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(The hearing reconvened at 1207 hours, 16 February 1970.) 

The hearing will come to order. 

RCDR: The following named persons are present: LTG PEERS, 

MR WEST, MR MACCRATE, MR WALSH, COL MILLER, COL FRANKLIN, 

LTC PATTERSON, and MAJ LYNN. 

Sir, the hearing recalls Colonel Oran K. HENDERSON. 

Colonel HENDERSON, sir, I remind you that you remain 

under oath before this hearing. Are you represented by counsel? 

A. I am. 

Q. Will counsel please state his full name, rank, Social 

Security number, organization, and station? 

IC: Carlisle C. TAYLOR, Colonel, Judge Advocate General's 

Corps, Office of the Judge Advocate General, Washington, D.C. 

RCDR: Thank you. 

COL MILLER: Colonel, for the record, how do you spell your first 

name? 

IC: C-A-R-L-I-S-L-E. 

Q. Are you a lawyer admitted to practice law before a 

federal court or the highest court of a state? 

IC: I am. 

COL MILLER: Colonel HENDERSON, on the 13th of this month you 

were advised of offenses of which you were suspected and also 

you had read to you the warnings which had been given to you 

on prior occasions. You were also advised of your testimonial 

rights and privileges and of your right to counsel. After this, 

you indicated that you would like to have military counsel made 

available to you and Colonel TAYLOR was so made available. Have 

you had an opportunity to consult with him? 

A. I have had that opportunity. 

Q. Have you had sufficient time to consult with him? 
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Q. Do yo':", ·"d.s!: :..-i:.::e: to s.ee_~.;. c.ny civilian counsel in this 
cas~? 

)" . I do not desire such tine. 

Q. "'":1e:1 :.'c ..... ",ere here, I advised you t11at you had the 
risr.t to make no s-:'ater.,er:t a,nd ot.:rler circumstances under 
'",hi ch you could r.aJ<e a statement. I'lould vou like to have 
that reexplained to you or do you understand it? 

1-•• I understand it. 

Q. Are you now ',illing to answer questions and to make 
statements? 

A. I am so willing. 

Q. Before ,"e proceed furthe r, do you have any ques tions , 
Colonel TAYLOR? You will be introduced in a few moments to the 
people ",ho are before the table. If you have other questions, 
feel free to ask them. 

IC: Thank you. No questions. 

10: For your benefi t" Colonel TAYLOR, on my left is Mr. 
Robert }lACCRATE, a civilian attorney who has volunteered his 
services to Secretary RESOR to assist in ·this inquiry. He also 
provides legal counsel to me and to other members of this in­
quiry team. Mr. \~ALSH, second on my right, is also a civilian 
attorney working with Hr. MACCRATE in t11e same capacity, having 
volunteered his services to the Secretary of the Army. And I'm 
sure you are familiar with Mr. Bland WEST on my right, an assis­
tant in the General Counsel's office. On my extreme right is 
Colonel FRANKLIN, who is an Army colonel desginated as an assis­
tant to this investigation by the Office of the Chief of Staff. 
Now this afternoon any of these individuals at the table may 
address questions to Colonel HENDERSON. Before I proceed, do 
you have any questions, Colonel HENDERSON. 
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A. No questions, sir. 

Q. First, I have reread your statement to General 

WESTMORELAND as of 10 December (Exhibit M-13), Colonel 

HENDERSON. I'm sure what you said in this memorandum you had 

full meaning of it. I would refresh your memory on a 

couple of things you did say. In your second paragraph and 

in the beginning of the third paragraph. You stated: 

"I continue to maintain the highest admiration, 

confidence, and faith in the integrity, fighting 

quality, and courage of the officers and men 
of the 11th Light Infantry Brigade present during the 

alleged incident in the interest of strengthening 

the American people's confidence in its Army and 

to halt a growing disenchantment within the Army 

junior officer corps, a speedy decision is urgently 

needed. " 

I hope that you have the same feeling to date that you had in­

dicated in your letter to General WESTMORELAND as of early Dec­

ember. 

A. I do, sir. 

Q. I think that it is necessary for me to tell you, 

Colonel HENDERSON, in the beginning here that as we have 

gotten into this investigation, although we were directed to 

look into the investigation and reporting of the incident and 

whether or not there had been any attempt to suppress infor­

mation of the incident anywhere including people who had been 

involved in it, one of the first things we had to determine is 

whether an incident had in fact taken place. And I can tell 

you and must tell you that an incident did take place, and I 

can tell you that it was of considerable magnitude, the enormity 

of which in some instances almost defies description. And as 

a consequence, we have a problem of considerable magnitude 

that we are looking into. I think in all fairness, you 

should know this. Also, since we last talked to you, as I 

indicated to you the other day, we have talked to a large 

number of people. At the present moment, we have talked to 

as many as 360 people. We also have assembled a large 

number of documents concerning the incident, concerning the 

reporting of the incident, and concerning the investigation 

of the incident. 
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At the moment, we have a pretty good understanding 

of what transpired throughout the operation itself and 

.throughout the reporting and the investigation of the 

operation. Although yo.]. in the past, on several occasions, 

in your four previous appearances, have attempted to provide 

us this information, the lack of documents and the lack 

of some of this other information has really prevented 

you from providing a complete story as to what transpired 

and the part you played in this particular thing. One 

of the things, for example, that we have looked at and 

looked at very carefully has been the investigations 

which have been conduct.ed. We at least see the one paper 

of the 24th of April, but we can find no real depth in 

this investigation or the pr.evious investigation, the 

one which was made of Warrant Officer THOHPSON's allegation. 

As a matter of fact, we have heard of numerous eyewitness' 

statements. But to date we have not found a witness \-1ho 

made an eyewitness statement. So these are the dilemma 

that we are faced with. But in order to know as much 

as we can about what has transpired in the various areas, 

we have talked to numerous people .in the Americal Division 

headquarters, including not only the commanders, the 

commanding. general, the ADC's, the chief of staff, but 

all of the key general staff and special staff officers 

arid also numerous enlisted personnel in the headquarters 

of the Americal Division. The same thing is true of 

the 11th Brigade. We talked not only to Colonel BLACKLEDGE 

and Major MCKNIGHT, but we've also talked to a large 

number of people in the G2 and the G3 section: Sergeant 

Major GERBERDING and various other people in the S2 shop, 

the clerks and so forth responsible for handling the 

papers; Sergeant Major KIRKPATRICK in the S3 shop and 

a large number'of people there; and also to a large number of 

people who have been associated with Task Force Barker. This 

was done with the intent of trying to find out and being able 

to put together a story of what actually transpired. I think 

. that at the present time we have a fairly complete story, and 

we can assist you as we go along by providing information. I 

think that we will be able to provide certain parts of testimony 

from others and also documents which I'm sure will tend to 

make your story more complete. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, in your previous testimony, you have alluded to 

a letter which you had seen, which reported a large number of 

vietnamese civilians having been killed. I'd like to show you 

that letter. This has been entered into the record as Exhibit 
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M-34 and is dated 11 April 1968. It is a letter from the district 

chief, Son Tinh, to the lieutenant colonel province chief of Quang 

Ngai. I refer that document to you. The vietnamese version is 

on the third page, and I would particularly call your attention 

to the distribution which shows up at the end of the second page. 

I'll give you time to look at that, Colonel HENDERSON. 

(Witness reviews Exhibit M-34.) 

Is this the letter that you had seen? 

A. No, sir, this is not the letter I have seen. I have 

never seen this letter. 

Q. You have never seen this letter? 

A. No, sir. I saw a letter or a letter was read to me, 

and I'm not certain right now which it was. But in the basic 

body of the letter it made reference to two incidents, an in­

cident in either late February or early March, and the date 15 

March was the one which actually related to My Lai. This letter 

here I have never seen, sir. 

Q. Well, were you ever familiar with the fact that along 

in about mid-April General KOSTER talked to General TOAN, Colonel 

TOAN then? 

A. To the best of my knowledge--about this incident, sir? 

Talk to him--

Q. (Interposing) Yes? 

A. No, sir, I do not believe that I did have knowledge 

of that. 

Q. Did you receive a letter or a directive from General 

KOSTER stating that he had talked to Colonel TOAN and that Colonel 

TOAN--along this line--I'm not saying specifically what it 

stated, but along this line, that he had talked to Colonel TOAN 

who had informed him of the allegation of the district chief, 

who was relaying the information of the village chief, to the 

effect that a large number of civilians had been killed in the 

area of Son My Village in about mid-March, and further 

directing that you investigate the incident? 
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A. No, sir. I did not. 

Q. And to it was attached a copy of this letter? 

A. No, sir. I did not receive any such directive from 
General KOSTER. 

Q. When you went to see Colonel TOAN sometime in about 
mid-April,' what was your purpose? 

A. The best I can recall I had received--and I'm not 
positive how I received it--~ VC propaganda document in which 
this incident at My Lai was mentioned. In the final paragraphs 
of this VC propaganda leaflet there were instructions or there 
was propaganda targeted against or towards the ARVN soldier to 
now pick up his arms and turn them on the U.S. soldiers. This was 
the purpose of my visit to General TOAN, to determine that he 
had seen this and what he felt that we should do about it to 
insure that this did not occur. 

Q. And what did General TOAN tell you? 

A. General TOAN told me that he had seen that vc prop­
aganda document. We talked about the operation at My Lai. He 
told me that General LAM had forwarded a letter, I believe, from 
the village or the district chief to him to look into it. I 
asked him what he felt about it, and I'm positive he told me 
that" there was absolutely no truth to it, that he had forwarded 
a letter to Lieutenant Colonel KHIEN at province to handle. 

Q. What did he tell him to do? 

A. From Colonel TOAN, I understood that he told Colonel 
KHIEN, at least he was telling me this, that he had sent this 
to Colonel KHIEN for him to investigate it. 

Q. To investigate what? 

A. The reported incident at My Lai. 

Q. As reported by what? 

A. I understood it was an order from General LAM to TOAN 
'that in turn went to Colonel KHIEN. But it was based upon a letter 
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from the--a complaint or a letter from the village chief that 

had gone to the district and I guess had gotten to General LAM 

or had gone to General LAM. Whether it had gone through 

Colonel KHIEN to General LN1, I don't know. But at least 

there was a letter reportedly originating either at the 

district or the village level. 

Q. That's exactly what 

from the district chief to the 

receiving an information copy. 

you have there. You have a letter 

province chief with Colonel TOAN 

If you will notice in the--

A. 

Q. 

(Interposing) Yes, I see. 

(To recorder) And give me the village chief's letter. 

(The recorder did as instructed.) 

