T IS-NOT CONSPIRACY THE®RY,
not paranoid myth, not Rambo fancasy.
It is only hard evidence of a national
disgrace: American prisoners were l¢ft bebind
at the end of the Vietam War. They were
abandoned because six presidents and official
Washington could not admit their guilty secret. They
were forgotten because the press and most Americans
turned away from all things that reminded them of
Vietnam.

In 1973, after the peace accords, Hanot rerurned 391
American prisoners and said these were all the prisoners
they had. Yer more than 2,200 American milicary men
are still missing and unaccounted for from the Vietnam
War. Half or more of those men are known to be dead,
though their remaing have never been recovered.

" But, then, there are the others. The Defense Intel-
ligence Agency (D.I.A.) has received more than 1,600
firsthand sightings of live American prisoners and near-
ly 14,000 secondhand reports. Afer reviewing them all,
the D.LA. concluded that they “do not constitute evi-
dence’ that men were still alive.

" Here are some stories, many previously untold, about
the prisoners who did not come home from Vietnam.
All of them are accounts of how Washington, in its
deep shame at having forsaken these men in its haste to
get out of that draining war, has ignored, withheld, dis-
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tortcd, and destroyed evidence of their existence.
These -accounts are based on government intelligence
documents, on sources closely involved wich the mate-
rial, and on other cancrctr: evidence uncovered during
two years of reporting. Sadly for this nadans history,
they are but a small sampling of a mountain of evi-
dence.

Only nine prisoners were remurned from Laos at the end
of the Vietnam War. This startled the experts in ULS.
milicary inteiligence, because their closely heid lists
showed more than 300 men missing in thac Hanoi-
dominated counrry. More teiling sull, their heid reports
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" signal units had basen trained

indicated that most of the men were probably still alive,

In the late 1970s and early 1980s, years after the war was
gver, numerous radio messages about Amegican prisoners
“were intercepted from Laos, a country bordering on and

. essentially cenirclled by Vietnam. The messages, which were

exchanges between Lagtian military units. spoke clearly
about American prisaners teing iransferred from prison to
prisan or from grison to labor camp inside Laos.

Thase transmissions were picked up by Thai signal persan-
nel and passad to the National Security Agency (N.S.A), the
Centrai (nielligence Agency (C.1.A), and the Pentagan's 0.1 A,
Same of the recorts were backed up by HUMINT—human
intelligence, meaning live sightings by witnesses on the
graund, wna reperted these same prisoner movemens,

increcitly, all three LS. inteffigence agencies refused to

judge these racarts as reliaote. Their reason: The intercepts

were made oy 2 “third party"—namely, Thailand—and unger
the grouna rules [aid down oy
the American inteiligencs
community, third-garty infor-
rmation can never oe regarded
as valid on its own, But this
respanse, a ¢atcn-22 if sver
one existed, dsfied comman
sense, bacause these Thai

by none other than the
Natignal Security Agency, the
U.S. intalligence arganization
respensible for menitoring
“signals” transmissions arcund
the werld, And the reason the
N.S.A. had trained and was
using the Thais was that after
the fall of Saigon in 1975. the
agency largely dismantled its
own “‘collection” network in
Southeast Asia.

Here, from the files of the
C.LA,, is an example of one of
thase racdio interdepts, suo-
parted three cays later by an
independent source ¢n the
ground. The radio message,
picked ug on the morning of
Decemper 27, 1980, said,
“Refer to the Politbureau
Ministry of Oefense that
because U.S. and Thai prison-
ers have been icentified by Thais, Palitbureau orders they be
remaved from Altopeu Province {in Southern Laosj. Aircraft
will pick ug POWSs at the {Attopeu] airfield on 28 December at
1230 hours.” Then, on Oecember 30, came this message fram
the C.L.A. station in Bangkok to the C.L.A. director's office in
Langley, Virginia: “Met with and taced source from Vientiane.
The FOWs, haif Thais ang half European, are now in the valley
in permanent logation (a prison carmp .at Nhommarath in
Central Laosj. They were transierred from Alicoeu to wark in
varigus glaces.... POWs were formerly kept in caves ang are
very thin, ¢ark, ana starving.’

Now, cansicer ihe insanity of Wasnington's circular argu-
ment. American lisiening posts were gone, and thus the Thais
warg essentiai to menitonng the radio traffic anout POWSs. Yet,
by Wasningten's definition. the Thai reoorts were invalid with-
out U.S. carreocrauon. Sur the Unitea States no longar had
any means of ¢3rroaration. The resuit was unpelievaple:
With the excenticn of one Botched cross-borger foray in 1381,
using Lzo mercananes recruited in Thailand. no serious
efforts were mage {0 oursue these reaorts.

Sometimes. cocuments show, the fatlure went Deyona lack
of atfort ang secame just plain cover-up. Cocuments retrievea
from tne Natignat Archives show that some of the radio inter-
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TWO SENATORS “BELIEVE
THAT LIVE-SIGHTING
REPORTS ... ARE EVIDENCE
THAT POWS MAY HAVE
SURVIVED TO THE PRESENT.”

cepts were simely purged from US. government files, pre-
sumably to keep the bungling from ever being ciscovered by
outsiders. Cne of these documents is a pacer cooy of one of
the radio intercepts about prisoners being meved within Lags.
On it, the NS, A, chief in Southeast Asia, Jehn O'Dell, had writ-
ten, "Purge ... files of any traffic cn this sudjec:.”

Qver the years, scores of what aopear to be distress signais
were detected by the C.LA's sateliite sysiam. The signais
were in the form of markings on the grcung in Vietnam
and Lzas—ihe very markings that American gilcts had been
specifically trained to use in their gre-Vietnam survival
coursas, Some symools consisted of certain lettars, like X or
K, drawn in a special way. Other markings were ihe sacret
and ingividual four-digit authenticator numbers given to many
ci the pilots wha flew over Vietnam. And, 2t tmes, men have
simpiy carvad out their own names.

But time and again, when
thesa numbers or lettars or
names have snown up ¢n the
satellite digital imagery, tha
Pentagon, backed by the
C.LA., insistad cut ¢f hand thar
humans hac not made thesa
markings. What ware thay,
than? Nathing but shadows

of NUMBeErs ¢r names, the dis-
missive answer was always
the same. Officials of the
Defense Intelligence Agency
would say, in what seemed an
atermatic responsa, “Shacdows
and vegetation, Shadows and
vegetation.’

