
-----

Name Rank Coontry Date of Casuatty Week reported 

Army 
Y",ng, Robert M ...................................... .............. ... Capt ...................................... Cambodia ...................................... May 2, 1970 ............................................... Aj1ri114, 1973 

(Date of de.1th) .................................... .... ............ ..................................................................................................... September 17, 1972 ................................. .. 
Ray, J.mes M ............................................................ SSg! ..................................... South V.tn.m .............................. June 11, t969 ............................................ .\t>'it 14, t973 

(Date and place of de.th) .......... ................ ................................................... .... Cambodia ...................................... November 30,1969 .................................. .. 
Salley, James Jr ......................................................... MSgt .................................... Sooth Vietnam .............................. Mard! 31, 1971... ....................................... April 28, 1973 

(D.te of de.1th) .......................... ...................................... ......................................................................................... July 15, 1971 ............................................ . 
DeIong,JoeL ............................................................ SSgt ..................................... SOuthVietn.m .............................. May 18, 1967 ............................................. .\t>'it28, 1973 

(Da~ of de.1th) ..................................... ........ ....... ..... .. .............................................................................................. Nowrnber 8,1967 .................... ................ .. 
Terril, l'IIiIip 8 .......................................................... Sp5 ....................................... Sooth V.tn.m .............................. Mard! 31, 1971 .......................................... Aprit 28, 1973 

(Date of death) .................................... ..................................................................................................................... April 30, 1971 .......................................... . 
Van 8endegom, James l.. ......................................... SSgt ..................................... Sooth Vietnam .............................. July 12, 1967 ............................................. May 19, 1973 

(Date of de.th) ......................................................................................................................................................... July 31, 1967 ............................................ . 
F .. guson, Walter Jr ................................................... SSgt ..................................... South Vietnam .............................. August 23, 1968 ......................................... May 19, 1973 

(Date of de.1th) .................................................... ..................................................................................................... Ju~ 30, 1970 ........................................... .. 
Rehe, R~hard R ........................................................ SSgt ................................... Sooth Vletn.m .............................. J.nuary 9, 1968 ......................................... May 26, 1973 

(O.te of de.1th) 

..................................... October 18, 1976 

W'~"" Jacl<.lt .......... ............................................ LCdr .. ................................... North Vietnam ........ ...................... . J967 ............................................. ApriIJ4, J973 
,\\ala" 
........ at ·-M., ..... - !.h ' .... 22,1113 
1_ ... ., '" ....... --.... IA" "" '< .... ·1' .. 1 ___ _ 

, __ L __ .____ Lat · - ...... - MY' __ _ D,I. " Oc* D, 1113 
10lIl ,...., dIId) ......................... _ ...... _...... ___ , .... , ..... -....... -......... 0IMIr 24, Itrl.-____ .... _ .. ·_ ...... ... 

an. fIfcIIn C .................................. -.................... U ....... _ ... __ .... fIartII VIIIMrtt .............................. · 0c:IaIMr 24, 1967... .................................... · -- 10, 1913 
(Dolt """""'" dead) .............................................................................................................................................. -- 2, 1913 .................................... .. 

",-" Trent R ....... _ ............................................... Capt. ..................................... Nor1II VIetnam ............................... October 31, 1965 ........................................ December I, 1973 
(Datt """""'" dead) .............................................................................................................................................. - 21, 1973 ................................... · 

Griffin, James l.. ....................................................... Cdr ....................................... North I'.tnam .......................... ..... May 19, 1967 ............................................ · J.nu.ry 19, 1974 
(O.te presumed de.d) ............................................................................................................ .................................. J.nuary 16, 1974 ........... .......................... .. 

(Aotu.1 date of de.1th-M.y 21. 1967-Died 
in captivity-body ~t .. returned) . 

Hanson, Robert T., Jr ................................................ LCdr .................................. ... North V.tn.m ............................... February 3, 1966 ........................................ J.nuary 26, 1974 
(Date presumed de.1d) ......................................... ..................................................................................................... January 21, 1914 ..................................... .. 

Cameron, Kenneth R .................................................. Cap!... .................................. · North V~tnam ............................... May 18, 1961.. .......................................... · April 20, 1914 
(Date 01 de.1Jh) ......................................................................................................................................................... October 4, 1970 ....................................... .. 

Patterson, J.mes K... ................................................. LCdr ............................ ......... North Vietnam ............................... May 19, 1967 ............................................ · April 20, 1914 
(Date presumed de.1d) .............................................................................................................................................. April 16, 1974 ........................................... · 

Hartman, Richard 0 ........... , ....................................... Cdr ........ ........ ....................... North Vietn.m ............................... Ju~ 18, 1967 ............................................ · May 18, 1974 
(Date of de.th) ......................................................................................................................................................... Ju~ 22, 1967 ........................................ · .. .. 

Abbott, John .................. ............................................ Cap!... .................................. · North Vietnam ............................... April 20, 1966 ............................................ May 25, 1914 
(Date of de.1th) ............................................................................................ ·· .......................................................... April 21, 1966 .......................................... .. 

Smith, Homer l... ..................................................... . Cap!... .................................. · North Vietnam ............................... M.y 20, 1967 ............................................ · June 1, 1914 
(Dat. of de.1th) ......................................................................................................................................................... May 21, 1967 ............................................ . 

CrInnell, J.mes l... ..................................................... LCdr ..................................... North Vietn.m ............................... July 15, 1966 ............................................ · June 1, 1914 
(Oat. of de.1Jh) ......................................................................................................................................................... J.nuary 14, 1911 ..................................... · 

Dennison, Terry A ...................................................... Cdr ....................................... North V.tn.m ............................... July 19, 1966 ............................................ · June 1, 1914 
(Oat. of de.1Jh) ......................................................................................................................................................... July 21, 1966 ............................................ · 

Sulliv.n, J.mes E .................................................... Cap!... .................................. · North Vietnam ........... ................... October 29, 1912. ...................................... · Ju~ 6, 1914 

~ 

tn 
tn 



Name Rank Country Date of Casuatty Wee!< reported 

(Date presumed dead) .............................................................................................................................................. June 28. 1974 ......•.............•....................... 

Tucl.er. Edwin B ...........•.........•.........•.•..•.•..•.......•...... Cap!... .............................•..•.. North Vietnam ......•..•.......•.......••.... April 24. 1967 ..................•..•.........•..•......... Ju~ 13. 1974 

(Dat. presumed dead) .............................................................................................................................................. Ju~ 
11. 1974 •.........••.....................•...•....... 

Stamm. Ernest A ..........................•....•..•.........•.......... Cdr ............•.....•.......••.........•. North Vietnam ..•.......•.......•.......•.... November 25. 1968 ...•..•............................. August 17. 1974 

(Date of de.1th) ...............•.••....•........................•...................................•..........•..............................................•.................
•.....•............••.........•.............•.........•....... 

BowIin~ R"I H .........................•..•.•..............•........... Cap!... ................•.................• North V.toam ...•...............•........•.. November 17. 1965 ..............................•..... April 25. 1977 

(Dat. of de.1th) •.....•..........•...........................................................•..................•.............•........................•.......•......... April 12. 1977 ........................................... . 

Borah. Daniel V .• Jr. .................................................• Lt ......................................... South V.tnam ....................•.......•. October 16. 1972 .................•...................... Ju~ 25. 1977 

(Oat. presumed dead) ..•..............•....•..•.......•...................•.............•..........•.......•................•.......... ...........•................ Ju~ 26. 1977 .....................•....................... 

Marine Corps 
Hamm.ilennis W ........................•........................ SSgt ..........•.......................... South V.toam ...•.......•................•. Marcil 7. 1970 •............•.............................. April 14. 1973 

lawtDcl<i. Joseph s.. Jr ............................................. SSgt ....••.................••.......•.... South V.tnam .............................. December 24. 1969 ..........................•..•...... April 14. 1973 

GocIoin. Solomon H ......•.....•............•..•..................•... CW3 ...•.......•......................... South Vietnam .............................. Ju~ 25. 1968 .•........................................... May 19. 1973 

Sdvnidt. Walter R .• Jr .....................•..•.........•..•....••... Cap!... ................................... SouI11 V.tnam ...............•.......•...... June 9.1968 .............................................. November 17. 1973 

Frederick. JaM W .• Jr ...............•..............•................ CW4 ..................................... North Vietnam ............................... December 7. 1965 ...................................... May 25. 1974 

(Date of de.1th) ........•........................ ..•.......................••....•......................................................•..•.......•..................•.. Ju~
 19. 1972 ...................•.........•............... 

Air Force 
Clarke. George W .• Jr .....••...................•.........••.•...•.... Maj .......••.......•..•.....•.•......••..• North V.tnam .......••.........•............ October 16. 1967 ....•................................... November 10. 1973 

(Dat. presumed dead) ...............•.............................................................................................................................. NOYembe< 8. 1973 .•.................................... 

Gregory. ROOert R ........••..••.................•.......•......••..•... LtC ••...•...........•..........•.......... North V.tnam ..................•............ December 2.1966 ...•.................................. November 24.1973 

(Date presumed dead) .............................................................................................................................................. November 19. 1973 ...•................................ 

Siou. Rona~ E ............•.........•..........•....................... LtC ......•................................ North Vietoam ............................... April 28. 1965 ..............................•............. December 1. 1973 

(Oat. of deal11) ......................................................................................................................................................... April 23. 1970 ........................................... . 

GnIbb. Wilmer N ...............•.....•.................•.............•. LtC ........................•.............. North V.toam ...........•................... January 26. 1966 .....................................•. April 6. 1974 

(Date at de.1th) .............•....................•..............•......................................•................................................................ February 4. 1966 ....................................... . 

BUIII.\\.l_ B ..•..................•........•...................... BGe<l .................................• North V.tnam ...........•................... November 18. 1967 ........................•.......•... April 6. 1974 

\.\)Ua.~ ....... m ••• _H .. -,sm_or 7 : 't ',7 .--. 
.... fill 8 tIC ... ~1 • ._ ....... 5, IJII ~ I. 1174 

(II1II11 .... ' ;tJ ." . . ....... lilt :. . ." 

... £MtL..____ . tIC · •..• - .... ____ . __ •. _ .. ___ 12, 1117-:;..._._._ .. ~27. 1974 

(DIIt " .... ,_ ..••.. _ ..••.. _ •. __ ..... _ .......... _ ... __ ";.. ~. . .. -._._ ................. - .............. III II, 1 ...................... _ ........ _ ........ . 

..... TIIDNI .... _._ ......... __ ..... __ .......... _ ........ CIIS. ............... ____ ...•. W ¥lINn ....................... _ ... OdD' 31. 1965 ........•.......•...........•....•...... Illy 18. 1914 

(DIll of _) ...................................................................................................................................................... DecemIlof 31. 1965 ................................... . 

Duat. Bruce C ......•................... .....•.........•............... CaIIl .......... _ .................... North Vietnam ............................... December 2. 1966 ...................................... June 1. 1974 

(Date presumed dead) .............................................................................................................................................. May 28. 1974 ............................................ . 

Adams. SamueL ...............................•..........•.....•...•.. CMS ..............................•....... South V.tnam .................•............ October 31. 1965 ..............................•.......•. lune 29. 1974 

(Date of death) ......................................................................................................................................................... December 31. 1965 ................................... . 

Dusing. CIlar!es G .....................................•................ CMS ...................................... South V~tnam .............................. October 31. 1965 ................•..............•........ Ju~ 13. 1974 

(Date presumed dead) .............................................................................................................................................. Ju~ 9. 1974 .............................................. . 

Metz. James H ......................•..............................•.... Col ........................................ North V~tnam .............................•. April 15. 1968 ...................................•........ May 23. 1975 

(Oat. presumed dead) .............................................................................................................................................. May 19. 1975 ............................................ . 

Oext!!. Bennie l. ...................................................... MSgt .................................... South Vietoam .............................. May 10. 1966 ............................................. May 17. 1976 

(Date presumed dead) .............................................................................................................................................. May 10. 1976 ............................................ . 

Butt. Richard l.. ........................................................ Maj ....................................... North Vietnam ............................... November 11. 1966 .................................... June 7. 1976 

(Date presumed dead) .............................................................................................................................................. lune 2. 1976 ............................................. . 

From Missing in Action to Died Whi~ Captured 

Army 
Varnado. Michael B ................................................... CW2 ..................................... Cambod~ ...................................... May 2. 1970 ............................................... April 14. 1973 

(Date of de.1th) ............•....................................................................•....................................................................... September 21. 1970 ........•.......................... 

Calklway. Purl!! E.. ................................................... SSgt ..................................... South Vietnam .............................. March 11. 1968 .......................................... April 2t. t973 

(Oat. of death) ....•••....•.............................................•.............................•..........•....•.......•...............................•......... March 12. 1968 ...................•...................... 

finch. Melvin W ........................................................ Cap!... ................................... South Vietnam .............................. March 30. 1972 .......................................... April 28. 1973 

(Date of de.1th) ..••....••.......•••...•.....................•.........................................................•..............•.......•..........••......•....... September 6.1972 ...•.....................•.•........ 

lyon. James M .................•........................................ Cap!... ................................... SouI11 Vietoam .............................. February 5. 1970 ........................................ May 5. 1973 

(Date 01 death) ............•. , ..................................... ...•...........................................................•..................................... February 6. 1970 ....................................... . 

Oext!!. Rona~ 1... ..................................................... SMG ..................•.................. Laos ............................................•. June 3.1967 .........................................•.... May 5.1973 

g: 

:>{ 
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FollOVlinJ' is a list of 17 servicemen that are in the data base as Died While ~ "ho were added to the file after October 1977 whoae remains have not 

_returned. 

Coonlry DOC Process 
dale 

...1idIaIi Jolin ............... Navy ......... ·····.········ North yo.tnam ............ November 10. 1977........... 7711 ... 1IodP:k \.fWis ............. Navy .......... ············· North yo.lnam .............. Oclober 31. 1977 .............. 7711 ..... lilt QlaUIlCY Jr ............ Arm'/ ...................... Sooth yo.lnam ............. October 31. 1977 .............. 7711 ........ CornPiOO ................ Navy ....... ····.··········· North yo.lnam .............. December 2.1977............. 7712 .... 0Iiid Louis •......•...••. Air Force ................ Laos ..•....... ··················· November 21.1971........... 7712 _ !lIVid Stanley ........... Arm'/ •..................... South yo.tnam ............. February 8. 1978 .............. 7803 

...... Goqe ...........••....•. Navy ••....•....•.••••.....• Sooth yo.lnam ............. February 1. 1978 .............. 7803 ....... Berljamin CIlr. •... Navy ....................... North yo.lnam .............. Augusl 2. 1978 .............. ··· 7808 _1IIdWd Lee ................ Arm'/ ...................... Soolh yo.lnam ............. Seplember 29. 1978.......... 7810 .... J.- HeIlrY ..........•... Arm'/ ...................... South yo.lnam ............. Seplember 18. 1978......... 7810 NIl. ...,., IlInIII Jr. •......... Aimy ...................... Cambodia ..................... November 20. 1978........... 7812 ..... 1IaIIIrt PauL .............. Arm'/ ...................... Sooth yo.lnam ............. February 13. 1979 ............ 7902 .... J.- _ ................... Arm'/ ...................... Sooth yo.tnam ............. May 18. 1979 ............... ···· 7905 .... \laIIkI Lee .......•.......... Aimy .............. ······.· Sooth yo.tnam ............. November 5. 1979............. 7912 ... \laIIkI Gilbert ................ Mannes .................. Sooth yo.tnam ............. February 26. 1980 ............ 8003 l1li, tIIIIIJ Hubert •••....•....••.... Navy ............. ······.··· Sooth yo.tnam ......•...... February 29 . 1980 ............ 8003 .... FtIdIrD. John .............. Marines .................. Sooth yo.tnam ............. January 2. 1969 ................ 9206 

Co There are 19 additional servicemen who are reported in the data base as Died :g:r:u:'e en a':'~e~ualty after January Zl. 1973. The remaine of these 

~ 1.4. What are the most recent numbers of unaccounted for Americans by -'"' "' .... and how are they categorized by casualty category? ~ a . The most recent numbers for casualties where the body has not been re­~ bJ country of loss and casualty category are as follows: 

U.S. ACTlVE 0U1Y MILITARY P£RSONNElIN ~EASl ASIA 

Whose Remains Haw Nol Been R"""""ed 

Coontry of loss 
T olal by Total 

type 



I I 
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U.S. ACTIVE DUTY MILITARY PERSONNEL IN SOUTHEAST ASIA-Cootinued 

Whose Remains Have Not Been Recovered 

Coonlly of loss Total by Total 
type 

Nonhostile-<lied whi~ missing .......................................................... . 
Nonhostile-<lied of other causes ........................................................................................ . 

laos .............................................................................................................................................. . 

226 
128 .. 

510 
Hostilo-killed ....................................................................................................................... . 48 .......... . 
Hostile-<lied whi~ missing ..................................................................................................... . 
Hostilo---died whi~ captured .................................................................................................. . 
Hostile--<urrent captured .......................................................... . .......................................... . 
Noohostile-<lied whi~ missing ............................................................................................... . 
Noohostile-<lied of other causes ............................................................................................. . 

444 
4 

II 
2 

Cambodia .................................................................................................................................. ................. 76 
Hostilo-killed.......................................................................................................................... 15 .......... . 
Hostile-<lied whi~ mOsing ..................................................................................................... 57 
Hostilo---died while captured ................................................. ,................................................. 3 
Hostile--<urrent captured ......................................................................................................... 0 
Noohostile-<lied whi~ missing .............................................................................. 1 
Noohostilo---died of other causes............................................................................ 0 .. 

China............................................................................................................................ 4 
Hostilo-killed.......................................................................................................................... 4 .......... . 
Hostilo---died while mOsing ..................................................................................................... 0 
Hostilo---died while captured ................................................................................................... 0 .•......... 
Hostile--<urrent captured ......................................................................................................... 0 .......... . 
Nonhostile-<lied while missing ............................................................................................... 0 
Noohostilo---died of other causes............................................................................................. 0 .......... . 

TotaL............................................................................................................................................ ................. 2.226 
Hostilo-killed.......................................................................................................................... 347 .......... . 
Hostile-<lied while mOsing..................................................................................................... 1.365 .......... . 
Hostile-<lied while captured ................................................................................................... 56 
HostiIe--<urrent captured ........................................................................................................ 1 

:::t: ~:.:i:::.;::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: : ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ;~ 

Question 15. What role did your staff play in advising DIA and others about cor­
rected country of 1088 locations associated with Laos and Cambodia? 

