of the province population. Of the five districts, Xuyen Moc District was the most sparsely populated with just 2068 citizens.






The province economy was based on agriculture. In 1966 most citizens in the province were employed in rice, fruit and vegetable farming, timber getting and fishing. There were 13,000 hectares under cultivation of which 8000 were producing rice. Most farmers tilled very small plots and lived at a near-subsistence level with little surplus production to sell. There were 87 registered civilian cars and 15 registered trucks in the province, equivalent to one motor vehicle for every 1000 people.1 For their limited transport needs farmers relied on wagons drawn by water buffalo — the same animal that ploughed their paddy fields. In central Phuoc Tuy Province many citizens worked for French rubber plantations.
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Map 1: Phuoc Tuy Province, South Vietnam (Albert Palazzo, Australian Military Operations in Vietnam, Map 4.1, Big Sky Publishing, Newport, 2006).


Most of the civilian population lived in the south of the province in a cluster of settlements including the province capital Ba Ria and the major villages of Hoa Long, Long Dien and Dat Do. There were outlying villages at Xuyen Moc and Binh Gia and smaller villages and hamlets dotted along the main communications routes (including Route 15 and Route 2, both of which led to Saigon).


The northern half of the province was covered in primary jungle with occasional clearings and rubber plantations. In the south, the area around the villages was a large, open expanse of flat rice paddy, inundated during the wet season and baked rock hard during the dry. Closer to the village perimeters were orchards and gardens producing other crops.




The four main mountain features within the province (see Map 1) were riddled with caves, strewn with massive boulders and covered in jungle. They were ideal base areas for insurgent operations against the government and its security forces. Impervious even to B52 strikes, the caves could conceal large numbers of men and equipment. Some had streams running through them.








THE WAR IN PHUOC TUY




1ATF operations in Phuoc Tuy Province from 1966 to 1971 were conducted by Australian and New Zealand soldiers in the context of a revolutionary war waged by the combined forces of the National Liberation Front, complemented and reinforced with units and men of the People’s Army of Vietnam (PAVN).2 Although these two forces were somewhat different (for example, the People’s Army soldiers were generally better trained and armed), by 1968 when PAVN soldiers increasingly reinforced Viet Cong (VC) units, the distinction between the two became blurred. Henceforth we refer to them as the VC/ PAVN.


The VC/PAVN supported the enemy’s political arm, the National Liberation Front, which ran a system of government in parallel to that of the Republic of South Vietnam. Each town and village in South Vietnam had its nucleus of National Liberation Front supporters known to counterinsurgent forces as the Viet Cong Infrastructure. These people supported the VC/PAVN forces by political agitation, intelligence gathering, provision of recruits and through logistic support including the provision of food and non-military stores. Arms and ammunition flowed to the VC/PAVN forces via the Ho Chi Minh trail through neighbouring Laos and Cambodia, and other lines of communication to the south, including by sea direct to the beaches of Phuoc Tuy Province.


In supporting the National Liberation Front, the VC/PAVN conducted military operations aimed primarily at attacking the South Vietnamese government and its military arm, the Army of the Republic of Vietnam (ARVN). While some ARVN units were of high quality and effective against the VC/PAVN, others, especially the local forces such as the Popular Force (PF) and Regional Force (RF), were poorly equipped, led, organised, trained and motivated. They were, initially at least, no match for the highly motivated VC/PAVN which by 1966 threatened to destroy the South Vietnamese military.


The US and its allies, including Australia, entered the war to prevent the military collapse of the South Vietnamese government. The US Army possessed a massive advantage over the VC/PAVN in terms of both direct and indirect firepower. Expecting that this firepower
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The extent to which the National Liberation Front had penetrated the villages of Phuoc Tuy Province is indicated by the above diagram for Binh Ba, one of the larger hamlets. Viet Cong committees dominated all aspects of village life. 1ATF was trying to insert itself into a political landscape that had been consolidated many years before by the National Liberation Front.







advantage would overwhelm the VC/PAVN, it adopted a strategy of attrition to win the war. General William C. Westmoreland, Commander, US Military Assistance Command, Vietnam (COMUSMACV), adopted the attrition strategy primarily because the VC/ PAVN were capable of conducting operations at regimental and even divisional level. Little in the way of a classic counterinsurgency strategy could be applied while enemy forces of regimental strength continued to threaten the counterinsurgency forces.