After hearing this refrain for
menths, one Senate investiga-
tor, Bab Taylar, a highly ra-
garded inteiligence anaiyst
wno had éxamineg the prcte
evidenca, finally commentea.
in sardonic cissant, “If grass
can spell out peogie’s names
and a secret, four-qigit code. ]
then | have a newfound
R respect for grass”

Some striking details of the D.L.A.5s nay-saying posture were
cantained in the report issued last year by the committes ¢n
which Taylor served, the Senate Select Committee an
POWIMIA Affairs, The material ot into the report, however,
not because of the committee but largety in spite of it—-aftar

heavy resistance, editing, and other machinations by me.

panel’s Pentagon-eaning majority. 1

Sometimes the D.1.A. uses its fancy word for the distress
symaals it rejects: anomalies. The D.I.A. men 2xplain with
straight faces that a "phato anomaly”™ is semething you see
but reaily st there, inCependent excer's in imagsry anansis §
cunsider this a tad joke, saying that wren you se2 sometnng:
on a pnoto ¢r on cigital imagery, its uskaily real,

7o date, ng MIA family has sver zeen notifiegd 2y the
Pentagon about any of these grouna markings, many of J
whitcn carreiates (o the name or Cisiress 'eners or secrat sur
letter ¢code of a sarticular missing man. The Pentagen says
{nat since the mMarkings in s oQinion 'vere “ancmaiies” and
net man-made, o inform farmiies about inem wewd caly S
ject (hem 1a neegless. additional anguisn.

But the governmenr's Own survival excerts are fivid gver the
D.1.A's parroted “shadows ang vegetaticn angd contours” iine.
In firm recual, the men at JS3A. (the Air Force's survvalr

end vagstation, szid the gov-
ernmant, and normal contewrs |
fike rice-paddy walls. Whether °
the satellite picked up letizrs -

1
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training unit, officially tited Joint Services
Survival, Evasion, Resistance, and Es-
cape Agency) kept explaining that using
vegetation and hatural formations to
construct distress markings was exactly
what their agency nad trained pilots to
do in captivity—3s0 as to be less obvious
and avoid detection by their jailers.

Then there are the distress signais
that were never even found. Almost all
the signals we know about—raughly
100 or so—wers discovered in the last
few years, meaning that this can be only
a fraction of the likely total. The astonish-
ing reasen for this is that, although the
United States requiarly flew low-level
recannaissance ptanes and soy satel-

" lites over Indochina from the end of the
war onward, it was not until the 1950s
that the intelligence agencies began to
look for distress symbois on the volumi-
nous photos ang dgigital imagery they
collected. Incredibly, they had na
instructions 10 <o so.

The Senate report saig, “The Com-
mittee was rather surprised o find that
neither O.L.A. or Cl.A, imagery anaiysis
were famiiiar with Vietnam pilor disgess
symuools, or hag a reguirement o look
for possigle symbols, prior to the
Committee s inquiry. This was ceniirmed
under catn by imagery anaiysts from
both agencies.”

Further on, the report grew even
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morg darmning: “Another indicator that
D.i.A. has done little to address the
possiciiity of distress symbols aopear-
ing an photography is its inaoility to
account for the Army's. Navy's, or
Marine Corps’ pilot zuthenticator num-
bers, J.3.S.A. still preserves those for
the Air Force. As recorded in the hear-
ing of Octoper 15 [1992), D.I.A. does
not know what happened o the num-
bers. This is a significant failure.... It
suppoerts the theory that D.[.A. has
never taken the possidility of symbals
seriousty....

“In theory, herefore, if a POW siill liv-
ing in czplivity were to attempt 0 com-
municate by ground signal, smuggling
cut a note, ar by wiatever means possi-
ble, and he used his personal authent-
cator number to conlfirm his identty, the
U.S. government would e unable to
provige such confirmation if his numoer
haopened i0 oe among those rumcers
D.LA. cannat locate.” :

These reveaiing passages. however,
belied tha tue nature of the Senate com-
mittee. [t was cominated By a facson led
by its chairman, he cnarismanc Jonn
Kerry of Massacnusetts. This group
wanted 10 appear © be orocing e ens-
oner issue energetcally, tut. in fact, ihey
never rocked offical Washington's boat,
nor did they lay ogen the 20 years of
secrecy and untruths, Thus, in therr final

report, issued in January 1993, afte:
mere than a year in gperation, the con-
clusions as o men left Denind wers
watered down ang muddied o the goini
of meaninglessness.

Ang although a sidiled and tenacious
staff of committes investigators hac
managed to weave into the 1,223-0age
document sizable crunks of cotent data
that wert a good distance foward expos-
ing the POW story, same of the matenial
never made it into the report. Signifi-
canty, the staff made the failowing find-
ing, using intetiigence reports that cov-
ered sightings only through 1989: “There
can be no doubt that POWs were alive
... 38 late as 1989 This siaff document
was never released. :

Two senatars, Sob Smith and Charles
Grassley, refused 0 go aiong with the
majonty finding in ihe finai resort that
said there was ‘no cameelling evicence
that proves that any American remains
alive in caotivity in Southeast Asia,” Sut
their dissent was relegatad o a tiny icot-
note, The foomate said the twa could not
acceot this finging “hecausa they
beiieve (hat !ive-signting raoaris and
other sources f intalligenca are svi-
cence that PCWs may nave survivea d
the present.”

{(Askea for comment, Kerry con-
tended, *Nag evicenca of a cover-uo nas
ever Deen suosiannated. Ang all 12 sen-




LG, NCIUQING 200 SMIKN, UNanimousiy
agreed to the committes's conclusion
that there was no conspiracy.”)

The frustrations faced by those on the
committee who were detérmined (o get
at the truth are crystallized in the tate of
the International Security Affairs docu-
ments. The following account is taken
from memos,. letters, ang other docu-
ments obtained by this regorter.

fn July 1992, eight months into its
investigation, the Senate committes was
granted clearance by a Deputy As-
sistant Secretary of Defense, Alan Ptak,
to examine and copy cartain key POW
files from a branoh of the Deiensa
Secretary's office known as inter-
natianal Security Affairs {1.S.A.). On July
10, committee staffers headed for the
Pentagon's Central Documentation
Office (C.0.0)) in Clarendon, Virginia,
whera the files had been shifted,
because this was the ofiice designated
to process ail the committes’s requests
for information. The stonewalling began
instantly upon their arrival 2t C.0.0.

Chuck Wells, a middle-level Pentagon
managsr, met the committee aides in
the lobby and told them that it was the
contention of .S A, that the committes
. had seen all its files. The staffers toid
nim this wasn't true, noting specifically
that they had yet to see a single W.A.R.
(Weekly Activity Report) or SECDE=
Breakfast {tam. These are pivotal dacu-

MENLS. oreaxrast items, 10r exampie, are
minutes of then weekly ane-on-cne
meetings of the Secretary of Defense
and the Secretary of State, at which the
two men would discuss sensitive, top-
priority foreign-affairs maiters in an
informal and very cancid setting. The
committee staffers knew that POW
issues had been discussed at some of
these meetings and in the Weekly
Activity Reparts.