Answer. As to what role the staff played in advising DIA and others about this I 
have no information on this subject other than hearsay. ' 

. ~tio" 16. What was the impact of these country of 1088 locations on the credi­
~ility of rep?~ of casualty and the confusion on the part of the next of kin regard­
Ing the credibility of casualty statistics issued by the Department? 

Answer. I have no infonnation on this subject. 
Que.tion 17. How many instances in your data base are there changes in country 

of 10000location? . 
Answer. There are 12 individuals in the IX>D Southeast Aaia Casualty file where 

the country of loss had been changed. These are 81 follows: 
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- SSN 
Casualty Place Code Change Process 

1--==~:::";":=="'------1 date 
From To 

.... JolIn ,\nthoOY •......•...... 562643502 

... aoortes Joseph ......... 177327626 

Air Force ........... North Y~tnam ........ South Y~tnam ....... . 
Air Force ........... laos....................... South Yielnam ...... . 

8804 
7301 
7311 
6607 
7209 

...... WiIiam. Jr ...•••• 226500591 
e.III. ..-...................... 116245400 

Air Force ........... North Y~tnam ........ laos ....................... . 
Air Force ........... laos ........................ North Y~tnam ....... . 

........ Stoer11I'fl Edward. 2226997 Air Force ........... South Y~tnam ........ laos ....................... . 

). 213249423 Air Force ........... laos ........................ South Y~tnam ....... . 9206 

6607 
8804 
9206 
8810 
8805 
7301 
9206 

.... ... SIme ............ ······241504899 

.... ... Edward........... 155423333 

Air Force ........... laos........................ North Y~tnam ....... . 
Air Force ........... laos ........................ Cambod~ ............... . 

...... IIIlIIrIlnnthan ........ 375248665 
IItIIInIiIi. JolIn Vern .•......••... 381401444 

Air Force ........... laos ........................ South Yielnam ....... . 
Navy ................. South Y~tnam ........ North Y~tnam ....... . 

..... 11dIIrd ....................... 185307227 .,..,1Iao1ld Dean .•............ 507503284 
,...... Sanuet Alexander .. 442340476 

Air Force ........... North Y~tnam ........ South Y~tnam ....... . 
Air Force .......••. laos ........................ South Y~tnam ....... . 
Air Force ........... laos........................ North Y~tnam ....... . 

..... 18. How doea this agree with the actual number of corrected country of 
... ~ you provided over the years to DIA? 
..... There are 40 cases where the DOD Southeast Asia Casualt, me and the 
~ Intelligence Agency file list different countries of loes. nrOR 18 ~ the ~roc­
_ rI .-lving these with DIA and the Joint T .. k Force-Full Acco.unting. Thirty­
__ fIItbe aervicemen are Navy. The DD Form 1300 for these casualties does not list 
• ~ country. A list of the casualty place differences including name. D10R 
-*rJ 011088 and DlA country of 1088 is as follows: 

... 
• Ina 1IIymond ....... . 
,....R.S ............. . 

....,George ...... . 
t: • .tony 1IicIIaeI ........... . i ...... Eugene ·· 
.... a..tO ... L. ..... :;r. MIrt AlII1... .........•...... 

l .. ":." AlIlIt ............... . 
... Hany JolIn ............• 
::: IlMI Francis. Jr .. 
~ c.w Paul I'm ............ . 
Ii . GoroId lynn ............ . 11.==_ .......... . 
11 .... lMtrwa 0....:. ...... . 
11_ Dean ....... . 
IJ ... :: ........... . 
.......... f}a ............... . ... ....... :: .......... . 
.............. John ...... . 

_ John Richord .. 

CASUALTY PlACE DlffiRENCES 

SSN/Service 
number 

DIOR "",nlly DIA "",nlly 

21289734 Army ...................... South V~tnam ............ laos 
50008052 Army .................•.... South y.tnam ............ laos 

202348813 Army ....•.......••.......• South Vielnam ........... laos 
315461629 Army ......••.............. laos ....................... ····· Cambod~ 
315404807 Army ..................... laos ............................ Cambod~ 
366286305 Air Force .••.....•....•.. North V.tnam ........... laos 

093186 Marines .................. South Yielnam ............ North V.tnam 
084231 Marines .................. South Y~tnam ............ North V.tnam 

265564874 Navy ...................... South Vielnam ............ North V.tnam 
550157 Navy ....••......••....... South V.tnam ........... North V.tnam 
694417 Navy ..................... North y.tnam ............ South V.tnam 

528487807 Navy ..................... South V.tnam ........... North V.tnam 
675103 Navy ...••........••......• North V.tnam ............ China 
532815 Navy ..•.....••.••......•• North y.tnam ........... South V.tnam 
630561 Navy ...................... North V.tnam ............ South V~tnam 
646904 Navy ...................... South V~tnam ............ North V.tnam 

8515834 Navy •••...•.•••.....•..•.. South V.tnam ........... North V.tnam 
680941 Navy .............•••••.... North YlOInam ........... South v.tnam 

010405939 Navy ...........•.......... South y.tnam ............ North V.tnam 
154308223 Navy ...................... South y.tnam ............ North V~tnam 



I 
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CASUALlY PlACE OIFFERENCES-Continueci 

Name SSH/SefVice SefVice OIOR ".JOby OIA ".JOby number 

21. McKinley, Gera~ Wayne ...... 655021 Navy ...................... South V~tnam ............ No1h V~tnam 
21. Miller, Carleton Pierce, Jr .... 01~1l35 Navy .....••......•........ South V~tnam ............ NortI1 V~m 
23. M~chell, Hany E ................. 303525682 Navy ...................... South V~tnam ............ NortI1 V~tnam 
24. Murphy, Terence Meredith ... 647826 Navy ...................... No1h V~tnam ............ China 
25. Neislar, David Ph~lip ........... 703942 Navy .....................• Sootn V~tnam ...........• Ho1h V~tnam 
26. Nyman, Lawrence 535368550 Navy ..................... Sootn V.tnam ............ Ho1h V~tnam 
F_ 

27. Patterson, Bruce Mer~ ........ 708088 Navy ...................... South V~tnam ............ No1h V~tnam 
28. Payne, K~~ Therod ..•.......... 231667788 Navy ..............••...... South V~tnam ............ NortI1 V~tnam 
29. Reedy, Will~m Henry, Jr ... _ 1197842 Navy ...... ............. Sootn V~tnam ............ NortI1 V~tnam 
30. Rogers, Bil~ lee ................. 317523673 Navy ...................... South V~tnam ............ No1h V~tnam 
31. Schoderer, Er~ John ............ 9175626 Navy ...................... No1h V~tnam ...........• Sootn V~tnam 
32. Stephenson, Richard C ....... _ 292403773 Navy ...................... South V~tnam ............ No1h V~tnam 
33. SUllivan, Martin Joseph ........ 58976 Navy ...................... No1h V~tnam ............ Sootn V.tnam 
34. Talken, George Francis ........ 545544055 Navy ...................... Sooth V~tnam ............ North V~tnam 
35. Thompson, Will~m Joseph ... 605294 Navy .•. .....•..• South V.tnam ............ NortI1 V~m 
36. Trowbridge, Dustin Cowles .. 335360810 Navy .................••... NortI1 Vietnam ............ Sootn V~tnam 
37. Tunnell, John Wal~ .......... 564442566 Navy ..................... South V~tnam ............ North V~tnam 
38. Westwood, Norman Philip, 046343306 Navy ......•••......••.... Sooth V.tnam ........... Ho1h V~tnam 

Jr. 
39. Whittemore, Frederick H ...... 510465 Navy .....•.•.............. South V~tnam ............ Ho1h V.tnam 
40. Wood, Rex Stewart .............. 562050 Navy ...................... Sooth V~tnam ............ No1h V~tnam 

Ques~ion 19. How can we be sure that all information in the Department's South­
east AsIa casualty data base is totally accurate, even today? 
. Ans~er. We ~ never be certain that every item fOT each of the 58,165 personnel 

listed, m the file 18 totally B:ccura~. However. when any entry for any individual is 
ques.tlOned, we research theIr official record; if an error is identified. a change to the 
iLle 18 made .. At the, same ti.J;ne. we are not certain that all of the individuals who 
were casualtIes are mcluded lD the casualty me. As recent as June 8, 1992, Sergeant 
PO~d Elulene Kramer was added to the me. He was wounded in 1966 while aerv-
111!f in the Rep~blic o.f Vietnam and died on October 28, 1966, at Wright Patterson 
~r rore; Basehtn OhiO. When he was brought to our attention through official noti­
lea Ion rom t e Department of the Army, SGT Kramer was added to the file. 

The CHAIRMAN .. Thank you very much, Mr. Sungenis. 
What I w~lUld lIke to. do, at least for the first round, is 5 minutes 

each. We WIll see how It goes after that. We have a lot of Senators 
and we have a lot of questions. 

There are a lot of detailed questions we need to ask you to get 
th~m on the record a~u~ the accounting procedures and how 
thln~ happened, but I d lIke to ask you a couple of big picture 
questions If I can to start with. 

Both of you, Mr. S':!ngenis and Mr. Trowbridge, have been there 
for 20 years, .a long time. 'you were there when the first reporting 
r~~ly began In a ~ubstantlve way. You were there during the tran· 
SI~i~lcb?d Operation Homecoming. Did either of you work with Dr. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. What was your relationship with Dr. Shields? 
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JIr TROWBRIDGE. We had a very close relationship. Our agency 
~ Dr. Shields with intelligence information. 
~ CHAIRMAN. And Mr. Sungenis? 

JIr SUNGENIS. Senator, I was involved in casualty reporting be­
...... j~ in September of 1974 through the fall of 1976, so I was not 
iiiiIwonally familiar with anything that transpired before that date. 
)J, far.!iB Dr. Shields is concerned, he was in the organization when 
I1N8 there. I have never met the gentleman, 
~ CHAIRMAN. Now, when Dr. Shields, Mr. Trowbridge, says we 

.... no indication at this time that there are any Americans alive 
ill Indochina, do you agree with that? . 

Senator REID. Will you repeat that questIon, John, please? 
'l'be CHAIRMAN. When Dr. Shields says we have no indication at 
~ time-this being in 1973 or 1974, correct? 

Mr, TRoWBRIDGE. Yes, sir, 
'I'be CHAIRMAN. That we have any Americans alive in Indochina, 

LpubliC policy statement of the Department, did you agree with 
that statement? 

Mr. TRoWBRIDGE. Sir, the agency's position at that time was that 
W8 held no current information that individuals at that time were 
beiDg held against their will. 

'!be CHAIRMAN. Now, what about the list of 80 people that had 
belli presented and that you were following up on as Government 
policy with the Vietnamese? What was that? 

Mr, TRoWBRIDGE. I'm not sure what you're talking about when 
J'IIU mention the 80 individuals. I will make an assumption here 
tbU maybe we're talking about those that were listed as prisoners 
daM did not return. Is that a correct assumption? 
". CH.uRMAN. Well, it is, I'm asking about the 80 people who 

_ carried as prisoners of war, but who did not return. You 

~
t they were alive. You expected them to come back. They 
come back. 

,'hoWBRIDGE. Sir, we carried 97 individuals. As far as I know, 
u..;.;:.., point in time the U.S. Government carried 97 individuals 
~ 88 prisoners of war that did not return. This is at the com pIe­
- of Operation Homecoming. 'f!1e ~IRMAN. That is a different number from any that I think 
~'~ given us yet. I have your DIA casualty data summary from 
~ 5, 1973 right here, which we will enter into the record. ,& .... information referred to follows: 1 

DlA CASUALTY DATA SUMMARY 

AS OF FEBRUARY 5, 1973 

tb'" ~ and data depicted below are based on intelligence information and es­
ID:iwiL 'Ihia may not correlate with official Defense Department or service casualty 
.......:. Thia aUDl;Mary is provided on a limited basis only to selected personnel and 

claasified summary is not for public release. 
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PRISONERS Of WAA 

I USA I USN I USAF I USMC I Civilian I TOII~ 
Acknowledged As Alive 00 Enemy Lists And To Be Returned 

Total 10 be returned ......................... ............................. ..... 76 136 324 26 24 586 

~~~II~e~r:~;;:;,;i :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: : ::::::::::::: ::::::::::: 

Reported Dead 00 Enemy lists 

Reported dead' ....... .............................. ....... J 7 1 8 1 9 1 5 1 

Held by the People's Rep.r~~ of OIina 

OIina ......... .. ........... ........................1 0 I 11 1 I 0 I 
Nol Aa:ounled For 00 Arrt Enemy Usts 

North V~lnam ........................................................................ 0 22 14 
South Votnam........................................................................ 20 2 1 
lJOS ....................................................................................... 0 2 3 
Camlxxlia ................................................................................ 0 0 

TolIl.............................................................................. 21 26 18 

o 
3 
o 
o 
3 

5 1 34 

o 
7 
1 
4 

12 

3 

36 
33 
6 
5 

80 

'The reported dead figures do nol include 21 individua~ already carried by the Services and D1A as dead. 

PERSONNEL MISSING IN ACTION 

I USA I USN I USAF I USMC I Civilian I Total 

Reported Dead 00 Enemy lists 

Reported dead' ............................ ........ J 2 1 1 I 6 1 0 I 0 1 9 

Nol Aa:ounled For 00 any Enemy Usts 

North V.lnam ........................................................................ 3 117 326 26 0 472 
South V.tnam ........................................................................ 267 4 82 65 7 425 
lJOS ....................................................................................... 56 11 272 14 5 358 
Cambodia................................................................................ 18 0 3 0 1 22 
OIina ....................................................................................... 0 7 0 0 0 7 

TolIl.............................................................................. 344 139 683 105 13 1,284 
Grand 10111.................................................. 450 3ll 1,041 139 55 1,996 

'The reported dead figures do nol include 21 individuab already carried by the Services and DIA as dead 

. The CHAIRMAN. The number, the total for North Vietnam, South 
Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia is 80--.36 in North Vietnam 33 in 
South Vietnam, 6 in Laos, 5 in Cambodia, for a total of 80. ' 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. I believe what you are holding there is a statis-
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rIIII,co:lIlilng, because you have total to be returned, 586, at the 

TaoWBlUDGE• Sir, of those individuals who were listed as 
, ...... _" there was information or Judgments that were made by 

-"Hlcy at the When I S81d 97, or to use your term, 80, 
COlnpletiion of Operation Homecoming our agency 

in(liVl.<1U~ a prisoner status that did not return home. 
they did not come home. 

~'1~~~~~~~Le~t~~m~e, just interrupt you there for a minute. ~ did you not? 

~~~~:~~.t~ prisoner said, so-and-so was alive, he did not 
III Yes or no. Did prisoners say--
TRoWBRIDGE. I know of no prisoners who came home who 

I saw an individual who was alive who we left behind, with.out 
information that may have supported the fact that he died. 
CHAIRMAN. But that is not accurate, according to your own 

~~=~Y::O~u~;h~:ave a list of people who, according to the returnees, that they were left alive, that they were alive. It didn't 
are some. There are 111. 

TRoWBRIDGE. Sir, are you saying that there is a list that the 
gave us that said were left behind alive? I know of no such 

~AIJlMj'N. Well, according to the lists we've gotten, there 
1 people accounted for through the returnee debriefings, 

1~1l_ D8I[1e&-.ve can give you the names-<>f people who prisoners 
~;.:::~~;: died in captivity, but outside of those 111 there are a. 
III we have the list, of those that people suggested they 

alive. They don't know if they died. They might 
were last seen alive and reported to you as such. 

~~;~~~~r:y Sir, without seeing your actual list-in fact, I 
.u that was provided to us by the committee that 

comment on that had 115 names on it. Allegedly, those 
.. iI~;;cicu:a;;jm~e from prisoners, prisoners who had mentioned 

... ,. 

:0 by name. 
a scrub of that list. Excuse me. Actually, it was 51 

, , 1 took a quick look at that last night. As I say, 
Dr()viried to us yesterday. When we debriefed the prison-

1ii~D.YIkld;'-t them information that they may have known relative 
that was unaccounted for, did they have knowledge, 
various lists that indicate a returnee had said yes, I 

::f;n,nation about individuals, and they list them by name. 
W list that was provided to us yesterday by the committee, 

.. 51 names on it that it claimed came from debriefs. Well, as I 
....... we asked these prisoners, did they have any information rela­
~_~ccounted for Americans, not just information on known 
- ........... ofwar . 
~if you just take a list of names that came from the returned 
0Ihecl ek:, that said yes, I had knowledge on this individual or I re­
-',-'_ owledge in prison on this individual, when you do the iiiib!'DIB o~ these names-in fact, we quickly looked at those 51 last 
.... t, ~or Instance, only 6 percent of those names, were of individ­
.,...::. 0 the returned prisoners had indicated he actually saw the 

tica,l document that certainly was subject to change on a weekly 
basIS at the completion of Operation Homecoming, statistics-­
~e CHAIRMAN. That particular week, during Operation Home­

commg, you expected 80 people who didn't come back in Operation 

--~~------------
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Many of the names of those 51 names that were reported, they were heard in the prison communication system. When they were investigated after the debriefs of Operation Homecoming, they broke out into various categories. 
.M~ny of t~e reports were from prisoners who made queries ~It~ the pnson system. Someone had asked about a particular mdiVidual. If you asked that returnee, did he have that name, yes he ga~e you a name. We looked into it. It was a query that was i~ the prison system-Does anybody know about this individual?-not that he was a prisoner. None of the prisoners may have seen him. There were returned prisoners who came up with that infonna­tion and said yes, I heard about a particular individual. It may have been hearsay infonnation. But when you get that infonnation or you go to the original source-where did he get it?-I heard it from another prisoner, and that may lead to another prisoner. At the time of Operation Homecoming, these lists and these names were reviewed very thoroughly. If we had information such as a name, the returned prisoner who provided that name may be ho.sl?italized in the Philippines. His debrief may have led to the orlgmal source of the name of a returnee who was in a hospital in New Orleans. 
We would contact that returnee's debriefer, set up a conference call, and we would clear up any discrepancy right on the spot. Some of the reports were of possible PW's, based on the individual name they brought out. Some names were written on the walls, yet no one ever saw some of these individuals in a prison environment. The CHAIRMAN. If we did not have evidence in 1973 that someone was alive potentially, then you have to ask what the Vessey dis­crepancy list is. 
Moreover, there is a specific Air Force list listing people as pris­oners post-homecoming. Now I fmd it hard to see how you could say there was not evidence when you are carrying people as POW's, they have been carried as POW's, and suddenly post-home­cO!,!ing you decide that that is not evidence that they might be still alive. 