[image: ]


Commanding Officer 3rd Battalion, Royal Australian Regiment (3RAR), Lieutenant Colonel J. Shelton, addressing the Commander, US Military Assistance Command, Vietnam, General W. Westmoreland, during a visit to 1st Australian Task Force (1ATF) operations, 1968 (AWM THU/68/0567/VN).


However, following its military defeat in the Tet Offensive of 1968, the VC/PAVN reverted to a lower intensity of operations. This enabled the new COMUSMACV, General Creighton Abrams,3 to replace the attrition strategy with a ‘pacification’ strategy in April 1969.4 The pacification strategy was aimed at providing security for the South Vietnamese people. Its subordinate allies supported the US strategy. Under US Army strategy, security of the villages was left in the main to ARVN forces including the RF, PF and People’s Self Defence Force, a home guard made up of volunteers.5 To achieve attrition of the VC/PAVN forces, the better equipped, trained and led Allied forces endeavoured to bring major units of the VC/ PAVN to battle under conditions where the Allied firepower advantage in terms of airpower, armour, artillery and other firepower resources could be devastating.6


The VC/PAVN sought to nullify the great firepower advantage enjoyed by the Allies. In the main, VC/PAVN forces sought to avoid battle with the Allies except under circumstances deemed favourable to themselves. To achieve this the VC/PAVN major units operated widely dispersed, deep in the jungle. Except when concentrating for a carefully planned operation, they moved in small dispersed groups presenting small targets to Allied firepower. For additional security, particularly for larger organisations like headquarters and hospitals that could not achieve security through dispersion, the VC/PAVN built bunker systems or used existing caves. These bunker systems ranged from small clusters of bunkers to more elaborate systems of hundreds of bunkers with elaborate networks of defensive earthworks linked by tunnels and crawl trenches. These complexes were designed primarily to provide their occupants with security against sudden Allied ground assault, or Allied artillery, mortar or air bombardment.7
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Supreme Commander US Military Assistance Command, Vietnam, General C. Abrams (left) and Commander Australian Force Vietnam, Major General C. Fraser, at Vung Tau, 1970 (AWM FAI/70/0751/VN).








VC/PAVN STRATEGY




The doctrine followed by the VC/PAVN was an adaptation of Mao Zedong’s strategy for revolutionary war in China which, in turn, owed much to earlier thinkers about the nature of war. Mao saw the revolutionary struggle against the oppressor as one combining elements of both conventional forces and guerrilla warfare, since China lacked a sophisticated military machine to match its enemy, Japan. In his campaign against the Japanese invaders, Mao advocated a protracted war in which the superior Japanese military machine would be worn down:


Because the reactionary forces are very strong, revolutionary forces grow only gradually, and this fact determines the protracted nature of our war. Here impatience is harmful and advocacy of ‘quick decision’ incorrect.... To proceed from this point in formulating our strategy of long-term warfare is one of the important principles guiding our strategy.8


Despite this strategy of protracted war, Mao argued that at the tactical level, the revolutionary forces should seek quick and decisive victories.






Mao’s strategy for his war of liberation against Japan formed the model for the strategy adopted by Ho Chi Minh and others for the war of liberation in Vietnam. Writing ‘instructions’ for a conference on guerrilla warfare in July 1952, Ho Chi Minh echoed Mao’s thoughts when he insisted that:


The aim of guerrilla warfare is not to wage large-scale battles and win big victories, but to nibble at the enemy, harass him in such a way that he can neither eat nor sleep in peace, to give him no respite, to wear him out physically and mentally, and finally to annihilate him. Wherever he goes, he should be attacked by our guerrillas, stumble on land mines or be greeted by sniper fire.9


When the enemy had been weakened and demoralised enough, the communist guerrillas would then form large conventionally armed units, and destroy the enemy’s last remaining Main Force units, as for example the Battle of Dien Bien Phu.
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President of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, Ho Chi Minh, 1957 (ITAR-TASS News Agency / Alamy Stock Photo EK3E2K).