Wells kept staliing them, saying he
would try to call LS.A. again. Finally,
after three hours, stuck in an out-of-the-
way room, “He told us flatly there would
be no files made availaole.”

Another staffer, in nis record of this
encounter, wrote, *Our access ... re-
mains sionewalled.”

Returning to Capitol Hill, the starfars
keot pushing. They got committee coun-
set Bill Codinha to call Alan Ptzk, who
repeated thar they had full access. as
had been stated in a letter to the com-
mitiee from the Defensa Secretary nim-
salf. Ptak said the problem must lie at
the Central Qocumentation Qffica. To
the staffers it sounded as if the finger-
pointing was a smoke screen for the
likelinood that everyone was in on the
stonewall, since itmade no sense that a
lowly Pentagon document office would
defy a clearance granted by the De-
fense Secretary.

Also obstructing these staffers was
the fact that some of the tog committee

“Thanks for the story, Dad, but now that
I'm 25 years oid. how apout showing me the picruras?”
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peogle—including the committes chair-
man, Senator Kerry, and his chief coun-
sel and old friend, Bif Codinha~—seamed
to have an inappropriasely cazy relation-
ship with the Defense Cegarment,

For one thing, Coginha and Ptak
maintained unusually close ties
throughout the investigation. {Staffers
noticed that the Pentagon always
seemed 10 know the cammittee’s next
move.} But more imgortznt, Kerry, in his
public remarks cver time, had made
clear that his interesi was in ending the
embargo against Vienam and tringing
about improved relations. And he also
arranged commities hearings and
meetings in a manner that made the
Pentagon a virtual parmer in the com-
mittee’s inquiry instead of teing a suc-
ject of tha probe.

AS one stafier wrotg, in 2 memo pre-
served from the pericc, “Soeaking for
the other investigators, | can say we ars
sick and tired of this invesigation being
controlled by thosa we are supposedly
investigating”

{Kemry disputes all this. When askad
to comment for this ardicle, he said his
“only interest in lifting the embargo was
to improve access® to POW/MIA infor-
mation. And he says that “the commitree
was dependent on the Pentagon to
obtain much of its information, our the
relationship was in no way a partner-
ship. The committes fuly investigated all
aflegations of Pentagon caver-up and
malfeasanca.”)

Tellingly though, the committee
staffers came across transcripts of
electronic messages from within the
Pentagon that confirmed what they
already suspected: Tre ourcose of the
stalling was to allow ihe Pentagon 1o
ga through the reauestea files and
sanitize them—that is, take out all the
sensitive papers. One such internat
Message said, ‘Purpose here is to give
Ptai/Ross time to review the roughly 25
percent of ... matenat (the committee]
has not seen.” (Edward Ross was
Ptak's deputy and, ironicatty, was later
prometed to ohief of the Pentagon's
POW/MIA cifice,)

The days turned inm manths, and still
no documents. Cn Seatember 8, 1992,
Senator Bob Smith of New Hamoshire,
whe has led the fignt in Congress
against the cover-uo, sem off a strong
and detailed ‘eyes-only® letter 10
Defense Secretary Ricrarg Cheney. In it
he cited he documert sicnewalling =y
the anove aficials anc saig. *Cne can
only presume therr reason was 10 gain
tima to screen the remaining fles ‘or
Certain cocuments they, accarenty, cid
not wish e commates 10 s2e.’ Smun
called it “2 senious trezen” of Cheney's
stateq full-access golicy ana cernanaged
that something e done.

Cheney forwardea :ne lerter to he
1.8.A. aftice, thus giving ihe job of
explaining away the sicnewalling o e




very office responsible for it. The L.S.A,
chief, Assistant Secretary of Defense
James Lilley, assigned his deputy, Ptak,
to draft a response to Smith, According
to a confidential source, Ptak consulted
his friend, committes counsal Codinha,
and a September 28 letter o the sena-
tor was produced over Lilley's signa-
ture, (Codinha denies that his relation-

ship with Ptak was a clcse one and -

says there was ‘nothing untoward” or
“inapgropriate” about it. He also says
that he nas nc memory of the Lilley let-
ter, As for Ptak, at press time he had not
responded to requests for comment.)
The letter said that the whole mess was
“the result of a misundersianding. Com-
mittee staff members were notified
quickly that the remaining ... policy files
were available for review, and commit-
tee investigaters subsequently re-
viewed the files in their complete, unai-
tered state.” :

All this was patently false. And
ridiculcus. The |.S.A, had assentially
cleared itsaif. “We never did see that
25 percent aof the files,” 2 committee
investigator said afterward. *They
shoved files at us and said it was
everything, but it was stuff we had
already seen. it was outrageous. We

. never did get !0 see a single Weekly

Activity Report or Breakfast [tem.”

He went on: “They were afraid of what
we would find in those files, and thats
why they aleaned them out, And

Cheney’s commitment was only on
paper. They were obstructing the inves-
tigation, pure and simpie.” (Senator
Kerry, in his comment, said, “The De-
fense POW/MIA cffice has documented
that it responded fully and accurately to
alt of the more than 400 requests for
documents made by committee mem-
bers and their staff.")

Then there are the instances when
vital dccuments have not only been
withheld, but actually destroyed.

One such case involved certain let-
ters that had emerged frem Laos in the
late 1980s and reached the Department
of Defense at about the same time. They
were reportediy written Dy thres missing
airmen—John Robertson, Larry Ste-
vens, and Albro Lundy.

The lefters drew particular attention at

‘the Pentagon because they appeared

10 be written in code. According to doc-
uments, including memairs written by
former POWSs, a number of the airmen
who flew combat in Vietnam had been
trained in special coding metheds as a
survival technique, should they be cap-
turad. The purpose, for example, was o
get messages out to the Pentagon
through their families by writing letters in
language that was ¢oded but would
seem harmiess o their captors and
would thereiore be passed on.
Documents in the National Archives
show that Lundy was one of the airmen
trained in this technique. Like all others

“What we really need is an intarnational magazine for men ,
thar creanvely ennancas their naiural apprecianan of the female body
as it kaeps them updated and infarmed on the nuances of
thair own sexuality and cotential in an ever cRangmg social sinuciure....
But afl I've got is infs fucking hammer.”
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with this Taining, one of his missions
upoN capiure was to teach the coding
system to as many other prisoners as
possible.

