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Membership Details 

 

 

Membership of the Ordnance Society runs from 1st July to 30th June. 

 

Application Forms can be downloaded from the membership section of the 

Ordnance Society web-site. 

 

Membership Rates – the current rate for individual members is £25.  A limited 

number of student memberships will be available at a cost of £10.  Please contact 

Ian McKenzie for corporate, lifetime and overseas rates.  

 

Membership renewal Forms are available on the OS website and are usually sent 

out with the AGM papers.   

 

Payment 

 

Payment should be in £ sterling by personal cheque, banker's draft or International 

Money Order, payable to "The Ordnance Society".  Overseas sterling cheques must 

be drawn on a London bank.   

 

Payment via ‘Paypal’ may be possible – please e-mail The Ordnance Society for 

details.  ordnance.society@btinternet.com 

 

Committee 

 

Chairman:   Trevor Parker 

Secretary:   Nicholas Hall 

Treasurer:   Geoff Smith  

Membership Secretary: Ian McKenzie   

Publicity Officer:  Neil Grant 

Visits Secretary:  Neil Grant 

Newsletter Editor:  Graham Whittington 

Committee Members: Nick Reed 

    Alastair Fyfe (Co-opted) 

    Alistair Graham Kerr (Co-Opted) 

 

Journal Editor:  Clive Woodley 

 

E-mail:   ordnance.society@btinternet.com 

 

Website:   http://ordnancesociety.org.uk/ 
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From the Editor – Graham Whittington 

Sadly, since the last board meeting in November 2020, we have been informed of the 

deaths of five members: Bill Curtis, Ed Cummings, Roger Emmerson, Peter Luton and Mr. 

R. D. Pitt-Stewart.  

 

Thanks to everyone who sent in articles, photos, comments and queries for this edition 

of the newsletter and for inclusion in future editions.  The next edition will be published 

in July – copy by 11th June please. The contributor should ensure that any copyrighted 

material has permission for use and that the original owner is attributed.  Views 

expressed in articles are not necessarily those of the editor!  

 

New Newsletter Editor 

This is my last issue as editor of the Ordnance Society Newsletter.  I took over as editor in 

2015, following the death of Peter Fuller, and feel it is now time to hand over to another 

member.  The OS is fortunate that Alistair Graham Kerr, an experienced editor, 

responded to the notice in the January newsletter, and agreed to take on the role of 

editor and to be co-opted as a member of the Board.  

 

Alistair Graham Kerr comes from a military background with both parents being 

archaeologists. So, from an early age he had an interest in defences of one sort or 

another and by the age of twelve he knew about the pillboxes around his home in 

South Oxfordshire.  However, it was not until he was in his teens and his involvement in 

the research with the Fortress Study Group that led him to joining the Pillbox Study 

Group when it was formed, and in due time he took over as editor of their magazine. 

Alistair is on various committees in the field of Archaeology and Conflict Archaeology. 

Alistair can be contacted on psgeditor@hotmail.com 
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From Trevor Parker 

The National Artillery Survey 

 

By the time you read this, the Ordnance Society’s ‘National Artillery Survey’ will 

have been published on our website and the curators of major collections will have 

been contacted.   

 

This is the second phase of a series of surveys that the Society has started; the first of 

course being the worldwide ‘EXISTING BRITISH 6-IN BL GUNS & GUN BARRELS’ which 

has grown to nearly 240 guns, with contributions from people in many parts of the 

world. 

 

There is no national listing for BL and QF guns held in large, small, or individual 

collections, so anyone with interests in a specific gun, or researching it, has a very 

difficult, or even impossible, task to find/track down all, or sometimes any examples.  

The Ordnance Society is now aiming to assemble and maintain a record of all 

Breech-Loading and Quick-Firing guns in the UK.   

 

The database will be comprehensive and include location, date of manufacture, 

version/mark, serial number, manufacturer, present owner, condition, accessibility, 

and general provenance.  There are also links to photographs of the guns, and 

data input and update forms downloadable from the OS website. 

 

It is anticipated that our database will widen researcher and public access to 

information about these types of guns, and also give the owners of individual 

pieces a clearer idea of how their gun(s) fit into the national collection.  Our freely 

accessible and searchable database will enhance the records already held by 

various artillery collections as well as helping to widen the appeal of museums 

themselves. 

 

I hope that members will also find the NAS interesting and useful, and anxious to 

contribute their knowledge to add to the database with new guns, or updates to 

existing records. 

