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			Foreword

			We must remember that one man is much the same as another, and that he is best who is trained in the severest school.

			—Thucydides, History of the Peloponnesian War

			During my thirty-seven years of service to my country as a Marine officer, I was privileged to command at every echelon, from platoon to division, including command of an infantry battalion and an infantry regiment in combat. It should go without saying that to command fellow Marines on the battlefield is the greatest honor that can be bestowed on a Marine, whether he is a noncommissioned officer, staff noncommissioned officer, or commissioned officer.

			Aside from the command of Marines in combat, my next most rewarding professional experience during almost four decades of service was the command of a fledgling Force Reconnaissance Company as a young captain.

			During February 1958, having just completed seven weeks as a student in the Army’s Pathfinder Course at Fort Benning, Georgia, I reported to Force Troops, Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic, as the prospective executive officer of the Second Force Reconnaissance Company, which was to be activated on 1 April 1958. During the next two and one-half years, I served this unique organization both as executive officer and commanding officer. And so, when I read names like Maj J. Z. Taylor, our first commanding officer, and Capt Donald E. Koelper, our first operations officer, they bring back vivid memories of those superb Marines who were there “at the creation.”

			During the late fifties and early sixties, the Marines of the First and Second Force Reconnaissance Companies pioneered new and dynamic techniques in static-line and free-fall parachuting, scuba diving, buoyant ascent submarine escape, long-range radio communications, Fulton Sky Hook pickups, beach and hydrographic survey, underwater sound communications, etc., not to mention the fact that they were the best damned reconnaissance men in the business. By any standard, they were Marines of extraordinary courage, determination, and professionalism.

			From 1962 to 1964, I served as reconnaissance officer at the Marine Corps Landing Force Development Center. It was there that I worked closely with the next generation of Marines assigned to the two Force Reconnaissance companies, and I was extremely impressed by the fact that, if anything, they had improved upon the legacy passed to them by their forebears. These were the Marines who sharpened and honed the reconnaissance skills which would prove to be so effective in Vietnam.

			LtCol Lee Lanning and Chaplain Ray Stubbe have done their country and the Marine Corps a great service by this book. It is the intimate story of a small group of heroic Marines whose contributions to the success of Marine operations in a “tough and dirty” war were of inestimable value. Moreover, it is a story of imaginative and innovative techniques—the hallmark of the Marine Corps. For a Marine of any generation, it is must reading.

			Many who know them would agree that Marines are a paradox. On the one hand, they find great strength in reflecting back upon their history and traditions. On the other, they constantly look forward to ensure that they are fully prepared for the next war. When I look forward, I see conventional warfare, low-intensity conflict in particular, as the most likely battlefield of the future. It is on this battlefield that I further see a preeminent role for our Force Reconnaissance companies. Other may argue that “black boxes” will eventually play the vital intelligence role of such units, but I firmly believe that the obfuscation of combat will always require the well-calibrated eyeballs of a Marine.

			Just prior to my retirement, the Force Recon Association asked me to be the guest of honor at their annual reunion. It was an evening of nostalgia, one shared with many of the finest Marines in the history of our Corps. As the evening drew to a close and we paid our respects to our departed comrades, with a tear in my eye, I asked the question, “Lord, where do we get such men?”

			General P. X. Kelley

			28th Commandant of the Marine Corps

		

	
		
			Introduction to the Stackpole Military History Series Edition

			Inside Force Recon: Recon Marines in Vietnam was first published in 1987. At that time, few outside the United States Marine Corps and the enemies they faced on the battlefield had ever heard of the elite Force Recon units. As the authors, we are proud that we brought well-deserved recognition to those brave recon Marines who fought in Vietnam. We also look on with pride at the more than a dozen books about Force Recon and its warriors that followed over the next decade. The most satisfying acknowledgments we received were from the Force Recon marine veterans themselves. Although some complained about a soldier and a sailor writing their history, they mostly expressed their appreciation for finally having their story told.

			Inside Force Recon remained in print for nearly twenty-five years, accumulating sales of more than 106,000 copies—a remarkable record for a book of any type or genre. When the publisher elected to take the book out of print and we received the rights back, we had no trouble convincing Stackpole Books to re-release the book. 

			While the dedication, courage, determination, and skills of Force Recon have remained the same since our writings, the units’ organization has been ever changing with the needs of the Marine Corps and the increasing threats to the United States. Over the years Force Recon companies were subordinated to various commands, meshed into the Division Reconnaissance Battalions, or disbanded altogether.

