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GROUPTWO: THE .303INCH MARTINI-ENFIELD RIFLE MARK n MODIFIED,
W.A. PATTERN

Asalreadystated,thearmssurveylocatedtwoMartini-EnfieldMIenModifiedwith W.A. marks
(Figure7)andin additiona1911photographofanother(Figure10).Norecordofthemanufacture
or shipmentof thesearmsexistsat RSAF Enfield, therefore,officially they do not exist. No

•••••
Figure7 Martini-Enfield Rifle Mark n Modified, W.A. Pattern.The larger cocking indicatorand fore-end

attachmentpin, whichdistinguishesthis rifle from theMark I areapparentThespringsteelfore sight
protectoris still presentonthisarm,while thepiling swivelis missingfrom thenosecap.Thisarmis WN
34. (PhotoD. Elford, W.A.M.)
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Figure8 Theconversionsideof theWA. PatternMark II. (photoR. Stein)

291



Western Australian Maninj-Enfield rifle

Figure 9 Butt markings ofthe Mark n. W.A. is punched with different, larger letter punches which have also been
noted on another Mark I W.A. Pattern butt. The Enfield roundel, Mark n stamp and surplus marks are
also evident. (photo R. Stein)

documentary evidence other than acontemporaryphotograph has been located which specifically
refers to this Mark of M-E. The 1911 photograph and the arms themselves prove their
contemporary existence in W.A. and their survival to the present, but confinnation of how they
came into official W.A. hands and the archival proof of their conversion at Enfield is as yet un­
discovered. A strong case is put in Part 1I however which tentatively identifies their origin and
acquisition and can be taken to be, in the absence of that confinnation, the most probable
explanation for their existence here.

Table 2 Marks, numbers and pertinent features of the M-E n.

Butt Marks Place & Date Serial
of Manufacture Number

WA34
WA2(3?)
WA 750D

BarrelNumber
& Date

Enfield 1900 B4384 4384B1900
Enfield1900 A5424 5424B1900
Contemporary Photograph taken in 1911

Provisionfor Nose Cap Bayonet
clearing rod? Insp. mark Type

No lA Pat.'88
No E Pat.'88
No Pat.'88

The table shows that the major difference between these Mark lIs and the Mark Is previously
discussed, apartfrom the Markdifferences outlined in the introduction, is theabsenceofthe bored­
through clearing rod hole in the nose cap!bayonet boss. Clearing rods, originally provided for all
.303 arms were found to be unnecessary and in May 1899 were declared obsolete.· Consequently
these M-E ITs do not have the nose cap!bayonet boss bored through to accept a clearing rod. This

• [bid. Temple &: Skcnnerton P 423.
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Figure 10 This 1911 photograph depicts Patrol Leader A. Foster (age 14) who has just received his marksman's
badge, earned with a Martini-Enfield Mark: n Modified W.A. Pattern. Oose examination of the bun
in the originalphotograph reveals the markings WAJ7501D, theEnfield roundel and the Marknstamps.
The butt also bears the surplus stamp. This bun marking conforms exactly to the Mark: I nwnerical
sequence of fig. 5 and appears to be struck with the same letter and nwneral stamp. (photo D. Elford
from the collection ofP. Hodgson)

type ofnosecap is the correctone for the 1900dateoftheserifles. Therifles alsoretain their0riginal
1900 datedcordite sightedbarrels. These specimens and the one in thephotograph of1911 (Figure
10) confonn to what the modified version of a nonnal Sealed Pattern M-E IT would look like if
they existed. It is thought that this is apreviously unrecorded variantof the Martini-Enfield group
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Western Australian Martini-Enfield rifle

ofrifles and as such is ofconsiderable importance in the sphere ofMartini military arms. The lA
stampon WA/34 and the use ofthe same letterand numeral stamp to mark WAn50/D (of the 1911
photograph) as were used to mark two of the 1898 order of Mark Is, establishes a common link
between the two groups of specimens in terms of their common RSAF Enfield origin and their
common W.A. issue.

