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The Japanese Offensives.

of the great British naval base of
Singapore.

Meanwhile, on 10 December the
British battleship Prince of Wales
and the  battle-cruiser Repulse,
caught without air cover off the
east coast of Malaya, were sunk
by Japanese land based aircraft.
The loss of these two great war-
ships deprived the combined fleets
of the British, Dutch and Americans
of effective naval strength in South-
East Asia, and freed the Japanese
navy to sweep the seas through the
Indies to Australia.

In a desperate attempt to save
Singapore, the Allies endeavoured
to reorganise their forces in Malaya
and the Indies. But it was too late.
Pressing their attack relentlessly,
the Japanese forced the Imperial
troops back on to Singapore Island,
followed them up, and compelled

their capitulation on 15 February,
1942—seventy days from the Japa-
nese first landing on the Peninsula.

The fall of Singapore forced the
remnants of the Allied forces in
South-East Asia to fall back to the
Indies and eventually to Australia,
and opened the way for the Japa-
nese attack on Burma and India.

Burma.

The Japanese invaded Lower
Burma early in the Malaya cam-
paign, and quickly succeeded in
overrunning the territory. The
Allies fell back on the main port of
Rangoon, where supply was badly
disorganized by enemy bombing,
and prepared to defend Upper
Burma along the line of the Salween
River.

Pressing on, the Japanese crossed
the Salween, enveloped the south-
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ern flank of the Allied position, and
drove the defenders west to the
Sittang. The loss of Rangoon cut
the supply lines of the British and
Chinese forces in Burma, the only
remaining means of communication
with India being by air. The Japa-
nese followed up rapidly, and split
the Allied forces and cut the Burma
Road—China’s last surface link
with the outside world—by captur-
ing Lashio. The Chinese retreated
by the Burma Road, and the Im-
perial troops made their way by
jungle tracks to Imphal, in India.
By the end of May, 1942, Japan had
occupied the whole of Burma.

The Philippines.

The fate of the Philippines was
settled at Pearl Harbour. Sur-
rounded by the Japanese on the
north, west and east, the damage
inflicted on the US Pacific Fleet pre-
cluded the possibility of help reach-
ing them in time to be of any avail.
It was hoped, however, that the
garrison could hold out long enough
to enable the Allies to secure their
communications with Australia, and
assemble there forces for a counter-
offensive.

Nine hours after the bombs fell at
Pearl Harbour, Japanese aircraft
raided the American airfields in the
Philippines and destroyed most of
the 'planes on the ground. Another
raid wrecked the naval base at
Cavite, but the vessels stationed
there had already put to sea.

Japanese troops landed at various
points in the Philippines from 10
December onwards. By 2 January,
1942, they had occupied Manilla,
and the American forces were fall-
ing back to a defence line across
the neck of the Bataan Peninsula.
There they staged a gallant defence

until 9 April, when their lines were
finally overrun. Those who escaped
joined the garrison in Corregidor,
the island fortress in Manilla Bay.
The fortress held out until 6 May,
when it succumbed to Japanese
assault.

The Netherlands East Indies.

The Netherlands East Indies, scat-
tered over 1,500 miles of water be-
tween Asia and Australia, could
have been defended only by strong
naval and air forces. All that was
actually available was a small army
of colonial troops, a tiny navy and
a miniature air force.

At an early stage in the war with
Japan the Allied Governments
agreed to establish a command to
include the NEI and Malaya, and
to allot to it British, Australian,
American and Dutch forces. In
pursuance of this decision, the 6th
and Tth Australian Divisions were
hastily shipped from the Middle
East. But the Japanese moved too
fast, only a few Allied units ever
reached the Indies.

By January, 1942, the Japanese
had established air bases on the
southern tip of the Philippines and
in Borneo and the Celebes. They
then moved through Macassar Strait
against Java. The Allied navy,
struggling valiantly against vastly
superior forces, was destroyed in a
series of hard fought engagements.
Japanese ground forces followed up
rapidly, and by 9 March Java was
securely in their hands. Simulta-
neously enemy forces from Malaya
had captured Sumatra. Within a
few weeks they had occupied all the
important points in the East Indies
Archipelago.