			Following the terrorist attacks of 9/11, the United States deployed elements of the Special Operations Force (SOCOM) into Afghanistan long before sending in conventional units. The Marine Corps did not play a role within the elite SOCOM and thus were left out of the early operations. The Corps was embarrassed that it was the only service without boots on the ground in the war zone.

			On February 24, 2006, the Marine Corps Special Operations Command (MARSOC) was organized at Camp Lejeune, North Carolina. MARSOC then joined SOCOM in expanded operations in Afghanistan, Iraq, and other hot spots around the world. Most of the Marines who formed MARSOC came from the two active Force Recon companies. MARSOC has since grown to three special operations battalions, each with its own support unit. The three are aligned with Africa, the Asia-Pacific region, and the Middle East. On August 6, 2014, the Marine Special Operations Battalions were renamed Marine Raider Battalions in honor of their World War II predecessors.

			The former Force Recon companies stood down and their members who did not join MARSOC transferred to the Division Recon Battalions. In October 2008 the D Companies of each Division Recon Battalion was renamed Force Recon companies and assigned to the Marine Expeditionary Forces (MEF) with one each in the I, II, and III MEF. Two additional companies are in the Marine Corps reserves.

			Today the influence and impact of US Marine Force Recon in Vietnam lives on as a part of the Marine Raiders in MARSOC and in their namesake companies in the MEFs. The missions that Force Recon performed in Vietnam are still implemented today—deep reconnaissance and direct action. They remain elite warriors who bring great credit to their Corps and country. We are grateful and proud that Stackpole Books has seen fit to continue to publish the story of Force Recon in Vietnam.

			Michael Lee Lanning

			Bolivar Peninsula, TX

			Ray W. Stubbe

			Wauwatosa, WI

		

	
		
			Introduction to the Original Edition

			It might seem unusual for a Navy chaplain and an Army infantryman to team together to write about Force Recon Marines. Perhaps it is—and is not—for Ray Stubbe and I were determined to tell their story.

			Ray W. Stubbe was both chaplain to and friend of the recon Marines at the Khe Sanh Combat Base from July 1967 to March 1968, and at Da Nang from April to June 1968. While stationed at Parris Island, South Carolina, after his return to the United States, he performed the unenviable task of accompanying teams that notified the families of Marines of their sons’ and husbands’ deaths in Vietnam.

			In 1974, Stubbe was assigned to Camp Pendleton, California, where he regularly participated in physical training with the First Force Reconnaissance Company while assigned as the unit’s chaplain under “Additional Duty Orders.” When the First Company was deactivated in September of that year, Stubbe presented each of the attendees a brief history, which he had compiled in his off-duty hours, of the unit. Many of the recon Marines at the ceremony expressed interest in adding their personal experiences and recollections to the story. Some of those who were particularly helpful included Bruce H. Norton, Eugene Bliss, Joseph Z. Taylor, James Jones, Ernie DeFazio, Regin Fuller, Kenneth Houghton, L. V. “Reb” Bearce, James Steele, David Whittingham, and Patrick J. Ryan. (The complete list of those interviewed will be found in the bibliography.)

			These interviews, combined with numerous individual award citations and reports retrieved from the First Company’s discarded records, resulted in a 200-page history of the unit. A copy of this expanded manuscript was forwarded to the Marine Corps History and Museums Division, where its director, BrigGen Edwin H. Simmons, encouraged Stubbe to journey to Washington, DC, to peruse the official records. With the assistance of Simmons’s staff, including Morris Perry, Joyce Bonnett, H. M. Hart, Russell Tiffany, Benis Frank, Bob Fitzgerald, Mary Edmonds, Ralph Donnelly, and Dale Shedd, Stubbe gathered material to expand the work to over 1,200 manuscript pages. This version of Force Recon history, titled “Paddles, Parachutes, and Patrols,” was completed in July 1976.

			Continuing to revise and add to the history over the years, Stubbe completed another version in 1981 titled “Aarugha”—a yell of enthusiastic approval by recon Marines, which likely originated from the sound made by the klaxon of a submerging submarine. By 1985, various editions of the history were in the hands of former recon Marines as well as many senior Marine officers. One copy eventually made its way to Owen Lock at Ballantine/Ivy in New York. Lock was interested in the manuscript, but found it too lengthy and technical to appeal to a general audience.

			My experience with reconnaissance and elite units began with my attending the Army’s Ranger School in 1968 and was reinforced by my assignment in Vietnam in 1969–70, where I served as an infantry platoon leader, reconnaissance platoon leader, and infantry company commander in the 199th Light Infantry Brigade. After Vietnam, I was an instructor in the Ranger School Florida Phase during 1970–72. My interest in writing about reconnaissance followed my first two books, The Only War We Had: A Platoon Leader’s Journal of Vietnam and Vietnam 1969–70: A Company Commander’s Journal.