General Vo Nguyen Giap, the People’s Army chief strategist, also echoed Mao’s strategy. Writing about the Viet Minh war against the French, Giap noted:


It was necessary to firmly grasp the strategy of a long-term resistance, and to exalt the will to be self-supporting in order to maintain and gradually augment our forces, while nibbling at and progressively destroying those of the enemy; it was necessary to





accumulate thousands of small victories to turn them into great success, thus gradually altering the balance of forces, in transforming our weakness into power and carrying off final victory.10


Like Mao, Ho Chi Minh recognised the importance of winning and maintaining the support of the people in their protracted campaign. In a statement that seems to resonate with his own view of the importance of ‘winning hearts and minds’ he placed strong emphasis on the forging of bonds between his military forces and the people, stating that:


What matters the most is that our armed forces, be they regulars, regionals or guerrillas, must hold fast to the people; divorce from the latter will surely lead to defeat. To cling to the people means to win their hearts, gain their confidence and affection. This will allow us to overcome any difficulty and achieve sure success. To this end we must protect, assist and educate the people.11


These views translated into the model of communist revolutionary warfare that raged across South Vietnam. This envisaged the struggle evolving in three phases. In the first phase the Viet Cong would build political support for the insurgency and disrupt government control through terrorism, assassination, fermentation of popular resistance and through small-scale attacks on government administrative posts. When it was judged that the time was right to implement the second phase, the insurgency would form larger and more capable military units, conduct limited military campaigns and build a supportive infrastructure of secure bases, caches and political support. In the third phase, the insurgency would field large units capable of conducting major military actions against the weakened government. It is in the third phase that the insurgency-envisaged victory would come. Meanwhile, significant setbacks experienced along the way would be dealt with by reverting to an earlier phase in the process. At any given time, the developing campaign might be at a different phase in different regions throughout the country.


Using this approach, the VC/PAVN could adjust the scale and intensity of their operations to control their Loss Rate and potentially could wage war indefinitely. The US and its allies, on the other hand, faced domestic political realities that required them to not only win the war, but to do so within an acceptable (and relatively short) timeframe. Domestic political support would not be sustained unless there were clear signs that the struggle would end in victory and that that end would not be too distant or too costly. It followed from this that the US and its allies were under pressure to win the war, but for the VC/ PAVN it was acceptable to simply avoid losing. This gave the VC/PAVN a significant strategic advantage.


By 1965 the enemy had reached phase three in South Vietnam and was operating with impunity in large units of battalion and regimental strength, inflicting heavy defeats on ARVN forces. The threat posed to the survival of the government of the Republic of Vietnam by this development was the reason for the deployment of US, Australian and other Allied combat forces to South Vietnam. These forces aimed to prevent the imminent collapse of the government. The adoption of search-and-destroy operations using the heavy firepower 

  available to US forces to achieve attrition was appropriate given the enemy’s growing preference for large-scale battalion and regimental-sized operations. The VC/PAVN’s phase three operations provided US forces with many large targets that were easily found and destroyed. But the VC/PAVN would eventually demonstrate their strategic flexibility by reverting to phases one and two as the need arose, while the US found great difficulty in altering its strategy to adapt to the new VC/PAVN tactics.










THE VC/PAVN IN PHUOC TUY




The Australian ground force that was sent to Phuoc Tuy initially consisted of two infantry battalions, one artillery field regiment, one squadron of armoured personnel carriers (APCs) one squadron of Special Air Service (SAS), and appropriate engineer and logistics support. Later, it was increased to three infantry battalions, and added a squadron of Centurion main battle tanks.


When the Australian Task Force arrived in Phuoc Tuy Province in June 1966 to occupy its base at Nui Dat, the VC/PAVN forces were already well entrenched in the province and had extensive connections with the civilian population. Enemy Main Force elements included 274 and 275 VC Main Force regiments with strengths of about 2000 and 1850 men, respectively. Each of the regiments consisted of a regimental headquarters (HQ) plus three infantry battalions and a support battalion providing medium mortars, antiaircraft, recoilless rifle and sapper reconnaissance companies plus engineer, medical, signals and other logistical support elements.12 Operating within the province were also two Provincial Mobile Battalions during 1966 to 1971: D440 and D445 each consisting of a battalion HQ plus three infantry companies, a heavy-weapons company and other support elements. In addition to these Main Force units there were district units of company strength and smaller village-based guerrilla bands operating from each village in the province. From time to time other enemy units also operated within Phuoc Tuy. These included 33 PAVN Regiment, 74 PAVN Artillery Regiment, D67 Engineer Battalion and elements of 84 Rear Services Group.