. Until homecoming, . you expected them home alive. When they di~ not come home alive, you ceased to think they should be home alive. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. No sir. We did not cease 
The CHAIRMAN. Then there was evidence that people were still POW's. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. In some cases of those 97 that were listed as prisoner, some individuals were made a prisoner by virtue of the fact, they were a crew member of a dual-seated aircraft. We had finn evidence that-and I'm not saying that DIA put them in that category, but the service classified both individuals as prisoners based on the fact that it was known that one individual had been captured. 
Sometimes it was based on information received that said the enemy had captured an individual. That information may have been used that put the man in a prisoner status may have been dated back to 1967. There was never any other information devel­oped on that individual from the time of that initial 1967 loss inci-
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was never seen in the prison system based on the man OW' the returned P s. . was that one bit of information in 1~67 that .the serV17es man a prisoner, based only on that mformatlOn, n'?thmg subsequently developed on it. He was never s.een m ~he 

:~~~l' He did not come home in 1973. Are we still pressmg information and that man? 
are the core cases for General Vessey's initiatives seareh efforts in the field. Those are the discrepancy cases. I have some follow-ups to that. But I have gone CII:AmIR)y(~'m ·inutes. Senator Smith, and then we will come 

1i~~:n:S~:YITH. Mr. Chairman, there are many Members ~ho I I spend the entire time here today. So I would like ~ time to whoever the next, I think it is Senator McCam 
come back at the end, because I will be here. just wanted to put one question out and hopefully respond yield to Senator McCain. I have not seen any r,,<:ords at of the casualty fIles that I have looked at to verify any­talking about; any of these phone calls to people m ,ppiines. Do you have records of all that stuff? You made 

the Philippines and verified these--­TIIOW1llt1DG,E. Individuals in my office talked with individual 
~!li.IfeI~ Do you have records of that? 

I have people who will testify to ~hat. We 
casualty fIles of these individuals and we dId follow­

infonnation. 
SMITH. Not in any of them that I have seen. 

r.'l'IoWsRIDGE. Well, sir, I'm telling you we did. ".'1'1'111 I would like to see the documentation of that. 
. DlA asked to provide documentation of the efforts ~IA ~k to of unaccounted for personnel provided by returnees dunng thetr de-

8UCh information is not in individual case files. documentation of the effort to resolve the report of names of un~c-8erVicemen by returning roWs at Homecoming is in fact compiled lD ~=. ___ ...., __ contract study. informally entitled "(U.S. Service) Personnel Not Re-May 5, uriS." Each of the names cited therein represents a sepa­of a name. In each of these instances the DIA checked back .Wlth learn the basis for his report. and once identified. 
1 ~;:!';:~~:~ and all collateral sources to track down the ~ This process was followed in each and every 

of the matter was learned. 
ea..OY",N. Obviously, it would be helpful to the committee. McCain? 

8I'ATEMENT OF HON. JOHN McCAIN, U.S. SENATOR FROM 
ARIZONA 

~ .. tor McCAIN. Thank you, Mr. Chainnan. I would like to per­~ and put this in a framework for the record that maybe __ lDa!te it more understandable in years to come as to exactly w.:: are talking about here. tidDk the committee has compiled, the committee staff, and I _ In a very professional excellent fashion, is 244, in their view, ... Dames of individuals, all of whom should have been listed 
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in captivity by DIA at the end of Operation Homecoming after OUr returnees had been debriefed. Basically, what is on that chart over there. 
I just want to make su~ we are talking about the same frame. work here, Mr. Trowbridge. Of those 244, as this chart says, 111 died in captivity and I do not believe there is any question about that. There is, of 50 of those, 57 remains covered. Two military de. serters died in captivity, 16 civilians died in captivity, 15 military confirmed by DIA as POW's as of February 1973. DIA changed the status of 14 within 6 months. The last one was changed in 1976. So, we get down to about 90 people, which we get down on this chart, I think this committee and others have significant question about. Are you with me so far, Mr. Trowbridge? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Yes, sir. 
Senator McCAIN. Why did the DIA change the status of 20 of these individuals between February and May 1973 to died in cap­tivity? And if you want, you can supply some of these answers for the record. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Yes, sir, on those particular cases, that's prob­ably what I'd have to do, because you know, I don't have that infor­mation. 
Senator McCAIN. Was it based on evidence? Was it based on hearsay or was it based on a whole body of different sources? Mr. TROWBRIDGE. I'd say it probably had to go with a cross-sec­tion of information. Our best source of information happened to be the POW's that came home. 
Senator McCAIN. OK. What is the difference between that cate­gory of 20 and the 21 following that who quote, may have died in captivity, precise fate unclear? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Sir, I can't address that. I don't-without knowing those 21 names. 
Senator McCAIN. OK. We obviously have two categories here that--­
The CHAIRMAN. I thought we gave you the names, Mr. Trow­bridge, prior to this. We provided you with these categories, so that you could explain them. 
Senator McCAIN. I would like you to do that for the record, Mr. Trowbridge. Go ahead and answer right now. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. All right, sir. Could you just give me your defi­nition of the 21 again? Maybe I can explain it. 
Senator McCAIN. According to this chart and I admit you are at some disadvantage because this is provided by the committee, not by you, there is a category of 20 military missing. DIA changed that in February 1973 to died in captivity. And then there are 21 personnel who may have died in captivity, precise fate unclear. In other words, I am very curious what the difference in those two categories would be .. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Let's start with the 20. If we changed their status, I'd have to say that was probably based on information where we had, perhaps we had or the service had declared a man POW. After the debriefs at homecoming, we may have acquired ad­ditional information directly from say, the crew member involved or the fact that the services had made him a prisoner based on in-
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h d a good parachute. But we later had addi-where w:ha: the man was killed in action. ., 
of the 21 military perso!,nel may have died m dri~oge judgment is just what It sa.ys .. Ma~be h':. ~d rii; .... -l t~t was not quite precise, but the md,catlOn t t e 

OK Then we get to the category of the 51 m!li­~:=~;;;,;~. in captivity by returnees d:,ring Operatlon ... response to Senator Kerry s question, you 
TV".ru'o say look I heard about this person or I may 
follow-uP 'information indicated what about these alread responded to Senator Kerry on ~hat. 

We !eceived that list from the com~ttee and ~101PIllD~I'ooE'k at it. Again, at the time of Operation Home-
this was reviewed. £ d take the list of these individuB:ls, .these 51-weedg0un f _ -.L_ debriefs of the prisoners that mdicated knowl e .0 

There were some of those individuals on that hst name. . di 'd al d d tllJe.-tbe returnee said, I saw the m Vl u e~. either in prison or en route to the pnson or shortly 
incident. 'd nses on M(:Cim:!:_For the record, would you proVl e respo 

for us? . 
~. ~;::::~~~ do it name by name, yes, srr. l1li referred to follows: j 

1IOl:A[N. DIA asked to provide a by-name analysis of the fate of the 51 
Air Force returnee debrief study. Se 

~~~~~; f the rate of the "51 name list," provided by the nate the Air Force informal study titled u(U .S. SeI'Vl
Se
')} Pec:n-SEA, May 5, 1978," was provided to the Senate oct. m: 

If Assessment of Cantive Status at Homecommg ~f lndiVld Committee Lists.f • by the Central DocumentatIon Office, 
July 10, 1992. It is provided once again in the attached enclosure. 

TAB A 
.... ,_ NAMES REPORTED BY RETURNUS DURING HOMECOMlNG (OOES NOT 

INCLUDB u.s. GOvBRNM:£NT PItlOIUTY CASES) 

""'':l''''!' .. ~:''' on a list that had heen pasaed along to 

;~;~~!~:";;' major named Avery was a POW. was deduced to potentially relate to USMC 
this based on Charles' memory of the 

he with the name are incorrect for 
corroborating was fortbco~ ~!D any ot~er., re-an earlr releasee was charged with keeping a . memory list . of Most 0 the nam~ on his memory list were validated; a few. m· 

~~l!tion of this name to 1st Lt. Robert O. Avery is insupport--

I11III'" Lee AyOR 
G. Hyatt reported hearing that "Ayers" was a POW at Cu suggested that Ken Johnson may have more mformation I:!~~~~r!;if· ~-;Z.;:= Kenneth Johnson, returnee, did not report seeing or hear-has no firsthand knowledge. . ~!::~!~~AJ;;; <refno 1596-1) was believed downed ~ear the DMZ while on a reconnaissance mission over Laoe on April 16, 1970. Wreckage was WBI believed to be that of Ayers' aircraft; Hanoi radio b~de:ast the of an RF4C at that location on April 16, 1970 without mentlorung the ...L. _____ _ 
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fate of the crew. This report correlates to Ayers' 1068 incident. No other returnees 
oorted any knowledJe of Ayers. 

retonclusion: There 18 no analytical basis on which to conclude that Richard L. 
Ayers survived his loes incident. It is possible that Hyatt heard of, and was report. 
ing on Timothy R. Ayres. returnee. who was held at both Hoa 1.0 and Cu Loc. 
James A. Beene 

Returnee report: James A. Beene reported as POW name at Homecoming. James 
A. Mull~an reported secondhand hearsa.r information that he heard Beene's name 
in the pnson communication system. No flrsthand knowledge. 

Comments: Beene was flying over water off the coast of North Vietnam at night 
when he ran into foul weather. No further contact was made. SAR efforts observed 
an oil slick in the general area of Beene's last known location resembling an oil 
slick consistent with what would be produced from aviation fuelleak.ing from a sub­
merged aircraft. No evidence was discovered to indicate Beene could have survived 
his crash. No other returnees reported Beene's name in the communications system. 

Conclusion: The initial correlation to James A. Beene was in error. Most probably 
the "Beene" Mulligan was reporting correlates to either James E. Bean or William 
R. Bean, both returnees. 
Burriss Nelson Begley 

Returnee reports: Leroy W. Stutz reported that while at Hoa 1.0 in the spring or 
summer of 1967, he heard via tar code that an unidentified POW saw the name 
"Begley" scratched on the floor 0 one of the interrogation rooms. He had no first;. 
hand knowledge of Begley, and no one else reported. on Begley. 

Comments: Begley [refno 0542-1) was downed by a MIG northwest of Hanoi on 
December 5, 1966. Wingmen observed pieces falling from Begley's F105D aircraft, 
and heard him broadcast that he was going to eject. No parachute was observed, 
however, and no beeper signal was heard. Aircraft: was observed to crash on a 
wooded hill. 

Conclusion: There is no indication that Burriss N. Begley survived his loss inci· 
dent. It is possible that Stutz' report correlates to returnee Bobby R. Bagley, who 
was shot down in September 1967 and held first at Hoa 1..0. 
William George Bennett 

Returnee reports: Norris M. Overly reported. hearing over radio Hanoi tha t "Ben­
nett" was a prisoner. He has no firsthand knowledge regarding Bennett, and no one 
else reporred anything about Bennett. 

Comments: On September 2, 1967, wingmen watched as Bennett failed to com­
plete his pull up maneuver after a strafmg pass, and observed his FI05D crash into 
a small hill and explode on impact. No chute was seen, and no beeper was heard. 

Conclusion: It is extremely unlikely that William. G. Bennett survived his loss in­
cident. The correlation of the Radio Hanoi report is probably erroneous. 
Michael 1... Bouchard 

Returnee report: Michael L. Bouchard reported. as POW name at Homecoming. 
Roger A. Miller reported Bouchard's name via reading prison notes. No firsthand 
knowledge. 
Co~ments: Miller learned of "Bouchar" (phonetic, first name unknown) through 

~ding of notes ~ through the prison system. The POW was described as being 
10 average health. Miller was unable to identify a photo of Michael Bouchard. No 
other returnee had any flI"Bthand or hearsay knowledge of Bouchard. 

Conclusion: ~e initial correlation to Bouchard was in error. The individual ~ 
ferred to by Miller was Jack L. Butcher, returnee. 
Michael Paul Burns 
~turnee reports: ~.C. Brad~ S;Bid he heard through prison communications that 

Mike Burns was a pnsoner. William Tschudy also was aware that Mike Burns was 
a POW, in ugood condition." 

Comments: There is no analytical basis to consider Michael Paul Burns a prisoner 
of war. 

Conclusion: This hearsay information relates to Michael Thomas Bums, a retum­
ee. 
James A. Butler 

Returnee report: VC soldier told a U.S. POW that a Cobra aircraft had been shot 
down and that both the pilot and gunner had been injured. 

Comments: WI James E. Butler (refno 1676) was lost when the L-19 aircraft he 
was flying in crashed in South Vietnam. First--hand live and hearsay live sighting 
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that loss incident indicate one crewmember was killed w~en 
... -rel.~~_~ and the other crewmember was killed when he was shot resISt-

. analytical evidence to conclude that BuUer survived his 1bere 18 no 

E. Cartwright repo~ !UJ POW .name at Homecoming. 
information that BilIte Cartwnght was dead. No first-

was on a pre-daWD bombing mission over Haiphong when 
was lost. Due to heavy enemy presence, no SAR oper· 

next day, friendly aircraft overflew the area 
heard no electronic signals indicating that Cart­
have survived the incident. No other returnees 

prison communications system. 
Heilig overheard someone inquiring if any infor­

the death of Cartwright. 

Woods said that in February 1967 someone (he th~ught it 
....,~"~Ltapped out the name Coleman, who was th~u~ht to be 10. room 
Jo. .. a at the "Zoo." Woods mdicated he did not 

the accuracy of the identifica~io~ . " 
was captured just 4 months before th18 tap-code com-

;~;;;~; memory that it occurred in February 1967 is probably 
",,'eman, the only missing serviceman with that last name, 

2 years 1969. Coleman was lost in the Delta region, 
f COSVN camp system for U.S. 

were ~er transferred to Neither Charles Tanner or 
~1e4iu!''!'''' had any knowledo:e of '~le~",!-: 

is no analytical basis to believe Jimmy Coleman was ever a 

Charles had memorized the name Cramer based on a note 
an.,th,,, POW in February 1972. He was sure that the spelling he 

"C," not "K." Robert Jeffery had also heard that the 

~~;I~:~:~ Cramer. . .. early releasee had been charged with keepmg a memory 
Other than 'Robert Jeffery, whose information is attrib­
.. there is no other information from returnees to cor· 

Cramer's fellow crewman was found w8Bh~ ~~~~~~~~~~~. the prison system. Charles had no fll'Sthand 
their helicopter had gon~ do~ B;~ sea. V!bile 

. he had receIved began Wlth a C, there 18 no 
accurately rendered. Galand Kramer, a returnee, 

~::~~~~~'~.~~~!}prison system. . . of Cramer's loss, while not absolute, mltlgBtes 
~~InI: of detail from Charles and the lack of corrobora· 

returnee, is no sound analytical basis to believe that 
c. ...... was captured. 
___ Cuolunan 

Leo G. Hyatt reporred hearing that Cushman was a POW at Cu 
also _ ~uggested that Ken Johnson may have more information 

~1~~~~~~J(~Nf~OTE: Kenneth Johnson, returnee, did not report seeing or did anyone else.) Hyatt has no firsthand knowledge. . 
F105D was hit by AAA on September 25, 1966, burst mto 

several pieces. A ~ observed what appeared to be an 
of the aircraft debris, but he saw no parachute deploy before 

a ridR"e line. A French news report mentioned Cushman, along 
:::!~~~1,!.Ii.D~!·.;'and N1... Wells. A Vietnam Courier article was published which 

of Waltman and Wells (both returnees) and described their capture, 

~~i~~ino mention of Cushman. There is no analytical basis for concluding that Cushman survived his 
Further, had Cushman been at Cu Loc as reported, others would have 

- report.ed on him via the well-developed prison communications system. 
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James E. Dooley 
Returnee report: James E. Dooley reported as POW name at Homecoming. Lenard 

E. Daugherty reported that he thought Richard Perricone mentioned seeing Doo. 
ley's name scratched into a prison wall. ~o firsthan~ knowledge., . . 

Comments: Perricone makes no mention of haVIng seen Dooley s or a sllIlllar 
name scratched into a prison wall. No other returnees reported Dooley's name in 
the prison communications system. 

Conclusion: Dooley crashed in coastal waters off North Vietnam. No signs of SUr· 
vival were indicated during SAR aerial searches. It is highly probable that Dooley 
died in his crash. 
Harry S. Edwards 

Returnee report: Harry S. Edwards reported as POW Dame at Homecoming. Fre­
dric Flom reported hearsay goesip that Harry S. Edwards was dead. No flJ'Sthand 
knowledge. 

Comments: Wingman reported. observing Edwards' aircraft crash into a large fire­
ball. No parachute was seen nor were emergency beepers heard. After the smoke 
from the crash cleared, friendly aircraft overflew the Site and believed no one could 
have survived the incident. In September 1988. the Vietnamese turned over a set of 
remains with the name of Harry S. Edwards. Subsequent analysis by CILHI deter­
mined the remains to be thoee of another unaccounted for American. The Vietnam· 
ese could provide no further information. No other returnee reported Edwards' 
name in the prison communications system. 

Conclusion: All evidence indicates that Edwards died in his incident. 

Norman Eldamoe 
Returnee report: Norman Eidsmoe reported as POW name at Homecoming. 

Robert Naughton heard from Dick Dll.tton and Gene Smith that while they were at 
Son Tay, a name that could possibly have been "Eidsmoe" was tap~ on the wall 
only once. Naughton reported the name could have been "Moe.' No flrsthand 
knowledge. 

Comment: A review of Dutton's and Smith's debriefs reveals no mention of either 
"Eidsmoe" or "Moe." No other returnee mentioned Eidsmoe. 

Conclusion: The initial correlation to Eidsmoe was in error. The individual re­
ferred to by Naughton was probably Thomas Moe, returnee. 

John C. Ellison 
Returnee report: John C. Ellison reported as POW name at Homecoming. Robert 

Flynn re~rted. that, during his incarceration in a Peking prison, he was given a 
stack of 'bookmark sized" photos. On one ' 'bookmark'' he claimed to recognize a 
photo of Ellison. The photo reportedly showed Ellison in a group of other POWs. No 
fIrsthand knowledge. . 

Comment: A Nhan Dan report was received. describing the shootdown of"an Amer­
ican aircraft with the pilots being "blown apart." The details in the report correlate 
to Ellison's incident. The Ellison family reported. that sometime after Homecoming. 
two unidentified. returnees contacted them and claimed to have seen Ellison's name 
carved. into a tree at the Dogpatch Frison camp, near the Chinese border. DIA asked 
the family to provide the names 0 the returnees for foUowup. No other returnees 
ever reported name "Ellison" as being either dead or alive. On March 27, 1992, the 
Vietnamese turned over a box of personal effects allegedly corresponding to Elli· 
son's incident. (NFl) 

Conclusion: The photo that Flynn probably saw was one taken during the "Hanoi 
Parade." He was shown numerous photos from this unique event but was unable to 
identify the exact photo he purportedly viewed in Peking. The Chinese Government 
was asked to locate the photo shown to Flynn during his incarceration but it wlUl 
unable to do 80. DIA believes that Flynn saw a photo of the uHanoi Parade," all 
POWs seen are returnees. 
Ralph Foulks 

Returnee report: Ralph Foulks reported as POW name at Homecoming. Arthur 
Ballard reported hearsay information of the name "Fox." No firsthand k.nowl~· 

Comments: Foulks was on a night bombing mission over North Vietnam when ~ 
plane disappeared. No crash was sighted; no parachute was observed; no elect~DlC 
beepers were monitored. No evidence is available to indicate that Foulks sUrvlved 
his crash. In December 1988, the Vietnamese repatriated a set of remains BS80Ciated 
with Foulkes. CILHI analysis indicatell the remains Buffered a high impact crash; 
they are consistent with a Cau~~ .. How~ver, .the rem.a.i.n:& are insufficient ~ 
quantity and quality to warrant po8ltive Identification at this time. Further analysll 
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No other returnees reported Foulkes' name in the prison communica· 

All evidence indicates that Foulkes died in his crash. 

Frank Cius reported that John Gardner was inside their downed. 
to"mi_q"~t on his leg while the helicopter was "saturated" .with 

minute period. He believed Gardner may have been killed. 
Cius nor any other returnee has indicated that John 

pri'''"1erof war. . 
no analytical basis, either returnee debriefs or intelligence 

John Gardner was ever captured. 

William Glaason reported as POW at Homecoming. Phillip 
heard on Peking Radio, and read in a Peking bulletin, thet 
down between Hainan and China. The crew was reportedly 

U~;~~d,:~~;:~. Smith questioned his captors about the report, they 
'_1 the incident. No firsthand knowledge. 

O""n was shot down in 1966 over Chinese waters. He was flying an 
aircraft. overflew the area but saw no indication of survivors. Over 70 
in the area' this precluded further searches. Peking International Radio 
Bncliah rePorted the shootdown of an A-SB in 196ft There was no men· 
c:rew'. f~te. No other returnees reported knowledge of Glasson. 

GlaMon was killed. in plane crash over water. Remains unresolved. 

H."~~dl;fellow crewmember of Bobby G. Harris, exam· 
his helicopter and noted severe lacerations at 
re)>orted hearaay knowledge of an individual 

~~E~~:n:;~7.~~ as POW name at Homecoming. Richard !i..''!1'''"''''' Holmes' name was in the prison communi-
~:..::;,c:-;_-:­

hit by enemy fll'e. Both men were seen 
co-pilot was rescued. Holmes' life raft 

ejection seat but the parachute was missing. No 
seen. No other returnees reported Holmes' name in the 