			By the summer of 1987, I had just completed the final draft of a history of the US Army’s equivalent to the Marines’ Force Recon, titled Inside the LRRPs: Rangers in Vietnam. A short time after delivery of the manuscript to Ivy Books, Lock suggested that I contact Stubbe’s agent to see if we could collaborate to revise his “Force Recon language” manuscript into a work of interest to the general public and the military professional. I responded that I had written my last book on Vietnam, but to placate Lock (you do that sort of thing when a New York editor asks), I agreed to give Stubbe’s manuscript a read.

			One reading was enough. The story of Force Recon was one that had to be told. A deal was soon struck, and a Navy chaplain and an Army infantryman began work on the history of the Marine Corps Force Reconnaissance.

			Ray Stubbe and I would like to express our thanks to Owen Lock for the idea of our partnership and to Russ Galen of the Scott Meredith Literary Agency for making it happen. Finally, Ray and I are extremely grateful to the men of Force Recon who shared their stories and personal papers, and to the USMC History and Museums Reference Section, which catered to our every request. Without their help, this book would not have been possible.

			Michael Lee Lanning

		

	
		
			Chapter 2

			The Early Days—Beginnings through World War II

			Although the history of the United States Marine Corps since its establishment in 1775 is marked by valorous deeds and magnificent victories, it was not until the twentieth century that reconnaissance played a significant role in the successes of the Corps. Early reconnaissance efforts were generally limited to surveys of uncharted ports, islands, and coastlines. These surveys, usually conducted by the various explorations of the US Navy and directly supervised by a ship’s or fleet’s intelligence officer, were efforts at mapping rather than war planning. Some nautical charts still in use today of remote sea areas and islands bear annotations that the data was compiled by Marine officers, who traditionally filled the intelligence billets, well over a century ago.

			Of the 180 amphibious landings by the Marines prior to World War II, only three—Sumatra in 1832, Drummonds Island in 1841, and Mexico in 1870—were preceded by reconnaissance forces.1 The reasons for this lack of reconnaissance are many; however, the principal factor was in the overall lack of development of amphibious warfare in general. It was not until the Spanish-American War of 1898 that interest of naval war planners began to focus on the seizure, preparation for, and defense of forward land bases. Another factor that delayed the formation of Marine recon units, once doctrine began to be formulated on amphibious operations, was that the key to successful beach assaults was surprise. The possibility that detected recon forces might alert the enemy to an impending invasion was of much concern.

			The first formal American doctrine for amphibious reconnaissance did not appear until 1906.2 Maj Dion Williams, USMC, a veteran of the Battle of Manila Bay and commander of the company that raised the war’s first US flag on Spanish soil at Cavite, Philippine Islands, wrote for the Naval War College. He outlined recon requirements and responsibilities ranging from sea to shore and from the beach inland and stressed the need for information on hydrographics, harbors, beaches, built-up areas, and established defenses.

			Williams also recommended that only specially talented and experienced men be selected for reconnaissance missions. He listed such qualifications as technical knowledge, an energetic nature to ensure the work was accomplished without unnecessary delay, sufficient resourcefulness to overcome unexpected obstacles, reticence, and, above all, exactitude of work. Mastery in surveying and in mapmaking and reading, along with the ability to accurately record observations, were deemed critical.

			Williams updated his book in 1917 with significant changes.3 He added the use of aircraft and submarines, and emphasized acquiring information for long-term planning instead of gathering intelligence strictly for military operations in progress. Williams outlined a more comprehensive mission stating,

			The object of naval reconnaissance of any given locality is to acquire all of the information concerning the sea, land, air, and material resources of that locality, with a view to its use by the Navy in peace and war, and to record this information that it may be most readily available for the preparation of plans for the occupation of the locality as a temporary or permanent naval base; the preparation of plan for the sea and land defense of the locality when used as such a base; or the preparation of plans for the attack of the locality by sea and land should it be in possession of an enemy.

			While Williams’s writings were significant in the development of reconnaissance philosophy, the actual practical application of the concepts was virtually nonexistent during the first quarter of the twentieth century. This lack of progress was not merely a manner of complacency but rather was a result of the historical period itself. The static, trench conflict of the First World War offered little opportunity for amphibious warfare. One of the few attempts to conduct an amphibious operation was the ill-fated attack at Gallipoli in 1915. Its failure dampened further pursuit of such tactics.