Adding the strengths of all these enemy forces together produced a total of about 8000 men. But this is misleading. The Australian Task Force never faced such a large force. Instead, many of these VC/PAVN units operated within the province only occasionally under the direction of their higher headquarters. Nevertheless, it is clear that the enemy were capable of concentrating a significant force against the Task Force if they chose, as in the battle of Long Tan.


Village guerrilla units were generally armed with Second World War vintage weapons. They were small units whose members had limited military experience and training. They generally sought to avoid contact with Task Force patrols. Enemy Main Force elements such as 33 PAVN Regiment, 275 VC Regiment and D445, were generally well armed with Soviet bloc weapons including the AK47, SKS carbine, RPD light machineguns and RPG-2 and -7 anti-armour weapons.13 They were highly motivated, well trained and well led.






The enemy in Phuoc Tuy Province also made extensive use of what, at the time, were called mines (now known as IEDs). Many of the mines used by the enemy in Phuoc Tuy Province, and elsewhere in South Vietnam were not ‘improvised’, but sophisticated, purpose-designed devices manufactured in factories in the Soviet Union, China, the Democratic Republic of Vietnam and the US. While those manufactured in communist bloc countries had to be shipped into Phuoc Tuy Province by sea or via the Ho Chi Minh or Sihanouk trails, those manufactured in the US were, as we will see, delivered to the battlefield for enemy use by the US and Australian logistics systems, saving the enemy the trouble of doing so. Supplementing these mass-produced mines were other explosive devices that were indeed improvised. These included mines and booby traps manufactured in jungle workshops from pieces of bamboo, batteries, wire and sheet metal, and often using dud munitions — artillery and mortar rounds, aerial bombs and demolition charges — for their explosive content. Together, these mines accounted for many Australian, New Zealand, Allied and civilian casualties. As the following pages show, they tended to produce casualties without exposing the Viet Cong to fire, and came closer than any other form of combat for 1ATF to producing the draining ‘nibbling’ effect that Ho and General Giap had sought.
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Commander of the Vietnam People’s Army, General Vo Nguyen Giap (World History Archive / Alamy Stock Photo KJ1H28).






CHAPTER 1


ZEN AND THE ART OF MINE WARFARE: ENEMY MINE WARFARE TACTICS IN PHUOC TUY









WESTERN MINE DOCTRINE




Most Western armies, including the Australian Army, took a very controlled and deliberate approach to mine warfare. Mines provided the means of creating artificial barriers or obstacles to enemy manoeuvre. Minefields could consist of large anti-tank mines, antipersonnel mines or a mixture of the two. Minefields could also be laced with booby traps often consisting of anti-personnel mines triggered by trip wires. According to Australian military doctrine, most minefields were to be surrounded by barbed-wire fences hung with signs announcing the presence of mines. The location and extent of the minefield was recorded, and all relevant friendly forces informed of its position. The individual mines were laid to a carefully recorded pattern so that when the focus of the fighting moved on, the mines could be lifted and the area rendered safe. Although they were intended to be a barrier to enemy movement, minefields could also be a barrier to friendly manoeuvre, and they could cause friendly casualties as easily as enemy ones.1


In Australian Army doctrine, these marked minefields were not regarded as impassable. They merely made manoeuvre through them more difficult by forcing the enemy to expend time and effort in creating safe avenues through the obstacle, or accept the casualties that would otherwise result. Clearing a safe passage through the minefield was further complicated for the enemy by ensuring that the minefield was covered by fire — any enemy attempting to clear a passage through the obstacle would have to do so under small-arms fire.