~~~;~~~~~.~ys;te~m;.~~;~~ ~ that Holmes survived his ejection is inconclu· 
was rescued and BAR aircraft were successfully oper­

fact that no contact with Holmes was made aft.er his 
to indicate that Holmes did not survive his incident. .,.. ... _, IIID.nI J ..... l1 



I 

74 

Returnee reports: Edward A. Brudno had heard that Jewell was killed. Robinson 
Risner Weldell B. Rivers, and Howard E. Rutled2e all had heard the phonetic spell. 
ing. "iual", on the Voice of Vietnam or camp radio. The man's rank was llsergeant" 
and his service was unknown. 

Comments: Jewell was aboard an F4C on a strike mission over North Vietnam. on 
September 4, 1965. Wingmen saw the aircraft taking ground ftre during a straftng 
run, and the aircraft exploded. on impact with the ground. No parachutes were 

sig&~iU8ion: It is extremely unlikely that Jewell survived his loss incident. The 
correlation of "Jual" to Jewell is probably erroneous, and in any event provides DO 
information to support a supposition of survival. 

Bobby Marvin Jones 
Returnee reports: James A. Mulligan and Richard D. Vogel heard Bob Jones men· 

tioned in 'prison communications. William J. Metzger reported seeing Bob Jones at a 
movie at Uogpatch in November 1972. Orson G. Swindle reported firsthand observa­
tion of B. Jones. No others reported seeing or hearing of Bobby Jones. 

Comments: Bobb~ _M. Jones was a flight surgeon passenger aboard an F4D ferry 
flight from Udorn, Thailand, to Danang, South Vietnam, on November 28, 1972. The 
aircraft disappeared from radar view approximately 20 miles NW of Danang. An 
unsuccessful SAR effort was conducted for 5 days; two beeper signals were believed 
to be heard. in the area on November 30. 

Conclusion: This is an obvious case of misidentification. Both returnee Robert C. 
Jones and returnee Murphy N. Jones were held at Dogpatch prison camp in Novem· 
ber 1972. No doubt it is one or both of these individuals who prompted the reporta 
cited above. 
John R. Jones 

Returnee report: Jon Cavaiani said that prior to his capture he shared. a bunker 
with John Jones, who was wounded in the legs by a grenade, then shot several 
times in the chest when he tried to surrender. The bunker then burned for 6 to 8 
hours. 

Comments: None. 
Conclusion: John Jones is not a prisoner of war. 

James E. Kennedy 
Returnee report: Mark Smith, a returnee, "had no knowledge of' Kennedy. He 

"did not recognize the name and could not identify (his) photo as being anyone he 
had had contact with." 

Comments: None. 
Conclusion: There is no information, from returnees or otherwise, to suggest 

James Kennedy was ever a prisoner of war. 
Larry Gene Kier 

Returnee report: A man described as possibly a pilot shot down in December 1972 
was seen in January 1978 in Hoa Loa prison. Two other individuals communicated 
with this individual but no name is known. 

Comments: PFC Larry G. Kier (refno 1613) was lost in a ground incident when his 
position located near an ammo dump was hit with a rocket propelled grenade. The 
resulting explosion damaged the ammo dump which caused a leak in a napalm con~ 
tainer which then exploded, causing a fire. A 2 day search of the area after the inci· 
dent did not produce any trace of Kier. 

Conclusion: Kier loss incident does not match the 1088 description of the unknown 
man seen in Hoa Lo in 1978. There is no analytical evidence to conclude that Kier 
survived his 1088 incident. 
John Henry Sothoron Long 

Returnee reports: Harvey G. Brande reported firsthand observation of Long, 
saying that Long was held with the "Lao Group" at the Citadel. No one else repo~ 
ed. on Long. ~ 

Comments: John H.S. Long was the co-pilot of an HU- 16B Albatross which ~P" 
peared in bad weather over the South China Sea on October 18, 1966. An extensIve 
search effort revealed no trace of the aircraft or 7·member crew. . 

Conclusion: This appears to be another case of mistaken identification. There is 
no reason to believe that John H.B. Long survived his loss incident. Returnee St& 
phen G. Long was one of the "Laos Group", and was held at the Citadel, among 
other locations. 
Howard B. Lull 
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Albert Carlson and Mark Smith at time of last observation knew 
contact with the enemy during the timeframe of their ]088 inci· 
saw Lull with Smith. Smith said Lull had then separated from 

-.::: Q_','" claims he later heard. from his captors that Lull had been 
had told him that Lull was a POW. Carlson had no such 

however. In fact, James Walsh, while in a Ca.m~ 
from Smith that after Lull had left him, Smith 

him. 
debriefs of returnees shed little light on the fate of 

that Lull was not known by them to be captured and 
the roSVN prison system. Other intelligence informa­
Lull was captured and subsequently killed in an unsuc-

=~ sufficient reason to believe Lull was initially captured but 
to be interned in the prison system. 

King Rayford had direct contact with another POW at the 
March 12, 1973, apparently an individual whom he personally 
encountered in the prison system. He identified the photo of 

the individual he saw, stating that he was an Air Force cap­
_ from Oregon, that he had red hair, and that h. was in good condi· 

reviewed by Rayford contained. only black-and·white 
iaol!i{j~n;;;;:id was not an Air Force officer, not a captain, not red­

records, and neither his place of birth nor home-of·record 

Burton Campbell saw a note on a cigarette wrapper that Fred 
~-;=-U.;;;SAF, was a POW. Ernest Moore heard at the "Zoo" that Fred 

M"Muncay Jr. was an Anny first lieutenant. not an Air Force 

A. Miller reported finthand contact at Hoa Lo on Mareh 
....:. •.. ,c,_·. Alan", an Army E3 from a long·range recan patrol. 

firsthand observation of Army E4 "McFale" at Hoa Lo 

William T. McPhail was aboard a C-130A which disappeared 
dropping mission over Laos on May 22, 1968. Photograph· 

....=.~ .. ; .. of the area indicated no evidence of any survivors. 
MacPhail, an Army ES, was among those repatriated from 

~'T.~~~H:t0mecoming in 1973. The correlation of the returnee 
• is an obvious error. 

Charles stated he thought the name McPherson was on 
other POWs at Cu Loc Prison. 

co,rro!><>,cating information from any of the other returnees 
as the of a list containing the McPherson name or 

him there. There is no other hearsay information validat. 
the POW Ugrapevine." Charles' uncertainty concerning 