			Following the war, the policy of isolationism, combined with the austerity of the 1920s and 1930s, forced extensive personnel reductions in the Corps. What few Marines were available were assigned to such hot spots as China and Nicaragua, with little time to experiment with new concepts.

			While Williams was refining the written doctrine for amphibious reconnaissance, another Marine major was leading the way in the practical application of the concepts. Earl H. Ellis4 was a man lured by the unknown and attracted to the novel. After being commissioned in 1900, Ellis served in the Philippines, Japan, Guam, and Saipan, and he later was awarded the Navy Cross for actions in World War I.

			The conclusion of the war did not end Ellis’s pursuit of adventure. Despite health problems, which included kidney disease and psychological disorders from combat—both compounded by alcohol abuse—Ellis sought additional challenges and responsibilities. On 4 September 1920, he wrote to the Major General Commandant of the Marine Corps stating, “In order that the Marine Corps may have the necessary information on which to base its plans for future operations in South America and in the Pacific Ocean, I have to request that I be ordered to those areas for the purposes of making the necessary reconnaissance.”

			Ellis’s letter was forwarded to the Director of Naval Intelligence, who immediately approved the request. There is no evidence that Ellis ever focused on South America, but his accomplishments in the Pacific were utterly fantastic.

			Before conducting his on-the-ground reconnaissance of the Pacific area, Ellis prepared a report based on extensive study, his previous experiences in the region, and his visions of the future. Ellis’s 30,000-word study titled “Advance Base Operations in Micronesia” was approved by the Navy Department on 28 January 1921 and was redesignated Operations Plan 712. Perhaps the most amazing report of its type in American military history, it provided a detailed outline of the buildup and aggression by Japan. Ellis wrote, “Japan is a world power, and her army and navy will doubtless be up to date as to training and material. Considering our consistent policy of non-aggression, she will probably initiate the war.”

			The body of the Ellis study consisted of detailed discussions of the sea, air, and climate, landforms, native populations, economic conditions, and the potential enemy’s capabilities. He concluded his study with an outline of strategy for US forces to retake key islands so as to establish bases for the eventual attack on mainland Japan. Included were requirements for airplanes capable of delivering torpedoes against water craft and the development of large, automatic guns for shipboard offense and defense.

			OPLAN 712 would later be adapted and renamed the ORANGE War Plan that provided the basic guidelines for the conflict against Japan following Pearl Harbor. Ellis’s plan had been so detailed and accurate that despite the fact that it was not executed for more than two decades after it was written, the US efforts in the Pacific closely followed his mobilization projections, timetables, and the predictions of the numbers of troops required to accomplish the victory.

			Upon completion of his report, Ellis traveled throughout the Pacific to validate his theories. On 21 May 1923, the Japanese Governor General of the South Sea Islands reported to the American authorities in Yokosuka that Ellis was dead. No official cause of his death was given or ever determined. Some theorize that Ellis was still despondent from his combat experiences and had committed suicide. Others thought the Japanese had murdered him after he had discovered a part of their war preparations. The possibility was also raised that his medical problems and continued alcohol abuse had finally proved fatal. Still another account, presented by a German merchant, Mr. O. Herrman, who had traveled briefly with Ellis in his final days, stated that the major had become seriously ill after consuming a meal of canned eels and beer.

			The mystery of Ellis’s death deepened when the naval attache at Yokosuka sent Chief Pharmacist Lawrence Zembsch to recover the remains. When Zembsch returned on 14 August 1923, he was, according to the attache, “incoherent, his walk was unsteady, and he was in a highly nervous condition. He would burst into tears, apparently without any reason, talked of taking his own life, etc.”

			Zembsch had likely been drugged, tortured, or both. Of particular note was the fact that he cringed in fear at the sight of any Japanese—even those who had been close friends before his mission. Further debriefing of Zembsch was deferred until he regained his health. That never occurred, as both Zembsch and his wife were burned to death in a fire that followed a devastating earthquake that struck Yokohama on 1 September 1923.

			The cause of Ellis’s death remains a mystery. His foresight and abilities as a true “recon Marine” do not. Although few within or outside the military paid much attention to Ellis’s visions of a world war at the time, he had combined experience, analytical reasoning, and reconnaissance to foretell the next war.

			Although most of America languished in rampant chauvinism and a belief that World War I was truly the war to end all wars, Marines like Ellis and others continued to prepare for future conflicts. Doctrine concerning amphibious warfare continued to be developed with emphasis on reconnaissance operations for advanced planning, verification of the soundness of established plans, and providing for current intelligence just prior to beach assaults.