The doctrine admitted one exception to this approach. This was the nuisance minefield. These were generally small, localised minefields, usually involving a few mines and booby traps. They were usually associated with other barriers to movement such as roadblocks or demolished bridges. Individual mines could be seeded into the roadblock itself, or into areas enemy troops might venture in their efforts to clear the roadblock or bypass it. Nuisance minefields were intended to cause the opponents additional delay by forcing them to clear the mines before they repaired the bridge or found a way around or through the roadblock.2












THE USE OF MINES IN VIET CONG STRATEGY IN PHUOC TUY




Mine warfare had always been an important part of the combat activities of the insurgent forces of Vietnam. The Viet Minh, and later the Viet Cong, learnt steadily from fighting first the Japanese, then the French, and finally the ARVN and the US Army and Marines, over a period lasting more than 20 years. Early in their campaign they had made extensive use of non-explosive ‘mines’, such as spiked pits and bamboo whip traps.3 These could be made from local materials by village guerrillas. Their manufacture often involved the community and helped to build solidarity with the revolutionary cause, while their siting and camouflage no doubt honed the skills that would be employed to great effect when explosive mines became available.
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Viet Cong sympathisers preparing a panji pit outside their village (AWM P01011.047).
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Warrant Officer Class 2 (WO2) G. Nietz with WO2 R.J. (Butch) Swanton looking at a panji pit around a fort at Bulon valley north of Quang Tri (AWM SHA/65/0094/VN).


Spike traps, or panji pits, caused few casualties, but journalists helped promote the image of resolute communities united against the Saigon regime, heroically using ingenuity and cunning to overcome their lack of military capability. As explosives became available and conventional explosive mines appeared in the enemy arsenal, these tactics tended to be transferred to the enemy’s mine warfare campaign. When Australian forces arrived in Phuoc Tuy Province in mid-1966 there was little that the Viet Cong did not already know about the conduct of mine warfare, and little they could have learned from the much later operations of the Taliban in Afghanistan.


Viet Cong methods of mine warfare were quite different to those of the Australian Task Force. Colonel P.J. Greville noted that:


... rarely did the enemy use a conventionally laid minefield with fence and formal minefield markings. On the other hand their use of anti-personnel and anti-vehicular mining was both professional and intelligent. Generally the mines were laid in clusters of two or more along likely routes, with some sort of signage nearby.4






The Viet Cong deployed mines primarily as offensive weapons, individually or in small groups, using them to inflict casualties and disrupt Task Force operations. Single anti-vehicle mines were dug into roads or tracks, sometimes surrounded by a few anti-personnel mines planted in the expectation that they might cause more casualties to men escaping from the mined vehicle or rushing to help those already wounded. Defensive mining was used to protect base camps and bunker systems. These defensive mines were often, once again, deployed singly, usually carefully sited and command-detonated using electrical cable and a battery. They aimed not to create a barrier or obstacle to manoeuvre, but to cause casualties to both people and vehicles and to disrupt or interdict road and track use. Sometimes they were used to achieve political effect by closing roads to civilian use. There appears to have been little attempt to record the location of planted mines but sometimes mine maps prepared by the Viet Cong were later captured by 1ATF.5 It is likely that the retrieval and re-planting of mines would have been done by the same mine-laying team, who memorised where the mines had been buried. Sometimes subtle signs — such as a broken stick or a tuft of grass tied in a knot — were left, indicating the location of a mine. Less frequently, painted mine signs were used. These often depicted a skull with the word ‘Min’ painted on a red background. Command-detonated mines used for the protection of bunker systems, and anti-vehicle mines planted on tracks, were rarely marked in any way.


Although the insurgent mining campaign was implemented widely and intensively in South Vietnam, it was not particularly prevalent in Phuoc Tuy Province when 1ATF arrived in May and June 1966. Prior to the arrival of the Task Force, the enemy had little need for an offensive mine warfare effort. The Viet Cong dominated the Government of South Vietnam (GVN) forces in the province and they commanded the acquiescence, if not the loyalty, of most of the population. The Viet Cong ruled the night and, as the battle of Binh Gia showed in December 1964 to early January 1965, could assemble forces capable of inflicting shattering defeats on government forces before retiring back into the jungle.6
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