its potential value. Charles, an early releasee, was 

~~~:~~~~~~bank" of fellow prisoners. Most of the names on included this one, were not. 
to believe Everett McPherson was a pf'is. 

A. Young reported that the name "Nickoles" was seen 
and at the Zoo around November 1972. The name was also 

Rudolph U. Zuberbuhler and Cecil H. Brunson. 

-\1 



76 

Comments: Hubert C. Nichols was shot down while piloting an A-IE on a 
mission over North Vietnam on September I, 1966. Another pilot saw the 
on the ground, but saw no signs of life. No parachute was seen, nor beeper 
heard. 

Conclusion: It is unlikely that Hubert Nichols survived his 1068 incide"l 
name seen on the prison walls was most likely correlatable to Aubrey 
a Homecoming returnee. Prior to November 1972, he had resided at both 
break in Hoa 1.0, and .t the Zoo. 
Woodrow WilBOn Parker, II 

Returnee reports: Norris M. Overly reported indirect contact (wall-tapping) at 
Citadel, Country Club, on December 20, 1967 with "Parker". No other returnee. 
ported knowledge of any Parker. 

Comments: Woodrow W. Parker was aboard an F4D on a nighttime combat 
sian over North Vietnam on March 24, 1968. After reporting his intention 
scend to a lower altitude for a closer look at the target, Parker's aircraft 
by the wingman to impact the ground. No beepers were heard. nor parachutes 
Subsequent intelligence reports indicate that neither occupant of the aircraft 
vived the 1068 incident. 

Conclusion: It is extremely unlikely that Parker 8urvived his 1068 incident. 
wall-tapped name of "Parker" provides no analytical basis to alter this 
tion. 
Randolph Allen Perry, Jr. 

Returnee reports: Thomas J. Klomann (fellow crewman) could not 
ejection from the aircraft at the time of the incident. Robinson Risner 
B. Rivers both heard a phonetic reference to Perry's name on Voice of 
the camp radio. 

Comments: Perry was one of six crewmen aboard. a B-52D hit by SAM 
evening of December 20, 1972 near Hanoi. The aircraft burst into a 
and crashed. No chutes were seen, and electronic monitoring by other 
to establish contact with any of the crewmen; however, it was later learned 
of the crew had survived and were in captivity. 

Conclusion: The name references heard on the radio provide no analytical 
conclude that Randolph A. Perry survived and was a captive. In any 
radio broadcast also could have referred to either Richard Clark Perry or 
Perry, both of whose remains have been repatriated to U.S. custody. 

William C. Pierson III 
Returnee report: Norris Charles said that the name HPierson" sounded 

and may have been on a note he received in February 1972, but was unsure. 
Mulligan heard the name at some time in prison communications but could 
the context. 

Comment: There are four individuals named "Pierson/ Pearson." There is 
formation in these cases to suggest any were prisoners of war. 

Conclusion: This tenuous information does not constitute an adequate 
infer Willia.m Pierson was a prisoner of war. 
Dean A. Pop-eba 

Returnee report: Hearsay that Pogreba was loet over China and may have 
captured or killed. 

Comments.: Maj: Dean A. Pogreba (refno 0162) is an ofT-th<HlCOpe case and ..... 
seen delivenng his ordnance. Pogreba was noticed. missing when the strike 
rendezvoused over water. Peking Radio claimed they shot down an aircraft OD 
day Pogreba's aircraft was lost. Pogreba's flight plan would have taken hUD 
closer than 30mm of Chinese border on egress. 

Conclusion: No analytical evidence to conclude that Pogreba survived hie loss 
dent. 
Frederick J. Ransbottom . 

Returnee report: Julius W. Long reported. rlJ'Sthand contact with 
bottom on May 9, 1968, adding that Ransbottom was located at an 
to Long's in the vicinity of Kham Duc. An entry indicates that Long 
Ransbottom was a prisoner. (NOTE: Long makes no mention whatsoever 
tom in his debrief following his return to U.S. custody.) 

Comments: Ransbottom was manning an outpost near Kham Duc 
camp when the area came under attack by a superior enemy force 
According to 8urvivora, Ransbottom was last known to be rtghting 
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the enemy as they entered his bunker. Two search operations 
jii!iiiiOted in the area, and a number of remains were recovered. No fur­

obtained ""arding Ransbottom, however. 
no indication that Ransbottom survived his loss incident. He­
manning a nearby outpost, was wounded and eventually ca~ 

~ .. -~.~-.- the same battle. The absence of any mention of Ransbottom 
debrief calls into question the accuracy of the entry cited in 

above. 

Hearsay in prison communications of Raymond's name. 
D. Raymond (Refno 0829) was shot down and his wing man saw 

a large fireball heading toward the ground. No parachute or 

analytical evidence to conclude that Paul Raymond survived his 

Name "Ross" was seen on wall at "Heartbreak" prison by three 

1243) and his crewmember, William Thompson, 
~o'''~"""mc" mission in North Vietnam. Another crew in 

on the ground near the intended tara"et and then 
or,;l:eir~~~~ on the radio. No parachutes or 6eepers were 
u whose last name was Roes who were known to 

•• D8iiyticsl evidence to conclude that Joseph Ross survived his 1088 

Rowley was identified by a returnee as having been in a propa-
• group of Laos POWs viewing nI.ms at the Hanoi Hilton in F~ 

~'~,!!,,~.!!Ro~wley (refno 1600) was shot down with 10 other individuals 
According to U.S. operational data. only one crewmember 

out of the aircraft before it crashed. This is supported by 
lL:~''---·C source. That individual was rescued at the time of 1088 

trace of any other survivors. 
__ .t. no analytical evidence to conclude that Charles Rowley sur­

Charles (a "memoII bank") reported receiv­
was the name of' Shriver", an E7. (NOTE: 

• "1I'!".ted .~)C ~'!,w:l~~e rank after viewing the PMSEA data list.) No :... ~ of Jerry Shriver. 
',llo_rinK was a member of a 25-man platoon which 
1\ insertion into Cambodia. Shriver was 

was still in radio contact with the 
th"reotber. however, radio contact was 106t, and 

an ene~y soldier was seen picking up a 
. carrymg. 

~~::~ti.JJ~no eVld:ence Shriver survived his loes incident. The 
J on Shriver strongly suggests that Charles' recollection of 

Thom~n. (refno 1243), and crewmember Joeeph Ross, 
mlB810n 1n North Vietnam. The other crew in this 

the ground near the intended target and then could 
On the ra~,io. No parachutes or beepers were noted. 

Thompson referenced in tap code was probably Major 

~::~e~:~~ was shot down 5 mont~JB~i:- to William J. Thom~ ~ to conclude that W J. Thompson survived 
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Retcrnee report: A returnee reported that Townsend's name had been .. "' ....... " , 
1972. Additionally. a NVN captor indicated to the other crewmember "._'_. ''''' 
send's aircraft, William Gauntt, returnee. that Townsend had perished in 
craft. 

Comments: Francis Townsend (reCno 1908) crashed in South Vietnam on 
ber 18, 1972. Based on operational reporting from Gauntt, Townsend was 
of the aircraft.. However, Gauntt reported that Townsend should have 
him on the ground but he did not. 

Conclusion: There is no analytical evidence to conclude that Francis 
survived his loss incident. 

Lewis C. Walton 
Returnee report: Jon Cavaiani purportedly indicated in an early po<.t-r.l . ... 

brief that he had heard about an Army captain named "Wston" was a 
Specifically, he was told by someone (not identified) that an enemy message 
fOT instructions regarding captives Waton and Entrican, and that they were in 
told to take them north to Hanoi and to kill all future captives. 

Comment This debrief does not exist in full text, but only in a:~.~r~~~~ base form and there is no mention of the matter in the record of 
extensive debrief. There is reason to suspect Danny Entrican was 
tile forces; Entrican is included on the last known alive list. 

Conclusion: There is no independent basis to believe Lewis C. Walton (a staff 
geant, not a captain) was captured by hostile forces. 

Larry A. Zich 
Returnee report: Stark, although he could not make a 

cation, believed. that he was shown Zic:hu"?:"tch~.!?m.?ne. 
had seen in 
been captun!d 

Comments: 
tainly have been POW by other returnees. 
Iy was not among at Hoa to. 

Conclusion: It is not possible to determine who Stark saw, but his identificatioD 
Zich is tenuous and not supported by any other evidence. 

Senator McCAIN. Again, for the benefit of the record, what is 
so--called Vessey discrepancy list and where did that come 
Now it is my understanding the Vessey discrepancy list is 
that General Vessey took to use in his negotiations with the 
namese as men who are still unaccounted for and that we 
them to help us out. Is that----ean you tell about that? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Yes, sir. I understand General Vessey is 
to explain this in detail during his testimony. But I can give 
quick summary of it. 

There are presently 269 priority cases of those cases that 
Senator McCAIN. Two hundred and fifty-nine. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. One hundred and sixty-nine in Vietnam. 
Senator McCAIN. And these are cases that he got from you 

from--
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. They were developed over a period of time. 

first group was a combination of DIA, the Joint Casualty 
tion Center and some other individuals in making a selection 
these cases. 

And they ran the broad spectrum. There were cases within 
eral Vessey's cases that we-the individual, we knew 
captured, but he was now dead. We had information 
dead, yet he was on that list that was provided to the ~~~ti~~~~ 

The categories or the definitions of these individuals 
over time. There are individuals, for instance, who were last 
alive. They're part of these discrepancy cases. They may have 
talking with the man on the radio, after a good chute, he said, 
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small arms fire, I'll see you around the club. And the 
heard of that individual. He might be a General 

were on the prisoner list, say the 97 that were listed 
have not subsequently been accounted for. They 
way into the General Vessey list as priority cases. 

cases that are the core of the search efforts that 

,,IIu;oAU."!. My time has expired, Mr. Chairman. I will wait 
round. 

PREPARED STATEMENT OJ' SENATOR McCAIN 

try to trace the origins of the confusion and distrust that have at­
Cor the last 20 years. There are a great many questions we hope to 
ounelves and the American people. 

with the view that until the American people are allowed to see 
information which our government and this committee has had 

this confusion and distrust. That is why I authored 
dec:las.ify POW I MIA information, and I am pl.ased that the 

Nearly 700 formerly classified intelligence re­
live sightings of American POWs are available for public 

.:::;:._cc-c,' _. __ of Congress. That is Blood first step. and I am eager for 
to proceed and expan . 

also cooperated closely with this committee to provide us the 
~:.a!'.~'n meet our responsibility to provide the most thorough in-

t::= .. t~~~~.f~:r~ All the information which we are seeking was provided to us by this Administration. I am 
I antIcipate that it will continue. 

half way mark of our investigation. Our work, as 
many questions about the fate of our unaccounted 

and our Government's efforts to resolve those 
. the definitive answers to th08e questions. 

to completely examine the information we 
investigate the questions this information has 
To do anyt~ less would be irresponsible and 

. committee's oDligation to the families of our 
American people. Our investigations are far from complete. I 
completion .of our examination before I announce my conclu­

should bnng us closer to that moment. I thank today's wit­
this critically important endeavor. 

Senator Kerrey? 
: Mr. Trowbridge, could you try to describe to me 
In 1973? Do you see the political environment of 
of the American people in 1973 being substantial-

1992 in regards to MIA-POW? 
W~ll, sir, I don't know if I can make a good po­

relative to that. At that time I was really in­
hours a day, trying to manage o{.r office's work on 

!.IIllbrltllatioln. I think perhaps at that time everybody was 
was over and we were going to move ahead. 

i~~f:t?t~~:~~ about today-a lot of times the POW-at through the lens of 1992 which are a lot 
they were in 1973. We've lea~ed an awful lot 

8Cq.uired information out of Vietnam, Laos and 
mstance, those Gen. Vessey cases Senator 

~::~:~about. Those were the cases that were presented 
but as we've done our work, 61 of those cases 
dead. We know what happened to me. 
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Senator KERREY. When you say happy the war was over Or 
the war was over, I do not remember exactly which word 
used-

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Well, I was. 
Senator KERREY. Did that have an impact? Were you ever 

somebody, the war is over, let us not drag this out 
energy expended in areas that are not apt to be te~~!~~sio:;~~~ 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. No, sir, never. And in fact, our 
the war, as was mentioned in my statement, our focus was 
oner and the missing and after the war, we also started loc)king t 
those individuals that were listed as killed. We wanted a 
nation of what happened to these individuals and where were 
It became an accountability process. 

So actually we worked harder for the overall effort, 
make an accounting of everybody. 

Senator KERREY. Do you have any recollection of ever 
anybody say to you during that period of time in 1973, after 
ation Homecoming, that we should just let this matter rest? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. No, sir. 
Senator KERREY. I am not talking about politicians now or 

in the Department of Defense or in the Joint Chiefs, I am 
ing about friends, neighbors, people that might know what 
were doing. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. I've heard public comment to that effect, 
Senator KERREY. In 1973? Do you not think it is fair to say 

. was an attitude in 1973 that we were indeed glad the war was 
and that we wanted it to be over. We wanted very little fUl-th,er 
cussion of anything in regards to the war, including the 
our own prisoners. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Dh, I think that there may have been some 
dividuals who thought that way, but I think the moral fiber 
runs through the American citizen is we don't leave our uniaCCI)U 
ed for. We go get them. 

I did have people make comments to me. 
Senator KERREY. I must say that I agree that there is a 

fiber running through the American people in that regard, 
recollection is certainly not an overwhelming desire to continue 
debate about the war by pursuing POW's and MIA's. 

I think the concern for the POW I MIA has increased rather 
decreased over the years, which implies that it was not 
high in the early days after the war. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Well, I think the mission has changed as 
We have access to these countries now. The numbers of """Die' 
volved are greatly increased. We have teams in all three 
now, ~we have the join task force in the Pacific that has 
boosted the numbers. 

Senator KERREY. Let me also say that I believe an awful 
the increased attention to the POW IMIA status has come of 
sequence of disclosures from our own Government, not from 
sures by the Vietnamese Government. Does that track with 
own view of what is going on? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. At varying periods of time since 1973, the 
phasis has gone up and down through various administrations. 
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K .. IlIlI:Y. Did you have a written procedure for determin­
individuals in Southeast Asia, written criteria for 

,.IWGE. No, sir. There is no matrix or check list that 
to have each one of these documents to make some­

of war. It's an analytical judgment. You judge each 
':';-;i;aifn;;,d;.,.the availability of information and reliability 
.. from case to case. 

You, on the one hand say that there is no 
say it is an analytical judgment. How can it 

if there is no matrix? You mean it is a 

Well, if we had an American prisoner that 
and said, I saw a certain individual and he was alive 

we'd certainly say that was valid. 
_ .... ' •. So there were no written criteria? 
iIIm>Gl!!. No, sir. 
"'<KY. No attempt to establish written criteria for--

~=:~. No, sir. 
~ . Do you believe that that contributes to some of 

that we are having? Do you have any re­
establishing written criteria? You appeared today to 

it have been difficult to put one together. 
~~:JNo, sir, I don't. In fact, I think it probably en­
ill process and hypothesis. It doesn't put bounds 

can consider all the information. 
. like to go back when we talk about status replac­
m. th~ analytical positions that were held by DIA 

mdlVIduais. The services that looked at the infor­
ones that actually made that official status, not us. "'_EY. With respect, it seems to me that while the 

making that evaluation determination, that you did 
and responsibility that would lead one to conclude 

question would arise as to whether or not written 
be developed by your office. 
be sayin~ that ~hat. question did ~rise and that your 
~t. wntten criteria would restrict your capacity to 
DUaslon. 

Dh, I think if you had a firm check list and you 
. certain. requirem~nts before you could call an in-

;~"EYm. my VIew, I don t think that's the way to do it. 
c": • But the problem of discrepancy never occurred 

to ~e? The I?roblem that later evaluations might 
ve doubt slDlply because of the discrepancy that 

DOt one tha~ you anticipated at that time? ' 
lIJo, SIr. 

~"""'IQY. "ly time is up, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator Reid? 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Sungenis, how do 

at 
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Mr. SUNGENIS. I was in the Department of Defense in 
part of the organization that was responsible for casualties. 
was an umbrella organization. 

Senator REID. At the time of Operation did 
have a belief at that time or did you develop one at a 
time, that there were prisoners of war still left in Southeast 

Mr. SUNGENIS. No, sir, I had no involvement with the 
management information division, which was the Southeast 
casualty organization. 

Senator REID. OK. The rest of the question was did you, at 
time later, develop an opinion that at the time of Operation 
coming, there were prisoners of war, American prisoners of 
Southeast Asia? 

Mr. SUNGENIS. Yes, sir. We had a list of people that were 
carried in our official records as prisoner of war. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Well, at that point in time, that was a 
ty. And, of course, we have tracked that over the years 
Right now we have, I believe, 40 unresolved reports about 
cans living freely in Vietnam. We do not know who they are. 

So, we have tracked it over the years. At that point in time, 
had information that two individuals-Bobby Garwood was 
that we felt was in the country someplace, but we knew he was 
a prisoner at least, and that was based on information we 
gotten from returnees. 

There was one other individual. We did not know where he 
at the time, but he had gone to the other side, and he was 
to a Vietnamese woman and had children, but we did not 
where he was at the time. But again, he was not a prisoner. 

Senator REID. What was his name? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. McKinley Nolan. 
Senator REID. What subsequently happened to him? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. We still do not know, sir. 
Senator REID. How were military casualties reported? 

think you have answered that. How were- deserters in 
Asia categorized and accounted for by the Department of 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Deserters were not our responsibility, sir. 
haps the service reps could answer that. 

Mr. SUNGENIS. Deserters are excluded from the official 
Southeast Asia casualty mes, sir, by direction. 

Senator REID. By direction of the Secretary? 
Mr. SUNGENIS. Yes, sir. There is a directive. 
Senator REID. Does the Department of Defense have an 

number of deserters from each of the services? 
Mr. SUNGENlS. I have no knowledge as to what the services 

sir. 
Senator REID. How could we obtain that information? 
Mr. SUNGENlS. You might query--
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Trowbridge, you know what the 

status is, do you not? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. No, sir. Over the years we have tried to 

mine exactly what a good number is, and we have worked 
years with the services. Again, a lot of those individuals 
those various categories-they went on the rolls. They may 
have made it into Vietnam some who are called a deserter. 
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to try and review that list. As late as 1988, we had 
our office go through the service mes on people in 
the Army alone, we went through over 1,000 meso 
Over 1,000, you say? 

We went through over 1,000 meso That was the 
went through the Navy mes but did not go 
records, but they were down to just a very few. 

_rrillS something like 15 individuals who we track. 
tracking, but that are in our database, because we 
~r reviewing these mes on our own that they 

_,rtf~ In country. That does not mean they are still 
have left very shortly after that incident. As you 

number of years ago somebody came out of Australia. 
Would my colleague yield for a minute? 

I would yield. 
Mr. Trowbridge, are you saying that the Defense 

.~=:i; carries only 15 people as deserters in country? 
" Based on what we have been able to obtain 

that is correct, sir. 
Can you tell me why, then, this committee got a 

~=hmRDepartment, the National Archives, which we 
~ to the FBI of 1,284 deserter names last 

units in Vietnam? 
'DIIDGB •. Sir, I cannot answer that. As I said, we had an 

through the records in 1988. Again, if you have a 
where these lists come from and what the crite­

lists. 
Does that not say something to you? You are 

analYzin,g live sighting reports. You have got a po­
peo'ple who supposedly deserted in coun-

~ral!!Th~og--t~itis committee, incidentally, is not focus­
is comm!ttee is focus"'! on POW's, military 
tak<:n prISOner. But ObVIously there is a possi-

who IS a deserter could be the source of a live 

is absolutely correct. 
how. can you then operate an intelligence 

not take Into account the base? 
'::~d:~' .we follow up that report and we do not 
.. ~ IS •• If we can determine that there is some­

It does not make any difference if that is 
. for rolls or the deserter rolls. We are 
18 there so~ebody at that location. 
know, .but if you are only carrying 15 people, 

WIth your database. 
~:~: I w.ould like to see the list. 
~ will just tell you. The committee got a 

them to the FBI, the IRS, and the 
I~~knnistiatio:n: ':He requested that they attempt to 

to o~ locatIOn of th.ese individuals whom the 
be. In Southeast AsIa-last recordation of the 

D".DOiwere In Southeast Asia. 
What is the date of that list, sir? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The date of the deserter list-as of 
1973. Let US just fIll you in. The FBI located records on 
1 284 names provided. They found evidence in Federal in',esti"., 
rues that 747 might correlate to deserters. Apparently, many 
records held by the FBI contained outstanding arrest warrants, 
clear that any of them were wanted for desertion. They only 
peared as wanted because the military services had failed to 
quest the removal of warrants for those allegedly returned to 
tary control. 

The IRS indicated they cannot respond to us due to public 
considerations. The Social Security Administrationl"!s~~1~,:i~ 
report indicates that ~ver ~OO of the 1,284 departed I:?: 
alive and the SSA's lIst will be compared WIth the to 
deveiop a fmalized list of unique individuals. 

But you know, I do not think that we should be doing this 
years 'later. It seems to me that this is sort of fundamental 
trying to decide who might be in Southeast Asia and who 
not be. . 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Well as I said, sir, if we take that lIst that 
dated in 1973 and after all that information is correlated, we 
find out that that list has come down considerably. I mean, 
small. We had gone through the service fIles individually and 
is what we did find, that these individuals had left Southeast 
or never went to Southeast Asia. 

Senator REID. Mr. Chairman, let me just close by saying 
reason I am concerned about this, and I think it is part of 
could be a significant problem, is that-I am reading here 
report given to us by our own committee staff. . 

The select committee is also thoroughly investigatmg the 
bility that some servicemen who deserted their military 
Southeast Asia during the war remained ~hind and mig)1t. 
subject of live sighting reports. Part of the Impetus for th~lS.'ter1D 
gabon is the inability of the Department of Defense to u. 

the number of deserters in Southeast Asia who have not been 
counted for as having left the region. 

For example, when ~ked for a .list of possibl", deser,ters 
known in Southeast Asia, DIA proVIded the commIttee WIth 8 
of 21 names. By contrast, the same inquiry to the Central 
cation Laboratory in Hawaii resulted in 56 possible names. 
individuals who deserted, or who were absent without 
AWOL, from the units in Southeast Asia, were not carried on 
alty lists as they were exempted, as we have been told here 
minutes ago, from normal casualty reporting unless they 
alive from captivity. 

My point, and I stress it, is that we cannot just ~:f~~ti~~ 
serters because it is possible every one of the live 
have been a deserter wandering around there on 
will. I mean, it is unlikely, but it is possible. So we cannot 
the deserters, can we? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. As I said, sir, we get a report. We try to 
mine is there someone there. The fact that there may X 
on a' deserter list, or X number on a prison.er list, or X 
missing in action-we track the report down Itself, not who 
dividual may be. 
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But of course, we need both. We need to track 
and do our best to determin&----

If we track it down and determine that there is 
and then we fmd out he is a deserter, well, cer-

Well, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
~~:;/Senator Brown. . J Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I wondered, Mr. 

view developing the comprehensive list of those 
back, correlated the records, making sense out 

i5;~~~~i~th~.e~ committee has tried to do-if you view or someone else's? 
we cannot start looking for someone until 
missing, or whatever his status may be, or 

IIDlI11m,mt says we have a civilian in Southeast Asia 
Our numbers are compiled based on what is provid­

qain, working with Mr. Sungenis' office, or the serv-

war, things were moving very rapidly. There was a 
outfit with each of the services. The State De­
involved. We met at least once a week-many 

man was missing, for instance, and we knew it by 
~"!K'lJJ]c: He was immediately put on our rolls. 

track. We were not the accountants as to 

:r:::~::: in the Department of Defense. That had 
to us. 

in terms of trying to make sense out of these 
for example, who might be missing. 

was our responsibility, correlating infor­
may be missing. But, until somebody told 
not on our rolls. 

what portion of the reconciliation job the 
to does not fall under your responsibility? 
I guess if the committee found a discrepancy 
found more or less people unaccounted for in 

Ip11lI8iibiliwt;ye.re on the Department of Defense rolls, that 

effort to reconcile who was alive or who 
at the end of the war and not returned was ;:t:Ves, sir. 

And as you look at that, are you comfortable 
lII'enc'Y has done in that regard? Or do you feel 

should have done? 
sir. I think we did a good job then and we 

a g:ood job. For instance, the services darried­
pomt before-the services carried 97 individ­

at that time. Well, Our efforts since then, 
!llll1It~1.I1O~~~~~i~~ over the years-now we are going 

r doing searche&--<>f that 97, there are 
for. 

and confirmed the fate of those individ­
The number is even higher for the 115 

a Prisoner status. 
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Senator BROWN. I do not mean to belabor the point. You may 
have anything you want to add. My impression as I listen is 
the correlation efforts that the committee has tried to do were 
essary because somebody had not done them. My impression is 
the intelligence flies, particularly in this area, had simply not 
related information that existed that your agency had, had 
made it flIe-specific with regard to the individuals. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. That is not true. 
Senator BROWN. My impression is that the reports that I 

looked at your handling of this area have come back to be 
ly negative, and it occurred to me that you might have some 
vations in that area that would perhaps cast all of this in a 
ent light. And if you do, I think the committee would be interest 
in hearing it. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Sir, I think we did a fine job of correlation. 
fact, those 97 that the services did carry as a prisoner-some 
lated or agreed with the DIA status and some did not. But of 
we have found that, at least of that 97, 55 of those individuals 
not prisoners of war. 

The CHAIRMAN. At least how many? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Excuse me. Fifty-five of that 97 are still 

counted for. Forty-two of them we have accounted for. 
Senator BROWN. Do you all, when you reach these de1;erlooiD 

tions, follow up with the services? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. When I say we reach these d~It.e~mil.'ations, 

of the information that is gathered, and the analysis that . 
and the correlation to the individual, that information is 
to the services. DIA does not make a declaration of death or 
anyone's status, as I mentioned earlier. We do that in-house, 
cause it is part of the analytical hypothesis. 

Senator BROWN. So theoretically there should not be a diflfer"DI 
between the records the services maintain and the records 
maintain. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. As far as the numbers are concerned, no. 
Senator BROWN. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. But there are. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Well, that is what I am hearing. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is this the first time that you have heard 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Well, sir, I only know of two individuals 

are different from what DOD holds, that we hold. 
The CHAIRMAN. You have 2,236 on one list, and there are 

on the other. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Department of Defense's list does not carrY 

vilians and we do. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is the only difference? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. I know a few individuals that the Depa:rto,! 

of Defense has on their rolls that we do not have on our 
are aware of these individuals. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you not think that adds to the confusion? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Absolutely. 
The CHAIRMAN. Why do you do that? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. We have direction not to add these indlivi,dull 

to our lists. 
The CHAIRMAN. Direction from whom? 
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",JIOII~ From the Deputy Assistant Secretary's office. 
have 00 other questions. 

b~:·S~nl.~r Grassley. 

~~5ic~:~~m~y question would be more along the and probably following up on dialogue 
It is just for clarification, as I indi-

the numbers, 51-that is military personnel report­
returnees during Operatioo Homecoming. And 

inilftluy died in captivity. Fifty-seven remains recov-

.LUlI:. Senator Grassley, I apologize for interrupting. 
vote 00, and we want to try not to interrupt the 

of us will go vote now and try to ask them 
you, and we will try to get back here. 

~:;~~O;K~:. I will not be very long here. So, my: c1ari-
~ would be along the line of the amount of 

universe of information that you pos­
your disagreement with the figure 51? 
Well, sir, I hear the statement that this list 

that the returned POW's said were alive. 
debriefs of those 51 individuals and, 

!Vl''''"=, we would provide that name by name 
.. to was actually said by the returned prison-

DOt what they said. They did not say all of these 51 

a little 'rundown here very quickly that some of 
that they saw them die-saw them die before 

prison system. Some of them were nothing 
retun~ed POW's that they had heard. Someone 

an individual and they brought that name 
said, yes, this is my knowledge. I have heard 

is the extent of it. 
u.a~Y. Then, along that line, describe to me the 

may have been follow up to clarify or expand 

~UDo~E. For instance, again, a returnee is being de­
back from Hanoi. He is now going through 

in the Philippines. Ooe of our first Con­
attention. Second is, what do you know 

for. What knowledge do you 
Americans? 

yes, I heard this name or I saw this indi-
ptivity. Someorle asked me about this individual. Well, 

us we would follow up on. 
an example, if the POW said, well, I heard 

-rbrido..,. Well, who did you hear it from? Well, it was 
"l":_l'Ettulmee. We would go to that returnee if he had 

. at that time. Maybe he had been processed 
In a military hospital elsewhere. We would con­
and say, follow up with him. 

~.: ... - ask that returnee, where did he get the name. 
"y, I Was in a cell with another POW who roomed 
a carrier with this individual. He got shot down a 
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month before the other prisoner arrived, and all I did 
about him. Does anybody know about him? No one ever saw 
the prison system. That is how his name got into the system. 

Senator GRASSLEY. I feel good about your explanation. 
follow up, what you just described to me, will that be reltle<:teQ 
the information that you give to the committee, and will 
mation be available so that we can know how you have ArMu'" 

each conclusion? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. We will do it name by name, as far as 

are concerned. That is no problem. 
Senator GRASSLEY. So we will have access to that? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Yes, sir. 
Senator GRASSLEY. You were given this list of names y~~~;~ 

Did you bring these fIles with you today to clear up any d 
cies, and if not, why not? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. No, sir. I did not bring any cases here 
Senator GRASSLEY. Can you tell me why you did not? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. I was not asked. I did not think it was 

priate to go case by case here. But I can certainly, ascs,~I,hl::~i()ti 
provide the committee with that analysis. That is no p 

Senator GRASSLEY. Thank you, Mr. Trowbridge. 
Senator SMITH. We only have about 5 or 6 minutes left on 

vote. We probably should suspend for a few minutes. Let us 
5-minute recess. I am sure Senator Kerry will be back by then, 
we will go Mead down and vote. 

[Recess.] 
The CHAiRMAN. The hearing will come to order. While I wait 

colleagues to return, I am going to proceed with some of the 
dane but record-necessary questions, if we can, and then I 
get back into some other more substantive matters. 

Mr. Sungenis, let me ask you if you would, please, so we 
tablish this formally on the record-would you explain the 
ries that your office used to classify casualties during and 
Vietnam War. In other words hostile, killed, died nOl>-n'''' 
POW IMIA. I would like to have your explanation of the categol 

Mr. SUNGENIS. Yes, sir. 
[pause.] 
Mr. SUNGENIS. My office published what was called a nost-<:8 

tire book. 
The CHAIRMAN. Could you put the mike down a little bit. 
Mr. SUNGENIS. And it had the following categories: died, 

action; died, non-hostile action. 
The CHAiRMAN. Well what about during? I do not want 

setIre. And the point is that this all changed, correct? 
Mr. SUNGENIS. Excuse me, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Now what were the tIrst categories? . 
Mr. SUNGENIS. If you will just bear with me one moment, sir. 
[pause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. Let me just say to you-I am going to 

my own question since you have not answered it. These are 
the detailed questions we need to ask, but other colleagues 
who have not had a chance to ask questions yet so I am 
cede to them. Then we can always come back to this if we can· 

So let me turn first to Senator Robb. 
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Mr. Chairman, because I have been out presiding 
I do not have the continuity. I will yield the time 
to you. 
Senator Daschle. 

--:~~ Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I too have had *' this morning, but I wanted to clarify some of 
addressed in earlier questioning. 

~~;t:~t~!1Mr. Trowbridge, that it was under the au­
II . Secretary of Defense that you were re-

certam numbers that appeared to be in conflict 
given to us by the services. What I am confused 
would be the assistant secretary who would author­

~Jft~';:!~~~~'~~ it determine for you that these numbers 
., than what numbers were reported by the 

Actually, as I mentioned earlier we start 
when the services provide the nam~s to us or 

State Department. As far as I know, ther~ 
numbers. The DOD numbers plus the civil­
we are totally in sync with the Department 

=~:;~i:'f""'S' or Mr. Sungenis' office, with the excep-

the Deputy Assistant Secretary's Office for 
know who those individuals are. They happen 

that were lost overboard. The Navy can ad­
who they are. They are not in the numbers 

Who they are and, in effect, we have them in our da: 

~h.airWme'mll, Mr. Trowbridge, that is not the answer 
~. when he asked you to clarify the dispari­

number ,?f deserters that we were pre­
that y.ou !ndlcated to exist. I mean how 

that one mdlcatlOn of the disparities that exist 
i><;yond the explanation you have just provided. 

__ .rSlr W,: have no responsibility for deserters. As 
IS not a deserter, I understand the ques­

tbrocelrtairh,lv should have them in your database to 
~ fIles of the individual services trying 

~~r~as a deserter in country, and we came up 

--.a. So do I understand that all of the services are 
~IA, except for the two that Mr. Trowbridge 
1JI sync. Is tJ:la.t a correct interpretation? 
'th dare mdIVIduals that are unaccounted for 

WI eserters. . 
I understand it had nothing to do with desert-

:"!I'Cllta.That's my understanding. 
:o;~:~Wh~i~at I am asking is is there agreement is 
~ DIA and .the se~ces with regard to' all 

to the commIttee this morning? 
answer that one, sir? 
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The CHAIRMAN. Can I ask you, Mr. Sungenis, do you there is? 
Mr. SUNGENIS. Yes, sir. I just wanted to get the detailed bers. In the official DOD file there are today 2,226 names those whose bodies have not been recovered. I use that cause that is the term that my organization uses. I don't other term other than, if you remember in my introductory ment, I said so many remains had been recovered, so mains had not been recovered. So I don't understand, nor know what the intelligence community does with these gories. 
Senator DASCHL:E. Let me stop you there, right there, therein lies the problem. What you have just said is more than you may realize. You just said you do not understand, you fully appreciate the DIA interpretation of these We're all under the same roof, and for the life of me I don't stand why there hasn't been more cohesion, more effort try to correlate these numbers so you do understand after 20 Mr. SUNGENIS. I have no explanation for that, Senator. Senator DASCHL:E. Therein lies the tragedy. 
Mr. SUNGENIS. I have a directive which I follow m"W;UIOUSll tells me what I will report, how I will report. I deal directly the military services. I have no instructions anywhere to deal the Defense Intelligence Agency. It's outside of my realm. Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Sir, can I try to add something to that. Senator DASCHL:E. Well, if you think you can. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. The number that he just gave you is the number that our agencies carries, the 2,226 individuals. The CHAIRMAN. They were not always in sync, were they? Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Over the years, no, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. OK, so they got into sync by getting to~:etller I agreeing to get them in sync, right? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Right. 
The CHAIRMAN. And a lot of names were kind of scrubbed, speak, in that process. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. At various periods of time, yes. DOD did have some individuals that we had and vice versa. The CHAIRMAN. And to follow up on Senator Daschle's therein lies another part of the problem. You agree. You arc ding your head. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Yes, sir. 
Senator DASCHL:E. Mr. Sungenis, let me just follow up on thing. You said you were not directed to work with DIA in to find some accommodation for the differences that exist approaches and your calculations. I take it from that that you were not directed to do so, you did not do so. Was there a hibition? 
Mr. SUNGENIS. No, sir. I may have misled you. Over the have maintained the official casualty file. Periodically, and regularly, my information is provided to anybody and even'~ who is interested and involved. Periodically, when I rerun my I'll distribute it to all the military services with the request they review what we have and if there are any discrepancies, know. DIA has always been a recipient of our information. It's 
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rt
· . ated in making decisions about the ver pa IClP k ne . I wanted to rna e. 

the pot\st seems to me, as involved as you webe, '.'-s t J d as everyone here proclaims to e m intet::,S~ information the most coordinated effort the ~ then it w~uld seem just common sense 
hone and say Mr. Trowbndge, we 

up I do n~t understand, and so let us Sit dOWd thing out so we can better understand an 
"'DlIO"dinatE~ fashion. t ld t do so .. .' that because you were not 0 0 , saymg 18 a message once and a while, to anyOO?y "rnt the~hat could include the families, it .coul~ l'}t 
(:ongr<~m,ei~~ould include the press. Mr. Trhowbr~tg~ 'tdo ou are sending us messages ere a 

y reciate the consequences of. But the .mes­
ap,ft ou might as well have been in two differ­~ l~k into this thing, for as little cooperatlOn 