Someting else was important about
those trained in the cocing, who num-
bered perhaps a couple hundred men.
The Pentagon kept a saoarate file on
each of them, containing that man's per-
sonal coding details. Eze¢n file alse held
special biograpnical ana personai infor-
mation that would be known only to that
man and these clesast to him. Thasa
private facis were t¢ be coded into any
letters or messages the men sent out, to
establish their authentic:ty,

When the Robertson, Stevens, and
Lundy letiars came in, 2s revealed in
archival records, they were given to the
special Pentagon unit trained ¢ deci-
pher cocdes and other “zuthentication”
techniques the missing men might use.
Upon examining the letiars, the axperts
in this unit concluded that they caon-
lained signs of specizl coding. Thay 3
said they had found 2 number of “sirik- 4
ing correlzations™ consistant with 2 con-
clusion that the letters were likely the
work of American POWs. 8ut the only
way 10 decode the messages was to
have access o those sceciai files—and
the files were held by the 0.1 A. T

The special Pentagen unit requested 48
Lundy's file, since he was the cnly one of %
the three trained in these procedures
and couid have trained the other wo.
The answer came back that Lungy's file &
had bean destroyed. The unit could pro- 3
ceed no further, With this, the 0.1.A. not
only chose ¢ ignore the unit's prelimi-
nary findings, but arbirrarily decided the
letters wera frauduient,

However, according o archival decu-
ments, staffers on the Senate PCW $
committee learned of this and began W
asking questions of the Pantagon. Why, -
they asked, hadg Lunay’s file been ¥
purged? The Pentagen replied that a J
numper of those folders had been
destroyed cne by one over the course of §
the Viemam War, as airmen ceriogically 3
were declareg K.LAJB.N.R.—Killeg in 3
action/Body not recovered. One reason 4
the Pentagon gave for this action was (0 Z
clear someé space in ils overburdened
file sysiem. The whole siory was a fabri- 3
cation, st to finisn. b

The committee siaffers, digging:
deeper, ciscoverag $iat the files had not S
been destroyed cne v one. out all at

"the same ome. Ang this ourga occurred S

not during the war put:n 1975, wo years
after the American miiitary role had ;
enged wir the Pans ceace aceorcs. U
was bullsnie, They cesvavea them ail on
one day,” 3aC ane sourcs. )

The starfers also catermineg thal iNe
Pentagons story—:nat tre only files
Cestroyeq were those of men wiio had
been deciareq Killeg in actcryBogy ndt
recovereg—dig not siand uo under
examinagen. A numger of men wno nad




been written off in that category were, to
the Pentagon's surprise, among those
prisoners returned in 1973, Their files
had not ¢nly ot Deen destroyed before

. 1873, but they are stitl kept by the

Pentagon. Alsg, the files of men wno
were known definitively to have died in
captivity were never destroyed. Their
files, tao, still exist,

Thus, astonisningly, the only files the -

Pentagon destroyed were those of men
who were still missing in action and
unaccounted for arter 1973—and thus
could have besn some of the men held
back by Hanoi, men who ¢ould possioly
be prisoners to this day.

Unless the Pentagon was trying 1o
hide its dishonor over leaving men
behind, why would it cestray the files of
men still unaccounted for and preserve
files of men who have reiurned? Re-
memoer, the sole reason such records
were mzintzined in the first place was
to help varify the existence of prisoners
and gst them bagk.

"*The dastruction of those files was
devastating,” said a source,

American POWSs are on their way home.”
[t is now unshakably clear, from a
mass of evidence, that Nixon knew this
was rot true. Several of his key ap-
peintees—notably, Deiense Sec-
retaries Melvin Laird, Eliot Richardson,
and James Schlesinger—iestified under
oath at Senate hearings that they were
convinced by the intetligance data
before them that a number of men were
not returned, That intelligence, and a
flood of data since unearthed, snows
that the number was in the: hundreds.

Schlesinger, when he testified, was
asked why Nixon would have accepted
this. He replied, *Cne must assume that
we had conciuced that the bargaining
position of the United States ... was
quite weak, We were anxious 1o get our
roops cut and we were nat gaing to rail
the waters....”

Then he was asked “a very simple
guestion. In ycur view, did we leave men
behind?”

“I think that, as of naw,” reolied the for-
mer defense secretary and C.LA. chigf,

ing to the reports, were either rejected
ar feil apart in negotiations. Official
Washington refuses to provide details.

Ore such offer was apparently mace
in the early days of the Reagan adminis-
tration in 1981. A Treasury Oepariment
agent, John Syphrit, was on Secrat
Servicg duty then in the White House,
whera ne overheard a conversation
about a propasal from Hanai to turn
over a numoer of live POWs fcr 34 bil-
lion. Four pecple were involved in that
conversation—President Reagan, Vice-
President Bush, C.|.A, director William
Casay, and national security adviger
Richard Allen.

Repartedly, they nad just emerged,
with others, irom a mesting on national
secunty issues in the Cval Office, whara
ine ransom offer had apparenty come
up, and the four stapoed acress ihe hail
into the Rooseveit Room to discuss it
further. Syghrit and a colleague were in
the room, installing some t&chnical
equipment. They could hear ihe ensu-
ing discussion.

“becausa it wiped out any
ahility to confirm the authen-
ticity of any coded letters or
messages that might have
come out since 1873 ar might
come out in the future.”

In short, it a PCW tried to
signal his existence now,
using such coded mes-
sages, it would be useless.

What could explain this

Aoparently, the prasident
and his men believed the

was repariedly conveyed by
the North Vietnamess
through a Canadian diplo-
mat. Several of Reagan's
advisers oppased the idea of
paying ior prisoners, calling it
btackmail. Casey was hoid-
ing some kind of message in
his hand and referming to it as
he spoke, asking for instruc-

shameful pattern of behav-
ior, soanning six presidencies, break-
ing faith with those wno went to battle
Delieving their country weuld do
everything for them if they were taken
prisoner?

For the answers ane has 10 go back
21 years, to the days when President
Richard Nixon, desperate to get cut of
Vietnam and besieged by the expand-
ing Watergate scandal, instructed
Henry Kissinger, his national security
acviser and cnief negotiator with North
Vietnam at the Paris peace {aiks, to do
whatever was necessary (o end the
longest war in our history. -

Thus, on January 27, 1973, the
United States and North Vietnam
signed the peace agresment. And. on
that cay, the Nerth Vietnamese gave
the United States therr list of American
pnsoners. It showed only 591 men—3
figure far oetow wnat U.S. intelligence
had exoected. But wnat could be
done? The agresment had been
signed, ang neither the American pub-
lic nor Congress, weary 10 the bone
with {his war, would countenance a
resumotion of the cenflicr,

Two months after the signing, Hanoi
released the last of the £91 men and
President Richard Nixon went on nation-
al telavision and sa:d. "AHl of our

E(a BT TNt WY TNT

“that | can ceme to no qther canclusion,
senator.... Some were left benind.”

