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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY r-
KENORANDUM < .

CIA Approciation of SA-Z Activity
oY etnam During Tate July .

-

This 13 an interim report and is hased on a

thorough re—examination of all data 'available as of .
1. August concerning the shootdowvn of a US ¥F4C on* . -~ . _--5‘
24 July and a drone aircraft on 26 July in the Hanoi
area, All availabla data pertaining to the 27 July.*
US air strike has also heen examined.  Yhen addi- -
ticmal data 18 received which further clarifies .
tho copclusions in this report a auhsequent -e-o—.-" v
randum w111 be published ' .. R

) It now appoars almost certn:ln that thé -un .
thrust of the 27 July strike occurred about 42 \
nautical miles west southwest of Hanol in the
Ban Xom Lom barracks arca and not in the intended
target area vhere SAM sites 6 and 7 are located.
Since the information on this strike which was
intended against the SAM sites was released to .
the press and since it was inadverteatly conducted
in another aroa (for reasons not*yet clear), Hanoi
mighit intcrpret this as a US ploy to test world \
reaction prier to launchipg a full scale attack
_:gainat the Hanol SAM complex.

i

s

It 18 now ' clear that lt least ono or more SA‘
siten are oporational and are being controlled By
Soviét personnel. However, the presence of Soviet .
personnel cannot yet ba associated with any specific
site. Although the precise site or Sitos lanvolved | .o
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in the shootdowns of 24 and 26 July cannqt boddgtﬂru~
mined from the ayailable evidence, sites '4.an

. t. suspect.
.:ggttzz :giyct uEdetcctcd site may have been rispog-
gible. Photography of 28 July clearly shows S ;g
to be filled with dumny equipment but it might_;avp'
been an operaticnal site on 24 July'and the cq:ipz :
ment rcmoved after the 24 July shootdown in anticl-
pation of a US airstrike.

- e m— e e .

There 13 also the possibility -
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CIA ADPRECIATION OF SA-2 ACTIVITY 3
_ IN NORTH VIETNAM DURING LATE JULY

<

1., Status of SA-2 Installations:

High altitude ‘pbotography of North Vietnam (U-2 -
gnd DRONE) has thus far revealed seven SA-2- sites,
five clustered about.Hanoi in & ring of 1S-mile :
radius and two others 30 miles to-the.west,;1 Xt . .. - &
is quite possible that other SA-2 sites have been .. : - ...
preparcd but have not .yat been discovered. The - : ’
resolution of this high altitude photography is. .
not good efough to distinguish between operatidnal -

SA-2 sites and thoso sites ocoupied by dummy equip- -
ment. As of this writing, ‘low mltitude phétograbhy - #
..1s available only on Site 6 to the west, yhich was :
. occupied on 28 July with dummy SA-2 equipment. No.

: reports have been rec-ived from agents or observers’ =~ =~ %
7/ indlcating that actua. SA-2 equipment-is installed .
-" at any of the seven-sites. . However, weo began

. intercepting the SA-2 tracking radar, (FAR SONG)
signal in the general, Hanoi area on 23 July. [772)
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important to noto that'we now have no real way of
knowing which éites\are occupled and operational
at any given time. 'Evidently one mustﬁ%: concerned
aboyt this matter in view of the dupmy equipment. ]
rocently observed at Site 6. T -
2. ¥4C Shootdown.on 24 July 19685:

— - L) . -

There i8 no valid indication which SA-2_site . L
fired at the flight of four PAC aircrast flying at *
about 23:000 feet on 24 July. Yo do not know the - '
precis posﬁtivn‘,.ot_t!l aircraft_at the time of
intorcept. T e o e e
B . .=_;..'m._.-._:_;ﬁ—,-‘.--w;-.l:.':',»j the sircraft were
about 5 miles south of Site 6 within a 3-mile.
circle of radius., This would place the aircratt’
at the maximum range (17 to 18 nm) of the SA-2 -
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system from Site 4, The returning pilots reported
that the missiles-word travelling almost verfically
as they approjched the formation, and this sugggsts
that the launchin® site was more nearly benecath-
_the f1ight lipe; tho fact that the missiles passed
on the starboard side of the flight line 1s "im- -
material, Had these nissiles come from Site 4 at -
extreme range, they would have been travelling al- -
most horizontally. Site 7 was apparently still
under construction at the time of last photography*;
. thercfore, based on the limited data available, the
missiles cither came from Site 6 or a new undetected
site in the vicinity. The absence of genuing SA-2
equipment at Site 6 on 28 July indicates elither
that the unit was moved from-this site after the
shootddwn on 24 July.but priecr o the low level cover-
age, or that 1t never was occupled and a third un-
1dentified site in the area was responsible. F77-
TR T T T A e e e

. ... Our conciusion-at this fime iS that we
cannot determine which site downed thbh F4C with any
degree of assurance nor have we any basis for tying
it to the DRONE loss two days later.

- ..

3. DRONE Shootdown of 26 July:

L]

The intellipence data on thq‘shootgoyn Q{

26 July is more complete®™™

1

o ALy L aan

FU-Z IIight of 26 July (NPIC rcadout) and-low
altitude flight of 29 July (Field readout).

-~ 2. -
i e
P = e rr———
- s N
. °

I ARSI O MUY, o+ 3 RS SN LR S N S ot NN
H ; !

e 8 A s P Vi, st ¥ i b b

e e e e i et A
3

-

. R I N W y
. e e . /

4. Retaliatory Strike of 27 July Against Sites- 6 and 77

It 15 our understanding that 46 aircraft were .
targeted against Sites 6 and 7. on 27 July 1965. The
pllots reported that they had destroyed one site,
heavily damaged the sccond 'and set the barracks areas ——
-on fire, However, 1t now appears that the aixcraft
made thelr passes cover an area around Ban Xom »

42 miMes southwost of Sites § and 7. ¥ i i

Ty B U TR U TR T - S
s Dl S b e T Ao 8 Y e e l It is noﬁclear s =
why the strike fell on this area. Neither is it~ -
cloar what sites the pilots belleved they had de--: 7.
stroyed. . There are a number of barracks in tha Tl
Ban Xom Lom area which have been struck befors by ~. - - - -~
ROLLING THUNDER missions. They are protected-by ~+ - - -
AAA installations, which could have been mistakem = ~ - °
at low altitude.for SA-2 sites and ¢ould have accounted
for the downed aircraft, It is also possible that - -
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