New Guinea and the Islands.
Simultaneously with their south-
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ward drive through Malaya and the
Indies, Japanese amphibious forces
swept east and south-east through
the Pacific Islands and New Guinea.
Early in December, 1941, they cap-
tured the American held islands of
Guam and Wake, but the garrison
of Midway repulsed two determined
assaults.

By March, 1942, the Japanese
were in possession of all the impor-
tant  places on the north-eastern
New Guinea coast and by July they
were in the Solomons. That was the
high water mark of their tide of
victory. The Americans held them
in the Solomons, while the Austra-
lians defeated their attempts to
capture Port Moresby at the Battle
of Milne Bay and in their counter-
offensive across the Owen Stanleys
to Buna and Sanananda.

At the battle of Midway in the
Central Pacific (3-6 May), the
American Navy inflicted a crushing
defeat on the enemy. In this action
the Japanese lost four carriers, a
loss which deprived them of nava#l
air superiority, and which com-
pelled their fleets to conduct their
future major operations within
range of the cover of land based air-
craft. At this battle control of the
open seas passed to the Allies.

The Counter-Offensives.

In the Pacific the Allies spent
most of 1942 in building up their
strength for a counter-offensive. In
June, 1943, they began to move
northwards through the Solomons
in a series of amphibious landings
which isolated the Japanese garri-
sons, and left them stranded and
In September a similar

helpless.
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advance began up the north-east
coast of New Guinea. In November
the westward advance through the
Central Pacific began with the cap-
ture of Makin and Tarawa Islands.
The Philippines were invaded in
October, 1944, and their conquest
completed by July, 1945. Two
months earlier Australian troops
had begun operations to recapture
Borneo, and were bringing this task
to a successful conclusion when the
Japanese Government capitulated.

In Burma, the British Fourteenth
Army passed to the offensive to-
wards the end of 1944, and by May
of the following year had conquered
the country, virtually annihilating a
Japanese army of nearly half a mil-
lion men in the process. The Four-
teenth Army then began prepara-
tions for the invasion of Malaya.

Continuing their northward and
westward drives through the Pacific,
the Americans captured the islands
of Iwo Jima and Okinawa after bit-
ter fighting (April, 1945). Posses-
sion of these islands gave the
Americans airfields within fighter
range of Japan and valuable bases
from which to launch an amphibi-
ous assault against the last enemyv
stronghold. Preparations for this
assault were well advanced when
the atomic bombs dropped on Hiro-
shima and Nagasaki compelled the
Japanese Government to surrender
unconditionally on 2 September,
1945. In obedience to the orders
issued by the Japanese Emperor in
accordance with the terms of capi-
tulation, the Japanese forces isolated
in the Pacific, Malaya and the Indies
surrendered to the local Allied
commanders.

Lessons.
When Japan started the Pacific

War in December, 1941, her Govern-
ment visualized only a limited war.
Despite the promises made to their
Axis partners, they had no intention
of participating in a world-wide
conflict. They intended simply to
take advantage of the preoccupation
of the European Powers to conduct
a war directed solely towards the
aggrandizement of Japan—a strictly
limited war.

This notion ignored a number of
important realities, not the least of
which was the fact that it is always
difficult to set a limit to war. War
is not usually something of which
one can take as much or as little
of as one likes. Unless one’s oppo-
nent is decisively beaten, he has
some say in the matter. And Japan
did not contemplate the decisive de-
feat of America. They thought that
the United States, distracted by the
conflict in Europe, would grow tired
of the immense effort required to
fight her way back across the Paci-
fic. In thinking this, they not only
mistook the character of the Ameri-
can people, but they grossly under-
estimated the industrial power of
the United States.