 

The OS Board setup a small sub-group to manage the setting up of this survey, 

which comprised myself, Alastair Fyfe, Nick Hall and Graham Whittington.  I would 

like to express my thanks to these three who made up an excellent team doing a 

lot of work, and provided me with ideas, suggestions and support, including a very 

useful Zoom meeting. 
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From Alastair Fyfe 

News for Members – Fortress Study Group Webinars 

 

The Fortress Study Group has been running a weekly webinar programme since last 

spring in association with the Palmerston Forts Society. More recently the Ordnance 

Society has also been invited to join and members of all three groups can attend 

these virtual presentations. The programme covers a wide variety of topics and 

periods and the webinars are an excellent way of keeping in touch with fellow 

enthusiasts during these periods of lockdown. The webinars are run on Zoom and 

last about an hour, followed by a Q&A session.  They regularly draw an international 

attendance of around 50 to 60. 

 

Access to these webinars is a benefit of membership of the Ordnance Society and 

OS members will have received an email with the instructions for logging on. The 

presentations are recorded so that members can catch-up on sessions which they 

have missed. However, please note that for copyright reasons the recordings are for 

the personal use of FSG, PFS and OS Members only. They are not listed or indexed 

on YouTube. 

 

Editor’s Note:  Trevor Parker and Nick Hall presented their webinars in March.  Both 

were well attended and were followed by interesting Q&A sessions.  Nick Reed will 

be presenting his webinar on 7th April. 

 

I did some research following Trevor’s webinar - the current long range guns are the 

Russian Koalitsiya-SV, range 70 km - in service May 2020 and the American M982 

Extended Range Artillery System, range 70 km – in development/service. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

From Christian Cholet 

Re Query – Castle Green Cannon OSNL 132 

 

About the pair of bronze SB cannon at Castle green house, they are French swivel 

guns.  N°35 and N°46 on the left trunnions are the serial numbers.  172 and 173 and 

their weight are: 84,133 kg and 84,622 kg (French pound: 489,146gr.)  The metric 

system was established in 1793 but will be used later.  Foundry and casting years 

were engraved on the base ring, but it seems it has been wiped off. 

 

You can find that information on Jean Boudriot’s publication “Artillerie de mer” 

planches 70, 81, 82.  These pieces are 1786 Manson-Gribeauval pattern.  Three 

bronze pieces were added to the iron table: 24, 18, and one pounder.  The molding 

(astragale) in front of the vent field was removed. The one pounder total length is 

1,02meter, caliber 54mm and was used until mid19th century.  I don’t know the 

British Archives, but I noted a source in an article: National Archives, RG 156. 
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From Rob Morgan 

A Naval Gun in the Musee des Blindes at Saumur 

 

This photo was taken in 2012, on a visit to the magnificent French armour Museum in 

the Loire valley. It was one of those photos which just slipped in, as the weapon 

caught my eye, tucked in the lee of a half-track. I clicked, without taking a moment 

to jot a note from the board at right, or look for any markings, and moved on. I 

know why. Saumur is crammed with superb exhibits, and the little Canon de 37mm 

de Marine, which if I’d encountered it in almost any other site would have gained 

my interest, faded from view. As for many other writers, the past year has been 

empty of site visits, of events and discoveries, so it’s back into my files. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The gun was certainly a 37mm breech loader, and the caption is probably correct.  

 

But can anyone help with more information? The pintle could be a ship’s mounting, 

and the carriage simply borrowed from another piece, or made up for display. No 

sign of a shield, and no obvious date, but of course during the early part of WWI, a 

vast array of light, of field and of fortress artillery was literally dragged out to serve in 

the front lines, and small calibre naval guns would be no exception. The gun looks 

very simple, not at all like the well-known French 37mm Trench Gun and I didn’t, of 

course, notice any damage to the little gun, but it did, if I recall, seem out of time 

and place among all the anti-tank weapons and armoured vehicles. 
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From Alan Overton 

More on the "Starlight Scope" -  No 130) 

 

Nick Gold, BA, MSc, takes issue with my description of the mystery sight that is fitted 

to an SLR carried by a re-enactor and which forms part of a query from Rob 

Morgan (Newsletter No 130). 

 

But if he reads my response 

again, he will see that at no 

time did I suggest that it was 

an American Starlight Scope, 

simply a Starlight Scope - a 

generic term that was used, 

certainly in my Unit, for these 

bulky occasional additions to 

an infantryman's load. Just as 

one might be "hoovering", 

albeit the cleaner is made by 

Dyson. I never heard the term 

Individual Weaponsight 

commonly used save only, 

perhaps, as Quartermaster or 

Arms Kote definitions. 

Conversely, the SUIT sight was 

always a SUIT sight and never 

a Trilux. 

 

Starlight Scopes were primarily for use in a defensive role, where weight was not so 

much of a problem, but they were also useful on patrol and for observation duties, 

either mounted on a rifle or, more usually, not. The noise that they made, whilst not 

particularly loud or intrusive, was always magnified by the user's nerves and 

imagination, fine-tuned as they were to close work at night. Less so in urban areas, 

of course. 

 

So there we have it. Mr Gold may well be entirely correct in his confident assertion, 

and I have no quarrel with that. 