~~~r~th::'matter, and I will not belabor this 
. is You had said, Mr. Trow~ndge, that 

was in answer to a quesbon by Sen-inlfotrhne"rilejOlw'·as-t.nn·18o information that ~nyone was held ~:ma~ .. in 1973. Is that the same as saymg that you had 
all known POW's were released? 

:~r.!:::~.NO, sir, it's not. .' So h t Well I would not think it is eith~r. . w d in bein able to say-I mean what sabsfactlOn 0 . tha~ you did not have any mformatlOn that :~:teld again;;t thei~ w~ll, when the fact was that 
little informabon penod . I . di t d n individual ~BRl(DG.E.. In some cases, as In. ca e , a d the put into prisoner status, say m 1968, base on had a good chute and reached the ground and was had anything more on the individual. He never ap­

systems. We never had any other mformatlOn 
carried as a prisoner up to that bme. . 
Operation Homecoming, you know we revIew~ ~ll that they had. We had not!,ing at that pomt m 
indicate that individual was m capbvIty. . . DJ~Hr.:E: And it was on that basis you made decISlOns 

the investigation would continue. 
discrepancies still exist today. These are 

investigations. These are the cases that are ti.'e d,s­Since 1973 we have pressed for the informatlO~ on 
fact that the services may have placed them ,'.' a 

of death in a status review has had no bearmg ,;;;.u~;~~~~,~~ to follow, or to find information on that 
as I indicated---of that original 97, in a pnsoner have determined the fate of all but 55. 

DASCHL:E. Well I have used more than my time and I 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. . ~~:::. I would like to just intercede here, If I can, for a .. I do not want to lose the train of thought here. 
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But I am very troubled, from my first round of questioning tm:oUigh 
now. I think there is a semantical game being played here, 
a kind of semantical game that has driven families around 
bend over the course of 20 years and, frankly, not really done 
self a lot of credit. 

This committee has found various kinds of evidence. What 
deem-as a lawyer, I certainly am not going to tell you 
would say the weight of it is or what standard of proof there 
be yet, but it is evidence. Mr. Trowbridge, you know as well as 
there is signal intelligence that tracked people. Is that not COl·r .. ," 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. That's correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. You know as well as I do there is human' 

gence that reported on people. Is that not correct? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. That's correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is evidence, is it not? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. It's evidence. 
The CHAIRMAN. And people were carried in the title prisoner 

war based on that evidence, were they not? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. That's correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. And they were expected to come home in 1973 

Operation Homecoming, correct? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. That's correct. . 
The CHAIRMAN. And they did not come home, some of them, 

they? 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. That's correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. So when you sit there and say that on the 

date you did not have evidence they were held against their 
that is not, in fact, true. Because the last evidence you had 
that they were held against their will. Maybe a year earlier, 
9 months earlier, but the last-the United States of America 
about its service person-he was held against his will, correct? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. In some cases they were made-I want to 
yes to you, but I want to give you a little qualifier. There 
some cases, he was last known alive and he was in the pro""'"U'l 
where he should have been captured. And based on 
tion, he was made a prisoner. 

The CHAIRMAN. I understand that. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. We have information, for instance, two in<hvl.a· 

uals in Laos. We knew they were in captivity; they did not 
home. We had information that they probably died. 

The CHAIRMAN. Therefore, it gets back-yes, but I am not 
about the ones we then gained information on that they had 
am talking about the people that you carried as POW. They 
come home. And to go back to what Senator Bob Kerrey raised 
lier, there was an attitude then. We wanted out. 

The fact is, that when Roger Shields turned around and 
there is no evidence anybody is alive, that was not true. 
evidence we held was that people were in captivity, correct? 
people, yes or no? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Some people, yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. There you have it. 
Senator McCAIN. Mr. Chairman, if you would like to engage in 8 

dialog on this, I would be glad to. Is it not true that in many, man~ 
cases, there was a presumption that they were alive unless we hsu 
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were dead, which in my view is the proper way to ad· 
who is missing in action. Is that correct, Mr. 

Yes, sir; that is the Government's position 
.. "mr'll on the assumption that someone is still alive if we 

evidence. 
, There were people who were shot down in 

M'''w''as'''''no evidence of them being alive but there clear· 
evidence of them being dead. Is that correct, Mr. Trow· 

~1f!U~D<GE. That's correct. 
Thank you. 

~;~~:~jNow it is fair to say that we are making a great· 
find out about these people than we did in 1973, 

we not? 
~:~~~I:Well, yes, sir, we have access to those coun· 
,:] there traveling all over those countries now. 

I think the critical component here, the one 
want to emphasize I am not saying that we knew 

were alive. That is the difficulty here. But we 
dead. 

r.;::~.E; ·'·n"r.o true, we never said they were dead. 
p That is not accurate. The way the information 

they were dead. I mean there are plenty of sto­
'~~~~~1~: the Shields statement as saying we don't be­
'" alive. In fact Richard Nixon was quoted as saying 

also quoted as saying, specifically, all the prisoners 
~:;~I~~ca~n show you the quote. 
'" I can't speak for them. 
!Alou.~I~. Well, why do you think this issue is alive today 

Iio1I1'BIRIDGE,. I can't speak for them or why they said what 

But they were not correct, were they? 
I don't know what they said, so I won't say one 

You do not lo,ow that the President of the 
---c.-··,.. that all the prisoners of war have returned. You 

~'BItIDG'E. No, sir. 

j:;:E; never read that. 
I never read that. 

have never had anybody tell you that Rich· 

~;::::~~. I don't recall that, no, sir. 
~ . I cannot believe, Mr. Trowbridge, nobody ever 

to you III your position, that you never heard a comment 
was the official policy of the United States. 

~::i~,~' No, sir. If I had heard it at one time, I certain· !. it today. 
:;::~IE~Senator Kassebaum. 
::: . As far as our agency was concerned, a man was 
.. a Prisoner regardless of what the services may have 
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done in the status reviews. We have still tracked that man just 
he was a prisoner today. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the question is do you see, Mr. Trow~riidge-.... 
as a human being--<lo you see the reason that there is 
in credibility here just based on what you have now said in answler: 
to my questions and based on what is there for anybody to 
Do you see the gap? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Oh, I can see where there's confusion, 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator Robb, Senator Kassebaum was 

I will come right back to you unless you want to intercede q':1ICK1y.' 
Senator ROBB. It is on the same topic. Mr. Chairman, --~--"': .. J -~ 

Just a quick question, and if it has been clarified earlier, I 
it from the record, but could you tell us what was done by 
DIA to clarify any discrepancies that were discovered when 
was received from North Vietnam of Americans that were 
held? What actions did you take at that time to resolve any 
ences between your lists and the lists that we received from 
North Vietnamese? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Well there were a number of lists, but the 
ernment lists that were provided, we compared those, of 

Senator ROBB. The question, essentially, though, is what 
did either DOD or DIA take to try to resolve any of the discrepan­
cies at that point? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Of those discrepancies, people did not ret:UI1Il. 
this information was made known to the policymakers. As far 
know, there were various demarches that were made to the valciotlS 
governments of Vietnam relative to these discrepancies, 
known alive cases that were unaccounted for. And that CUI"Llll UO,," 
on until today. 

Senator ROBB. Mr. Chairman, do we have copies of any of the de­
marches or whatever, that might have been made to document 
particular activity? I do not think I have the Chairman's attentio, •. 

The CHAIRMAN. Excuse me, I apologize, Senator. 
Senator ROBB. I was asking if we have copies of any of the de­

marches or other communications that might reflect the kind of ac­
tivity that took place when the list was received from the 
Vietnamese about the list of people that they held. And we ch.ock.lCI 
our own list, whatever list, at the time, and any activity we 
verify those discrepancies. 

The CHAIRMAN. We have located a very extensive archive; an 
index of that kind of information within the Archives within the 
Kissinger papers. As I mentioned before you got here, Dr. Kissin­
ger has agreed to let us look at those, but we are still tugging WIth 
the White House over the issue of Executive privilege. It is our 
hope we will get access to them, forthwith. 

Senator ROBB. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
[Statements of Service Casualty Officers Follows] 

PREPARED STATEMENT OF CoLONEL MICHAEL SPINELLO 

RESUME OF SERVICE CAREER OF MICHAEL THOMAS SPINELLO, COWNEL 

Date and place of birth: April 14. 1945. New umdon. Connecticut. 
Years of actiue commissioned seroice: Over 24 years. 
Present assignment: Director, Casualty and Memorial AtTairs Operations Centel'. 

2461 Eisenhower Avenue. Alexandria, Virginia 22331, since January 16, 1990. 

95 

Airborne, Ranger, Air Derense Artillery-basic and advanced 
. Staff College. . 

. United States Mi1itary Academy-BS degree-no major. In­
.... t;y--M~ degree-physical education. 



