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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: DICKENS, James A. CPT
DATE OF TESTIMONY: 28 January 1970
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon
WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT ON 16 MARCH 1968: Junior Aide to
General KOSTER.

1. KNOWLEDGE OF THE OPERATION.

a. About the mission.

As DICKENS understood the My Lai mission, it was
merely a sweep of the area, and there was no specific
target or known enemy concentration (pg. 5). There had
been little activity in the 11lth Brigade area, and the
witness suspected that the brigade was granted an AO
extension so that it could get some contact (pg. 5).

b. From the briefing.

Most of his knowledge about the operation came
from reports he saw and heard about it, particularly the
division briefing given by Captain ORELL (pgs. 5, 6, 8, 9).
He recalled that 128 VC KIA were reported and that there
was a disproportionate number of weapons captured (pg. 6).
He felt that the brigade was overestimating its kills in
order to improve their record which was far behind the other
brigades in the division (pg. 6). He did not hear about
the incident where HENDERSON had picked up two VC suspects
who turned out to be PF's (pg. 7), nor did he know of
KOSTER's countermand of the resweep order (pg. 8). The
main concern of the staff on the 16th was the 24 NVA Division
which the Americal Division was trying to surround in the
Antenna Valley (pg. 6).

c. From asking about the confrontation.

Sometime after the briefing, but within a week of
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it, a warrant officer, who was piloting the helicopter

on which DICKENS was flying, asked him if he had heard

about a warrant officer who threatened to turn his guns on
American troops who were shooting civilians or firing
indiscriminately (pgs. 7, 9, 10, 11). At this time they

were on the ground at an LZ (pg. 9). DICKENS told the

warrant officer that he knew nothing about it, and he then
began asking questions of his friends at the division TOC

and officers! club (pgs. 11, 12). He specifically asked
Captain BARKSDALE and probably Captain ORELL (pg. 1ll). He
was not certain that he asked Major BEASLEY, but he did not
talk to the IG, SJA, or Chaplains (pgs. 11-13). He did not
speak to Lieutenant Colonel HOLLADAY, Major WATKE, or aero-
scout pilots about it, but did speak to nearly" half ‘a dozen
pilots from the 123d Aviation Battalion (pgs. 12, 13). No one
could give him any information, and he heard nothing about a
large number of civilians being killed either indiscriminately
or accidentally at My Lai or anywhere else (pgs. 12, 20, 21).
When he found out nothing, he just dropped the informal inquiry
he was making (pg. 12). He never pursued the matter through
official channels (pg. 12). DICKENS was most likely temporary
aide to General GALLOWAY at this time, and he could not recall
being around KOSTER (pgs. 10, 13).

2. REPORTS OF INFORMATION.

The witness became KOSTER's senior aide around 1 May
1968 (pg. 18). At this time he handled a lot more paper-
work for KOSTER than had Captain ROBERTS, the witness'
predecessor (pgs. 15, 18). BEven prior to this DICKENS
had acted as an "assistant assistant chief of staff"
(pg. 18). He never saw HENDERSON's report of 24 April
or any of its inclosures including the VC propaganda
(pgs. 15, 18), nor did he recall seeing any "Eyes Only"
communications for the general (pgs. 16, 17). Normally,
such communications would be given to KOSTER through the
Chief of Staff (pgs. 14, 16). Had DICKENS seen such a-
thing, it would have been so unusual that he would have
remembered it (pg. 17). ‘

3. OTHER INFORMATION.

a. Killing of civilian on boat.

He recalled an incident after he had become
KOSTER's senior aide in which an allegation was made that a
helicopter pilot had indiscriminately killed a Vietnamese
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civilian with an M-79 round (pg. 21). The incident occurred
somewhere near Hai An off "Cigar Island" (pg. 23). HOLLADAY
was appointed investigating officer, but DICKENS did

not know if formal orders were published (pg. 22). The
written report said either that the incident did not occur
or that its perpetrator could not be found, and no one was
charged (pg. 22).

b. Rape incident.

He had heard of a rape incident involving the
198th Brigade in June of 1968 in which there was a formal
investigation followed by a court martial (pg. 23).

c. Miscellaneous.

(1) He could remember no particular visit by
HENDERSON to headquarters (pg. 24).