 

I am reminded that I did not address Rob Morgan's second question as to 

correctness for period and the answer to that, of course, is that it will depend 

entirely upon the time and place or theatre that the re-enactor is pretending to 

occupy. 
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From Nicholas Hall 

Artillery at the Battle of Sadowa/Konigsgratz, July 1866 

 

General 

Study of Austrian and Prussian artillery of the Seven Weeks’ War presents a 

fascinating technical contrast. This note doesn’t go into artillery tactics of the two 

sides; it goes without further comment that, as well as the materiel and numbers of 

troops of each side, leadership, tactics, communications [the Prussians made 

considerable use of the telegraph and railways] and morale remain vitally 

important. 

 

Infantry Rifle 

Before looking at the artillery, it must be observed that the infantry rifle was a crucial 

factor, and probably at Sadowa the difference between the two sides being more 

significant than that of their artillery. But in both cases, the Prussians seemingly had 

the more technically-advanced weapons. Dreyse’s bolt-action zundnagelwehr or 

‘needle-gun’ [I think the M62] in the hands of the Prussian army gave it a distinct 

advantage on the battlefield. Criticised for its delicate firing pin [‘needle’] that had 

to pass through the powder charge to strike the primer at the base of the projectile, 

the Dreyse was an inspired response to the problem of creating a breech-loading 

rifle in the days before it was possible to mass-produce ‘fixed ammunition’, 

consisting of a metallic case, fitted with a primer at the base and projectile at the 

neck; without a metal cartridge, obturation was difficult to achieve, hence the 

vogue for muzzle-loaded rifles. Properly handled, the needle-gun worked 

remarkably well and certainly gave the Prussians an important advantage at 

Sadowa. Unlike the Austrian muzzle-loaded rifle, the Dreyse could be loaded prone, 

while the unfortunate Austrian soldier was obliged to remain standing to load his 

rifle. 

 

[Thanks to A C Carpenter, who built gun carriages for the Royal Armouries and for 

example, restored our 7-in RBL ‘Armstrong’ to firing order, I had the privilege of firing 

his Dreyse rifle many years ago. This was at the Royal Armouries Fort Nelson, where I 

was Keeper of Artillery. The feared gas leak was barely noticeable and we had no 

misfires].  

 

Tested by the British, it was found that a rate of six rounds per minute was 

achievable from the Dreyse. But the British assessment was that the ML guns still had 

the advantage in simplicity; the reasoning was comparable to that leading the 

British to abandon the troublesome ‘Armstrong’ Rifled Breech Loader, seemingly 

very complicated to a generation used to muzzle-loading SB guns of cast iron or 

bronze. 
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This period was a time of a real revolution in both small arms and artillery 

technology. Although with hindsight it is easy to see where developments would 

lead, and to criticise those who had to decide which path to follow, one can 

understand the problems facing the British government and others, especially given 

the huge costs of any rearmament. Evidence was assiduously gathered and 

cogent reasoning recorded.  

 

Artillery at Sadowa 

Prussia, adopting the latest technology and forging ahead in military matters, 

fielded Krupp’s innovative rifled breech-loading steel-barrelled gun [presumably the 

double-wedge transverse breech mechanism C/64]. It is perhaps not surprising that 

Prince Kraft zu Hohenlohe Ingelfingen was rather dismissive of the Austrian field 

artillery. And, while it seems rash to differ from such an authority, I feel he erred, 

naturally enough, in running down the quality of his enemy’s guns.  

However, at this date, the Krupp gun was far from fully developed. Steel sounds 

good but it was then a far from an entirely reliable material; quality was 

unpredictable, resulting in many burst guns. Gunpowder was a notoriously dirty 

propellant so obturation remained a problem [Krupp guns of course were ‘BL’, that 

is using a bag charge and relying on mechanical sealing at the breech on firing; 

Krupp adopted the Broadwell Ring, Ignition was, as for a ML gun, by friction tube. 

 

Austria, by no means a great empire stuck in the past, possessed technical 

resources of the highest standard. She decided that the best way to obtain reliable 

rifled artillery was to retain muzzle-loading and high-quality bronze. Both were tried 

and trusted and could be adapted to produce rifled guns for the field, of 4-pr [6 

groove] and 8-pr [8 groove], both with good mobility [M1863]. The problem with all 

muzzle-loading rifled artillery, as had been found centuries earlier with sporting rifles, 

was how to load conveniently a close-fitting projectile that would both take the 

rifling yet not allow too much gas to pass it. The Austrian solution was similar in 

principle to the French La Hitte system; it used studded shell engaging with wide 

rifling grooves [unfortunately to be copied by the British after the Armstrong RBL fell 

from favour]. Having considered the French studded system, Austria developed a 

more refined RML system [bogenzug] similar to what became known in Britain as 

‘shunt’ or ‘ratchet’ rifling. On paper, the Prussian steel RBL 6-pr appeared more 

modern than the Austrian bronze RML. But the Prussian gun was still problematic 

while the Austrian RML used well-known technology at the end of its development.  