			This thought process and experimentation crystallized in 1938 with the publication of FTP-167, titled “Landing Operations Doctrine,”5 which outlined the detailed procedures for Navy-Marine amphibious operations. The publication expanded on previous writings in detailing the role of immediate and long-range reconnaissance activities and emphasized the reliability of ground observation over that conducted from ship, submarine, or aircraft.

			Reconnaissance doctrine reflected in FTP-167 was first tested during Fleet Exercise Number 4 (FLEX-4), which was conducted from 13 January to 15 March 1938 in the Caribbean on and near the islands of Culebra, Vieques, and Puerto Rico. Reconnaissance objectives assigned by the Attack Force Commander, Rear Adm A. W. Johnson, included inshore water patrols, location of reserve forces, type and positions of beach defenses, location and suitability of landing beaches and surf, and the extent of inland defenses.6

			Recon teams for the exercise were formed from the 5th Marine Regiment and attached US Army personnel. Results were mixed, as not all the objectives were accomplished; however, they were encouraging enough to support future experimentation. One major problem that surfaced was the difficulty involved in the recon teams’ relaying information to the proper intelligence and operations channels. One notable accomplishment was the first amphibious recon patrol in USMC history being landed from a submarine.7

			Similar FLEXs were conducted in the same areas for the following two years. By the conclusion of FLEX-6 in 1940, the Marine Corps had developed a comprehensive amphibious reconnaissance doctrine that had been thoroughly tested. The need for this reconnaissance was best summed up by the Chief Umpire for FLEX-6, MajGen W. P. Upshur, when he said, “I do not see how it is possible to issue final, definite orders before we have any knowledge of the location, disposition, and movements of the hostile force.”8

			One of Uphsur’s subordinates, BrigGen H. W. Smith, stated the need for reconnaissance even more concisely: “Without this phase both the Admiral and the land forces would be fighting blind.”9

			Although the need for recon units had been recognized and the doctrine for their employment approved, the pre-war Corps was too austere to form the needed units. Pearl Harbor, 7 December 1941, changed that quickly. By January 1942, a small group of two officers and twenty enlisted Marines from various battalion and regimental intelligence sections of the First Marine Division were assembled at Quantico, Virginia. Designated “Observer Group,” this unit was the first in Marine Corps history to be organized and trained specifically for amphibious reconnaissance.10

			The Observer Group was assigned to a joint force composed of the First Marine Division and the US Army 1st Infantry Division under the command of Gen Holland Smith. The mission of the joint force was to prepare for the invasion of North Africa.

			Capt James Logan Jones was selected as the first commander of the Observer Group.11 Considering the focus on North Africa, Jones was a logical selection, because he had visited the area extensively as a sales representative for International Harvester before the war. Jones immediately began to train his unit, fielding patrols and experimenting with landing craft, communications, uniforms, and equipment.

			At the same time, the joint force G-2 (intelligence officer) continued to develop recon doctrine in coordination with Jones. Of particular note was the recognition that additional missions incidental to reconnaissance—including diversions, minor night raids, and disruption of enemy communications—were added to the unit’s responsibilities.

			In September 1942, the War Department, in response to strategic planning and interservice rivalries, redefined theater responsibilities. The Army was to be in charge of the war efforts in the Atlantic region, while the Navy assumed control in the Pacific. As a result, the joint force to which the Observer Group was assigned was disbanded. Jones and his recon Marines were transferred to San Diego as a part of the Amphibious Corps, Pacific Fleet (ACPF).

			But the Observer Group continued to train in the same manner as it had on the East Coast. Along with emerging procedures and doctrine, it became more and more apparent to Jones and other advocates of the recon concept that the Marine selected for recon duty was as important as the actual method of operation. This human aspect of personnel selection and training was noted in the ACPF Intel Order Number 4-42, “Reconnaissance Patrols Landing on Hostile Shores,” dated 29 October 1942. The order, which was essentially a SOP for recon operations, stated:

			The elements and principles of scouting and patrolling as well as combat intelligence must be so instilled in them as to be instinctive. The aggressive type of action involved combined with the strain of maintain secrecy will necessitate, in almost all cases, exceptionally high physical condition and agility. Since the accuracy of the information to be obtain is of an importance which may determine the success or failure of a landing, it is advisable, when possible, to strength the patrols by officers who have received the same training.12

			Training involved the whole person, not simply the ability to scout cunningly or manipulate landing craft. Order Number 4-42 further stated the confidence, perception, and ingenuity in all settings, along with the ability to use a variety of special weapons and equipment, were important characteristic of the recon Marines. Physical and mental conditioning were emphasized as not only important for prolonged patrol actions but also to counteract the stress of long-term surface or submarine transport to the target areas.