(2) On the morning he appeared before the Peers
Committee the witness had non-substantive discussions
about the My Lai incident with Colonel ADKINS and Captain
ROBERTS (pgs. 3, 4).

(3) During the period he was assigned as KOSTER's

junior aide he served as temporary aide to General GALLOWAY
(pg. 3). This was about the time of the My Lai operation

(pg. 10).
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EXHIBITS

EXHIBIT :
NUMBER DESCRIPTION ' NOTES PAGES
TAN's letter to KHIEN, |Witness had not
M-34 11 Apr (trans) (Quang seen before.
Ngai Prov.) ,
15
Witness had never
R-1 HENDERSON's Report seen report or in-
closures before.
17-19
. -
(DICKENS) , 4 SUM APP T-263

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

(The hearing was reconvened at 1601 hours, 28
January 1970.)

I0: The hearing will come to order.

RCDR: The following named persons are present: .LTG
PEERS, MR MACCRATE, COL ARMSTRONG, and MAJ LYNN.

Sir, the next witness is Captain James A. DICKENS.

(CPT DICKENS was called as a witness was sworn
and testified as follows:)

Captain DICKENS, for the record will you please
state your full name,_grade, Social Security number, organ-
ization and station? _

A. James A. DICKENS, Captain, - . 34 Batta-
lion, 37th Armoxr, 4th Armor Division, APO 09066.

I0: " Captain DICKENS, have you had an opportunity to
read the instructions?

A. Yes, I did.

Q. K Do you understand them or do you have any questions?
A, I understand them and I have no questions.

Q. I'11l introduce you now to Mr. MACCRATE, who is

a c1v111an attorney. Mr. MACCRATE has volunteered his ser-
vices to Secretary RESOR to assist me in this investigation
and also to provide legal counsel for me and other members
of the inquiry. On my right is Colonel ARMSTRONG, another
colonel designated by the Chief of Staff as an assistant to
this investigation. In addition to myself, Mr. MACCRATE and
Colonel ARMSTRONG may address questions to you this after-
noon. You should know that we have other groups like this
that are taking testimony from other individuals. I, how-
ever, will have the task of assembling the final report,
weighing the evidence and determining findings and recom-
mendations. As a mllltary officer, you are ordered not to
discuss your testimony in this investigation with others,
including other witnesses to the investigation, except in
the performance of official duty, or as you may be required
to do before a competent administrative, judicial or legis-
lative body. Let me explain legislative. There is a pos-
sibility that you will be asked to appear before one of the
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congressional committees. The one most likely, I would say,
would be the investigative subcommittee of the House Armed
Services Committee. If you are called, your testimony and
appearance here in no way would preclude you from testifying
before such a body. I do not believe you have been cited

or cautioned by the military judge in the general court-
martial case of the United States v. Calley. Is that correct?

A. That's correct.

Q. I would not expect that you would be. However,
if such does become the case, your appearance here in no
way changes either the effect of the applicability of such
an order. Do you have any questions at this time?

A, fi' No, sir.

Q. Captain DICKENS, would you indicate your duty
assignment within the Americal Division? When you took such
assignment? Did you have any changes of assignment? When
did your service within the division terminate?

A, Yes, sir. I arrived in August 1967 with the 1lst
Squadron, lst Calvary, from Fort Hood, Texas. At that time
I was a platoon leader in B Troop. I remained a platoon
leader until I was wounded and evacuated to the hospital.
When I returned from the hospital, I became assistant S3 for
the squadron. Approximately 2 January 1968 I became aide-
de-camp for General RYDER, who was the ADC at the time. I
remained his aide until his departure around the middle of
March. The exact day I'm not sure, but it was somewhere
around the 1llth, I believe. At that time I became General
KOSTER's junior aide working with him in the field sometimes.
Most of the time I worked in the division headquarters with
the chief of staff. A few weeks later his senior aide,
Captain ROBERTS departed. I became General KOSTER's senior
aide. At that time I assumed all the duties that the

senior aide has with him.

Q. What date was that now?

A, Late April or early May, sir. It was the end of
April or early May when I took over the duties as his senior
aide.