This has been entered into the record as Exhibit M-49, CJ) 

dated 22 March 1968, to the first lieutenant district chief, Son U? 

Tinh District, subject: "Report of Allied Operation of 16 March ~ 

1968." I show this document to you and ask if you have seen this r­

document? This is the village chief's report to the district chief. 

A. No, sir. I have never seen this document before. 

Q. (TO recorder) Give me Exhibit R-l. 

(The recorder did as instructed.) 
.': 

I show you Exhibit R-l, which is actually your re­

~ort of investigation. Referring specifically to the second en-

closure, is this the piece of VC propaganda w',ich you had obtained?; 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And how did you get it? 

A. To the best of knowledge, it came into my headquarters 

through intelligence channels, sir • 

. Q. And up to this time that it was called to your attention, 

you had no knowledge of any of this propaganda or had not talked to 

Colonel TOAN or had received any instruction from General KOSTER? 
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A. Well, now, I had received instructions from General • 
KOSTER to reduce my oral report to writing. 

Q. That has nothing to do with that, Colonel HENDERSON. 

A. Well, this, sir, I did not receive this until some-
time in mid-April. So t.his is the 1 month period there, and I'm 
certain I saw General TOAN during this period. But to discuss 
the My Lai affair, no, sir. 

Q. Your oral report had nothing to do with propaganda? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Your oral report had to do with allegation of Warrant 
Officer THOMPSON? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And if you did make a written report, it would have 
supported your oral report? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So this is not your follow-up written report against 
the THOMPSON allegation? 

A. I'm sorry, sir? 

Q. All right. Let me go through it briefly. You'd in-
dicated that you had been directed by General YOUNG to conduct 
an investigation. You conducted such an investigation, and you 
reported orally to General KOSTER on or about the 20th of March. 
You further indicated you were directed to put your oral report 
in writing. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Which you did. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And from what I can gather, it was about a three-quarter 
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of a page report. That Vias sometime in either late March or early 

April. The date you gave the last time Vias about 4 to 6 April. 

That had to do Vlith THOHPSON, the warrant officer aviator's alle­

gation. We now come to another situation having to do with Viet 

Cong propaganda, having to do with the village chief and district 

chief's letter. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So, although we are talking about the same incident, 

the reports are on different allegation. This allegation," the 

first response to it was on 24 April. You had further indicated 

that subsequently you were directed to conduct a formal 

investigation which was conducted by Colonel BARKER which you 

endorsed to General KOSTER. Is that not correct? 

A. The point that I would say is incorrect is having 

submitted this oral report of three-quarters of a page. I 

believe you said three-quarters of a page. 

Q. No, I believe you indicated that it was four or 

five pages and had several statements attached to it. 

A. I do not recall ever having made the comment that 

there were statments attached to my reducing this oral report to 

writing. I do not recall any such statements. 

Q. Yes. What did your written statement look like then? 

A. Sir, to the best of my knowledge, "it was entitled, 

"Report of Investigation." It was three or four pages long. Some 

where between three and five pages long. It included accusations 

that had been made to me by Warrant Officer THOMPSON and by in­

dividuals whom I had talked to during my investigation. 

Q. Well, we'll come back to that. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now then, with respect to this report of investigation 

of yours, I would turn to the first inclosure. 

A. -Yes, sir." 

Q. Where did you get this statement? 
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A. Sir, again I can only assume that I got it through 
intelligence channels. I do not know how this statement--I 
do not remember how this statement came to me. 

Q. Well, who was the author of this statement? 

A. At this time, sir, I cannot recall. 

Q. Well, how can you include in your report of in-
vestigation a statement: one, you don't know where you got 
it; two, you don't knOlv who the author is; and I would say 
three, in the opening paragraph of this statement it refers 
to a letter from the district chief to the province chief, 
and in the second paragraph it refers to a letter from the 
village chief to the district chief. HOI, can you possibly 
include a statement like this without knowing where you got 
it, who the author of it was, or having never seen the 
backup materials. 

A. Sir, when I was at Colonel KHIEN's headquarters 
immediately following my visit to General ~l'OAN to discuss this 
propaganda leaflet and he informed me that Colonel KHIEN had 
been directed by him to conduct, I believe, an investigation; 
and I had gone immediately to Colonel KHIEN's headquarters and 
I met with--perhaps for the first time--

Q. (Interposing) Who was present with you? 

A. I'm not certain who was present with me. I think 
it was my S3, Hajor I1CKNIGHT. I believe that when I arrived 
at Colonel KIllEN's headquarters that I either met Hr. NAY or 
Colonel GUINN, and one of those two gentlemen got me an ap­
pointment with Colonel KHIEN, an¢! we went up into Colonel 
KIllEN's office. At that time, I discussed with him this in­
cident at My Lai (4), informing him that Colonel TOAN had 
told me he was investigating it. Colonel KIllEN had with him 
or went into his office and recovered a letter which might 
have been this one. I do not know. I believe he translated 
part of that letter to me and to everybody present. But the 
letter, as I recall him reading or stating what the letter 
said, was that there were two incidents as I mentioned before, 
one. in either late February or early March and this one on 15 
or 16 March. I do not recall if that letter had been trans­
lated at that time into English or--I believe it was still in 
Vietnamese. I believe I asked one of my people to get me a 
copy 
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of that letter or something--to get a copy of a translation 
to me. At this time I do not know if this is my effort 
or the effort that was given to me as--of getting that 
or not. I think Colonel BLACKLEDGE, to my mind, would 
be the best one to answer how I got that. I would think 
it would have through him. But this statement was not 
handed to me at any time that I was in Quang Ngai. I am 
positive that this letter or this statement either came 
to me with this VC leaflet or came to me through intelligence 
channels immediately following the VC leaflet. 

Q. Well, you see that letter of 11 April actually 
was in all three headquarters .. 

A. This was in my headquarters? 

Q. I said in all three headquarters in the are~ 
of Quang Ngai City. You notice it came from the district. 
Colonel TOAN had a copy of it. Colonel KHIEN had a copy 
of it because it was addressed to him, and so did Colonel 
GUINN have a copy of it if you will notice it--or Mr. MAY. 

A. And Son Tinh subsector also, I see. The letter 
that Colonel KHIEN made reference to that day in his office 
had the name of a village or of a hamlet, I'm not certain 
which, that he claimed was not in the Quang Ngai area. 
It was located down around Saigon or completely removed 
from Quang Ngai, and that there was this discrepancy, 
and I remember him pointing this out, "Typical VC, they . 
don't know where they are operating," or something to that 
effect. 

Q. Well, this seems very strange, Colonel HENDERSON, 
because we have been to all three headquarters, and we've 
talked to all of the people and this was the exact piece 
of paper that was being discussed in then Colonel TOAN's 
headquarters by Colonel KHIEN and by Lieutenant TAN. 

A. 

Q. 
each of 
in it. 

A. 

By whom, sir? 

By Lieutenant TAN, the district chief. And 
the three headquarters had copies of that paper 

Yes, sir. 

Q. And it is known that Colonel TOAN directed 
the province chief to investigate it and to report. So 
how they could be talking about something else is very 
difficult for me to understand. 
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A. Sir--

Q. (Interposing) There are two incidents here. There 
is no question. They are talking about--in case you don't 
know the geography of this area, I can acquaint you with it 
very quickly. I'/hen it says Tu Cung Village or Tu Cung 
Hamlet, that refers to ,·,'hat you commonly referred to as ~ly 

Lai (4), the area where Charlie Company was operating. When 
it talks about Co Lay or Co Luy, that refers to the area 
south of Ny Lai (1), the area that Bravo Company was operating 
in. And that is the significance of those two names. 

We have talked to Colonel BLACKLEDGE at length. 
He recognized having picked up VC propaganda and called 
it to your attention, but your response was to the effect 
that the matter is under investigation. 

A. What, sir? 

Q. "It is under investigation. You indicated 
the Americal Division headquarters knows that and they 
are investigating it." These things become very difficult 
to put together. I don't see. how you could possibly 
feel justified in a report of investigation to a division 
commander, to have in it a piece of paper that you don't 
know where it carne from, you don't know who the author is, 
you have none of the backup--you have no knowledge concerning 
the backup material which is referenced in it. 

A. Sir, my report or my cover letter sending this to 
divi'sion was for the purpose of calling to division's attention-­
and not only division, I anticipated that this might go all the 
way to MACV--attention to this VC propaganda effort directed 
toward the ARVN soldiers throughout Vietnam because the incidents 
that are mentioned throughout here are not isolated to the Quang 
Ngai area. This statemcnt--I believe that I had a telephone 
call .frol'!J. a Colonel WILSON after I had forwarded this letter 
to him. 

Q. Who is Colonel WILSON? 

A. The IG. 

Q. 
in 1969? 

Well, you're talking about in the spring·of last year 
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A. Yes. The spring of last year when I forwarded this 

to Colon81 WILSON. He called me to tell me that on the original 

that I had sent--or on the copy that I had sent to him, 

there was some writing or there was another cover statement 

or something that made reference to this first inclosure. 

He asked me to try to identify a name or what the writing 

was. I did not recall what it was. I'lhether that is any 

indication of where this may have come from, I do not 

know, sir. 

Q. Just a minute. Are you trying to tell me that your 

report of investigation that you submitted did not have this 

14 April inclosure to it? 

A. Yes, sir, it did. What I am saying, sir, or trying 

to say, is that there was additional writing on the 14 April 

inclosure when I sent this entire package to Colonel WILSON 

of the Inspector General's Office. What this was, I do not 

know. lie called me on the 'telephone in Hawaii to ask me 

if I could identify where this statement came from and said 

on his copy there was some penciled or ink writing which made 

reference to something, and I could not identify that, sir. 

Q. Well, let's get back to the point now. Let's 

come dmvn to your opening paragraph in your letter of'24 

April, "Report of Investigation." It states I "An investigation 

has been conducted of the allegations cited in Inclosure 

1. " Inclosure 1 is the statement. 

A. All I can say is, sir, that when I wrote this I what 

I was making reference to was my investigation that I conducted 

immediately after the event, and reported orc,lly to General 

KOSTER-·-

Q. (Interposing) Colonel HENDERSON, don't try tell me 

that, please, because you're going back to Warrant Officer 

THOMPSON's allegation and that's--quite frankly it's about 

the incident at My Lai (4) I but it's quite separate and 

distinct from this. This is an allegation. This is a 

severe allegation; 450, 500 people have been killed. This 

merits an investigation, and that's what this says you're 

doing. 