			The SOP was complete and quite valid as reflected by the fact that it was recopied virtually verbatim in 1944 by the V Amphibious Corps. Its contents were changed little throughout the war, and in 1948, it was again reprinted Corps-wide as MCS 3-1, “Combat Intelligence.”

			Jones’s Observer Group so impressed the commander of the Amphibious Corps that on 7 January 1943 the unit was increased to six officers and ninety-two enlisted men and was redesignated the Amphibious Reconnaissance Company.13 The Marine recon men continued to train at Camp Pendleton and instructed reconnaissance teams from Army units that were to participate in the battle for the Aleutian Islands.

			On 25 August 1943, due to the increasing number of mobilized Marine units, the entire Pacific force was again reorganized. The Amphibious Corps was redesignated the V Amphibious Corps (VAC) and the recon Marines became the Amphibious Reconnaissance Company, VAC.

			By the fall of 1943, the tide had turned against the Japanese expansion in the Pacific. It was time for the Marines to lead the way in the island-hopping campaign that would lead to the Land of the Rising Sun. On 10 September, Jones received classified orders to move his unit to Hawaii and report “upon arrival to the Commanding General, Fifth Amphibious Corps, Pacific Fleet, on permanent duty beyond the seas.”14 The recon men were finally going to war.

			Jones’s stay in Hawaii was brief. Leaving his executive officer, 2ndLt (later LtGen) Merwin H. Silverthorn, Jr., in charge to continue training the company, Jones joined the USS Nautilus on her sixth war patrol, departing Pearl Harbor on 16 September 1943. The submarine was to conduct photographic reconnaissance off Tarawa, Kuma, Butaritari, Makin, and Apamama islands. Jones was along to lend his expertise in reconnaissance and to have a firsthand look at islands where he and his Marines would soon be landing.

			After a month at sea, Jones and the Nautilus returned to Hawaii on 16 October. Their stay at Pearl was to be brief, however, as orders were waiting for Jones to reembark the Nautilus with three platoons of his recon company and to land on the island of Apamama. The Fourth Platoon of the Recon Company was detached to the Army’s 27th Infantry Division for its assault on Makin Island in the same campaign. 

			On the morning of 8 November, the Nautilus departed Pearl with the Marines billeted in the forward and after torpedo rooms. Attached to the company was an Australian, Lieutenant George Hard, who had lived extensively throughout the Southern Pacific and would act as an interpreter with the local islanders.

			Apamama Atoll,15 located 76 miles south of Tarawa, had been selected as an objective because of its immense lagoon, which would provide a logistic support base west of Pearl Harbor. A Japanese buildup had been reported, and Jones’s mission was to determine the size and displacement of the enemy force for a beach assault by follow-on units.

			The cruise to the objective was not without incident. On 18 November, the Nautilus was steaming on the surface to accomplish a secondary mission, rescuing aviators forced down in the aerial bombardment of Helen Island. In her search, the submarine ventured too close to the island and was fired upon by Japanese shore batteries and forced to dive. The next day, the Nautilus was mistaken for a Japanese sub by the USS Ringgold and taken under fire. Fortunately, the only projectile to hit the submarine caused little damage because it failed to explode.

			The determination of the submarine crew and its recon Marine passengers remained undaunted despite the difficulties. The Nautilus’s skipper later recorded:

			We felt time was running out fast. We had an important date at Apamama and we were going to keep it if we had to surface and fight our way through the horde that was molesting us. The 78 Marines we had aboard were stoic but they were unanimous in the attitude that they would much prefer a rubber boat on the hostile beach to their present predicament. We managed to assure them they would get their boat ride and it was certain none of them would be hesitant about leaving the ship when landing time came.

			By the afternoon of 20 November, the Nautilus was lying submerged just off Apamama, and Jones and his officers were able to observe the beach through the periscope. Thirty minutes after midnight, the submarine surface and the recon men paddled through the surf and across a rough coral reef. The Marines landed unopposed.

			Shortly after the company reached the beach, two natives were detained by the first platoon. Upon questioning by the Australian, Hard, they proved to be quite friendly and willing to help rid their island of the Japanese. The natives reported that over 300 of the enemy had originally occupied Apamama but that most had withdrawn a month earlier, leaving only about 30 soldiers behind. According to the natives, the Japanese were aware of the Marines’ landing and were preparing their defenses.

			Although the mission of the recon company had been only to scout for the main assault force due on 26 November, their detection had changed the situation. Jones would later record in his after-action report that they “had to stay there five days, and there wasn’t room for the Japs and us too.”