The intetligence data also makes
clear that Hanoi's motive for halding
back prisoners was ransom. The North
Vietnamese kept them as pawns (o
extract from Washington the repara-
tions maoney they believed they had
teen promised by Nixon and Kissinger.
Indeed, a ietter from Nixon to Hanoi's
Prime Minister, Pham Van Qong,
pledged $3.25 billion over five years in
“reconstruction” aid plus ancther “cne
to 1.5 billion dollars ... on food and
other commaodity needs.” Thougn that
leder was written on February 1, 1973,
iust days after the peace accords were
concluded, it was kept secret for more
than four years,

Zoth Nixon and Kissinger have sirce
said that the aid was never Given
zecause Hanoi censistently viotaied the
ceace agreement, Kissinger also said.
N Nig testimeny before the Senate POW
commitiee in 1992, trat ‘it had teen our
nonstant gosition that we would never
Sive aid [0 fansom ow gnsaners.’

Creqible reports have surfaced over
the years of Vietnamase gvertures (0
‘Washington througn thirg countnes,
aifenang 1o retum live prisoners for that
same 34 billion. The gvertures. accarg-

tions on haw 10 preceed. He
was ¢ool to the offer. Bush called it 2
“lost cause.” Allen, nowever, urged that
it be pursued. Reagan then toid Casay
and Allen to lock into it further,

It seems the nay-sayers prevailed,
because no svidence has aver sur-
faced that the offer was seriousiy
explored.

Syphrit, however, was a veteran of
the Vietnam War. He couid not rest
hoiding a secret that could shatter the
claim made by both Hanoi and
Washington—that all the priseners

were returned in 1973. S¢ he {old .

Senator Smith, and in 1992 the Senare
POW committee contacted him.
Syphrit. no longer a Secret Servica
agent but still working for the Treasury
Department in another cagacity, :0id

them he was willing o ‘estify. He said,

thougn, that the cocmmittee wouid have
to suoooena him. fecause ne feared
reorisal from reasury if he came for-
warg voiuntariiy. The supgoena was
issued. Immediately, the White House
ang Treasury cegan lobgying strenu-
ously against allowing Sypnnt o iestfy,
arguing that this would vigiate the trust
between the Secrel Service ang those it
protects.

Twice Sypnrit, now siationed in
Chicago, traveiea (0 Wasnington.

Hanoi offer 0 be genuine. It”
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* committee put him off, stili undecided as

to what to do. Finally, a vote was set on
whether to call him to testify. it was
seven to four—against. Once again the
committee had decided to sweep cru-
cial information under its rug.

But the committee did take testimo-
ny from one of the participants in the
ransom giscussion witnessed by

Syphrit. It was Richard Allen, natienal -

security adviser.

In lengthy, ciosed-door testimony
under oath 1o committee investigators
on Jung 23, 1992, he generaily con-
firmed Hanoi's 1981 offer, but he
seerned hesitant about giving details.
His testimeony has never been released,
but San Diego Union-Tribune reporter
Robert Calgwell obtained the section

‘refating to the offer and wrote about it.

Allen was asked by a committee
staffer, “Soon after taking oifice, did the
Reagan administration become in-
volved in an offer made by the Viet-
namese government for the return of
live prisoners of war, if you ¢an racalf?”

He respended, “This $4 billion figure
sticks in my mind, and [ remember wit-
ing something—I| don't know whether it
was during a mesting with the president
or to him—-saying that it would be werth
the president’s going along and let's
have the negotiation....”

Then he was asked, “Da you recail
whether the $4 billion was for live

ALNE LGl s RUIBHEED S I WINLe LI G-
plied, “Yes, | do. lfit was $4 billion, it was
indeed for live prisoners.” (Some
sources say the number of rmen was 56
ors7y -

Allen told the committee that, based
on “waves of informason,” both he and
Reagan believed in 1981 that American
servicemen were still being held in
Indochina. Asked how many he be-
lieved were there, he said, “Dozens,
hundreds.”

Unfortunately and mysteriousty, near-
ly 2 month afier giving his depositicn—
and two weeks after his testimony con-
firming the ransom gffer had been
revealed in The Washington Times—
Allen wrote a srange letter 1o the ccm-
mittee, recanting wnat he had said
abaut the 1981 gifer. This retraction,
however, unlike his testimony, was nct
given under cath. In the letter, he said
his memary had played tricks on him.
Yes, he had neard something about
such 2n offar, but it had come years
|ater from POW activists, wha asked him
about it at 2 mesting with him in 12886,
when he was no longer in govarnment,
it appears thers never was a 1981
meeting about the return of POW/MIAs
for 34 billion,” he wrote.

The committee, in its final report,
echoed Allen's recantation, saying that
the inquiry int¢ the Syphrit matter *failed
to disciose any evidence of this oifer” [n
fact, it went further and said that it

“It's not exactly a dipioma. It's a notanzed testmomial of my
having studiad Penthouse’s ‘Forum’ for 25 years.”
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Vietnam or L.ags had ever offered, in
1981 or at any time, live prigsoners for
money. This was rather surorising in
vigw of the statement made at a com-
mittee hearing by its vice-chairman,
Senator Smith, a dissanter wha had
fought hard for more aggressive investi-
gation. Smith said that the committes
had received “information that, on at
least four occasions, the Vietnamese
reportedly indicated to the United
States, through thirc parties and third
countries, thar there were live American
servicemen in Vietnam and Lags who
could be returned througn negotiations
with the United States."

The senator even cited the dates of
the reporteq overtures—.January 1977;
January 1981, late 1984—earty 1985:
and 1989-20. Smith's ravelations came
on December 1, 1992, adout 2 menth
before the commitiee was to shut
down. Yet this hardly persuaded the
members 0 sask an sxtension of the
panel's lifa.

The preparation of the final regort
was in full swing; there would be no fur-
ther inquiry. The report sougnt to degict
the committee’s investigation of the
1981 ransom ragort as exhausiive. The
reality was otherwise. For instance, a
staif memo states that the C.LA. and
the National Security Council did net
allow the committee staif to review “the
most sensitive files, where this type of
offer rmignt e recorded.”

Moreover, of the four participants in
the White House mesting that Sypirit
said he witngssed, only Allen hag been
deposed. :

Reagan, now an ex-oresident, re-
fused 10 answer any Guestions cn any
subject; the ¢ommittes did rot cgonlest
his refusal. Sush, who was now oresi-
dent and whose marks were all gver this
issue from his days as C.LA. chief in the
1970s, was never 2ven approached.
The committee cited “unique concerns
about Executive Priviiege.” And Casey
was dead.

Even thougn he never testified, famer
Secret Service agent Sypnrit was
harassed and as a result teft the
Treasury Oepartment scrme momtis aga,
after 25 years of government sarvice.