(HENDERSON) 

"An investigation has been conducted of the 

allegatio'n ••• the following are the results 

of the inves tiga tion. " 
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I mean up to that point it makes sense, but it doesn't 
make sense to say that you are relatinq that back to an 
allegation you received from Warrant O~ficer THOMPSON. 
Look at' your paragraph 4. 

A. Vlell, I'm basing this, sir, on the fact that when I 
prepared this letter of 24 April, I did no further investigation. 

Q. This is the last investigation? 

A. That this letter dated 24 April, which I sent 
to division, was based on the investigation that I had 
originally made. I did not, after having received this 
VC propaganda--except for going to General TOAN and to 
Colonel KHIEN, and I can't recall if I talked to anybody 
else or whether they had fouhd out anything else earlier-­
but I did not make a further--I used the notes and used 
the previous investigation to prepare this, sir. 

Q. Vlell, I wish you'd think a little bit more 
on this statement and where you got this statement because 
unless this can be satisfactorily explained to a division 
commander, this particular piece of paper doesn't really 
mean very much. I can hardly visualize you, Colonel 
lillNDERSON, a senior brigade commander, sending a piece 
of paper into a division commander that you don't know 
where it came from, you don't know who wrote it, you 
have no supporting material to back it up, and you're 
sending this in over your signature to General KOSTER, 
your division commander. This seems extremely strange 
to me knowing full well that the first question General 
KOSTER is going to ask you is, "Well, what about this 
letter from the Son Tinh district chief to the province 
chief .and what about the letter from the village chief 
to the district chief?" 

A. Sir, I just cannot remember where this statement 
came from or how I acquired it. I honestly cannot. 

MR WALSH: Colonel HENDL;~30N, did you make a copy of R-l 
and keep it when you sent out a copy to Colonel WILSON? 

A. No, sir. When I called the Americal Division--
I forgot the sequence of whether Colonel WILSON called 
me or--

Q. (Interposing) I'm not interested in the sequence. 

A. I did not. The Americal Division burned a 
copy and sent me the burned copy. The orginal, which 
was a carbon, was sent to USARV, and what I received 
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to pass on to Colonel WILSO~ was a burned copy. The original 

carbon, the actual carbon that I had saved in my safe, was 

sent to USARV channels. 

Q. A copy went to you. Hy question is did you make 

a copy of the copy you got before you then forwarded on a 

copy to Colonel WILSON? 

A. No, sir. I did not. I have a copy, but my copy was 

received last November when I called Colonel WILSON here in 

Washington and asked him to send me a copy of this since I 

had given him my only copy. 

Q. I'd like you to be very clear in telling us what exactly 

it is you say Colonel WILSON said to you when he called 

you and inquired about writing on Inclosure l? 

A. Colonel WILSON called me shortly after he had re-

ceived this package from me and stated that there was some 

handwriting--I don't recall if it was my copy he was 

talking about or the one that had come to him through USARV; 

but he had gotten this thing and there was some handwriting 

or some comments somewhere in it that might indicate--or 

that had a Vietnamese name, I believe he said, which might 

give him some relief as to where this came from. He asked 

me if I understood it, and I was unable to clarify the 

point. 

Q. . Could this have been an inquiry with respect 

to the initials on the document or on the letter itself 

rather then with respect to the inclosures? 

A. It could have been, sir, but I believe it pertained 

tQ one of the inclosures. 

MR MACCRATE: Colonel HENDERSON, does the copy that Colonel 

WILSON furnished to you show this notation on it to which you 

refer? 

A. To the best of my knowledge, sir, it does not. 

Q. Do you have it with you? 

A. Yes. 

IC: I had it in my pocket because it was still marked 

confidential. 

(HENDERSON) 300 APP T-l 

OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

• 

• 

• 



o 

__ .l. 

to 
0) 
Jl 

o 

FOR OFFICIAL USE UNLY 

(The individual counsel hands a copy of Exhibit R-l 
referred to to COL HENDERSON.) 

A. I see no markings on this copy that would be what he 
is talking about, sir. 

MR MACCRATE: You'll note that both that copy and R-l are true 
copies or they are copies of true copies and not of anything that 
would have been found in your safe. Where did you get the 
information that a carbon copy, your carbon copy from your safe, 
had gone to USARV? 

A. I got this from Colonel DONALDSON, sir, who was chief 
of staff of the Americal Division at that particular time, 
now Brigadier General DONALDSON, who called me and told me that 
the document had been found in my safe and that USARV h.ad made 
inquiries several months earlier for such documents, and the 
Americal had given a negative report that there were none avail­
able, so that they now felt obligated to send the original 
carbon to US]~V and that they would send me a copy. . 

Q. Now, that we are on this conversation that you had 
wi th Colonel DONALDSON, we have gone into this, and we find 
that before you spoke to Colonel WILSON, that you initiated a 
telephone call to Colonel DONALDSON in anticipation of 
speaking with Colonel WILSON. This would have been the week 
of the 20th of May 1969. We would be interested in what spe­
cific request, as you recall it, you made to Colonel DONALDSON 
at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. I notified Colonel DONALDSON that I had 
or was being called to Washington as a witness for the IG 
investigation, and I told him that so many of the dates and 
things of this instant had slipped me and that I felt 
confident that I had left or had filed in the unit safe of 
either the S3 or the S2 office a copy of my report of 
investigation. I asked him if he would call ·down to the 
11th Brigade and have somebody look in the S2 or the S3 
safe to see if there was not an envelope there with my report 
of investigation in it. 

Q. 
make the 
had left 

What was your recollection which led you to 
suggestion to Colonel DONALDSON as to what you 
behind and where? 
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A. Sir, I don't recall. I was thinking that I had 

had word that the report of investigation could not be 

found, but this couldn't be right then because you are 

correct, I didcall--and I think I testified differently 

here once before--I did call Colonel DONALDSON in the Americal 

Division before I went to the IG. I was under the impression 

later that it was after I left the IG. 

Q. I think I can help you further. Colonel DONALDSON 

first informed you that it couldn't be found and then, fairly 

promptly after that, he told you that something had been found. 

Now, I want to go back behind this and get your recollection 

of what you thought he might be able to find, what had been left 

at the 11th Brigade or that you recall had been left at the 11th 

Brigade that you thought he could find .. 

A. I was looking and hoping that he could find my reduction 

of my oral report to General KOSTER that I had reduced to writing. 

This is what I had thought, I had left in the S3 safe of the 

11th Brigade. This is what I was looking for, sir. 

Q. Actually, what Colonel DONALDSON found was something 

different from what you had expected that he would find? 

A. Yes, sir. It was, sir. I goofed when this thing first 

came in to me at U.S. Army, Hawaii, by not sitting down and 

reading it. At that time it would have been a year fresher in 

my mind to have recognized that this was not the thing, but I 

was in the process of moving to the mainland here, and wh.en 

this came in I just put it in a sealed envelope and wrote 

a hasty note to Colonel WILSON and forwarded it as my report 

of investigation, which it frankly is not. 

Q. It is a report of investigation as the title indicates, 

but it is not the one that you were expecting to get when you 

spoke with Colonel DONALDSON when you called him initially. 

A. No, sir. It is not. And I am certain when I prepared 

this one I did have a copy of that oral report of investigation, 

which I reduced to writing to give me this basic information, 

and I would have hoped that I would have gone right back into 

the same location or the same file that it--I don't recall 

, l 

'.

' ,c 
)' 

·-'1' 

if it was in a file or safe. I was after that report, sir. . I 
I 
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Q. Now, coming back to this 24 April report and the 
copies that you have seen since you made your initial request 
to Colonel DONALDSON--all of those have been only true copies, 
isn't that correct? 

A. Yes, sir. I have never seen this carbon paper 
or the original copy that I forwarded to the division. 
I have never seen that since releasing it. 

Q. We have no indication that USARV ever received 
a carbon copy of the original document. 

A. Colonel DONALDSON told me that he was sending them 
this carbon. 

Q. What they received was possibly a. carbon copy of the 
true copy, but what they received was the true copy. 

A. Then, sir, I don't understand what happened to the 
carbon then. 

Q. That seems to have remained at the 11th Brigade. 

A. I don't know if the 11th Brigade had a reproducing 
capability down there now or--they didn't have when I was 
there to do this type of thing. 

Q. This reproduction was just to make a true copy which 
could be typed from the file copy. If you will examine it, it 
is not reproduced by machine, it is not a Xerox or Thermofax 
or anything of that sort, but it is just a typed, true copy. 

A. I feel that when the IG called me he was talking 
about the carbon copy, that the writing was on that carbon 
copy and not on the copy that I had sent him. I may be wrong. 
I could be wrong. 

10: Let me hear that again. The IG said something about 
something being on the carbon copy? 

A. I said, sir, that is what I believe it was. 

MR MACCRATE: When you say the IG, you mean Colonel WILSON? 
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lI.. Yes, sir. [ meal1 Colonel WILSON, sir. 

Q. he; of the Lime tica~, hc, spoke to yon, he cUd not have 
here anything other than il t n,w copy. \.,'c knm.; that. 

lI.. 1 do not undf'n;tand I:hcn ",here the \-Iri tinC) l,S on 
this Lhat he confused on or ti,at initiated his call to me in 
Hawaii to ask me to att.emnt to idc,ntify what l:his writing was. 

Q. Could it hav(~ been Uw letters just to the' side of 
"XICO" on the first paqe? In making the true copy they ap­
parently erred in putting a notation after your notation of 
nXICQI! and it was erased, lJut. not completely erased. Do you 
recall if that is \Vhat. hc" called you about? 

lI.. I don't beJ_icvo so, sir. 

10: We \Vill recess at this time for lunch. 

(The hearing recessed at 1308 hours, 16 February 1970.) 

(The hearing reconvened at 1415 hours, 16 February 1970. ) 

~ e'l 
I 

0: 

, 
I ,. 

10: The heax'ing \Vill come to order. %. 
HCDR: The follm.;ing named persons are present: L'l'G PEEHS, ,-
MIl. WEST, MH MACCRATE, ME WALSH, COL FRANKLIN, COL AHMSTRONG, 
LTC PATTERSON, and MAJ LYNN. ' 

(The witness was reminded that he was still under oath, 
and he testified as follows:) 

MR WALSH: colonel HENDERSON, I would like to show you a document 
which has been enterEo·d into evidence as Exhibit R--5. It is a 
carbon copy of a report that you have previously seen as R-l. I 
would like to know if that refreshes your recollection (handing 
Exhibit R-5 to witness) in any respect with respect to the prep­
aration of that document and its inclosures? 

(The witness examined the document.) 