			Accompanied by native guides, the Marines advanced toward the enemy positions. After several brief skirmishes, one of which resulted in the death of the first recon Marine to be killed in combat, PFC William D. Miller, they reached the Japanese command post on 25 November to find the last defenders had committed suicide rather than face capture.

			At 0700, 26 November 1943, the USS Maryland, USS Harris, and escort ships were sighted closing in on the beachhead by the recon Marines. A message was air-dropped to Jones inquiring whether it was safe to land troops. Jones signaled in the affirmative, and soon Marines of the 3rd Battalion, 6th Regiment, came ashore without incident. 

			Apamama was a highly successful first mission for the recon Marines. At the loss of only one life, the atoll became the first island in history to be captured by troops landing from a submarine.

			The next target of Jones’s reconnaissance was Majuro, an atoll with 56 islets and a lagoon 21 miles long and up to 6 miles wide. The lagoon was adequate for fleet anchorage, and several areas near the beach were suitable for the construction of airstrips, making Majuro an important stepping stone in the push westward to the home islands of Japan.16

			On 23 January 1944 the recon company departed Pearl aboard the USS Kane. At 2300 hours on 30 January, an advance patrol, under the leadership of 1stLt Harvey C. Weeks, rowed ashore and landed on Luella Island of the Majuro Atoll. They were the first Americans to set foot on territory held by the Japanese prior to their attack on Pearl Harbor, though the classified landing remained unreported until 1945.

			Again using friendly natives for intelligence and as guides, the Marines quickly discovered that the Japanese had withdrawn from Luella. According to the natives, only one Japanese warrant officer and four civilian workers remained on the entire chain. The Marines confirmed this information by landing on and patrolling several other islands in the area. Their efforts culminated in the capture of the warrant officer on 1 February.

			On the morning of 2 February, the company departed, having accomplished its mission of securing the Entrance Islands to safeguard the passage of the remainder of the invasion force. Additionally, the recon men’s ascertaining that there were no Japanese on the atoll had saved valuable installations, including barracks, hangers, and fortifications, from destruction by naval gunfire and aerial bombardment. Also, the munitions saved could be directed to actual enemy positions, while the captured warrant officer provided useful intelligence for the remainder of the campaign.

			The Marines got little rest before their next mission. Continuing to operate from the Kane, they next turned their attention to the atoll of Eniwetok.17 On 17–18 February, the company systematically landed on 31 of the atoll’s islands, finding each deserted. On the next two islands, code named ARBUTUS and FRAGILE, the Marines engaged small groups of enemy and suffered one killed and two wounded before securing their objectives. On 22 February, Jones was ordered to attach his company to the 2nd Battalion of the Regimental Combat Team 22nd Marines to reinforce them in their fierce battle for Perry Island. Before being withdrawn the following day, the recon company had accounted for 15 enemy dead with no friendly casualties.

			On the return to Pearl Harbor, the Amphibious Reconnaissance Company was recognized for its actions on Apamama, Majuro, and Eniwetok. Jones received the Legion of Merit. The company was given a special commendation by Gen Holland M. Smith, the commander of the V Amphibious Corps, stating that:

			fully justifying the purpose for which this unit was organized and trained, the Amphibious Reconnaissance Company more than fulfilled its mission. . . . Exhibiting the highest degree of skill, courage, and determination, the officers and men of this unit executed their mission in a most exemplary manner. . . . The high state of efficiency, intrepidity, and resourcefulness displayed by the officers and men of the Amphibious Reconnaissance Company will serve as an inspiration to all ranks of this Corps.18

			Successes resulted in more than mere commendations for the company and its individuals. On 14 April 1944, the company was expanded to become the Amphibious Reconnaissance Battalion.19 The unit was now large enough to take on more complex missions and had enough personnel to train replacements for its casualties. The battalion of 20 officers, 270 enlisted Marines, and 13 Navel medical corpsmen was organized into two recon companies and a headquarters company. Although the company had become a battalion, its leadership remained basically the same. Jones was promoted to major and stayed in command, while two of his platoon leaders were named to head the companies—1stLt Leo B. Shinn in A Company and 1stLt Merwin Silverthorn in B Company. Several of the senior NCOs were given field commissions and assumed the duties of platoon leaders.20

			The first use of the new Amphibious Recon Battalion occurred during the battle for Tinian Island.21 In planning the operation, Gen Holland Smith supported the proposed landing sites on the western side of the island code-named White 1 and White 2 beaches. Adm Kelly Turner strongly disagreed and insisted the assault take place at Tinian Town, code-named Yellow Beach, despite the fact that aerial reconnaissance had revealed that it contained heavy Japanese fortifications. After considerable argument, and no agreement, it was decided to send in the recon Marines to determine which site was the most suitable for the invasion.

