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1. Reference reports on the interview with a source who furnished handwritten information containing "dog tag" type data relating to missing Air Force Captain Anthony C. Shine. The photocopy of the tag bearing the name "John \01. Bruin" does not relate to a missing American. 
2. This type of information is comnonly referred to as a "dog tag" report in that the data on the man generally reflects that which is included on his mil itary identification tags or other identification documents. Since 1982, DIA has received 4,500 of these reports. Generally the sources, who are usually residents of Vietnam, or as in this instance a Thai citizen working in Laos, claim to possess the remains of one or more Americans. As proof they offer data copied or traced from a dog tag or ID card, or sometimes photos of dog tags. In a few instances we have received the actual metal tags or other identification materials. 

3. Over 3,280 U.S. military personnel have been named in these reports. Of these, 90 percent served in Southeast Asia and returned to the U.S. alive. An additional 7 percent were killed in Indochina, but their remains were recovered, identified and returned to the U.S. for burial. Thus, it is impossible that the remains of these men are in the possession of persons claiming to have them. Only 3 percent of the dog tag reports name a man who is unaccounted for. Although this suggests that someone has recovered the remains and/or personal effects of these servicemen, -we bel ieve it is highly unlikely that they are in the hands of·private citizens as portrayed in thE dog tag reports. 

4. In most cases several different people report they have the remains and/or personal effects of each of the named servicemen. Frequently each source claims to have recovered the same items on a different date or at a different location. These inconsistencies indicate the people did not obtain their information by recovering items from battlefields or crash sites. In the case of one missing man, more than 20 different people profess to have recovered his remains. Further, as in this instance, it is not unusual for the same source to claim to be holding more than one set of remains; some may name actual missing Americans but at the same time also claim to hold remains of veterans known to be alive. These reports are obviously false. Although this is the first report of this nature we have received mentioning Capt Shine, based upon previous experience we can antiCipate that the future will bring additional similar accounts. 
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5. Throughout the war the communist forces enforced a policy to find and 
bury Americans killed in action and to send to central authorities a report 
of the burial location along with the man's personal effects and 
identification. Captured enemy documents continually stressed that this 
effort was important to the ·political struggle.· Assuming this was done, 
the government of Vietnam should have knowledge of most of the missing men 
whose names have appeared in the dog tag reports. 

6. In most instances we have found that the reports originate with an 
unnamed person who persuades an acquaintance in Vietnam to act as an 
intermediary to send the information to a relative or friend residing in 
another country. In this manner many honest people may have been induced 
into acting as unwitting transmitters of information they believe to be true. 
More recently, with the influx of American tourists in Indochina, we find it 
increasingly common for this type of data to be passed to visitors. 

7. Taking into consideration the known policy and practices of the 
Indochinese governments to collect information concerning U.S. war dead, 
coupled with the patterns in the dog tag reporting, the evidence indicates 
that the majority of these accounts reflect information and personal effects 
recovered by communist forces, not by private citizens. Further, based upon 
years of investigation and analysis we are convinced that these reports are 
managed and deliberately instigated by elements within the government of 
Vietnam in an effort to influence and exploit the PW/MIA issue. Based upon 
the sudden appearance of data extracted from Capt Shine's dog tag, we have to 
conclude that the communists are aware of his fate and possess information 
which could lead to an accounting. 
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