A. Could I have the question again now, sir? 

Q. Does the examination of that document refresh your re-
collection in any respect either to the preparation of the document 
or to the conversation with colonel WILSON with respect to the 
possible notation on the copy that he'd received? 
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A. I can see no notations on here, except a couple 
of apparent additions to it that are different from R-l. 

Q. I will call your attention to the initials on the 
first page which are not reflected on R-l, one difference; 
and another one is in the symbols. 

A. 
Brigade 
was. I 
Richard 

'rhe "XICO," of course, was my own special for the 11th 
CO's office. This "BA" something, I don't know what it 
do not know what it was or hoVl it got added. The file, 
K. BLACKLEDGE, Lieutenant Colonel BLACKLEDGE, my S2. 

Q. Well, Colonel BLACKLEDGE has identified those 
and those are his initials. I want to read you testimony 
by Sergeant GERBERDING, who Vlas in charge of the preparation 
of the original document of which R-5 is a carbon copy, 
to see if this refreshes your recollection in any respect. 
Sergeant GERBERDING, Vlho has appeared before General PEERS, 
was asked the folloVling questions and gave the following 
ansVlers: 

(HENDERSON) 

"MR WEST: Sergeant major, you told us a little bit 
ago that you had understood that you had gotten a re­
port from I believe the district chief concerning the 
events in MyLai (4) on 16 March 1968, some kind of a 
report. Would you tell us about this? 

, 
"A. No, sir, I did not say I received a report. I 
handled correspondence in which a report was made 
about l1y Lai (4). The report did not come to me-­
the S2 office. This was correspondence which.was 
addressed to the Americal Division commander Vlhich 
later on came down to the brigade headquarters. 

"Q. Can you tell us what you recall about this 
correspondence? 

"A. It was a letter from the division commander, 
General KOSTER, to Colonel HENDERSON, a personal 
type correspondence which was answered by Colonel 
HENDERSON, and it was processed in my office. It 
was given to me to type and process as correspondence 
and get it out to division headquarters, to General 
KOSTER. 
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"Q. Do you remember about when this occurred? 

"A. The day I do not know exactly, sir, but I 
recall some time in April, I think. 

"Q. Well, let's refer 
was dissolved, which I 
think it was the 9th. 
or after this? 

now to when Task Force Barker 
believe was on the 9th. I 
Would you say it was before 

"A. I'm sure it was well after the task force 
was dissolved, sir. 

"Q. This occurred sometime after the 9th? 

"A. I would say so. 

"Q. Do you recall the contents of the letter from 
the general to Colonel HENDERSON? 

"A. Well, it was a personal letter from General KOSTER 
to Colonel HENDERSON. You might say a person to person 
letter, and it stated in there that the district chief 
of Son Tinh made a complaint to the province chief of 
Quang Ngai that during the operation in March by Task 
Force Barker that 450 civilians--innocent civilians . 
were killed by Task Force Barker. That correspondence 
I presume was relayed to the 2d ARVN Division commander 
who in turn relayed it to General KOSTER of the Americal 
Division. General KOSTER wrote a personal letter to 
Colonel HENDERSON asking him to answer the allegations 
or statements made by the district chief, and Colonel 
HENDERSON formulated a repy that was typed and dis­
patched back to General KOSTER. 

"Q. Do you recall whether the letter from the commanding 
general to Colonel HENDERSON contained any inclosures? 
For example, did it inclose the communication from 
Colonel TOAN, from the 2d ARVN Division commander? 

"A. It had a letter in Vietnamese writing attached. 
Now, who it was from, I do not know. It could have 
been the letter from the district chief, the province 
chief or--
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"l\.. Yes, sir. 

"Q. Now, I believe you said you prepared or processed 
the reply from Colonel HENDERSON to the general? 

"A. It was given to me to have it typed. Since the 
letter was personal and of a confidential nature, I 
was to insure that it received no publicity and not 
too many people heard or knew about it." 

Q. In returning to this subject sometime later in Ser-
geant GERBERDING's testimony, he was'asked the following questions 
and gave the following answers: 

"Q. I wanted to ask you. I don't believe '"e went o­
ver the contents of the letter from General KOSTER to 
Colonel HENDERSON. Can you recall the text of it? 

"A. Sir, I remember vaguely in general terms it was 
the same allegation which you have seen in this. In 
other words, General KOSTER stated that allegations 
had been presented ,to him by his Vietnamese counter­
parts concerning a supposed massacre by U.S. forces 
and he directed that Colonel HENDERSON conduct an im­
mediate detailed and thorough investigation of the 
circumstances and any facts concerning these state­
ments by the Vietnamese. That is, in essence, the 
instructions of General KOSTER. 

"10: You say, 'his Vietnamese counterparts,' did he 
say who his Vietnamese counterpart was? 

"A. Well, this was my terminology, sir. I do not re­
member the exact wording but what he was talking about 
was the information that he had received from Vietnam­
ese channels which came from the division commander 
of the 2d AR~, Division which you might call his Viet­
namese counterpart, sir." 

Q. NOW, I wonder, Colonel, if Sergeant GERBERDING's tes­
timony refreshes your recollection about the letter you received 
from General KOSTER on this subject? 
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A. It does not refresh my memory. I am positive that 

I received no letter from General KOSTER, nor did I receive any 

letter from General KOSTER or correspondence forwarding through 

me any--well, this 1'1-34, for example. 

Q. 

A. 
sir. 

Q. 
this 
that 

Or any other documents relating to any allegation? 

From General KOSTER, from the Americal Division, no, 

All right. How, wi th 
document, \vould you dictate 
document, R-5? 

respect to G~e preparation of 
that letter, or did you prepare 

A. I wrote this in longhand, I believe. I did not 

dictate; I am positive of that. 

Q. How did you have it typed? 

A. It is possible that Sergeant Major GERBERDING is cor-

rect. I do not recall who I gave the letter to to have it typed. 

Since I've always considered it to be an intelligence matter, it 

is quite likely that I did have it typed by the S2 personnel, Ser­

geant Major GERBERDING. 

Q. How about the inclosures? How were they prepared? 

A. Sir, I cannot recall. 

Q. Let me read you a little more of what Sergeant Major 

GERBERDING said': 

(HENDERSON) 

"HR WALSH: Sergeant major, in previous testimony, you 

indicated you had been given the letter of 24 April 

1968 in draft form by Colonel BLACKLEDGE along with 

a folder of loose papers including General KOSTER's 

letter to Colonel HENDERSON. Is that correct? 

UA. Yes, sir. 

"Q. Now, I think you indicated that you had given this 

draft to Specialist BAILEY to type? 

IIA. Yes. 
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"Q. Colonel HENDERSON's draft? 

"A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. I wonder if I could just trace what happened then; did you get back the original and three carbons togeth­er with General KOS'l'ER' s letter from Specialist BAILEY and redeliver them to Colonel BLACKLEDGE? 

"A. No, BAILEY only got the pen copy, the handwri tten copy; that's it, that's right. That's all he got. 

"Q. And he typed it? 

itA. Yes I sir. 

"Q. And you don't recall seeing any inclosures or at­tachments to that letter, either at the time that BLACK­LEDGE delivered it to you or that you delivered the draft to Specialist BAILEY? 

"A. No, sir. In the folder there I had all the ma­terial. The Son Tinh letter and this leaflet was in there, which was all in one folder. 

"Q. I see. NOW, when you got back the typed letter from Specialist BAILEY, what did you do with it? Or did you get it back from him? 

"A. Yes, sir, after I proofread it, I gave the entire folder to Colonel BLACKLEDGE to deliver to Colonel HENDERSON for signature. 

"Q. I think you indicated earlier also t<'1at Colonel BLACKLEDGE had marked on one of the carbons tha"t we have shown you here in the file with his initials, in the upper right-hand corner? 

irA. Yes, sir. 

"Q. Now, do you specifically recall getting back from Colonel BLACKLEDGE the carbon marked with instructions for you to file it together with the folder of other 
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documents that you'd given back to him? My question 
is, is it possible that you got back from Colonel BLR.C~.-I 
LEDGE and put into your desk only the file copy of 
the letter, or do you specifically remember getting 
back and keeping in your desk General KOSTER's letter 
and the other documents that were initially given 
to you by Colonel BLACKLEDGE? 

"A. No, sir. 
correspondence 
I do not know. 

The only thing I remember exactly is thi 
here (indicating R-5). Anything else, 

"Q. I just want to be sure that it is absolutely clear 
about this. You do specifically remember receiving the 
file that contained General KOSTER's letter and the let 
ter from the district chief together with Colonel HEN­
DERSON's handwritten draft; but you do not specifically 
re.::all that after the letter was prepared and you re­
ceived a file copy back, whether you kept all of those 
papers in your desk drawer until you left in November? 

"A. The entire folder with all the material I had was 
given back to Colonel HENDERSON, and after he signed 
it, I received this (indicating R-5) back for dispatch. 

"Q. Now, did you receive the original back to be dis­
patched to the commanding general together with the 
carbons that were going forward? 

itA. Yes I sir. 

"Q. And one of the carbons was marked "file RKB"? 

"A. Right. 

"Q. At that time did you receive back General KOS­
TER's letter and the other papers that were with it? 

"A. No, sir, I don't believe I did." 

Now, I wonder if this testimony refreshes your recol­
lection as to your having received a letter from General KOSTER 
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with inclosures; having prepared a letter, E~1ibit R-5, in hand­
written form and given it then to Sergeant GERBERDING; having it 
typed; and having received back from him the typed letter that 
you then added the inclosures to it yourself, and retained, your­
self, all of the additional documents that related to it? 

A. No, sir. It does not. I am confident that I received 
no letter from General KOSTER regarding this subject. As far as 
Sergeant Major GERBERDING having this typed for me or for Colo­
nel BLACKLEDGE, this is quite likely, but I'm also of the opinion 
that this inclosure--I'm not an expert on typing, but it looks 
to me like most of this has been typed off the same typewriter. 
I could be wrong on that. 

Q. Do you have any explanation of why the one inclosure 
has a green carbon paper and the other one has white? The rest 
of the document is white. 

Q. They were apparently prepared at the same time. 

A. Sir, some of the staff sections within the brigade 
used green paper or yellow paper as the final hold copy. 
Others who didn't have the green would use white paper. It was 
no real--I'm not certain I ever saw green paper. I can't 
recall seeing green. I know, I am positive, we had 
some yellow paper there. No, sir, I can place no significance 
on the green carbon. 