As the years passead, the original
human failure—eaving men Zenind in
the rusn o get out—was comoounced
by human weakness, as one acminisra-
tion after another saw the gverwnelming
evidence yel ¢ia 21maost nomning. Tney
either felt powertess 10 make the
Viemamese give the ansoners 3ack or
refused on orincrgie O 0ay ransom
{thougn the Frencn naqQ done SO, suc-
cassfully, after thesr ‘/ietnam war).
Frozen in a coswre of inacuen, U.S. orfi-
cials apparenty ¢anciuced that atling
the ruth acout the PCWs wouid not onty
be admitting a naunonal scanaal. but
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would spark a hostage crisis of major
progortions, one that Washington did
naot know how to soive. So they odfus-
cated and lied. Ang with each new dis-
closure of grisoner evidence, the lies
had to multiply and sweill. Were the truth
told, too many Wasnington careers
would be destroyed, 0o many powerful
people bumed,

Since the end of the war, Vietmam has
turned over nearty 300 sets of remains
that have been identified as Americans,
yet the Pentagon has never determined
a single ane of these men to have died
after the war's end. But whether it be
hard intelligence or sheer improbability,
nothing cracks the Pentagon's mask of
denial—not the radio intercests, nat the
live sightings, nat the satallita photos of
ground markings. Nothing.

However, ane piece of evidence did
throw tha government's debunking
machine into a frenzy—a top-sacret
Soviet intalligence decument that
ernerged twa years ago from Moscow's
military archives. It was a Russian trans-
latign of what was descnibed as a senior
North Vietnamesa genreral’s report to
the Hanoi politburo. Brought to light by
a Harvard researcher, Stephen Mormis, it

said that as of September 1972, just four
months befdre the signing of the peace
accords, Hanoi was holding twice as
many grisoners as it would hand over to
the United States.

The reqort said: “1,205 American
prisoners of war [are] iocated in the
prisans of North Vietnam—this is a big
number. Officially, until now, we pub-
fisheg a list of only 368 prisoners of war
(the number Hanoi was then admitting
at the Paris talks]. The rest we have not
revealed.” :

It went on: “The government af the
U.S.A. knows this well, but it does not
know the exact number of prisoners of
war and ¢an only make guesses based
on its fossas. That is why we ara keep-
ing the number of prisoners of war
secret, in accordance with the [Hanoi]
politbura’s instructions.”

Predictably, Vietnam, after two
decades of publicly denying it had held
back any prisoners, angrily called the
document a fabrication. But Washing-
ton, too, became apoplactic. Though
forced to acknowledge that the regort
was an authentic Soviet document, the
Pentagon noretheless insisted that it “is
replete with errors, omissions, and gro-
paganda that seriously damage its
credibifity”

Soecifically, the Psntagon said the
1,205 figure had to be in error because

this would mean that 600 additianal
POWs existed and such a conclusion
was ‘inconsistent with our own
accounting.”

But why incensistant? When Hanoi
released the 591 men in 1973, the
Pentagen itself said there were still
1,328 Americans missing in action and
unaccounted for. If haf or less were
alive, the 1,205-prisoner document
seems anything but farfetched.

Besides, what motive could Soviet
mifitary imtelligence have had for putting
a phony report in its files in 19727 Were
they thinking ahead with the notion of
embarrassing their Vietnamese allies 20
years down the road? It makes no
sense.

Moreaver, ather recentty declassified
U.S. intelligence reports reveal inter-
views with North Viemamese defeciors
who gave information about unreturned
prisoners that closely resembles that
contained in the Soviet dacument.
These defectars wera regardad as reli-
able by their American interrogators.

One of them, Le Dinh, had workad in
Hanei's military-intelligence zpparztus
for four years, and had seen and met
with US. POWs, He was interviewed in
Paris in 1979 and 1980 by Pentagon
intelligence officials. Their report quotes
him as saying that Vietnam had
‘retained a ‘strategic asset of over 700
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U.S lc pay reparations.”
This directly paralleled the Soviet
“1.205" document, which said that anly

-S0ma of the prisaners would be

returned “at this time." The others, it
said, would not be freed unil Washing-
ton made gaoliticai cancessions and
granted economic aid. “Nixon must
compensate North Vietnam for those
enormeus losses which the destructive
war caused.” It said, adding, "These are
the principles on the basis of which we
are able to resolve the question of the
Arnerican prisoners of war”

Anather very significant aspect of
both these reperts was the assertion
that Henot had established a covert
secandary netwerk of prison camps,
where unacknowledged prisoners were
held.. The Pentagon has always insisted
there was only ane prisan system, a rel-
atively small numbger of faciiities where
the 531 returned priscners were fast
held. It has vehemently rejectzc the
possibility that a “sacond-tier” systam
existed, where other prisoners could
have besn hidden.

Here, too, the evidence clearly chal-
lenges the Pentagon's position. Newly
declassified reports, from bath the
Central Intelligence Agency and the
Pentagon's Cefense Intefigence Agency,
recerd eyewitness sightings of live
American POWSs being held between
1976 and 1980 in at least five prison
camps in Narth Vietnam from wiich no
POWSs ever returned. The Vietnamese
witnesses alsc reported that they saw 81
graves ciustered around the five camps,
and they crew diagrams of the burial
sites. They. said tlpese Amencans had
died of oisease, mainutition, and rigor-
Qus lakor cenditions, and some of the
sources said they actually witnessed
burals. The sources were deemed cred-
ible by the intelligenca investigators.
Some were given paiygrach tests; they
Ppassed. There is no notation in any of
these reparts of a source who failed a
nalygraph. The five camps in these
reports (not the only camps named in
“second-tier” evidence) were Quyet
Tien, Thanh Phong, Yen 8ai, Ha Son
8inh, and Tan Lap-Phu Tho.

Here are excerpts from reports on the
Quyet Tien camp, near Vistnam's north-
ern barder with China: “Source (a
Vietnamese who was interned there]
claims to have observed 50 or mare
American prisoners. These pnsoners
were brougnt {o Quyet Tien as a groug
in late 1973-early 1974 and were stifl
there when source was moved to anoth-
2r camo in mid-1977.

“Source ... claims o have cbserved
(prisoners] fom a distanca of 30 © 30
Meatars on a caily basis. Source was wid
they were Amernicans hut had no con-
tact.... Sourca claims another prisoner
Wt him of assistng in Me bunal of 12
Americans scmetime in 1976....
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WATCH QUT FOR THESE MEN. They've
caughe bigger fish. Faced meaner foes. Handled
tougher situations than most.

They're Tennessee whiskeymen, trading storfes in -
Jack Daniel’s old office here at the distillery. Thac's
Bull Waggoner on the right, going on about the
tophy bass he caughr last spring. (We're
still trying to account for its existence.)
Some tall tales will fill chis room before
everyone's through. But when these
men talk of how faithful we are to
Jack Daniel’s whiskey-making
ways, there’s no exaggeration.
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cnans, it was the gpinion of the examin-
ers that there was no decegtion in the
answers to questions concerning his
‘obsarvations of prisoners he was toid
wera Americans.”