MAJOR DUTY ASSIGNMENTS 
From To 

Assignment 
JanualY 1968 ......... . .............. March 1968 ......................... ~atooo leader. B Batl"Y. 2d Battalion. 61st Artill"Y. Okinawa March 1968 ............. . ............ September 1968 ............. .............. Executive Officer. B Batl"Y. 2d Batlalion. 61st Artill.lY. Okinawa September 1968 ..... . .. ......... FebrualY 1969 ............................... Executive Officer. A Batl"Y. 2d Batlalion. 61st Artill'IY. Okinawa FebrualY 1969 .... .... ................... ... June 1969 ..................... .. .............. Batl"Y Commander. B BatlelY. 2d Batlalion. 61st Artill'IY. Okinawa June 1969 ............ ......... September 1969 ...................... ... .. Watch Officer. G-3. XXIV CorPS. Phu Bai. V~tnam September 1969 ............................ March 1970 ... . ....... liaison Officer. HQ XXIV Corps. Phu Bai. Vietnam March 1970 ................. .. .............. .. June 1970 .................................... A~.-d.·Camp. HQ XXIV Corps. Da Nang. Vi.tnam June 1970 ..................................... April 1972 .......................... . ....... Assistant G-1. HQ XVIII Airborn. Corps. Fort Bragg. North Carolina April 1972 ..................................... June 1973 ... . .................... Company Commander. H&S Company. Support Battalion. 5th SFGA. Fort Bragg. North Carolina 

August 1975 ................................. June 1978 ................ .. .... Instruct",. United Stales MilitalY Academy. West ""nt. N.w Yorl. June 1978 ..................................... June 1980 ..................................... Personnel Distribution Officer. MllPERCEN. Alexandria. Virginia JanualY 1981 ................................ July 1983 .......... ............ Senior Personnel Advisor. 78th Division (Training). Edison. New Jersey Ju~ 1983 ...................................... June 1984 ..................................... Chi.f. Combat Se",ce Support Branch. EPMO. 1st PERSCOM. Schw.tzingen. Germany June 1984 ..................................... June 1986 ......... ...........................• Adjutant Generat. US Command Berlin. Benin. Germany June 1986 ................•.................. June 1988 ..................................... ACoIS. G-1/ DPCA. US Command Berlin. Berlin. Germany June 1988 ..................................... December 1988 ............................. Operations/ Executive Officer. ROBUST Task Force. DCSA, Washington. DC December 1988 ............................. ApritI989 ..................................... OperatiOns Officer. Managementtnitiatives Task Force. OCSA. Washington. DC April 1989 ..................................... JanualY 1990 ................................ Team Chief. Total Quality Manag.ment Team. DCSA, Washington. DC January 1990 ................................ . .......................................... Director. Casualty and M.m",ial Affairs Operations Center and Chairman. Centrat Joint Mortuary Affairs Office. US Totat - ------ -- -------_ . 
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of gases and like chemical warfare agents or effects of exposure to radioactive 
substances; 

4) Missing In Action: Whereabouts and status unknown and absence appears 
to be involuntary; 

5) Captured: Defmitely known to have been taken into custcxly of a hostile 
force as a result of and for reasons arising out of any armed conflict in which 
the Armed Forces of The United States are engaged; and, 

6) Interned: Definitely known to have been taken into custody of a nonbellig. 
erent foreign power as the result of and for reasons arising out of any armed 
conflict in which the Armed. Forces of the United States are engaged. 

The three nonbattle casualty categories were: 
1) Nonbattle dead, All deatba other tban "killed in action" and "died 0( 

wounds received in action." Exceptions to this were to be personnel who died of 
nonbattle causes while in a captured status. These soldiers were to be classified 
as battle dead; 

2) Nonbattle missing: Whereabouts and status unknown, and absence ap­
peared to be involuntary and not in action; and, 

S) Nonbattle sick and injured: Personnel whose illnesses or injuries were not 
sustained in action and who were admitted to a hospital or who were evacuated 
from their units for admission to a medical treatment facility outside the divi­
sion, ship, or similar area. 

Beginning in 1966, battle casualties ~an being referred to "as a result of hostile 
action," with only four categories, killed in action, died of wounds or injuries re­
ceived in action, wounded or injured in action, and missing. Based on the Missing 
Persons Act, the category missing was further divided into seven sub-categories de­
scribing the physical status or condition of the missing personnel: 

1) Missing; 
2) Missing in Action; 
3) Interned in a foreign country; 
4) Captured by a hoetile force (Captured), described all casualti .. as the result 

of hostile action definitely known to have been taken into custody by a hostile 
force as a result of and for reasons arising out of any armed. conflict in which 
Armed. Forces of the United States are engaged. provided a state of war exists; 

5) Beleaguered by a hostile force: used to describe an organized element 
which has been surrounded by a hostile force to preclude escape of its members; 

6) Besieged by a hostile force: used to describe an organized element which 
has been surrounded by a hostile force for the purpose of compelling it to sur­
render; and. 

7) Detained in a foreign country againat his will, uaed to describe all casual· 
ties as the result of hostile action who are definitely known to have been taken 
into custody by a hostile force while apparently alive and there is no conclusive 
evidence that they died after being taken into custody, provided the casualty 
occurs at a time when the United States is not in a state of war. 

Soldiers who were being carried as absent without leave (AWOL) or in a deserter 
status were not reported as casualties. Deserters are dropped. from the military ro1!& 
and have no status until returned to military control. If information became avail­
able that indicated that the soldier did not absent himself voluntarily and was re­
portable in one of the casualty categories, he was. at that time, reported as a cas~­
ty. This would have included soldiers for whom definite information became avail­
able that the soldier had been taken into custody by hostile forces. The reporting 
command would then report this soldier as captured. 

The term "Prisoner of War" (POW) is primarily defmed in Article 4 of the 
Geneva Convention Relative to the Treatment of Prisoners of War of August 12. 
1949. The Army does not use this term as a casualty status; instead. a soldier known 
to be in this situation would be reported as "captured." 

The best way to explain the casualty reporting process is to describe a casualty 
incident. The following describes the steps involved in each casualty case. 

Army Doctrine dictated that DA Form 1155 (Witness Statement) and DA Form 
1156 (Casualty Feeder Report) were to be completed by every witness to the incide~~ 
and the appropriate unit, respectively. These forms were to be forwarded to the U

th
D1 

personnel section at battalion level within 24 hours of occurrence, or as soon as e 
battlefield situation permitted. The unit personnel section consolidated. these .~ 
ports. Tbe consolidated report was forwarded to the Brigade for delivery ~ the DiVl­
sion From the Division the reports were submitted by telephone to Umted StateS 
~y Vietnam (USARV, headquarters where they were transmitted to the Casualty 
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The Adjutant General, Department of Army, by the most expedi-
-lI""'clly electronic message. .. . . 
.1 . • ries of soldiers who had stated In wrltlng that they did not 

1I\Jrted
U 

to their Next of Kin were sent to Department of Army 
repo 

. iog persons, the commander reports the soldier missin~. ~his 
oIDllSS based on a formal investigation. Once reported as mLSSmg, 
.. ~~eral acting for the Army Secretary, may change that status. 

=C. ___ Act prescribes that the Service Secretaries will ensure that 
are reviewed before the end of a 12-m?nth pe~od in ~hat 

. or a later review, when warranted by mformatlon recelved 
:aa""'on':es, the Secretary. or his designee, will make one of two deter-

..-vice member can reasonably be presumed to be living and direct a 
of missing status; or, 
preBumptive finding of death. 

I!b~tion made by the Secretary, or his designee, is bin~ing ~n all other 
ncies of the United States. The Secretary. or hlS desIgnee. may, br circumstances, reconsider a determination. To th~ ~t of my 

authority to make these casualty deternllnations has 

casualties were reported using these proc~ures. ~e only 
location of casualties that occurred durmg spec181 oper­

South Vietnam or Southeast Asia. The actual location was 
became declassified. . . 

s:.g:~,~~t conflict the Army compiled and reported the statistics 
.. of Defense Instruction 7730.22, Statistical Report of 

These statistics included breakouta of casualties 
and those not the result of actions by hostile 

~~~;~~:§~~§~~~2~·~1were separated by killed. wounded 
casualties not as a result of 

811_... ill or injured. and missing. Casual-
were identified 88 occurring in Vietnam, 
to the Department of Defense Instruction 7730.22 

!~~~;?~f~~~~~§:as to whether they occurred. on the ground These were the only statistics regularly 
by the Army Casualty Division, Office of 

Other reports would have been one time requests from vari· 

-U very closely with the Department of Defense POW IMIA section 
and maintaining statistics on unaccounted for Americans. The. ~ost 
.. reported. in the June I, 1992 DlA "Monthly POW/MIA StatlStical 
a total 674 unaccounted for Army 1()8seS. This report also breaks 
.. 317 Killed in Action/Body Not Recovered and 357 as Prisoners of 
Action. 
DlA "Monthly PW /MIA Statistical Report" excludes deserters, 
where the individual was originally carried as AWOL, but later 

resulted in the Presumptive Finding of Death. . 
It '~~~~~~~.~Z.e~As;~ istance Command Vietnam prepared a consolI­
.G A further screening of this roster with records 
'~~:::nDror~"tiCID Point and the DlA has reduced this list to 16. J been added to the "MIA list" since January 1973. 

unexpected, information become available, any of these 16 people 
etatua changed, to include being added to missing or missing in 

this concludes my testimony. Are there any questions? 

&r4TD1KHT OF A.A. QU&BODEAUX, CoLONEL, UNITED STATES MARINES 
eo ... 

WITNESS LIST 

io.:::":': A.A. Quebodeaux. Director, Human Resource Division. Manpow­
Department, Headquarters, United States Marine Corps. 
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Back·up: Major K.H. Schultz, Head, Personal Affairs Branch, Humanl"~LI"" 
Division, Manpower and Reserve Affairs, Department, Headquarters. 
Marine Corps. 

Captain D.J. Greco. Head, Casualty Section, Human Resources . . 
eT and Reserve Affairs Department, Headquarters, United States Marine 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity to address the committee 
Corps casualty reporting during the conflict in Southeast Asia until the 

I will begin by briefly outlining the reporting . 
during the conflict in Southeast Asia. During the 

~y reporting procedures were governed by title 37. ~~j~~~~:~~~~~;r~ Sections 551 to 558, referred to as the Missing Persons 
which specified the categories of personnel losses; and 
of December 2, 1963, which outlined casualty reporting the Services. 
this higher direction, the Marine Corps Casualty Procedures Manual (MOO 
established specific reporting criteria for Marine casualties. 

Casualties during this period were categorized in accordance with the above 
utes and regulations. While there are a number of categories describ)iin~g~u~:U~;~I!= 
in general, I will address only a few of these terms. The term "Battle C 
used to describe any Marine lost because of death, wounds, missing, capture, or ' 
terment, providing such loss occurred in action. The term "Killed in Action" 
scribed battle or hostile casualties, or those killed outright in the presence of 
enemy, or died of wounds or other injuries before reaching any medical t""atln" 
facility. "Missing in Action" described all battle and hostile casualties whose 
abouts or actual fate could not be determined, and who were neither known, 
reasonably determined to be, in an unauthorized absence status. "Captured" 
scribed all battle or hostile casualties definitely known to have been taken into 
tody by a hostile force as a result of, and for reasons arising from any ruet in which the Armed Forces of the United States are engaged. The te:'"rm '''-:.::'~ 
oner of War" is derived from the Geneva Convention of 1949 and has come 
associated with those captured. Regulations further describe all captured 
officially reported through the International Committee of the Red Cross, or 
wise officially determined as having been taken into custody by a hostile force 
"Prisoners of War". 

During the conflict in Southeast Asia the of casualties was the 

responsibility of the division and wing ~1~':;~~re~.~~~~~:;~1~,,~:~~~~t'; nal casualty reporting procedures wer..e 
field used the criteria established in Marine for 
porting. Reporting of casualties was based on reports received from 
sources such as morning reports, intelligence data reports, and 
Commanders reported casualties by message to Headquarters, Marine 
following agencies also received the commanders casualty by means 
sage; Secretary of the Navy; Chief, Bureau of Medicine . the 
Corps Finance Center; Mortuary Facilities (Da Nang, 
priate. Casualty 1()9;e8 were reported to the Office of 
fense (Comptroller) who was responsible for maintaining the 
and who served as the central repository for all U.S. casualties in So,ottleast 

I will now briefly describe how HPresumptive Findings of Death" 
Marines reported missing in action. A Marine missing in action was re[lOrted 
commander in accordance with the criteria established and was 
status until the Marine was officially determined otherwise. The SeCI'E,talry 
Navy designated the Head, Personal Affairs Branch, Headquarters, 
Corps as the office authorized to make presumptive findings of death. 
ing commander discovered conclusive evidence of death after initial ~~Ib,,!!ss.!?-"~ 

report of missing in action, the commande~~]~f~~~~;~~~~ Headquarters, Marine Corps by message with a 
termined. Conclusive evidence of death was 

Tine's remains were not recoverable, when i[~1~~~~~~~~;~ pearance, statements of witness, results of search operation, or 
as terrain, depth of water, temperature and other climatic 
the possibility of the Marine's survival was too remote to be 
Upon receipt of fmdings to support a determination of death for 
in action, the Head of Personnel Affairs Branch, Headquarters 
viewed all available information concerning the case. If 
was made, Headquarters, Marine Corps reported such to 
sage. In addition, as established in title 37, United States 
555 the Head, Personal Affairs Branch, Headquarters, Marine 
vie..w of cases of missing Marines. In this review, intelligence 
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~
r~:~~~POWs, or other information or fmdings may be used to finding of death. Additionally, a presumptive finding of 

in the absence, thereof, of any information from all 
survived in conjunction with the lapse of time without indi-

~~~~\:;:;~~~:~Yi~P,~ro~V1~'~d::es a monthly report of casualties to Washing­
.. in their master data base. During the con-

:~~~~e~i.'~%l~l reports were sent to the Directorate for Information 
. was designated as the central repository responsi-

processing and dissemination of official statistical data on U.S. 

records reveal that 283 Marines are unaccounted for 
:'"'~-'~::;::'~-number, 179 were classified as having been killed in 

~:~;?~~~ The remaining 104 have been determined to be dead 
~ of 

as unauthorized absentees during the South­
are not considered casualties. Should evidence be re­
status would be changed accordingly. 
my statement. 

~'A1_ STATEMENT OP CAPTAIN MARGARET S. DEBIEN, USN 

.... r .... Clinton, OH, Captain Debien is a graduate of Bowling Green 
where she earned a B.S. in education with a major in English. 
the Navy in 1970, she taught English at the senior high school 

":~l~~;~~r~~~~~(~~ Captain Debien was assigned to A as Top Socret Control and Sp&-
followed that tour with an assignment to the Personnel 

,..,.~:;;:_~-.- the Women's Royal Naval Service, United Kingdom, as As-
for recruit training. Captain Debien was subsequently as-

... "",rted' Naval Personnel to the Officer Recall and Release Section. 
r' to Commander Training Command, U.S. Atlantic Fleet, as 

Captain Debien served as Executive Officer, Personnel Sup­
,1I_aii, and subsequently she reported as Executive Assistant to the 

~~~~~Ma~te~r~ial~.'? was~hingto~'~~n~'~DCt~'~From 1988 to 1985, she served as Support Activity, Northern Europe, London, United 
the Naval War College in 1988, she reported 

. " (OP-806D), staff of the Chief of 
to Bureau of Naval Personnel in 

Director, Personal, Family and Community Sup-

~_";"-'- a Master of Science degree in Administration (Personnel 
Washington University and a Master of Arts degree in 

~~::~=~~S~tu~di~'!!8 from the Naval War College. Her personal SeTVlce Medal (with Gold Star in lieu of second 
Medal (with two Gold Stan! in lieu of third 

Navy personnel casualty reporting was 
of Defense directive, which provided 
of c:as~alty was reported. Title 37, 

mtSStng .persons for pay and allow-
. 7730.22 defines the categories of per-

_~~:J;~n:~ C8;8ualties which fell within the scope of these two 
: comtlance with their guidelines. 

COn let, Navy reported 2,551 service members as having 
u~c:cou!lted ~or today. Of these 448 personnel, 120 were 
~lOg .m acbon or captured. 

dunng Vietnam, Navy casualties were assigned to catego-
ca the follC!wing terms established by 000: killed in action 

• ptured. and lOterned. Killed in action applied to any battle cas: 
lbelnber was killed outright or who died. as a result of wounds or 
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th injuries before reaching any medical treatment facility. Missing in action 
o Ii:: to aU battle casualties whose whereabouts or factual fate could not be 
~ined and who were not known to have deserted or to have been absent . 
teave. Captured applied to all battle casualties definitely known to have 
into custody of a hostile force as a result of or for reasons arising out of 
conflict which armed forces of the United States were engaged. Interned 
all battle casualties known to have been taken into custody of a . 
eign power 88 the result of and for reasons arising out of any 
which armed forces of the United States were engaged. No Navy persoMel 
placed in the beleaguered or the besieged category. 

The commanding officer of the unit to which a service member was .. ~::~:~ 
responsibility for initially placing 8 service member in a ... ,rtillutar II< 
The determination made by the commanding officer. who 
position to determine a member's status, was based upon all 
including observation, radio contact. and intelligence reports. 
was reported to the Chief of Naval Personnel by electronic 
occurrence of a personnel casualty which was operationally related 
sion of an operational re~rt, commonly referred to as an OPREP, also by 
message, to the Chief of Naval OperatiOns. 

The only Navy personnel losses not reported under personnel casualty re'lOr1:m. 
procedures were those members classified as unauthorized absentees 
who fell under entirely separate reporting and tracking procedures. Of 
members currently unaccounted for, two were initially listed IS ~~:;~b~ 
1973, the status of both was changed to missing and fmally to d, 
further investigation into their disappearance. Two other members 
as deserters continue to be carried as such. Neither is reflected in Navy 
unaccounted for statistics, and no other absentees or deserters have been 
the Southeast Asia casualty numbers since 1973. There is no information av"il,lblt. 
to the Navy that indicates the number of MIA's is expected to grow. 

Upon receipt of a personnel casualty report, the Bureau of Naval Personnel 
ported all information to the DOD Comptroller, who was responsible for 
iog the official DOD . and who served as the central repository 
United States conflict information. The Bureau of Naval Personnel 
submitted to the a weekly report of casualties, by a 

of the Certificate Form 1300), which is prepared~~E~~;~~'i each Navy maintained, for internal and 
poses, a running log that for mem!>ers, 
generated by the Defense 
counting. To the best of our 
lists since the last status changes 
all unaccounted for personnel were 

The final authority regarding 
taries, as established in Chapter 10, 
Act). This law requires the Secretary 
sonal Family and Community Support Division 
make the determination of a missing service 
determination within 12 months of the member's 
of death is made only if the service member can no 
to be living, where the circumstances of disappearance, 
information, and an extreme improbability of receiving any 
at a subsequent date warrant such a determination. Upon 
dente, for example information obtained through interviews 
onen of war, a further review is made in applicable cases. 
counted for personnel has been reviewed and established as ;';';;;;;I:-;;.;ti 
ations to status since the early 1980's. We have no infonnation that a Service 
tary casualty determination was ever overridden by higher authority. '_It 

Mr. Chairman, I want to assure you that we in the Navy have historically f~ 
deep commitment, indeed obligation, to maintain the most accurate records and 
vide full and complete information, as available, to the Department of Defense 
to our affected families. It is one important way in which we can and do take 
our own. 

PREPARED STATEMENT OF BRIGADIER GENERAL MICHAEL D. McGINTY 

Brigadier General Michael D. McGinty is Vice Commander, Air Force Milia"': 
Personnel Center, Randolph Air Force Base, Texas. 
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was born September 20. 1942, in Waukegan, IL, and graduated 
High School in 1960. He earned a Bachelor of Arts degree in 

University of Minnesota in 1964 and a Master of Science 
~~~~:~~~" ~from Shippensburg University in 1983. The Cener· 
~ in 1974, Air Command and Staff College in 