Q. And you recall nothing further about where the inclo-
sures were typed if they weren't typed by Sergeant GERBERDING? 

A. No, sir, I--

Q. (Interposing) Following the completion and submission 
of R-5 or R-l as your report of April 24th, you testified 
previously that you were instructed to and you instructed 
Colonel BARKER in preparing a formal report of investigation, 
which he did, which he submitted to you, and which you 
forwarded to division with your indorsement, containing 
sworn statements by numerous witnesses. Now, we've spoken to 
more than 350 people, including warrant officers, other pilots, 
and various people at Task Force Barker, some of those people that 
you indicated whose statements were connected with this report. 
Not a single witness recalls having been questioned or having sub-
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mitted a signed statement in support of such an investigation. .11 

We've been able to find no copies of any such investigation, and .1' 

I wonder in vie.,., of the apparent confusion over the initial re-

port and the report that was forwarded to you when you expected 

to receive an earlier report, whether there has been some con­

fusion in your mind with respect to the reports that were prepared 

and ",hether it's possible, in fact, that the document that you 

had been thinking of as the formal report was the document of 

April 24th, that has been marked here as R-l? 

A. Absolutely not, sir. There was a formal 

vestigation conducted by Lieutenant Colonel BARKER. 

mitted to me. I reviewed it, and I forwarded it to 

quarters. 

report of in­
It was sub­

the next head-

Q. Well, colonel, if there was such a report prepared and 

submitted to you, it would have had to be a forgery, and I 

will ask you if you know of any reason why Colonel BARKER would 

have prepared a forged report containing forged statements of wit­

nesses? 

A. I know of no reason, sir, and I just cannot believe 

that this is the case. 

Q. Well, I'm telling you, colonel, we have talked to ev-

ery person now alive whom you have named as having submitted signee 

statements in support of that report, and just about everybody 

else connected with this incident, and not one of them recalls 

ever having been questioned, let alone having made a statement. 

So, if there was a formal report of investigation prepared, the 

statements annexed to it would be forgeries. 

A. I personally did not see any witnesses put their sig­

nature on the documents, but when the report was presented to me 

the inclosures were signed. The statements were signed. 

Q. Can you suggest any reason why people throughout the 

various headquarters, the people that you've named as having sub­

mitted a statement, would now deny that they ever gave a state­

ment? 

A. No, sir, I cannot. I did ask Captain DANIEL, the tri 

counsel in the case, if within his investigation he had 

talked to anyone who had made statements in this formal investi-
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gation. And he informed me that he, at that time, did not recall 
the names, but that one or two people had said that they had made 
statements. NOH, I am unable to tie this in Hith the formal 
investigation or anything else, but it Has at least satisfying 
for me to hear that in his investigation as a trial counsel in 
the preparation of the case that he had talked to one or two of 
the individuals Hho had made statements. 

Q. What Has his name, again? 

A. Captain DANIEL. 

Q. We will certainly check with him concerning that, but 
I think we can be very confident you have misunderstood what he 
said, because we have talked to everybody that has had any connec­
tion with this thing, and no one has given any testimony to that 
effect. witnesses have been uniformly asked this question and 
350 answers have been, "No." 

Q. Well, does anybody else have any questions? 

MR MACCRATE: Colonel HENDERSON, with respect to R-5, which is 
in front of you, the third paragraph states: "Son Tinh District 
chief does not give the allegations any importance." He pointed 
out that the two hamlets where the incident is alleged to have 
happened are in an area controlled by the VC since 1964. 
Now, I understand you to say that when you prepared this 
letter, you wrote it out in longhand, and I would assume 
that in its preparation you had some assistance or were 
working with other people as you were putting the in- , 
formation down, things were provided to you, and focusing par­
ticularly on that one sentence that I just reetd to you. I would 
like for you to pause for a minute and tell us as best as you can 
recall today the basis upon which you were able to make that state­
ment and wrote that statement in this letter to the commanding 
general. 

A. To the best of my recollection, I got this information 
from Major GAVIN who was an advisor to the Son Tinh District. 
Shortly after this incident, I visited the Son Tinh District head­
quarters,. I do not recall if I spoke to the district chief. I 
do not believe the district chief was present, and I spoke with 
Major GAVIN who met me down at the bottom of the hill at the heli­
copter pad in a 106 recoilless rifle jeep. We drove up to his 
office and, among other things, we discussed this incident, and 
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I told him th<lt 1 IViI:: Jookin,! into this and <lsked him what he 

could tell me about lili:: ilH,a and what were the district chief's 

feelings on thi,; ,;\i)' j"ct. 'l'hi,; information, I believe, I got 

from l1ajor GilVIU. J 'm 111<1::1. positive that I did. 

Q. \~a,; thi,; duriJ1(J the time that you were laid up with 

your leg in <l cas t and 'v" re hobbling around, as we know you did 

throughout the early part of April? 

A. Sir, I do not recall when it was, but it was the first 

visit--the day I immediately took over the command of the brigade 

I <lsked Major MCKNIGHT, my 53, to arrange calls on all of the dis­

trict headquarters within the brigade, and I wanted to do all of 

this, and I think I told him I wanted to do it within the first 

week or 10 days that I was in the brigade. So I think this might 

have been before I had been wounded. 

Q. Well, the difficulty with that is that we are here deal-

ing with allegations that apparently the Son '1'inh district chief 

has received, and from what we've seen, you can see that those al­

legations were at a later time. Are you clear that this particular 

information came to you through Major GAVIN and not, for example, 

through the province team? 

A. No. I agree that this would not have been made to me 

on my earlier visits there. No, sir. I do not recall, but if I 

didn't have it, I wouldn't have said it. I don't believe I would 

have said it unless I was confused with the district and province, 

and I don't believe I was. I am confident that I meant exactly 

what I said, but I can't say where I got the information. 

Q. Well, I think what we're trying to trace is what you 

did have before you at the time, and it seems quite clear that 

you had something. Now, we have had testimony that there was 

found at brigade a communication that came to you from province 

that referred to Son Tinh District. Have you any recollection 

of receiving an evaluation from province of what the Son '1'inh 

District chief felt with respect to these allegations? 

A. No. I can't recall any such evaluations. 

Q. Well, do you have any recollection of a conversa-

tion with Major GAVIN on this particular subject? I gather you 

recall a visit there, but you feel that visit may have been at 

an earlier time? 
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A. I certainly feel that I had a conversation with him 
regarding this subject at some time, but when, I do not know. 
But, I'm positive that I did speak to him at least once on this 
subject. 

Q. Do you have any recollection of speaking with Colonel 
GUINN on this subject? 

A. Only that Hr. MAYor Colonel GUINN, one or the other, 
was present with me whEm I called on Colonel KIllEN sometime in 
mid-April or before this letter went to division. 

Q. Now, I would like you to look at the green sheet. You 
will note there in ·the fourth paragraph the statement, "The 
letter was not given much importance by the district chief, 
but was sent to the Quang Ngai Province chief." Does that 
in any way help you to recall the origins of the statements 
in your letter, the first sentence in the third paragraph? 

A. Well, all that I can say is that it is consistent) but 
not knowing where this statement came from, I just can't answer 
that, sir. This statement here does not jibe with my information 
from Colonel TOAN that he was directing the Quang Ngai Province 
chief to conduct an investigation. This reflects that the Son 
Tinh District chief was called in to the 2d ARVN Division, and 
I did not understand this at all from my conversation with Colo­
nel TOAN. 

Q. But having written this out in longhand, and having 
apparently attached the green sheet as Inclosure 1 to this let­
ter, you must have some information as to the background or . 
that inclosure. You must have some recollection from whom it 
came, who spoke to you about it, who gave you this assurance 
that permitted you to write to General KOSTER that the district 
chief does not give any of the allegations any importance. 

A. Well, I certainly had this later from Colonel KIllEN, 
that he and the district chief gave no credibility to this. 

Q. Well, when you say later, are you saying before or 
after you wrote this letter? 

A. 
ter. 
with 
that 

No, it was before that I would have written this let­
When I called on Colonel KIllEN and discussed this incident 

him, he was adamant, as was Colonel TOAN, that this incident-­
no 
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incident had occurred there. And they were strongly opposed 

to conducting any investigation, although TOAN had said he 

had told the province chief to conduct an investigation. But 

the province chief led me to believe that he was not going to 

be conducting an investigation because there was absolutely no 

truth to the matter. 

Q. Well, how could they know whether such a thing had or 

had not occurred? The Americans were there. And Colonel KHIEN 

was in Quang Ngai unable to enter the area without an armed force 

to bring him in, so that he didn't have any knowledge of what 

had or had not taken place, any personal knowledge. 

10: When you talked to TOAN, for example, did he advise 

you that he had informed General KOSTER of all of this and asked 

General KOSTER to have this investigated? 

A. No, sir. He did not. 

Q. What do you think those words mean that you put down 

there, "The district chief does not give the allegations any im­

portance"? What do you think that means? 

A. Well, I hope it means just what I said that it meant. 

I cannot recall where I got my information from, but I know that 

when I drafted this letter, the facts that were available to me, 

what I considered to be the facts, were what I was reporting. 

MR MACCRATE: Well, who helped you to write this letter? 

A. I believe I drafted or wrote this letter myself. 

Q. But you certainly didn't do all the leg work that 

was necessary to bring the thing together, did you? 

A. Leg work, sir? I conducted the investigation right 

after the incident. I had to give an oral report. 

Q. Well, these are inclosures. Take the 14 April state-

ment, Colonel HENDERSON. That's no part of what you had done 

before. You had to get these things, and you weren't running 

around personally. You must have had someone to help you. 
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11.. No one outside of the brigade handed me, to the best:"" 
of my recollection, a single piece of paper regarding this inci­
dent. Now, I believe that Colonel KHIEN only translated the Viet 
Cong letter, or letter in Vietnamese, when he told me what he 
knew or what this letter was from the district or village chief, 

Q. Well, who in your brigade handed you the statement of 
14 April? 

A. Sir, I believe it had to corne through my S2 to me, 

Q. Colonel BLACKLEDGE has testified that he had nothing 
to do with it. 

A. I do not know, sir. 

Q. You have no explanation as to how that statement came· 
into your hands? 

A. No, sir. I have not. I ·feel that it came in through' 
intelligence channels, and that would be through my S2. 

Q. But without any indication of the intelligence source, 
how could you possibly evaluate it as to whether it had any sub;" 
stantial.i-ty to it? Speaking colloquially, there are absolutely 
no fingerprints on that statement, as if someone saw it, to elim­
inate, to expunge any record of where it carne from. The onlyim­
pression that someone can get by looking at that document un ex­
plained is that there was a conscious act of suppression in con­
nection with the preparation of tha:tletter. An inclosure that 
has been deprived of all fingerprints so no one could be blamed 
or credited with having put the thing together. 