			The action resulted in the most significant employment of Marine reconnaissance in World War II. Far more important than the reputations of the operation’s top planners, which hung in the balance, were the thousands of lives saved as a direct result of the battalion’s reconnaissance efforts.

			On the night of 9–10 July 1944, the recon men landed near each beach by rubber boat. Although one enemy patrol walked within a few yards of the well-camouflaged Marines, they were not detected. The Marines got their information. Yellow Beach contained moored mines, potholes, large boulders, barbed wire, pillboxes, and 100-foot cliffs on each flank of the beach. Around-the-clock work was ongoing to strengthen the already formidable defenses. White Beaches 1 and 2 were found to be free of obstacles and lightly defended. The recon Marines accomplished their mission without the loss of a single man and were able to bring back sketches as well as soil and vegetation samples for further study.

			The invasion of Tinian was executed with precision. The landing operations officer, Colonel Hogaboom, credited the success directly to the recon Marines: “. . . in the absence of the detailed information which these reconnaissance units gave us on the extremely narrow and restricted beaches, it would not have been sound to embark on this very risky operation.”

			Following Tinian, the recon battalion returned to Hawaii, where on 26 August 1944 it was once again redesignated—this time as the Amphibious Reconnaissance Battalion, Fleet Marine Force. This was a change in name only and had no effect on the unit’s organization. Its purpose was to align the battalion’s name with the change that had redesignated Fifth Marine Corps to Fleet Marine Force, Pacific. 

			The Amphibious Recon Battalion continued to play an important role in the remaining battles in the Pacific. Operating in teams as small as three men and occasionally with the entire battalion committed at one time, it participated in the battles for Iwo Jima in February 1945, Okinawa in March, and Ike Shima in April. In each campaign, it provided important intelligence and information that conserved the manpower and munitions of the Marines and sailors for whom they served.

			Public recognition of the recon Marines remained incommensurate to their accomplishments. Efforts continued to keep the enemy from knowing anything of the battalion’s actions. Commendations from senior commanders were frequent but were marked Top Secret. Typical was the classified commendation of MajGen A. D. Bruce, commander of the Army’s 77th Infantry Division, who praised the recon men for their assistance on Okinawa and Ike Shima. An endorsement to Bruce’s praise by the commander of the Tenth Army, LtGen Simon B. Buckner, also stamped Top Secret, noted: “I personally followed the excellent performance of the battalion with much interest and would add that the part played by this splendid organization materially assisted in the success of our present campaign. The close cooperation of the services, Marine and Army, was here exemplified to the highest degree.”22

			Gen Joseph W. Stilwell, who assumed command of the Tenth Army after Buckner was killed on Okinawa on 18 June, later added his kudos. Stilwell wrote of his appreciation for the recon battalion “for your superior performance under the capable leadership of Maj James Jones in carrying out your assigned missions in the Ryukus Campaign. The Fleet Marine Force may well be proud of the development of amphibious reconnaissance as exemplified by your activities. Use of your battalion as the only ground reconnaissance agency held under Tenth Army Headquarters expedited the accomplishment of all phases of the present campaign. Your aggressive action made unnecessary the use of large forces in the seizure of the eastern islands of Okinawa, the islands off the Motobu Peninsula, and Kume Shima.”23

			By then the Amphibious Reconnaissance Battalion was not the only Marine recon unit. In the Southwest Pacific, the First Marine Amphibious Corps (I MAC), later III MAC, approached its reconnaissance somewhat differently than did the V Amphibious Corps in the Central Pacific.

			Prior to the arrival of the Marines in the Southwest Pacific, the Australians had already established a network of deep-reconnaissance agents known as Coast Watchers who operated not only along the coasts but inland as well. Before the formal organization of recon units in the I MAC area, individual Marines were attached to the Coast Watchers.24

			Amphibious reconnaissance training began in the First Marine Division, which was subordinate to I MAC, in April 1943 when Col E. J. Buckley, the division’s intelligence officer, foresaw the requirements for amphibious scouts in future operations. Buckley organized a staff to conduct the training in the 5th Marine Regiment’s area on Mornington Peninsula, Australia. Each regiment in the division provided two officers and six enlisted men from their intelligence sections. All were seasoned veterans of the campaign for Guadalcanal.

			Before the new recon Marines completed their training, a decision was
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