Japan’s best hope of retaining her
conquests lay in a decisive victory
for the Axis as a whole. She should
have done her best to make sure
of this victory by shaping her
strategy to give the utmost support
to her partners. After the fall of
Java, she had the opportunity of
doing this by sending the bulk of
her navy to gain control of the
Indian Ocean. The Allied naval
forces in that area were too weak
to have offered effective opposition.
Japan could in all probability have
interrupted for a considerable time
the flow of supplies which sustained
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Russia and which made possible the
Allied victory in Egypt.

The Japanese leaders considered,
however, that they had to retain
strong centrally placed naval forces
with which to strike at any Ameri-
can attempt to penetrate their Paci-
fic perimeter. Turning their back
on the Indian Ocean, where lay their
only real chance of final victory,
they attempted to strengthen their
perimeter by extending it still fur-
ther. And then, instead of concen-
trating upon one point at a time,
they dispersed their forces in seve-
ral simultaneous efforts. As a re-
sult, they were defeated at Midway,
in the Solomons and in New Guinea.
Their losses in these battles gave
naval air supremacy, and conse-
quently the initiative, to the Allies.

Owing to the immense distances
involved, and to the necessity for
keeping their main fleet within
range of land based air support, the
Japanese derived no benefit from
the interior lines of their Pacific de-
fences. The strategy of attrition
which they hoped to impose was
largely nullified by the mobility
won by the Allies through the tre-
mendous build up of their resources,
particularly in shipping and . air-
craft.

Two ancient lessons were once
again demonstrated by Japan’s at-
tempt to conquer an empire in
South-East Asia and the Pacific.

(1) It is always dangerous to under-
rate your opponent.

(2) It is seldom possible to keep a
war within the limits planned.

Aftermath.

If Japan suffered a crushing mili-
tary defeat, she nevertheless made
the subsequent “peace” extremely
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difficult for the victors, particularly
those with commercial and political
interests in South-East Asia. For
many years national consciousness,
and with it the desire for indepen-
dence and self-government, had
been steadily growing in Asia. Most
of the so-called ‘“Colonial Powers”
had recognized that sooner or later
independence would have to be
granted to their Asiatic dominions
and colonies. Only the British,
however, had made any real effort
to prepare and train their Asiatic
subjects to take over the adminis-
tration of their own affairs. Even
there, the effort had been confined
principally to their Indian Empire.
Nevertheless, their preparation and
forethought enabled them to with-
draw from the Indian Peninsula
with ™ dignity and good will, and
without causing serious breakdowns
in local government and adminis-
tration.

In other areas, however, events
took a very different course. Prior
to the war the native peoples had
been given practically no encourage-
ment to believe that in due course
their lost independence would be
returned to them. In the interreg-
num which occurred between the
Japanese collapse and the return of
the European Powers, the native
peoples of some areas succeeded in
establishing their own Govern-
ments, and successfully resisted at-
tempts to return them to the old
order. This happened in Indonesia,
where all that remains in Dutch
hands of the old Netherlands East
Indies is the north-western portion
of New Guinea. In other areas,
notably in French Indo-China, the
European Power concerned has not
fully succeeded in re-establishing its
authority. Thus the Japanese effort,
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even though it ended in military
disaster, brought about a revolution
throughout South-East Asia, a re-
volution that is bound to have a pro-
found effect upon the destiny of
Australia. For Australia, geographi-
cally, is an Asiatic country, an

isolated European enclave on the
edge of what could become great
hostile populations. And Russian
Communist Imperialism, taking ad-
vantage of the prevailing conditions,
is making every effort to make these
populations hostile.

Those who expect to reap the blessings of freedom must
undergo the fatigues of supporting it

~—Thomas Paine.




AGAINST the background
of the Korean war, the question of
the role of the tank in ground war-
fare is a real one. Some historical
reminiscences may help in pointing
up the gquestion.

In 1937, when the first German
Panzer Divisions were in existence
only two years, notable German staff
officers declared that (a) there was
no longer any chance for tanks to
surprise, (b) anti-tank weapons had
become much more efficient, and
(¢) tanks would be unable to take
fortresses or fortified positions like
the Maginot Line.