A. Well, at the time, sir, I must have known the source 
of this document, but I do not know at this time. 

Q. Well , it is reasonable to conjecture that someone ·might 
have delivered this to you with an explanation. But if you re- . 
ceived it with an explanation, where is that explanation? 

A. 

o. 

(iIENDEJlSON) 

At this time, I ao not have it, sir. 

Who gave you such explanations? 
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A. I do not know, sir. 

Q. We have had it suggested that it came to you from an 

individual at province on the U.S. advisory team. 

A. 
by the 
handed 

This is possible, sir, 

headquarters of district. 

to me personally. 

that it could have been given 

I'm confident that it was not 

Q. 

A. 

Well, the indication was that it did come to you. 

I do not believe so, sir. 

Q. 
brought 
your own 

A .• 

What ever happened to all the other 

together to permit you to sit down and 

hand the basic letter, Exhibit R-5? 

I do not know, sir. 

papers that were 
to write out in 

Q. One is struck by the coincidence that the only docu-

ment that is found is one that you didn't think was still in ex­

istence. 

A. One that--

Q. (Interposing) Well, that one document that you 

understood that has not been found. A document that you 

didn't expect to be found, has been found. So, the question 

arises, where are the documents that you expected would 

be found? 

A. I'm sorry, sir. I don't follow you. 

Q. You have told us that the first report of three to five 

pages upon your early investigation is the one that you expected, 

or at least you asked, Colonel DONAI.DSON to locate. And rather 

than finding that document that you had understood was with the 

53, nothing was found, and instead, this document, R-5, was lo­

cated in the 52 file. 

A. Yes, sir. But I do not understand why I did not want 

it found? 

Q. Well, I didn't. say that you wanted it found, but ap-

parently you didn't expect it to be found. 

(HENDERSON) 319 APP T-l 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 



A. Well, I don't follow the reasoning. When I called Colo-
nel DONALDSON, I was asking him for any and all reports concern­
ing the My Lai incident. I did not limit it to one. I did remem­
ber that when I reduced my oral report to \"ri ting and submitted 
my report, I know positively, I saved a copy of that. I feel 
confident that I had a copy of tllat put in my and, I think, the S3 
safe. And that was one that I felt was there, but anything that 
he had on this My Lai report, I wanted. 

Q. NOW, with respect to the one that you did save and put 
in your safe, did you put anything with it? 

A. No, except that I did testify earlier that I think may­
be I used that one to prc~pare this. I'm not posi ti ve, but I think 
I used the report of early April to prepare this. 

Q. That may very well have been. 
earlier report that you recalled leaving 
you leave any other papers with it? 

But coming back to the 
in your S3 safe, did 

A. Not pertaining to My Lai, because at that time, I don't ~ 
think I had anything else. 06 Me 
Q. Well, in its preparation, if this were a three to five-'~ 
page paper, there must have been other papers gathered or in for- .~ 
mation, data. Did you write it out in longhand as well? 

A. Yes, sir, and I used my notebook that I had 
used when I had interviewed Warrant Officer THOMPSON and others. 

Q. Did you put those things with this letter? 

A. No, sir. I recall I had one copy of that letter that 
I either put in an envelope and had them put in the S3 safe, 
or asked the S3 to have it put in the safe or filed, I'm 
not sure. 

Q. Well, did you get any help in its preparation? 

A. I am of the opinion I either let Major MCKNIGHT, my 
S3 read this one or the earlier one for dates or for unit ac­
ti~ns or let Colonel BARKER read it. I'm not really positive 
who I'let read it. It seemed to me that somebody did read 
it. But as far as help in preparing it, no, sir. I had no 
help in preparing it. I wrote it out myself. 
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Q. We have substantial information that Major MCKNIGHT 

did assist you. 

A. In this one, sir? 

Q. In the earlier preparation, taking that as the first. 

A. Well, I feel that I at least got the dates, the units, 

where they were, the results and so forth from him, or had him 

rev iew to make certain elat what I put down was correct. But 

I don't know that I had any help from him i.n writing out the 

statements that I had myself talked to individuals. 

Q. What recollection do you have on the physical prep-

aration of the earlier report? 

A. The physical preparation of it, to the best of my 

knmdedge, I E.. i ther asked Major I1CKNIGH'l' or Scergean t JOHNSON, or 

Sergeant KIRKPATRICI<, or one of the officers or individuals in 

the S3 office to let me have a clerk or--and I thought I directed 

it to a special clerk that I had. I do not recall who it was, 

but it was one of the better clerks to type this. 

Q. Well, do you recall that Sergeant JOHNSON at this time 

was spending his time over at LZ Dottie? 

A. That's why I directed Sergeant KIRKPATRICK. 

Q. Sergeant KIRKPATRICK was there and he would have been 

available. Now, in this connection, a document three-quarters 

of a page in length or thereabouts was seen in preparation. 

A. No, sir. 

Q. That could have been a part of it, could it not? 

A. Oh, yes, sir. 

Q. Now, who in addition to l1ajor I1CKNIGHT and Sergeant 

KIRKPATRICK, in the brigade had any participation in that that 

you know of? 

A. Well, other than those who had given me information 
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or statements when I interviewed th 
clerk who typed it. em, I think only possibly the 
Q. 

A. 
Did you discuss this with Colonel LUPER? 

I cannot recall having done so, sir. 

Q. So far as a later report is concerned, in addition to 
Sergeant GERBERDING, you can't recall at this time who assisted 
you in the actual physical preparation of R-5? 

A. No, sir, I cannot. I think that I used my initial re-
port of early April as a basis for this, and I do not know that 
I had any additional help. And, I believe my S2 gave me this VC 
propaganda message. And, I can't think of anybody else but him 
having given me this statement. POSSibly, well, I know the MI 
didn't come to me directly. It would have gone to him, and I'm 
positive that nobody at province gave me that paper. 
Q. When you left Colonel TOAN, did you receive any papers 
from him? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. When you left Colonel KHIEN, did you receive any pap-
ers from him? 

A. No, sir. I'm positive I did not. 

10: Well, did you get any papers from either Colonel UL­
SAKER who at that time was down with Colonel TOAN? Colonel UL­
SAKER left about the 1st of April and Colonel HUTTER came in. 
Did you receive any papers from them? 

A. 
TER I 
ceive 

Q. 

I do not remember Colonel ULSAKER at all. 
remember, but no, sir, not on this SUbject did 
any papers from Colonel HUTTER. 

That's Colonel HUTTER. H-U-T-T-E-R. 

Colonel HUT­
I ever re-

. I didn't receive from him any papers A. HUTTER, no, Slr. 
on this subject. 

-----, 
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Q. From Mr. 
to Colonel KEIE:,? 

~!i\y and Colonel GUINN, when you were talking 

A. No, sir. I .. BY have asked him for an extract or a 

translatioc: of a d'~cur.ent that KHIEN made reference to, but I 

did not physically ceceive it from him. Whether it was sent to 

my headquarters, I don't know, sir. But I did not see this sin­

gle piece 0: paper from either of those gentlemen. 

MR HACCrXfE: \,ell, you say you we re accompanied by 11ajor 

MCKNIQIT, so if the paper followed you over and was sent to you, 

poss ib ly by ~lr. HAY or Colonel GUINN, it would come to Major MC­

KtlICllT and not to you, would it not? 

A. 
n't 
it, 

Well, it would depend on how it was 

que~;s on that one. I would think, though, 

they would have sent it to me. 

addressed. I could-.J 
if I had asked for 

_;. I 

Q. Well, I would assume so. But you indicate that it 

may have come into your headquarters alld not to you. 

A. Well, I hope it would have come to my attention if it 

would have come into my headquarters. I, at one time, thought 

that I had seen this letter that had been written from the 2d, 

or from the village to the district and had gotten to province. 

But the longer I thought about that, I believe that it was only 

Colonel KIllEN's translation that I heard of that. I do not 

remember seeing where I could sit down and read what actually 

was said in that letter. 

Q. Did you ever seek to get a copy? 

A. I am under the impression that I asked for a copy of 

it, but I cannot recall ever receiving it, or having made a check 

as to why I didn't receive it, if I did not receive it. 

Q. You have no explanation of your willingness to accept 

the statement in the first sentence of the 14 April statement re­

garding this 11 April letter without having before you a copy of 

the 11 April letter? 

A. Which paragraph? 

Q. Well, in the very first paragraph of the 14 April let-

ter there is a reference to the 11 April letter. You appear to 

be taking that letter and a statement upon it and passing it on 

(HENDERSON) 323 APP T-l 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 



I FO R OFF IC IALLUUSS:i;E:--i:Oii'NUL::iyZ------"--------------... 
~ 

to your commanding general without, as I now understand it, ever 

having seen the text of that 11 April letter. 

A. I remember having the text of that read to me by Colo-

nel KHIEN or explained to me by Colonel KHIEN, but I cannot re­

call having seen that in my headquarters ,,,here I would si t down 

and look at it. That is correct, sir. 

Q. Now, of course, if that letter was known to the Amer-

ical Division at the time that you sent forward this statement, 

or if you had received a copy of that letter from the Americal 

Division and returned it to the Americal Division, it would ex­

plain why you did not have a copy in your file. 

A. I did not see the copy of that letter or correspond-

ence from General KOSTER on this subject, sir. 

10: Did General KOSTER ever talk to you about it and tell 

you to investigate it? 

A. No, sir. When I reported orally to General KOSTER, 

it was my opinion at the time--

Q. (Interposing) Well, now, when did you report orally? 

What oral report are you talking about now? 

A. Well, I'm talking about the report of 20--

Q. (Interposing) Well, that had nothing to do with this. 

That is a completely different allegation. This is an 

allegation by the village chief to the district chief, and the 

district chief puts it in a letter to the province chief. 

It is not Warrant Officer THOMPSON's allegation. NOW, did 

you again make an oral report to the division commander 

concerning the allegation of the district chief to the 

province chief? 

A. No, sir. I did not. 

Q. R-I? Although the two are related, the allegation of 

Warrant Officer THOMPSON is quite separate and distinct from the 

allegation made here. 

A. I understand that, sir. But on t!1is report, as I men-

tioned earlier, my primary purpose, I feel, in sending this 

thing forward was to get this propaganda leaflet to division 

because of the implications in the latter paragraph 7. 
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Q. Well, just a minute. You previously indicated, 
I think, and I'd ha'le to chec~c back in t.ll" tcstcin,ony, but 
wlwn ),ou picked up tllic; propaganda ,that you provided copies 
of the propaganda to the division, and that you subsequently 
conducted this investigali.on and provided it? 