 

It seems clear that the disaster of Sadowa for Austria was not due to her use of 

bronze RML field artillery, which was indeed fought both bravely and effectively. A 

notable example occurred during Benedek’s retreat: August von der Groeben 

decided, without orders, to advance with his 4-prs in a forlorn hope of deterring the 

Prussian onslaught. Despite inflicting heavy casualties, all but one gun was taken and 

over half of his men lost. 
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From Alastair Fyfe 

Gate Guns – Delgatie Castle  

This substantial sixteenth century tower house in Aberdeenshire had to be 

substantially restored after military occupation during WW2. 

It now has a number of “guns” scattered around it, including a pair of handsome 

bronze SB’s displayed inside beside the hall door.  

 

 

Delgatie Castle Hall Door 
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Both are prominently marked: 

Base ring - “FM Eardley-Wilmot 1855”; 

First reinforce - VR cypher “Dieu et mon droit” 

Chase - VR cypher with Scottish badge “Nemo me impunie lacessit” 

The marks on the first reinforce ring differ, with one being marked “5.3.27” whereas 

the other gun has “MMXLVII (sic)”. I was not able to see any marks on those 

trunnions which were visible. 

 

 

 

 

  

Gun A 

Gun B 
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From Geoff Smith 

Web Links to Information on Trophy Guns 

 

https://www.keighleynews.co.uk/news/18970424.memory-lane-delivery-field-gun-

gets-steeton-residents-fired/ 

 

Digging a little deeper: 

 

https://www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk/search/results?basicsearch=trophy%20

gun&exactsearch=false&retrievecountrycounts=false&page=0 

 

https://www.greatwarforum.org/topic/203862-uk-trophy-guns/page/2/ 

 

http://www.landships.info/landships/artillery_articles.html#  

_________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

From Dennis McCarthy 

Shipwrecks of the American Thousand Islands 

 

Dennis McCarthy was one of the speakers at the 2019 NAS/OS Conference and 

advised that a new video has been posted on the Shipwrecks of the American 

Thousand Islands website which members might enjoy viewing.  This program was 

presented to The Antique Boat Museum in Clayton NY on January 28, 2021. 

 

https://www.srhf.info/ 

  

________________________________________________________________________________________ 

From Geoff Snowdon 

Re U96 Query OSNL 132  

 

On page 12 there is a Query from Seán T. Rickard regarding the deck gun from U96 

which was offered as a war trophy in 1920. U96 was surrendered at the end of WW1 

and thus its deck gun may have been available as a war trophy.  The U96 referred 

to in the “Editor’s Note” is the WW2 vessel. It was indeed the inspiration for the book 

and film “Das Boote” but that was not an accurate historical record. The “real” U96 

was not sunk upon return to St Nazaire after the patrol depicted. It carried out more 

patrols before being relegated to crew training duties. She was decommissioned on 

15 February 1945 in Wilhelmshaven. She was sunk in an US Eighth Air Force raid 

on Wilhelmshaven on 30 March 1945. 

 

Incidentally, the “prop” U96 used in “Das Boote” was also used as the U-

boat in “Raiders of the Lost Ark”. 

https://www.keighleynews.co.uk/news/18970424.memory-lane-delivery-field-gun-gets-steeton-residents-fired/
https://www.keighleynews.co.uk/news/18970424.memory-lane-delivery-field-gun-gets-steeton-residents-fired/
https://www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk/search/results?basicsearch=trophy%20gun&exactsearch=false&retrievecountrycounts=false&page=0
https://www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk/search/results?basicsearch=trophy%20gun&exactsearch=false&retrievecountrycounts=false&page=0
https://www.greatwarforum.org/topic/203862-uk-trophy-guns/page/2/
http://www.landships.info/landships/artillery_articles.html
https://www.srhf.info/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilhelmshaven
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wilhelmshaven
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From Terry Gander  

The Koksan Gun 

 

The text that follows is largely based on conjecture and is not intended to be 

anything more. Even its origins are based on uncertainty for the central item, a self-

propelled artillery piece, is one about which little seems to be known. 

 

It first came to my attention back in 2005 at a defence exhibition in Abu Dhabi. 

Crammed in a corner of the display area were exhibits from the Abu Dhabi military 

museum collection. Most items there were relatively small and varied from Yugoslav 

light air defence guns to small arms. Looming over them all was a tracked vehicle 

described by a label as a 17 cm Self-propelled Gun. There was no other information 

forthcoming so I put its appearance to one side for future investigation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Time passed and only recently have I been reminded of that mystery item while 

sorting through my image collection. Recourse to the Internet revealed that the 

gun involved was actually mounted on two types of platform, the first of which was 

first observed during 1978 at the North Korean city of Koksan by a US intelligence 

agency. That version was based on a Chinese T-59 tank chassis and was a 17 cm 
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gun carried in an unprotected mounting on the turretless hull. There was no 

provision for a crew other than the driver plus, no doubt, a commander, and no 

provision for ammunition stowage. Since the secretive North Koreans were (and still 

are) unlikely to provide any further information this variant was given the Western 

identification designation of Koksan Type 1978. 