GROUP mREE: THE UNOFFICIAL MARTINI-ENFIELD MARK I MODIFIED,
W.A. PATTERN

Two M-E Is which were not official RSAF Enfield conversions were located by the survey. In
addition a separate fore-end, complete with nose cap was also located. These two specimens are
conversions of the .450 inch Martini-Henry Mark III to Martini-Enfield Mark I Modified, W.A.
Pattern.

Table 3 Pertinent features of the Unofficial conversions of Martini-Henrys Mark ill 10 Martini-Enfield Mk I
Modified, W.A. Pattern.

ButtMarks P1ace/Date Original BarrelNumber Clearing Nose Cap Nose Cap Bayonet
of Conversion Date/Maker and Date Rod Hole Insp. Mark Type Type

WADF521 None 1885 BSA 5747 B'08, '09 Yes Nil Rigby P.'88
&MCo Metford

WADF529 None 1885 BSA V68295'14 Yes Nu Rigby P.'88
&MCo Metford
Fore-end Yes Nil Rigby P.'88
only Metford

Except for the differing barrel dates, these two arms conform to each other in all respects. They
have had thebreech block face dovetailed andreplaced with one with a smaller firing pin hole and
a fmer firing pin, also the "hump" at the breech on the front of the body has been reduced 2 mm
in height as for an official RSAF conversion. The fore-end has the glued barrel liner to facilitate
the slimmer barrel and bears Enfield inspection marks in the liner but does not have the "I.A,"
inspection stamp on the end of the wood under the nose cap. These arms (and the solitary fore­
end) conform to the official Enfield RSAF converted Martini-Enfield Mark I Modified W.A.
Pattern inall theirfeatures anddimensions, exceptin two importantways. Theybearnoconversion
details or date on the left side of the body and the two-piece Rigby nose cap/bayonet boss is the
earlier Martini-Metford type mentioned in the introduction, and which requires differentmachine
proftling ofthe wooden fore-end tip. These two M-Es therefore do notconform in these twopoints
to the specific characteristics of the Enfield converted specimen M-EIs and lIs. What is instantly
recognisable however is that these arms in fact constitute a third distinct group or sub-group of
W.A. marked W.A. Pattern arms.

CONCLUSION
It can be seen from the reference in the "A Treatise on the British Military Martini" detailing

the 1898 production of this type of arm for W.A. that the first of these three groups of the WA
Pattern variant (the Mark Is) are undoubtedly linked to that production. The second group (the
Mark lIs) are, although not recorded in the Treatise, defmitely linked by markings to both RSAF
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Flgure 11 Unofficial conversion of a W.A. marked MaItini-Henry Mark ill into a Martini-Enfield Mark I
Modified, W.A. Pattern. The muzzle has been shortened at a later date and the rear sight replaced on
this specimen. The nose cap is of the earlier bulky two piece Rigby pattern usually found fitted to
Martini-Metfords and Lee-Metfords. The middle band and sling swivels are missing. The left hand
conversion side of the body is unmarked on these arms. (photo D. Elford, W.A.M)

Ocm••••
Flgure 12 Bun markings ofthe Unofficial Conversion MaItini-Enfield Mark I. WADF (in a ciIcle) 521, with sale

mark. The WADF stamp (W.A. Defence Force) was originally applied to the Martini-Henry rifle from
which this specimen was converted. They were not re-marked at the time of their conversion. (photo
D. Elford, W.A.M)
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Enfield and W.A. The group three Unofficial Conversions appear to be a separate butconforming
variant. The common functional link between the three groups ofarms is the fitting of the Rigby
oneor twopiecenose cap whichallows the fixing ofthe Pattern 1888 bayonet, adefinite connection
with andacontinuationof, the earlier 1893-95 procurementof700 Martini-Metford Mark I (W.A.
Pattern) rifles by W.A. which also rlXed the Pattern 1888 bayonet.

An examination of archival records of the procurement of arms by colonial W.A. must be
undertaken in order to establish whether W.A. did in fact order arms conforming to this pattern
and whether the dates and circumstances of procurement conform to the dates and physical
features of these W.A. Pattern Martini-Enfields.
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