Ancther intelligence report on Quyet
Tien, from a Vietnamese source who
was part of a circus group sent in o
entertain the cadre at this remote camp,
said that “while at the reception hall,
source and the group were thanked by
a cadre for coming to perfarm and told
not to communicate with ‘puppet troops
from Saigon and U.S. pilats...." Source
claimed she ... observed a smail groug
of mate Caucasian prisoners (six
seven) who were dressed in light-biue
hosoital-type pajamas and also striped-
type pajamas.... Source heard from the
camp commander ... that the Cauca-
sians were U.S. pilots and were being
held at Quyet Tien because it was a
speciai ¢camp.”

The reports on the other camps are
equally telling. A former inmate at the
Thanh Phong camp tolg

North Vienamese chase 1o reveal them,
And thus, the 531 returned PCWs, who

- were Neld in a small number of prisens in

Hanoi and its envirans, would have been
deliberately walled off from the others
and keot in the dark,

| asked the Pentagon about these
prisons. Major Steve Little, the spokes-
man on POW/MIA affairs, called back a
week later 10 say that all five prison sites
had been visited and investigated. (My
own Pentagon sourcas told me that anly
one of the sites had been visited oy a
Pentagon team, a visit that had taken
placa only recently, and only aiter
Senator Bob Smith had gone there.)

If indeed these prison sites had been
visited, there would have to be field
reports on those investigations. To con-
firm Major Little’s response, | askad him
for those field reports. Five days later, he
responded By informing me that | would
have to submit 2 request under the
Freedom of Information Act. | did so on
March 10. At this writing, in June, | have
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evidence as “raw files." The Arizg
Republican, a cesponsor of the amp
geHifting resolution, said there caule
have basn a Secandary prisan syste
"Decause we would have known ace
it But that's exactly what thesa cec
ments show: That at some paint af
the war, we dig krow about it.

in the Senate debate itsaif MceCa
like Kerry, provided no facts of his oy
but simply launched into a diversicnz
tirade against “the professional maice
lents, conspiracy mMongers, can artis
and dime-store Rambos who attand t
issue....”

The Kemy-McCain resalution cass:
easily, 82 o 38, and theugn it was ro
hinding on the president, 1 gave nim,
McCain's words, “pofitical cover” ‘Aitn
days, Clinton had endad the 18-yez
old embargo against trading wit
Viemam. Four months later, in May, t
twg countries announced they wer
establishing diplomatic missions
each ather’s capital, the last step bafa

American investigators that
“the American prisoners who
were on work detail were not
allowed to go further than
100 meters from their enclo-
sures, Source said that a
farmer, Hoan, had shown him
the site of a cemetery for
American prisoners of war,
Hoan [told source] there
were 40 bodies in the ceme-
tery. Source said ... he could
see the mounds of about 30

&n exchange of ambassador
ang iull recogrition.

But fifing embargoes zn
calling intelligence ragort
‘raw files” cannot erase th
tangible evidence, In ordert
knock down intelligenc
reperts such as those anov
on fie prisons, you have t
produce further hard infor
mation demonstrating cor
vincingly why the earlie
reparts wera not credible. N

graves. Source said that from October
1979 thraugn Ngvember 1980, he saw
the funerals of ten American prisoners
of war”

Cne intelligence document tells of an
avent in 1978: “Viet female refugee, for-
mer schoolteacher wha was cocoera-
tive, in good health, and mentally aiert,
observed 15 to 20 Americans at location
appraximately 10 to 15 kilometers west
of Am Thuon railread station ... under
guard. on a wark detail, Nearest
American said, ‘We are Americans, vou
ladies go back to Saigon and tell about
it." American spake in fluent Viet-

- namese.” The interviewer wrote that he

"beligves that (the] report is credible.”

And in 1982, a sourca toid of 20 POW
graves at Ha Son Binh orison, where, in
1979, he “and three other persons had
buried an American pilot* wno had died
of malana,

Cespite this evidence, and much addi-
ticnal dara, the Pemagon has persistag
in denying the existance of a saparate
prisan system. The reasen given: The
POWs wno wera returned said hey knew
nothing abeut POWs in cther camgs. 3ut
this is notlow reasoning. If Hanai had 2
separate system, as all these reports
indicate, its very puroose and design
would be to keen it secret in order 10 hige
112 - eenTHOUSE

yetto receive a singlz document.

The Pentagon's conduce, on prisons
as on every ather POW issue, has long
Deen protected by most of the Wash-
ington establishrment. On the evering of
January 26 of this year, oo Smith rose
10 the Senate floor 10 opcose a resolu-
tion sponsored by Senator Kerry calling
on President Clinton to (it the U.S. frace
8mbargo against Vietnam “expeditious-
ly." Smith had intraduced a different res-
olution, one that would have required
the president, before ending the embar-
go, to certify that Viemam had pravided
“the fullest passible unilateral resolution
of all cases” of missing men,

Smith tried that night to present new
and tangible POW evidence—in partic-
ular, the doecuments an the secondary
prison system—but he was congnuous-
ly interruoted and badgered by Kerry
ang his allies. Kerry sneered at tha
reports on Cuyet Tien ana the four other
camos, calling them *a lot of allega-
tions™ that Smith had "thrown out® o the
Senate. Without offering a singte fact in
reputtal, the Massacnusems senatar dis-
missed the documents as “scme oid
re0orts taken aut of context ar some-
Ming ... Jutitis not real evicence.”

One of Kerry's fellow cebunkers,
Senator Jonn McCain, in a ragio ap-

such further reparts naw
bean provided,

There'’s a myth in Washingten that virmu
ally alil the governmenr's 2OW cocu
ments ftave been ceclassiied and are
available to the public. Sush, in 1982
issued the first declassification girec
tive. Clinton, after taking ofiice in 1993
said he had speeded up Bush's execy
tive order, and last November, or
Veterans Day, he announcad the
process compietad.

Wonderful. Try finding any of the
C.I.A’s key operational files on POWSs ir
the National Archives or the Library or
Congress. Try finding satellite imagery
of POW distress signais. Where are the
missing memaos and cables on the
Viemamese ransom offers? The tum s
that the most significart fles. ¥cm the
highest leveis of govemment and the
inteliigence community, were not cav-
gred by the Busn and Clinton axecutive
Orders and remain uncer Icex ana Key.