 

However, the Abu Dhabi example was a bit more sophisticated, even though it 

carried the same 17 cm gun on an open mounting. The chassis was longer, there 

was provision for four personnel and ammunition stowage for 12 rounds. Again, 

according to the Internet this variant is known as the Koksan Type 1989. Apparently 

a batch was sent by North Korea to Abu Dhabi in response to some form of 

diplomatic recognition, although this cannot be confirmed. An alternative is that it 

may have arrived in the aftermath of one of the Gulf Wars – it has been recorded 

that Iran deployed a few Koksan Type 78s at one stage. 

 

We now enter the realm of surmise and informed speculation by considering the 

gun. 17 cm is not a widely-encountered artillery calibre and the few designs 

involved have mainly historical naval applications. The long barrel of the Type 1978 

and 1989 guns rules precludes such origins as from a visual guess it is some 50 

calibres long. Just one artillery piece meets such calibre and barrel length 

specifications and that is (or was) the German WW2 17 cm K 18. I am fairly certain, 

based on years of delving into 20th Century defence matters, that the ordnance 

under consideration is basically this German gun. 
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If so, on the Type 1978 the twin recoil feature of the 17 cm K 18 Morserlafette 

carriage was retained. Not only did the gun barrel recoil in its cradle but the entire 

upper carriage also slid back along twin rails to further steady the firing actions – 

these rails secure the gun to the Type 1978 hull roof. On the Type 1989 the upper 

carriage is fixed directly onto the hull roof and recoil forces are absorbed by recoil 

spades at the hull rear (also present on the Type 1978) plus an extra recoil cylinder 

over the barrel. 

 

The question arises is how did such a piece end up in North Korea? 

 

The suggested path is an involved one and, it must again be stressed, is based on 

speculation. My theory is that the path goes back to be Khalkin Gol spat between 

the Soviet Union and Japanese occupation forces in Mongolia in 1939. The 

encounter ended in heavy defeat for the Japanese to the extent that the 

Japanese were deemed to be no longer any form of serious threat to the Soviets 

and would remain so for some time. The borders between the two forces could 

therefore be lightly held. 

 

Then, in 1941, came the Great Patriotic War which, by late 1942 had begun to 

swing in the Soviet Union’s favour. Following the Stalingrad and subsequent 

campaigns huge quantities of German weaponry, including artillery and 

ammunition, fell into Soviet hands. But what happened to all that largesse? 

 

It seems that the Soviets decided to use much of their captured booty to replace or 

augment Soviet-designed hardware defending the borders with the Japanese as a 

precaution against a possible repeated flare-up in that region. Such a procedure 

would allow the Soviets to concentrate their holdings, manufacturing and logistic 

support resources on the desperate war against Germany without having to worry 

too much about the Japanese. Among the captured haul that went eastwards 

were, inevitably, 17 cm K 18 guns, among the longest ranged and most valued field 

pieces in the German artillery inventory. 

 

After 1945 it appears that the eastern-based artillery remained where it was. By late 

1949 the newly-formed People’s Republic of China had been established as a 

political and economic ally of the Soviet Union (at least for the moment). One result 

was that much of the no longer needed German weaponry was passed to the 

Chinese and no doubt involved were 17 cm K 18s. 

 

Exactly what the Chinese did with much of their gifted artillery remains unrecorded 

(although much of it was probably only fit for scrap by then) but one almost certain 

bet is that the 17 cm K 18 was one of the items that came under the scrutiny of Dr 

Gerald Bull and his Space Research Corporation expertise when the Chinese 
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contracted him to update their ageing artillery holdings (see OSJ Vol 9 1997). Two 

gun-related improvements were introduced at this stage. One was the addition of 

a multi-slotted muzzle brake to partially reduce the increased recoil stresses 

introduced by the second improvement, namely the development and 

introduction of a new family of 17 cm ammunition (the calibre remained at the 

original figure of 172.5 mm). This combination increased the maximum range from 

27,000 metres to a reported 40,000 metres. By introducing a rocket assisted 

projectile (RAP) this could be further increased to 60,000 metres (coupled with a loss 

in accuracy at the longer ranges). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Sometime during the late 1970s an unknown number of these improved guns were 

passed to the client state of North Korea who were no doubt pleased to obtain 

them as their potential range meant the South Korean capital of Seoul would be 

within artillery reach of the North: any bellicose regime would have been glad to 

have such a bargaining asset at their disposal. It was apparently decided their new 

equipment would look better on their parade spectacles if they were carried on 

self-propelled platforms. The Type 1978 first appeared in such a role during 1985. An 

alternative reason may have been that self-propelled platforms would allow the 

guns to be moved rapidly in and out of shelter tunnels to protect them against 

retaliatory counter-battery fire or air attack. 

