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l. DPURPOSE. To provide information on the impact of defoliation on imagery
interpretation. :

2. DISCUSSION.

& On 27 Sep 68 Col Moran, Chief, Chem Div, J3 Elemg MAGCOG 7 roquested
information concerning the msubject stated shove. : ,

be MAGJZ views on ths m_xb;jeot are attached.
3, RECOMMENDATION. That you note the infémation on the inolosure.
1 Inol ' PHILLIP B. DAVIDSON JR. .

as S Major General, USA
' Assistant Chief of Staff, 32
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SUBJECT: Impact of Herbioide Usage on Imagery Interpretation

1, It is an accepted fact that any reduotion in canopy or foliage over an

ness of observation is directly proportionate to the reduotion in foliage
and the type activity in the defoliated area. Huts under canopy would he
easier to looate and identify with & moderate defoliation program, whereas
foxholes and bunkers may not be evident unless the foliage has been greatiy
reduced, s ‘ : ' .
2. It has been noted by CICY interpreters that defoliation of single canopy
forest materially increases the interpreters’capability to locate and
identify enemy or suspected enemy activity. For example the Phuo Iong road

A ‘
3. Complete defoliation would allow the interpreter to identify most enemy
activity, It is realized that removal of all vegetation denies the enemy his
freedom from observation and therefore tends to cause relocation to other
conoealed areas. By denying conceaiment, the foroes may be required to use
areas of lesger vegetation or areas less suitable for operation.

4. It is the opinion of CICV that defoliation is beneficial to the interpreter.
Fo comparison of a specific area before and after defoliation has been studied

) ~ by CICV for the purpose of evaluating the herbicide program. The interpreters

& have noted, however, that defoliated areas do allow increased penetration by the
3 sensor and thereby aid the interpretation of previcusly hidden astivity.

{. erea of interest will provide increased ohservation. The degree of effeotive~ -

area defoliation aided greatly in identification of trails and motorable trails..