~;=.:;~~~ ~~fE Li:~~'~·~c~~~~);;'2h the Air Force Reserve Offi· G entered pilot training at 
and was awarded wings in March 1966. 

~~~~~~~~A~:O';;~:A:~ir Force Base, AR, he became 8th Tactical Fighter Wing, 

as an F-4 pilot to the 9th Tactical Fighter 
Spangdahlem Air Base, West Germany. He 

~,~~!!.'y, in July 1008 and served with the 81Bt 
he moved to the 10th Tactical 

~E~~~i~~i~~~~~~~~!~~~2~:~~ Reports Division, Air Force Base, OH, 
senior officer manage-

F -4 flight commander with the 90th Tactical Fighter Squad· 
Wing, Clark Air Base, Philippines, from November 1975 to 

L: L ___ • __ Chief of the Standardization and Evaluation Division, 

tr.lllBlren~ to the 49th Tactical Fighter Wing. Holloman Air 
served as Chief of the Standardization and Evaluation 

operations officer for the 9th Tactical Fighter Squadron from 
1978. The General was assigned as Chief of the Rated Officer 

"fi;::~!~ Headquarters Tactical Air Command. Langley Air Force 
and as Chief of the Officer Assignments Division in Septem-

~~~~~~?~~De~p~:uty Commander for operations, 355th Tactical Force Base, AR, from June 1983 until May 1984, 
for Operations. In March 1985 he became 
Military Personnel Center. He was assigned 

1'""jo,1 Fighter Wing, Royal Air Force Station AI· 
became Commander in March 1988. In June 

H!~dq~~':.ters_ Air Training Command. Randolph Air Force 
and Requirements. In October 1990 he 
Military Personnel Center and Dep~9' 

~,;:::~~~el for Military Personnel, at Randolph. He 
F, 1991. 

more than 3,200 flying hours. He flew 115 
~cllu.ling North Vietnam. His military 

with oak leaf cluster, Distin-
~'~l;~t~~ Service Medal with three 
~ and Air Force Commenda-

~ J~~?~~~;'"d.;~~f':-:~;'~ the opportunity to be ~ and reporting the status 

establishes the authority of the Secre­
to make casualty determinations. The law, 
persons, was enacted to alleviate financial 

members of Unifonned Services who are official. 
in a missing status. The term "missing status" as 

those personnel categorized as missing; missing in 
country; beleaguered. besieged or captured by hostile 

;;;:=~~;~~ country against their will. conflict, the specific casualty category of an individ· 
or her commander. Commanders would report individ­

. of hostile action as either umisein, in action" or "cap-
the mformation available to them at the tune. The commander 
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could change the "missing" status upon receipt of conclusive evidence of death . 
required the Secretary . of the Air Force. to f';'}ly: ~vie.w the indivi~ual'8 """uatty 
status prior to completion of 12 months m a mlSSmg' status. During 
the Service Secretary could direct a continuation of the missing status . 
ble presumption of life, or make a finding of death. The Secretary may 
status whenever additional information is received. Change in status could 
on receipt of conclusive evidence or reasonable presumption of death by the 
tary. 

After the Paris Peace Accords were signed and our prisoners of war returned 
1978, the Secretary initiated. a review of the status of all who . 
ing in action" or "captured" category. These reviews were 
August 1973 due to litigation by several next of kin. The 
Title 37, Chapter 10, Sections 555 and 556, were . 
not allow next of kin due process rights. At the same 
Defense requested. that the Service Secretaries make each p');:~~;t::. 
matter for their personal attention; thereby requiring th~ 
personal role in the status detennination process. With the exception of appr<'lQ. 
mately 200 cases in which the next of kin specifically requested that 
continue, the process of reviewing the remaining cases did not resume 
These reviews resumed in 1977 under the authority of a new Air Force Regul~tii~': 
These reviews included hearing rights and provided all facts used to support 
proposed status determination. The regulation also required membership on 
boards considering the status of individuals to be at least three members who 
rated Colonels with Southeastern Asian experience. were 
ally reviewed by the Secretary. To my knowledge, no status 
has ever been overridden by a higher authority, nor has any information been 
ceived to render a secretarial status determination incorrect or invalid. 

During the Southeast Asian conflict, Air Force military casualties 
by message sent electronically from commanders in the theater~o~f:~~~~~:~ Air Force Casualty Operations Center. The initial casualty 
process for casualty notifications to the next-of·kin, statistical 
partment of Defense, and follow-on casualty assistance to the 
quent message traffic provided additional information of the casualty 
ate. Military deserters and those absent without official leave were not 
casualties, unless it was later confirmed that they became casualties. The 
has no unaccounted for deserters from the Southeast Asian conflict. One 
member absent without official leave was subsequently determined to be 
and later killed by the Viet Cong, and was entered into the casualty re,,,,rtiD! 
system. 

Department of Defense Instruction 7730.22, entitled HStatistical Report 
Casualties In Southeast Asia," defined casualty categories and . 
(attached). As casualties were reported to the Air Force Casualty 
they were phoned in daily to the office of the Secretary of Defense (C<)mlptn'll.r~ 
followed by a weekly written report. 

At the time, there was no fonnal defmition for Hmissing in action", ho'weve,· •. ~ 
member who was lost as the result of h06tile action was categorized as Hmissing 
action" if there was no conclusive proof of death. 

Also, there was no formal definition of the category "captured." ~;:j;;~~d~ 
"captured" category was used only if there was sufficient evidence tt 
was held captive. This evidence may have consisted of propaganda statements, 
ters from the prisoner of war to his family. media releases, or statements made 
repatriated prisoners of war. 

At the conclusion of Operation Homecoming, 712 Air Force airmen were 
counted for and categorized as either "missing in action" or "captured." In 
the direction of the DOD, the Services added personnel categorized as 
action/ body not recovered" to the Southeast Asia "unaccounted for" 
the Air Force total to 1,025. To date, 207 remains have been returned 
ly identified, leaving 818 unaccounted for; 565 were categorized POW I MIA 
as "killed in action/ body not recovered. No absentees or deserters have been . 
ed in or added to the Air Force total of Southeast Asia casualties, and there IS 
reason to believe the Air Force "MIA" total will increase. 

The casualty status of all 818 unaccounted for airmen has been c~ang;ed to 
ceased, except for one captured pilot, Colonel Charles E. Shelton. By dlrection of 
Secretary or the Air Force, Colonel Shelton remains in a captured. category to 
bolize, on behalf of all unaccounted for Americans. that their true fate has yet to 
determined. 
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maintains close contact with about 1,600 next of kin of these uosc· 
We serve as the liaison between the next of kin and other gov· 

communicate any additional information received about 
d,~:t.~t:t!II,~~;~~we provide by telephone and follow·up per· 
a we receive including refugee reports, grave 

aircraft loss investigations and excavations. remains 
"'J8~riati~n. purported live sighting reports. 

the Air Force carried out its responsibilities to report casual· 
completely during the Southeast Asian conflict. Our responsibil· 

• ,.miliA .. of these airmen continue. The Air Force will never forget. 

TERMS 

at his or her duty location due to apparent involuntary rea· 
----,---,'-- mayor may not be known. Personnel who are absent with­

the rolls, or deserters are not included. 
1~[::~~~~WhO are h06tile casualties not present at a duty location 
; reasons and whoee location is unknown. Not included 

Individuals known to have been taken into the 
~~;:l~~~,:rtui;,;;;~ power as the result of and for reasons arising 

the Armed Forces of the United States are en-

Individual who is a member of an organized element which has been 
hostile force to preclude escape of its members. 

IDdhOdual who is a member of an organized element surrounded by a 
compelling the element to surrender. 

who has been seized as a result of action on an unfriendly 
force in a foreign country. 
prevented from proceeding or is restrained in custody for 

law or other reason claimed by the Government 
person is being held. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Senator Kassebaum. 
Senator KAssEBAUM. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would 

ask a bit about procedure. Prior to 1966, did the J)pM,+m,"n' 
fense keep all of the figures and keep track of the c,,,,,, • .Jt, 
did each of the military services keep track of their 

Mr. SUNGENIS. Each of the military services was r"'''''r"" 
vide to my office, beginning in 1963 retroactive to 
bers of casualties that occurred in the various c8~;~e~~~,":;:, 

Senator KASSEBAUM. Was that standard military 
other conflicts, that each of our services kept track of their 
casualty figures. Does anybody know, General McGinty? 

General MCGINTY. I only know of the ones from Vietnam 
had to submit. 

Senator KAssEBAUM. During the Korean conflict, did each 
armed services keep track of their own casualty numbers, 
the Department of Defense? Does anybody know? 

Mr. SUNGENIS. Senator, I find no records in my office 
reports of casualties during Korea and certainly no 
Because, as a special project about 10 years ago, we 
come up with name listings and we have initiated a Special 
with the various military services. We're attempting to get 
formation now. 

Senator KAssEBAUM. I guess what I find troubling in the 
ny so far is just the lack of coordination. I was inlCerest;ed, 
Trowbridge, in your saying that you gave the numbers to the 
ous branches of the armed service, or to DOD, I guess, but tbe 
status was determined by the service. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Senator, it was just the opposite. DIA 
start to track someone until the service tells us that they' re 
ing or that they were killed or whatever happened to them. 

Senator KASSEBAUM. But I thought you said that the 
wrote this down, I thought-the legal status was assigned 
services. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. That's correct. It is the responsibility 
service to place an individual into whatever their status 
We kept very close coordination during the war. When 
about coordination and lack of coordination, throughout 
there was a small intelligence outfit with each of the m,·.lm'q 
ices. And it was their sole responsibility to deal with 
of war/ missing in action issue. We talked with those 
practically on a daily basis, and we had a formal meeting 
week. 

Any information relative to losses that the services 
curred during that week was made known to us. Any 
that we may have had or wanted to exchange with the .,,·rvice 
made with the services at that time. There was total in·terfa,:e 
the service casualty officers by these small units, 
cally a daily basis. 

Senator KASSEBAUM. Why was there not just one ce,~tr'ali" 
for that, that had been legally assigned prisoner of 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. There was an office that was r""pcms'~ 
that, which is now Bob Sungenis' office. And when 
service declared someone in a missing status or ....... ",v .. 
status they put them in-killed, whether it be h;"'tile, no:nb'. 
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was filled out by the service and provided to Mr. 
then he formulated the official Government 

time. 
keepers of that list, but as the war went 

DIA did keep a list. We would read message 
ailrcraft went down on that particular afternoon 

miiss!ng We immediately picked them up on our 
paperwork to make its way through the 

~=~:,n;,;~o~ffi~,ce. It was the same way with the war &I applied. 
'~~::1 ~ you picked it up on your roll. But then if 
ill pilots, Navy pilots for instance, whose re­

did they go on at that point: DIA, the Navy? 
I'll let the Navy address that. They were Navy 

Yes, they would be on the Navy list. 
lialllAtJM. You assigned the status at that point, deter-

they were missing in action or presumed to be 

The statuses originally assigned by the com­
the unit to which the individual was assigned. 

~=~:K. Then DIA, though, kept track of that 

_00· .. ·'·h,,.·. correct. 

i
i5~I~ What about those areas that were part of 

where there was a falsifying of locations? Has 
to really be accurate in accounting for an ac­
of status, and is that standard procedure? 

far as individuals that were lost at the time 
~DIJllen.t, as least as far as the DIA was concerned 

we weren't admitting we were in, the individual~ 
those areas were known to the Defense Intelli­
well ~ ~. the services, of course, because the 
.th~t mltIally said they were missing. 
mdividuals on Our rolls. I can only speak for 

agency follOwing them at the time. We had 
rTpl:S~::'G:o~~~~~los:~t:tin a cross-border operation in an 
l'~ wasn't admitting to, initially we 

There was a sort of generic lost coordinate that 

E;;~~in 1971,.as ~ar ~ the Defense Intelligence 
that POint m tIme we were provided the 

of these individuals as to where they 
entered into the database. 

> Ullderstanc:ling: having talked with individuals 

~~:~~~r:~~~~ by 1972 all the actual loss co­
• ~~:~n~W~e~jr~e~!inl,~~our database. And when the that we were operating in 

. declassified as far as we were COn-
iii~~i3;:J~ It was the services' responsibility to tell 

were lost and who they were. And, yes, we 

Was that the correct location that they 
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Mr. TROWBRIDGE. It's my understanding that initially it 
Senator KAssEBAUM. So nowhere at that point was their 

location kept with the data. 
Mr. TROWBRIDGE. We got that information from the (O~>erliti 

in the JCS, who had that information. 
Senator KAssEBAUM. So you feel pretty confident that 

good working coordination between the Defense 
Agency and the various branches of the armed services 
and then you coordinated your figures with the department 
Mr. Sungenis. 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. We kept very close contact with the 
casualty officers, and we have since the war-during the 
after the war. Following the war, we did make some re'vie,ws 
list with Mr. Sungenis' office, and periodically from 
we have run through the lists with Mr. Sungenis' office. 
we have not done that on a regular basis, like every few 
every 6 months or even every year. 

Senator KAssEBAUM. Is my time up? Just one more 
would like to ask, just because I am trying to understand 
if legal status was determined by the Army regarding one 
personnel as prisoner of war, assumed to be prisoner of war, 
report that to you. And do you investigate at that point? 
immediately kick in some investigation? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. Yes, ma'am. As soon as we received that 
mation-it doesn't make any difference whether it's 
prisoner-we would start to track that information iInmE,dj~itel 

Senator KAssEBAUM. Then if you had any reservations 
status that had been determined by the service, did you 
that to the service? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. As I mentioned, we had close coordination 
the services. They had a small intelligence outfit that met 
and we talked on a daily basis and met once a week. Any 
tion that we had relative to a case was passed through 
their service casualty office, so they were totally aware of 
had relative to those cases. 

Senator KASSEBAUM. Was there ever a time that there 
change in the status made because of intelligence information? 

Mr. TROWBRIDGE. I believe there was. 
Senator KAssEBAUM. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAiRMAN. Thank you very much, Senator. 

thank the JCS, Joint Chiefs of Staff, for making aV.iilaLble 
that information. That is in the spirit of cooperation and 
and I think they are to be congratulated for making that 
And I am going to enter into the record now the report by 
to the Joint Chiefs of Staff, which sets out the history and 
with respect to the cross-border recordation process, and that 
be made part of the record now. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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RELEASE OF INFORMATION CONCERNING 
CROSS-BORDER OPERATIOI~S CASUALTIES . 

THE PROBLEM 

1. To respond to eSAN 69-73,' dated 28 September ·1973. 

8UbJl!et: "neleasI! or Information Cencer.ning Cross-Border 

Operations Casualties 

FACTS BMRIN,a. ON . THE PRObLEM 

2. US Service casualties in SEAsia include pe~8onnel who 

have been declared killed in 'action (XIA') ' or miseing In act'ion 

(MIA). while engaged in MACV Studies and Observations Group 

(MACVSOO) covert operations In Lao. and C~bodla trom 1965 

through 1972. On 28 September 1973. the Chief or starr. US 

Army, recommended In 'eSAN 6~-13' ; t~at the next or kin or these 

peraonnel be provided w~th operational details or the mission 

on whil!h the Service member was lost, it they request such 
I , 

information. Thie action would OO~fli~t with previous public 

affa.irs gu.idanoe regarding: the ... operations . 

3. Prior to 9 May 1973, pUbliO ~ttair' guida~ce tor MACVSQfr' 

operations in Laos" and Cambodia,'" as modirie~"" in MarCh, 

InO,directed that in'order to pre,;erve the covert nature or 

these operations, next ot kin of c~sualties would neither b~ 

Klvan the loss location nor details or the mission. On 9 May 

1973. the Secretary of Defense authorized' the Services to 

release the location of loss on ~ private basis to the next 

or kin; however, operational details ot the mission were not 

to be provided. 

Attachment to JCS 2_78/716 • 
•• Joint State/Defenae msg to AH£MB Saigon and othe~ 

addressees, 1_t1 __ /030225Z Kar'67 
JoInt State/Derens. msg to AMEMB Salgon and other ... 

•••• 
addresaen, 6S69/292U'Z Hay 61 ' , 
(1) sacpsp ms~ to CINCPAC and other addressees, 
lOI7/131_56Z Mar 70 ' 
(2) SEeDBr ' meg to CINCPAC and other Jddresaaes, 
3101/132322Z Mar 70 
(3) SECDEP msg to CIHCP.AC and other addressees, 
372B/232331Z Mar 70 

I Appendix B to JCS 2'78/676-1 

.TC~' "hfV716-1 , 
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Laos and Cambodia have been 

by ne:"~ ,media since 1967; however, because 

and military senaitiv~~y ~t thes~ operations, 

th8 US Ooverntaent until 

July 1973, t~e Assistant Secretary ,ot Defense 

during the ~rning press briefing, 

euoh operatio~s were conducted and ~rovided , 

Laos and Cambodia. On 10 

provided an unclassified report' to Congress, 

Air end Ground operations in Cambodie and 

prodded, in considerable detail, information on 

operations, 
data released to the pre" on 2~ July 1973 

nuaber or peraonnel KIA as a result of cross­

In Laos and Cambodia. Because of 'oertain 

the casualty data base, peraonnel in the Of rice 

Secretary of Detense .(Comptroller) (OASD(C», in 

Service Casualty o~tioera, are continuing 

provided, A compilation or miasing 

has not been rele~aed. 

OISCUSSION 

recent pub11c disclosure by DOD of opera­

KACVSOG cross-bord~r m1ssions, it would 

affaira gu1dan~e regardins these operations 

of intormation regarding oircumstanoes ot lOIS 

1. a humans act which mi~t ease the burden ot 

'he •• people have experienced. 
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