 

Much of the above is pure speculation but has been dashed off as an exercise to 

determine how it looks as a possibility. It is left to others to form their opinions of its 

veracity and if anyone has any comments or further information I would be 

delighted to hear from them.  

  



 

17 
 

From Terry Gander - Book Review  

B-4 Soviet Hammer of God  - by Jochen Vollert 

Published by Tankograd Publishing and distributed by Bookworld Wholesale Ltd.  

Price £60.00 plus p & p 

 

It is not often that books dedicated to just one category of artillery appear on the 

market so the appearance of this volume is most welcome. Published by Tankograd 

it follows similar lines to other titles (usually dealing with AFVs) by Jochen Vollert in 

having been the subject of collection and illustrative dedication for, by his 

reckoning, some 30 years. The result deals with not just one model of Soviet heavy 

ordnance but a Triplex, namely the 203mm B-4 howitzer, the much less  

encountered 152mm Br-2 gun and the 280mm Br-5 Mortar. 

 

The end result is mainly a well-produced illustrated book which covers just about 

every detail possible of its subjects. The illustrations vary from close-ups of surviving 

and on display examples but also include a section of examples taken by German 

soldiery of captured examples. Illustrations are clear and sharp and are 

complemented by excellent 3-D CGI line drawings, some of them in colour. As the 

203mm B-4 cries out for a skilled modeller’s hand there are also highly detailed 1:35 

scale drawings. 

 

All aspects of the B-4 are included from the barrel travelling carriage to the 

necessary tractors. The one aspect that some might need more emphasis is the 

ammunition but the data is there. A list of surviving examples is included.  The price 

may sound steep but your reviewer thinks it well worth the price for what is stated to 

be a limited edition of 500 copies. Well recommended. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A 203mm B-4 howitzer when it was on display at Aberdeen Proving Ground but now at Fort Sill 

(Photo courtesy of T J Gander) 
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Re Usk Castle Cannon -  OSNL 132 

 

From Charles Trollope 

 

I visited Usk Castle in 2001 and I presume the gun that I recorded then is the one 

mentioned in Newsletter 132.  I recorded a Blakely 6 Pr made by Fawcett Preston of 

Liverpool in 1862. Length 33Inches and a bore of 2.5 Inches.  It has hook rifling X 

6.  How and why it is at Usk Castle I have no idea. 

 

There is or was another Blakely at East Tilbury Fort. 

 

 

From Alastair Fyfe 

 

Re the cannon at the gates of Usk Castle, here 

are a couple of pictures of another gun from 

Usk.  

 

It is a small field gun which I saw inside the gate 

passage of the castle in April 2008.    

 

The triangular plaque on the gun reads: 

 

Fawcett, Preston & Co., Liverpool, 1862. 

 

The gate passage has been altered and the 

gun was parked at the back, at the top of a 

short flight of steps.  
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                                   THE ORDNANCE SOCIETY 

      MINUTES OF THE BOARD MEETING, SUNDAY 31 JANUARY 2021  

           Conference call meeting kindly arranged by Neil Grant  

 

 

AGENDA 

 

 Present: TP, NH, GW, NR, NR, AWF, GS 

 

1. The meeting commenced at 1005 with TP in the chair. 

Apologies for absence.  

Ian McKenzie. [The Hon Sec had trouble with his connection].  

 

2. Minutes of the meeting held on 1 November 2020 circulated in Newsletter 132.   

Proposed: TP, seconded NH; accepted nem con. 

 

3. Matters arising 

The Minutes recorded that ‘for 2021, if a return to the AGM/Members’ Day meeting 

proved impossible, the Society should arrange an online meeting to fulfil our 

governance obligations’ 

 

4. Chairman’s Report  

TP introduced his report [previously circulated]. He had been adding many 

publications to our website, resulting in many views. 

He was glad that the OS had joined the FSG/PFS series webinars; he had seen most 

of them and thought they were very good. AWF suggested that a regular reminder 

was needed to OS members, probably weekly.  

Action TP [completed after the meeting]. 

 

5. Treasurer’s Report  

GS introduced his report. A rouge standing order had been set up and paid out but 

this had been sorted out with the bank and the funds reimbursed.  The current 

account  stands at £1249.62  The business 'savings' account stands at £7386.07  - 

Total £8635.69 

 

6. Secretary's Report  

NH had nothing particular to report but was pleased to have been able to answer 

an inquiry from a member about artillery at the Battle of Sadowa, gratefully 

received. 
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7. Membership Secretary's Report 

Since the last board meeting in November 2020, we had gained ten new members 

including the US Naval War College and members in Canada, Finland and Taiwan.  