(Not that ceciassifying fles necassar-
iy onings them 1 lignt The Bamtagon,
for examote, says it sent stacxs of
Cectessified Nagonal Secumy Agency
decuments e Lzrary of Cangress.
3ut hers is how ona researcner, Roger
Hall, cescrbac e siuanon in a letter
to The Wastungzen Times: *... e mate-
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rial has been deliberately misiabeled
and scattered into different categories.
Those who wish access o these docu-
ments are thwarted by the delibarate
and malicious concealment of informa-
tion. There is no way for any average

- gitizen—or expert—doing research on

the POW/MIA issue 10 find this partcu-
lar material”)

And then there are the Nixon tapes.
Nixon refused, when the Senate POW
committee asiked him, to producs the
tapes from 1973 (yes, thats rignt, the
Watergate tapes fram the Oval Office)
that are pelieved to contain his conver-
sations with Brent Scowcrort and aothers
on the tactics af how to present the
prisoner story to the public. Ong can
understand how the late president and
his advisers feared being accused of
dishonor nad they told us the awful real-
ity: That in 1973 they fait campelled Qy

I 1INt wad add e s wrner s e s

anaiysis is directed to finding fault with
the source. Rarely has there been any
eftective, active igllow-througn an any of
the sightings.... The sad factis that ... a
cover-up may he in progress: The entire
charade does nat appear o be an han-
est effort and may never have been.’

Finally, Peck said, “From what | have
witnessed, it appears that any scidier
left in Vistnam, even inadvertenty, was,
in fact, abandoned years ago, and that
the farce that is being played is no more
than political legerdemain done with
‘'smoke and mirrers’ ta siall the issue
untl it dies a natural death.”

Why has there been na wide and sus-
tained oublic outcry over this national
scandal? The answer is simpficity itseif.
When ths war ended, almast sveryone
in America wanted ta forget Vietnam,
grase it, bury it. They stilf do. The sol-
diers who came hame were reviled as
baby killers. We shunned them be-
cause, as a culture, we have been
imbued with the nction that winning is

An episcde accurred very recantly
that is alf too typical ¢f the trials o which
cur government has subjected these
famflies. In April 1993, the wife and two
daughters of Henry “Mick” Serex, an Air
Force major whose radar-iamming com-
munications plane was downed over
the Demilitarized Zone in 1972, leamed
that a satellite photo taken less than a
year earlier—an June 5, 1392—showed
what appearediobetheletiers SEAEX
drawn into a fisld next to a2 prison in
Northt Vietnam, not far from Haiphong.

The Serexes did nat get this news
from the Pentagon (wiich, in 20 years,
nad toid them almost nothing aout their
father except that he had been declared
Kilied in action/Body not recovered).
They learned it instead when the pinot
was mentioned an a television talk show
by an MIA activist,

Confused and distressed, ths
Serexes began pressing the Pentagon
far more information. 1t icok manins ¢
pleading and arguing—and iha inter-

the circumstances o accept
the peace acccerds even
though many of aur prisoners
were stiil captive. But that
was 21 years ago—and stll
we are denied the truth.
Qver ime there have been
Pentagan officers, same even
in key posts, wha tried to tel
the truth. Their reports found
the Defense Inteliigence
Agency to be permeategd by a
*mind-set io debunk.” And

vention of Senator Smith—
beiore the Pentzgon reluc-
tantly agraed to give the
family 2 briefing an the pnots
in Washingten,

The briefing took place in
January of this year at the
C..As pnoto lab, which is
shared by the Pentagon.
Fileg with nervous anticipa-
tion, the Serexes flew in from
the West Coast—only to be
the latest family to feel mis-

when the reparts leaked out,
tha decunking machine would shift inta
nigh gear cnce again. Somedmes these
officers were defamed as maicontents
or worse,

QOne of those reparts was done in
1986 by Sugene Tighe, who was
assigned tg review the wark of the
0.l.A. A retired Air Force Lieutenant
General, Tighe hag Been a director of
the 0.l A, after the Viemam War.

His report said, ‘0.1 A. hoids informa-
tion that establishes the streng possibili-
ty of American orisoners being held in
Laos and Viemam.” Tighe cited "a large

" volume of evidence.”

Hig ariginal language, which was
mned dawn by the Pentagan, had been
even stronger, but regardless, Tighe
had concluded that men rémained alive
as prisoners in 1986. The Pentagon and
its allies immediately taunched a smear
¢campaign against this highly regarded
inteiligence officer (wno died earlier tis
year ar 72). Officials began whisgering
to reporters that Tigne was "not 100
bright,” suggestng sentlity.

in early 1991, Calonet Millard Peck
resigned in disgust after only eignt
manths as e neaa of the Pentagon’s
POW/MIA affica. In a aevastaung
departure siatement, ne said. “The
mind-set 0 'denunk’ is alive ang weil. 1t
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the only thing. Indeed, we have never
been taught how to cope with losing
anything, et alone a war. There was na
constituency for the truth, no powertul
lobby to stir Cangress. MIA families
don't command marny votes.

The press participated in this national
amnesia. Newspapers and television
networks and radio stations had sent
legions of reporters to Viemam to caver

‘e war and chase down Pemagon and

Whita Mouse untruths. Yet afterward, to
my knowiedge, not ane major print or
broadcast arganization ever assigned
an investigative tam or any significant
resources o find out what happened o
the missing men, to find out if the
Pentagon and White House were lying.
Worse still, to hide its definquency, the
mainstraam press, for the last two
decades, has by and lange dougnt the
gavernment ling Mat N0 evidance exists
of men lert behind.

Qver the years. nd one has suifered
mara fram this policy of deceit and
cover-10 than the families ¢f the miss-
ing men. The consistant manner in
which e parants, wives, ang children
of the MIAs have teen maniguiated
and cenied informaron gy ther govern-
ment Nas left a great many of them not
anty citer and angry, dut, in scme

led and bhamboozled by the
debunking machine.

Specifically, for nine hours over twc
days. about 15 D.LA. officials filled the
room and, as one, taid the {amily mem
bers that the images they thought they
were seeing on a print made from the
glectronic imagery were neither man
made nor letters spelling out the name
*Sarex” in capitals an the ground
instead, the cfficials said, these image:
were "a comfiguration” and ‘changes ir
texture” that disappeared when “2n
hanced" on the cocmputer screen. Wha
they saw were “anamalies,” they wert
toid.

The Serexas went home feeling empe
and emationally used. The truth, the'
befieved, had been withheld fram them.

One of the daugnters, Jennifer Serex
Heiwig, a Sacramenm, California. motr
er of thrge whno also works, has contr
yed to struggle with the Pentagor
futiiety, for more informagon, It has tel
her drained.

Her voice falters and chigkes in th
midale of a conversation. “I'm cn i
verge of tears ail ihe time now. | car
heip it she says, sushing the worcs cu
“Sven winen Fm caing hcusework, | ‘e
guity hat I'm not working an tnis. Thi
snouldn't be napcening. | cicnt o an
hing 10 deserve mis." C—x