A. That is correct, sir. 

So, division already had the propaganda? 

1\. That is correct, sir. 'fhe only thing they didn't 
have was my statement going along with it. 

O. Well, you see, the allegation that you point out 
in your l"tter is not the propaganda. 'rhe allegation that 
you point out appears in the statement of 14 April. That is 
"hy it is ab"olutely inconceivable to me that you as a senior 
cornrr.ander would, unless there is more that is known between 
YOllrc;c'lf and General KOSTEF than has been brought forward to 
the present time" that you could have sent a paper forward to 
Ceneral KOSTEr< that you didn't know the origin of the paper. 
You didn't know how you received it, or anything about the 
paper. It just doesn't ring because that, you see, is the 
allegation contained in Inclosure 1. 

A. I cannot explain i·t, sir. I absolutely cannot. 

Q. W(ell, for minu·te, let me ask you a few other questions 
about these other things. You left this paper, you indicated, 
in the safe of the S2 section, this particular paper? 

A. 

Q. 

A. 
know. 

Yes, sir. 

NOW, where in the safe was it retained? 

I don't know, sir. I assume this was--I don't even 
I believe it was just a field safe. 

Q. Well, you had a regular wall safe with combinations 
on it and so on. 

Ii. Well, I thought Colonel DONALDSON told me this was 
found in a sealed envelope. I don't know. 
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Q. But in what condition was it when you left it? 
How was it addressed? How was it maintained? 

A. Sir, I did not see it placed in the safe. I can 
only assume that I gave it to Colonel BLACKLEDGE to secure. 

Q. Was it in a sealed envelope of any kind? 

A. I do not know, sir. 

Q. You never went back to see the report? 

A. Sir, I do not believe that·I ever saw this report 
after I signed off on it. I'm not certain I hand-
carried it to the division. I'm under the impression that I 
did. I never saw that report after that time. 

Q. How many copies of this report did you make? 

A. I believe I made three copies and sent two 
forward and kept one. 

Q. Now, what about the other report that you prepared 
earlier? How many copies were made? 

A. Again, sir, I believe it was three copies. I kept 
one and two went forward. 

Q. And you retained that one in the S3 safe? 

A. I believe so, sir. 

Q. DO you knml what else was in either of these files? 

A. No, sir. I do not. 

Q. Do you know how your report of early April was delivered 
to division? 

A. I do not believe I hand-carried it up. 
it to the liaison officer, or had the TOC give it 
officer to deliver it to the division. 

Q. How did you have it addressed? 
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A. I do not recall, sir. 

Q. Do you recall a classification? 

A. No, sir. I do not. I believe it was, possibly it 
was "For Official Use Only.," But I do not know, sir. 

Q. And the report of 
and you sent it to division. 
it hand-carried, and in what 

24 April, you had three copies 
Did it go by courler, or was 

form was it delivered? 

A. I believe that I hand-carried this one to division. 
I hand-carried one of the t:wo. I can remember distinctly either 
this one or the other one being in a brown envelope addressed 
to the commanding general, and that I hand-carried that to the 
chief of staff. 

Q. That was Colonel PARSON at the time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you indicate to him the contents? 

A. Yes, sir. I recall sitting down with Colonel PARSON 
in his office and handing this to him, or laying it on his desk, 
in this manila folder this report for General KOSTER, and tell­
ing him generally what it was about:. And I recall that we start­
ed talking about this and he made some comment about, "Oh, yes. 
I wanted to hear about that. General KOSTER and General YOUNG 
have been discussing this matter, or had discussed it, and I 
hadn't gotten involved in it." I just got a little bit out about 
what it was all about when either the general sent for him for a 
meeting or something, and that dropped the conversation. I do not 
remember getting back with him on this subject. 

Q. Well, how long after this report was prepared on the 
24th do you recall that you delivered it to Colonel PARSON? 

A. I do not recall, sir. But I would think that I would 
have delivered it very soon after this date, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether General KOSTER was present, or if 
he was away on R&R at the time? 

A. I am of the opinion that General KOSTER was present at 
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the time, but I did not hand this report to General KOSTER. 
It was addressed to him and I left it with the ehief of staff. 

Q. Do you have any idea at all why \~e shouldn't be able 
to find, for example, in the S3 files or the brigade, a copy of 
your report of early April? 

A. No, sir. There is no reason in the world why the 
copy that we retained shouldn't have been there. I'm fairly 
confident that it was the S3 office where I passed the thing on 
to be held. 

Q. Well, we have had the headquarters searched, and we 
have had people from our own group conduct a very detailed 
search, and it is certainly not there at the present time, nor 
is there any record of it. 

A. I have no answer for that, si,L 

MR MACCRATE: At the division, in addition to Colonel PARSON, 
General YOUNG, and General KOSTER, in connection with this second 
report, R-5, did you have any conversation with anyone else at 
division? 

A. NO, sir. I did not. 

Q. At or about this time, was Colonel ANISTRANSKI, who 
was the G5 of the Americal Division, at any time at Due Pho 
speaking with you? 

A. I do not remember him speaking to me about this 
subject, sir. 

Q. Do you remember as you drafted the first paragraph of 
this letter of 24 April, "An investigation has been conducted of 
the allegations cited in Inclosure 1," just how it was that you 
expected anyone at the Americal Division to read into this with 
you? If this came in to a reader cold, what kind of an intro­
duction would that be? Doesn't this in some way relate to what 
you knew was up at division when you sent this? 

A. Well, I knew, sir, that my early report was up at 
division, and again I made no reference to it. 
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Q. But the early report had nothing to do with the 
allegations of the hamlet chief. 

A. No, it did not. That is correct, sir. I do not 
understand my lead i.nto this letter. The purpose of this let­
ter really was not an i.nvestigation. It was transmitting this 
VC propaganda leaflet forward, and apparently Inclosure I, 
which right now, I have no recollection of h01'1 I got it. 

Q. 
why would 
the page, 

A. 

But Colonel HENDERSON, if 
you have ',vri tten with your 
"Report of Investigation"? 

it was not an investigation, 
own hand at the very top of 

I cannot answer that, sir, at this time. 

10: NOW, Colonel HENDERSON, we want to go back to the 16th. 
I have heard your testimony before, and because it is almost 2 
years ago, there's quite a bit of loss of memory as far as exactly 
Ivhat happened, the time this happened, and so on. For example, 
I can read in your t:estimony, on one occasion you said you went 
to see Captain HEDIllA on the 16th, and I can find in another 
place you went to see him on the 17th, and you talk to THOMPSON 
on the 16th. Well, we have gone through this and I would 
like to go over verbally for you what I think you did during 
the course of 5 days to put you into focus so we won't have 
to be jaunting back and forth as to whether this was the 15th, 
the 16th, the 17th, and so on. I'll give this to you as 
I remember it, and if there is any great slippage in it as 
we reconstruct within the staff, I'll ask the people here 
at the desk to correct me. 

Going back to the 15th, it was on that date that you 
assumed command of the 11th Brigade from General LIPSCOMB. Early 
in the afternoon you proceeded to LZ Dottie where you had an oppor­
tunity to talk to the assembled staff and command of Task Force 
Barker, and you delivered to them a pep talk concerning their forth 
coming operation on the 16th into the area of Son My Village. You 
pointed out to them their lack of aggressiveness and failure to 
close 011 the previous operation and you gave them a good pep talk. 
"For once, let's hold the 48th Local Force Battalion and eliminate 
them once and for all." 

Coming down to the morning of the 16th, the preparatory 
fire started either at 0725 or 0727 in the morning and terminated 
at 0730 at which time the first li.ft went in. The second lift wen 
in at 0747 and was completed by 0750. The LZ, of course, from wher 
they were lifted was LZ Dottie. Subsequent to that time, Bravo 
Company was picked up from LZ uptight and put into their LZ south 
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of My Lai (1). NOw, as far as your movements that morning 
were concerned, you had proceeded from Duc Pho and went to 
Dottie briefly, briefly to LZ Uptight, and were in the area 
by the time the artillery preparation terminated or therea­
bouts. Shortly thereafter, after the second lift and after 
the troops had entered the village, you were involved in 
getting troops to come out north of the hamlet of Thuan Yen 
or My Lai (4) to piCk up some weapons from a couple of VC 
that had been killed by gunships. Subsequent to that time, 
you were orbiting to the southeast of the village noticing 
these large crowds of people streaming down Highway 521--
200, 300, maybe 400 of them. And at that time the H-23 cut 
out a couple of these which they thought were prisoners 
trying to evade at the time and held them in position so 
that you could go down and were able to pick them up in your 
helicopter, and you brought them on board. 

MR MACCRATE: I believe it was southwest rather than southeast. 

10: No, orbiting southeast of the village and later 
went down southwest of the village to pick up the two individuals. 
I believe that is the way I would reconstruct it. Subsequent 
to picking up the two individuals, you went over to see the 
insertion of Bravo Company. This was while the two individuals, 
the two suspects, were still in the aircraft. In the aircraft 
with you that morning were the following individuals: you 
were sitting in the left-hand seat; Colonel LUPER was sitting 
next to you; a man who had just joined you from General 
LIPSCOMB by the name of ADCOCK was operating your radio; 
to the immediate right of him was Hajor MACLACHLAN; in front 
of him in one of the jump seats was Command Sergeant I1ajor 
''lALSH; and sitting on your side of the aircraft in that jump seat 
was Hajor HCKNIGIIT. The two PW's were picked up and you watched 
the insertion of Bravo Company. You will remember this, I think, 
very vividly because the artillery did not lift in time and it 
forced the helicopters to make another circle to get back into 
the LZ after the artillery had finally been lifted. Subsequent 
to that time, you went back to Hy Lai (4) again for a "quick see" 
and then went to LZ Dottie. You stayed at LZ Dottie for quite 
some time until along about the 1030 time frame. There you saw 
Colonel BARKER. You also saw General KOSTER come in; you talked 
to him, and saw him depart. Then you again went to Hy Lai (4). 
Then subsequent to that -time, you went to Quang Ngai to keep your 
appointment for a courtesy call with Colonel TOAN about 1100 hours. 
In the afternoon, or subsequent to that you returned to 
LZ Bronco at Duc Pho, and in the afternoon, you were back 
up in the area again, visiting the 4/3 
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(lD(l Cllso yeu s-:-:n~);;'-'(~ C"'-:-?~ flt L7. D<:1..1.1.r <l C'oup1.c~ of t.imc:'!s, 

at lc,:1'.Jt C'.cc. r~':'.(A~ (l:-L-,C'~~::'00:: Gcnt:.~yc"l FO~~I.L1r;R, il. addition 

to th,: visit. ir: t,~:(: :':':c'J":-!,~r::;, bad C01~K hnck into your AO. He 

fir;_,~_ ·,·:o.s C:-. r(i:~i .. (". t() L:;', !.:::concc t.O p:i,cI< up GQneral DOLEMAN where 

Lc ;'iC:'. hi:":! and ~_;~;('~!' .. -. (It.::()l_~-l .. 3('] mi.nt!t(>~;. At 1~)4~) he and General 

D()~_JI-:;·:.:\:·: V:0rc aC':d.:":. ,n.:: I,;;; r:'otti\_~ \ .. lhc:rc they \-vore briefc~d by 

Colo~l(~l. B!"I-:YE1Z u:-:~~l. a~)Otlt 171~) at \\11-d ell ti.mc~ they d(~parted 

for Chu Lai. That, I think, pretty well accounts for the 16th. 