Payment of subscriptions (and renewals) by PayPal seems to be a popular method, 

particularly with overseas members.  

One new member enquired about the availability of the Artillery DVD (currently out 

of stock). 

Unfortunately, in the same period he had been informed of the deaths of four 

members: Ed Cummings, Roger Emmerson, Peter Luton and Mr R. D. Pitt-Stewart.  

Current membership therefore stands at 169 of whom 54 are life members. 

There had been no returns from the last publication mailing. 

Website membership list 

Unfortunately, whilst IM could access and open the membership list on the web site I 

do not seem to be able to save any changes to it.  I have copied it off-line and am 

currently populating it although limitations to copying and pasting information from 

other data sources have slowed things down. [TP since confirmed that a changed 

document would have to be re-uploaded; files cannot be amended off-line and 

then ‘saved’]. 

Back stock of OSJ.   IM stored on behalf of the OS back numbers of our Journal from 

1 – 27 (see below appendix to the Minutes)  

 

8. Journal Editor’s Report 

CW sent the following report in advance:  

Volume 27 (2020) was successfully printed, in colour, and distributed. Many thanks 

are due to the authors, to Kay and Trevor. Volume 28 should be published by the 

end of 2021. 

The following papers have been received to date for Vol. 28: 

 Erik R. Farrell – A Preliminary Analysis of Armaments from Shipwreck 31CR314: 

Queen Anne’s Revenge. 

 N.R. Jenzen-Jones - Hubris or Haplessness? The modernisation and loss of 

Afghanistan’s artillery, 1869–1879. 

 Terry Gander - German Army Artillery Designations 1918-1945. 

Currently we are a little short of the number of papers required to complete this 

volume. Non-binding promises have been received to submit papers. Some previous 

authors have been contacted for new papers. 

Any questions or comments would be gratefully received by the Editor. 

 

GS would offer papers on charcoal and on the manufacture of gunpowder. 

 

NR asked if we had an authors’ guide; TP explained that it was in the back of each 
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Journal but needed updating and asked if NR would do. NR agreed and would 

send round a draft. Format was discussed, eg for references. NH had given the 

previous editor a copy of the Royal Armouries’ authors’ guide which was clear and 

straightforward. The Harvard system is a common one. But for the OS guide, we 

should settle on a system but not print it in OSJ – they are all many pages long – but 

simply give its name.  

Post meeting, TP located the Notes for contributors that he had prepared some time 

ago, and sent it on to the OSJ Editor and circulated to the Board. 

 

9. Newsletter Editor’s Report  

GW had made his intention to give up editorship of the N/L some time ago; he had 

enjoyed producing it but it was time to move on. The Board congratulated him on 

the high standard of his N/Ls and thanked him profusely for his editorship of this vital 

part of the OS’s activities, even more important during this pandemic. 

GW had found a possible successor, Alistair Graham-Kerr of the PSG and the FSG 

who is known to several OS Board Members, and asked if TP would contact him 

formally. 

Action: TP. 

[Post-meeting note from AWF: AGK is the editor of the PSG newsletter (Pillbox) and 

was for many years the Tours Organiser of the FSG and responsible for the design 

and publication of the FSG series of Tour Guides.] 

 

GW was getting on with the next N/L and asked TP for a Chairman’s piece, also 

something on the webinars from AWF. 

GW was storing some of the back OSJs – at some risk from flooding but they had 

remained above water during the recent storms. But clearly it would be good to find 

some better storage. AWF suggested asking AGK. 

[Note from AWF: AGK used to store publications for the FSG, although most of these 

have now been moved to another FSG member’s premises. The books of the former 

FSG library were stored at Fort Nelson and have since been transferred to the Royal 

Armouries library.] 

 

[Note from NH: I have suggested in the past we try to sell them off as a job lot, 

perhaps keeping a very few for stock and new members. I understand we sell very 

few. So find out whether there might be any interest, I have asked Oxbow Books who 

declined but there are other specialist remainder bookshops]. 

 

There was discussion as to whether Jim Schoenung’s DVD offer should come off our 

website; it’s an enormous file and cannot go on our website and DVDs are now a bit 

passé. Maybe on the Cloud?  

Action: TP to investigate. 

 

10. Visits Secretary's Report  

NG observed that nothing could be planned really until lockdown eased, which will 

be some time off yet. 
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11. Publicity Officer’s Report 

NG was happy with posting on FB and repeated his request for copy from Board 

Members. 

The availability of OS ‘business cards’ was discussed and stock would be checked. 

GS was interested in having something carrying our logo and details that could be 

left when visiting museums and sites; Peta Knott NAS, [former board member] had 

suggested a credit card size card with an archaeological measuring scale, very 

useful despite small size, when photographing ordnance and a pleasant item to 

give to museum staff etc. NH and NR were keen on this idea. 