Under these conditions, they
argued, it would be much better to
by-pass the period of tank develop-
ment and concentrate on the next
means of fighting, even though it
was not yet invented.

In January, 1942, Hitler declared
that the importance of the tank—
to which he owed his blitz victories
of 1939-41—would be retarded, if
not annulled, by the shaped charge.
He repeated this thought in Febru-

—From “Armour,” USA.
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General Heinz Guderian.

ary, 1943, when 1 became Inspector-
General of the Armoured Forces.

In 1943 to 1945 the tanks were our
best weapon of defence, and enemy
tanks our most disagreeable adver-
sary in ground warfare, despite the
shaped charge, the bazooka and the
panzerfaust, whose efficiency proved
rather limited.

In June, 1950, we read in the
papers that the invention of the
shaped charge will lessen any sub-
stantial danger from tanks. The
defence against tanks was said to be
strengthened by a new type of
bazooka, so that there should be
little fear of tanks in the future.

A few days after this quieting pill
had been administered, North
Korean troops crossed the 38th
Parallel and, within 48 hours.
reached the capital city of Seoul.
Their tanks continued to roll in spite
of efforts of the UN air force.

Let's look for the reasons back
of this success.
These are surprise; the insufficient

armament and training of the South
Korean forces; the arbitrarily drawn
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frontier line along the 38th Parallel
which rendered defence most diffi-
cult; bad weather which hindered
the activity of the air force; the
rapidity of the North Korean ad-
vance; and, finally, difficulties of
supply for the UN forces; all of
these combined caused the misfor-
tune.

One is obliged to improvize. At
first there were no land and air
teams trained and accustomed to the
co-operation necessary in the highly
developed technique of today. Offi-
cial communiques reported ‘“the
situation is very liquid”.

That is the effect of tanks today.

No doubt the anti-tank weapons
have grown better in recent years.
The bazooka, the panzerfaust, anti-
tank guns, anti-tank ditches and
devices, and bombers, all are dan-
gerous foes. But to date there is no
universal remedy against the most
frightful weapon in ground warfare.

If anti-tank weapons undergo con-
stant development and increased
effectiveness, the same may be said
for the tank. For this weapon, too,
inventive faculty knows no limits.
Now as before, surprise is possible
(see Korea!). Spaced armour will
protect against the hollow charge.
The bazooka and panzerfaust are
employable at short ranges only,
thus serving more the purpose of
calming the nerves of the infantry-
man than for effective defence.
Anti-tank guns, once spotted by
enemy tanks, are exposed to rapid
annihilation if they are not
armoured. Thus, armour should be
combated by armour, by mobile and
armoured anti-tank guns: whether
this should be done by tanks with
or without turrets for their guns

seems to be merely a question of
costs.

Improvement of tanks is possible
in many directions; in engines and
tracks, in armour and guns, in op-
tics and radio communications.
Driving and shooting at night are
possible, for the surprise of inatten-
tive defenders. Infantry and artil-
lery to co-operate with tanks should
be transported by armoured vehicles
to enable them to lend quick sup-
port to the tanks. Anti-aircraft
tanks should be built to hold enemy
fighters at greater height and to
diminish the accuracy of bombing
and shooting. Apart from these
technical developments, progress is
possible with regard to supply tac-
tics and strategy.

Wholly motorized armies will be
superior to horse drawn, although
the sort of motorization should be
adapted to the theatre of war. For
roadless countries, trucks with
tracks will be necessary and prefer-
able to wheeled vehicles.

From the tactical point of view,
close co-operation between the dif-
ferent arms—motorized infantry,
artillery, engineers—will be essen-
tial. Tactical air and anti-aircraft
should be accustomed to work with
tanks and speak the same language,
even by radio.

Strategically, the concentration of
shock power—the tanks—on the
target, now as before, is the decisive

thing. There should be no split-
ting up of tanks on secondary
fronts or on unfavourable terrain

for merely defensive missions.

So long as the inventive faculty
of the technicians does not produce
a better weapon, tanks will remain
the most effective weapon of
ground warfare.