NO',", ''Ii th resp"et. t.o the 17th: eClrly in t.he morning 

on the. 17t.h at ahm::. 0820, G"neral DOLEMl\N and General KOSTER 

aLC <vrain at 1'.,7, Bron{~'o, ar~d I asslunc that~ after that time you 

too!: C;enernl [)OLE1~i\:' on it visi t. to SOlf.e of your fire bases in 

t}ll.~ hri.gQ.dc? aroa. T!l(1t afternoon you had a meeting starting 

at abo"t 1400 with Lieutenant. Colonel HOLLADAY and Major WATKE 

concerning the optimum employment. of the asset.s of the aero­

scout. company of: the 123d l\viat.ion Battalion. 

Now then, coming down to the morning of the 18th, 

you had received a t.elephone call or some kind of a notice to 

meet GenerCll YOUNG at L7. Dot.tie at. about. 0900 hours. Prior to 

this t.ime you probably stopped by A/3/1 which had been hit by 

a sapper attack the night. before and had suffered some casualties. 

As I recall, t.here were at least. a couple of dead and five or six 

or seven seriously wounde,\. You called on t:hem prior to the time 

that you proceeded to mel, t General YOUNG at: LZ Dot.tie. Then 

at LZ Dottie whell you did arrive t.here, General YOUNG arrived a 

few minut.es aft.er you dj.d. Five of you met:. in the van of Colonel 

BARKEI< includinq General YOUNG, yourself, Colonel BARKER, Colonel 

HOLLADAY, and Major WA'l'Ki·:. It was t:here that. you had reviewed 

for you by Major v/ATKE the' informat.ion that had been passed to 

him by Warrant Officer 'I'HCMPSON. It was also there that. General 

YOUNG told you that he "anted you to invest.igat:e the matter. Now 

then, subsequent to that, you talked briefly to Major WATKE and 

then you talked to Warrant Officer THOMPSON. After talking to 

them, you flew down ·to t:he area of My Lai (1) where C/l/20 was 

en route from down south. 'l'hey had laagered just nort.h of Nui 

Ngang Mountain on the 17th and they were en route to the north 

generally to an area to the northwest of My Lai (1) up in the 

area of the Diem Diem River so they could be extracted early in 

the afternoon. You notified Captain MEDINA in the field that you 

wanted to come in to sec him, for him to pick out an LZ and to 

mark it. That he did. You went in to see him generally somewhere 

just a little to the southwest of My Lai (1) and you talked to 

him there. At that time you had Colonel I"UPER with you and you 

(HENDERSON) 331 APP T-l 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 



POR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

Colonel BLACKLEDGE with you. You talked to Captain MEDINA. 
While you were talking to Captain MEDINA, your helicopter went 
aloft. You called the chopper back to you and you boarded it 
and departed. 

Somewhat subsequent to that, when C/l/20 started 
arriving back at LZ Dottie, you met some of the early lifts and 
you talked to some of the personnel as they came back into the 
LZ. That, I think, fairly well completes the 18th. 

Exactly what transpired on the 19th I do not know; 
however, on the 20th, this is the date you made your verbal 
report to the division commander. I would ask if there is any 
major deviation that anyone knows of here at this time? 

MR WEST: Just a small matter. You arrived at Landing Zone 
Dottie with these two suspected VC around 0830 and stayed there 
until about 0950 to 1000. (TO 10) I think you maybe said 1030. 

A. I stayed there until what time? 

Q. About 0950 or 1000. You were there about an hour 
and a half. General KOSTER came in at 0935. You left 20 or 
so minutes after that. While you were there, Colonel BARKER 
was in and out twice. He came in about 0840, then took off to 
Bravo Company, where his Charlie-Charlie ship was used for a 
dustoff. He dropped him off on the way out to the wounded and 
he stayed there; he was there when you left. 

MR WALSH: I would like to pick it up right there, colonel. 
After you had observed the insertion of Bravo Company and then 
went on back over My Lai (4), perhaps observing the markings of 
the two dead VC with weapons north to the hamlet which were 
being marked by other helicopters in the area so the troops 
could move up and get the weapons, you then moved back to 
Dottie, arriving there at 0830. Now, I would like to ask you to 
recount for us, first of all, where you met Colonel BARKER. Did 
you see him at the landing pad when you came in there? Did you 
see him in the TOC? 

A. When I arrived at LZ Dottie and turned the prisoners 
over to the military police or whoever :t'eceived them from me 
there at LZ Dottie, I'm of the opinion that I started for the 
TOC when General KOSTER arrived, and I turned around and met him. 
Your timing, I don't disagree with it, but if I met Colonel BARKER 
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there, I feel I met him up at the helipad. I don't recall 
talking to him that morning dOlm at the TOC. 

(General PEERS withdrew from the hearing.) 

Q. NOw, the timing is such that your recollection may be 
that you were about to depart when General KOSTER arrived. 
You may have moved or changed your intention at that time 
rather than when you arrived because the log and other indications 
arc very strong that General KOSTER didn't arrive until about an 
hour after you did. So with that comment, I wonder if I could 
ask you again where you saw Colonel BARKER initially? 

A. I feel that I would have seen Colonel BARKER at the 
helipad. I do not believe I saw him in the TOC. 

Q. What did you say to him and what did he say to you 
when you saw him? 

A. Sir, I am trying to go along with this scheme that 
General PEERS outlined, and I do not recall seeing Colonel 
BARKER there that morning at LZ Dottie. If there is evidence 
that I did see him there and talk to him, I don't deny it. But 
I cannot recall having said anything to him. 

Q. All right. Let me ask you more generally, would you 
describe exactly where you went and exactly what you heard and 
exactly what you said during that approximate hour and a half 
that you were at LZ Dottie starting at 0830? 

A. My recollection is that I was not at LZ Dottie for 
anyone and a half hours that morning. At the time I was there 
I possibly did make it to the TOC. If I would have seen anybody 
it probably would have been Major CALHOUN, but what I would have 
said to him I don't know and I do not remember. 

Q. What do you recall about hearing a report of VC killed 
reported by Charlie Company that mQrning, either monitoring the 
radio nets or reports received directly in the TOC from Major 
CALHOUN or Colonel BARKER? 

A. I remember hearing radio transmissions, whether I was 
airborne or on the ground I'm not certain, of armed VC evading 
and the helicopters taking them under fire on several occasions, 
not just one occasion, but on several occasions I heard this. I 
heard certain casualty reports or reports of VC killed coming in 
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again from Charlie Company or at least from Colonel BARKER 
from his TOC and his command net. Whether I VIas in the TOC 
or monitoring, I don't remember. 

Q. By 0830, Charlie Company had transmitted reports and 
Colonel BARKER had received information that Charlie Company 
was claiming to have killed 84 VC in the first hour of the 
action. Now, what was your reaction when you heard those 
reports? 

A. I didn't have that report, sir. I don't believe I 
had that report. I think, I'm confident, when I talked to 
General KOSTER that I was under the impression at that time 
that I had information that there had been 30 or 40 VC killed. 
I don't think there was anywhere in the 80's. I do not believe 
it was, sir. 

Q. We know that it was up in the 80's. It was 
was transmitted over the net that you were monitoring. 
four had been recorded in the Task Force Barker log by 
How could you possibly not have been aware of that? 

84 and 
Eighty-

0840. 

A. At this time, to the best of my recollection, I did 
not know it, sir. 

Q. What did you know as of the time you saw General 
KOSTER? What did you know about Charlie Company and their 
success in killing VC? 

A. I think it was 
the area of 30 to 40 VC. 
General KOSTER. 

that I knew that they had killed in 
I believe that was my discussion with 

Q. Well, this is very curious, colonel. I suggest to you 
that your recollection is not accurate. I won't point out all of 
the entries. In addition to the number of VC reported by the 
helicopter unit, Charlie Company had reported killing 15 VC 
prior to 0830. We know ther~ were transmissions over the net 
that Charlie Company had killed a total of 84 by 0830. I call 
your attention to the log of Task Force Barker, item 22, which has 
been entered in the record in this proceedings as Exhibit M-16, 
and ask you to take a look at item 22 on page 2. See if that 
doesn't refresh your recollection with respect to the number of 
VC Charlie Company had claimed to have killed by 0840 in the 
morning. 
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(MR WALSH hands Exhibit M-16 to the witness.) 

A. Is this the morning log that I'm looking at? 

Q. It is a copy of the log of Task Force Barker for the 

period commencing 0001 hours on 16 ~larch 1968. 

(The witness studies the log.) 

A. Is this item 22, "vc counted," is that "09"? 

Q. 69. 

A. Well, if they were reporting that to my brigade 

headquarters, I should have known it and apparently did 

know it. 

Q. Now, what was your reaction, to knowing this? 

you think it was accurate? 

A . 
sir. 

Well, I have no reasons to think it was not 

Q. Because of the bodies that you had observed whti~~ 

were over My Lai (4)1 

J\.. ' ' , "0 I' s~r, because when I was over My Lai (4), 

dbserve~ onliy twci) VC d¢ad wi th weapons and some six to, e;L'iiJ',Dil 

others to the so~theast of My Lai (4) who--I had tra;n':6~ia~.~~., 

these were ,civilians or could possibly be civilians. 

Q. 

A. 

And you hadn't seen any other bodies? 

I had seen no other bodies, sir. 

Q. All ]fight. What questions did you ask when you 

lwanl these reports of this large body count? 

Z\. I had no questions, I bl,lieve, of the large body,' 

, , , 

count. , :r:: :"::"\<}~,7~!;1t~~'t~~ 

Q. You had just been there and you hadn't seen any and 

YOIl came back to Dottie and you heard these reports of large 

l').U1llberG of VC being killed by Charlie Company. Didn't you ask 

(HENDERSON) 335 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 