Action: NR offered to investigate costs etc. 

12. Big Gun Project 

TP introduced his papers reminding us that it concerned British artillery in the British 

Isles. The name change to National Artillery Survey had many advantages, not least 

that it might help link us with the multi-million pounds project ‘Towards a National 

Collection’, which, amongst other things, is keen on public/private collaboration. He 

thanked AWF for informing the Board about this project. Our National Artillery Survey 

included links to image files, such as Paul Williams’ huge database. Bill Clements’ 

[FSG] provision of his 6-in gun survey was a great boost. Also being added was 

AWF’s information on guns in the Republic of Ireland. 

Details of our data sheets recording forms were discussed and met with general 

approval.  

TP’s letter to museums and other organisations was approved. The list of these was 

being worked on and growing, with thanks to AWF and other members, TP would 

welcome further additions. There was a discussion about private collections or 

indeed individuals who might own a single piece, such as the 3-pr QF Hotchkiss 

outside an ordinary house on the N-E coast  GS remarked that from what one sees 

at military vehicle rallies, there must be quite a lot of artillery pieces in private hands. 

GW mentioned that the 3.7-in AA gun at ‘Solent Skies’ was privately owned. AWF 

suggested putting a request into the N/L for private owners to get in touch. But 

collectors/owners might be shy of their details being available on the web, so this 

will need careful handling.  

TP had found an excellent Armstrong naval gun at Lord Armstrong’s old home, 

Bamburgh Castle, now containing a museum. He had written for more details and is 

expecting a reply soon. NG remarked that he had been there and would be going 

again and offered to help. 

TP would keep Rick Hatton [Friends of Firepower! Museum, Royal Artillery] informed 

and seek possible collaboration.  

 

‘THE BIG GUN PROJECT’ – now the NATIONAL ARTILLERY SURVEY 

The trial “6-INCH GUN SURVEY” (Worldwide British 6-in Guns & Gun Barrels) has been a 

success with inputs from different sources and excellent photos being linked to the 

database.  Previously unknown/unrecorded guns have been added or identified, 

and a lot of lessons learned and changes made to the database and the 

Input/Update form.  Copies of these are available from the website. 
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The sub-group of Alastair, Nick and Graham and myself have kept in touch via e-

mail and a Zoom meeting; with a lot of ideas and comments flowing freely.  One of 

the many changes has been to the name, now the ‘NATIONAL ARTILLERY SURVEY’.  

The reason behind this is a project that Alastair found, a major research funding 

project called Towards a National Collection.  Whilst the OS may not receive any 

funding, it could be an excellent vehicle to publicise our project; and after some 

discussion we realised that the word ‘GUN’ has connotations at present that may 

detract from what we are trying to do. 

The draft spreadsheet/database has been drawn up, discussed and developed, 

and populated with nearly 100 guns. The latest version and linked Input/Update form 

are also attached.  The National Artillery Survey database also has a large 

proportion of the guns linked to pictures of guns on two major Flickr websites. 

A letter/e-mail format has been agreed, for sending to the curators of various 

museums/institutions, and this plus a list of these organisations is also attached. 

I am hoping that the Survey can be launched in the next couple of weeks.’ 

13. Any other business - None. 

14. Date of next meeting: Sunday 2 May  

Neil Grant has kindly offered to host again on Microsoft Teams, which was 

welcomed by Members, although TP preferred to see all the attendees on screen, 

not just the speaker. TP asked if there was the option to record meetings, NG said 

there was but this one was not recorded. 

NR also could probably host meetings on Go To Meeting [used by NAS]; this had 

worked well for our meetings on a trial basis.   

TP would discuss further with NG. 

 

The meeting closed at 11.56. 

 

Appendix to Item 7 (Journals held by Ian McKenzie

No/Quantity 

1 10 

3 40 

4 20 

5 20 

6 20 

7 20 

8 20 

9 20 

10 20 

11 20 

12 >30 

13 >10 

 

14 6 

15 >10 

16 5 

17 30 

18 12 

19 43 

20 6 

21 10 

23 37 

24 34 

25 30 

26 33 

(Post Meeting 

Note – Journals 

held by Graham 

Whittington) 

  

No/Quantity 

1 2 

3 2 

4 2 

6 22 

7 43 

8 37 

9 41 

10 27 

11 31 

13 3 

14 3 

16 3 

17 5 

18 2 

19 5 

20 3 

21 3 

23 2

 

Journals 2 and 22 are out of print 

  



 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Hurst Castle from the Fort (October 2020) 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-hampshire-56222543 re wall collapse Feb 2021 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fort Victoria, Isle of Wight 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Photos Courtesy of Graham Whittington (October 2020) 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-hampshire-56222543