Q. Did you serve as aide to General GALLOWAY for a
time there while you were-- -
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A. (Interposing) Sir, it was just a brief period of
time, a few days. General GALLOWAY came in and I sort of
escorted him around until we got an aide selected for him.
It was more of an escort type duty and assistance rather
than really being an aide.

0. An interim aide.

A. Yes, sir. That's what it was. I also, when
General KOSTER departed, was close to my departure at the
time, several weeks. In the interim, General YOUNG was the
division commander until General GETTYS arrived. General
YOUNG's aide departed a couple of weeks before General YOUNG,
so I escorted him around for a couple of weeks. When General
GETTYS came, I had him for about 3 weeks until we got his
‘aide, Captain THOMAS.

Q. For the record, you were quite a stop-gap aide.

A. Yes, sir. I probably had more generals to the
mile than most. '

Q. Since the time that the matter of this My Lai
incident became a matter of public knowledge, about 4 or 5
months ago in September or October of last year, in the news-
papers, radio and television and so on, have you had any
conversation with anybody from the Americal Division concern-
ing the incident, concerning the investigation, the report-
ing of it?

A, Except for the brief conversation I had with
several people since I've been here in the last 24 hours,
no, sir. I haven't really had an opportunity to even be
with anybody that I knew from Americal since this became
a matter of record.

Q. Who did you talk to here?

A, Well, Colonel ADKINS this morning and Captain
ROBERTS.

Q. Could you have been talking about anything sub-
stantial?

A, No, sir. We weren't really discussing any de-

tails. It was just, did I happen to keep a log or anything
- like this, just generally telling the difficulty they were
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having and that I would anticipate having in trying to recall
things 2-years old. We were not discussing substantive matters
about any reporting or handling of the case. No, sir, I have
not discussed that with anyone.

Q. When did ROBERTS talk to you?
A. : It was this morning, sir.
Q. When did you talk to Colonel ADKINS?
A, Also this morning, sir, when we were waiting out

in the mezzanine.

Q. What hour this morning did you talk to ROBERTS
for example?

A. About 1000 hours, sir. Between 1000 and 1130, I
would say. About that time he departed. It was more of a
reminiscing type conversation. Not a really substantive
discussion. .

Q. Well, we know that is verxry difficult to try to
remember back 22 months, which is about the time differential
between mid March and the present time, but we would like

you to think as best you can and try to recall as best you
can some of the events that transpired during that period.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. ~ Were you familiar with the organization and acti-
vation of Task Force Barker? e

A. Yes, cir.
Q. . When do you recall that it was organized?
A. It was organized about midway during my term with

General RYDER, which was about February, I would say. In
that time frame. I can't remember the date.

Q. Do you remember its operational area?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Where would you say that was in general?
(DICKENS) 4 | APP T-263
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A. (Turning to Exhibit MAP-1) If I might use

a map, sir. Task Force Barker had its headquarters at
Landing Zone Dottie and it's operational area varied
with division commitments to encompass this area here

and down as far as this river. Now, this area was in-
creased and decreased periodically depending upo:n various
commitments. Generally, from the mouth of the Song Tra
Khuc. This area down to the river that ran just by
Quang Ngai Province.

0. Well, I know they operated down in there but if
they did drop below that one line there--you see the 2d ARVN--
they would have to have an AO extension would they not?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. | That was part of the area of the 2d ARVN.DiVision.
A. ' AO extensions were a matter of course.

Q. By looking at that same map, were you familiar

with the operation of Task Force Barker in an AO extension
which had been granted to them by the 2d ARVN Division and
by Quang Ngai Province into the area of Son My or into the
area which some people refer to as Pinkville, in about the
middle of March?

A. - - Yes, sir.
Q. . Would you describe what you know of the operation?
A, ) Yes, sir. I can't remember whether they were

still using search and destroy. It had been changed to:
search and clear. It was that type of combat sweep, opera-
tion, that all the battalions conducted for the most part
when there was no specific known target or enemy concen-
tration to go at. As far as I know, there was no specific
target or information about any known group of forces in
that area. This was based on a report of snipers and this
type of thing. Previously, there had been very little ac-
tivity in the entire l1llth Brigade area. Their contacts were
small, few, and far between. Never any real major con-

tact and it's only a guess on my part, but I would say the
AO extension was allowed for them to move into some new area
and gain some contact. My primary knowledge of the opera-
tion that took place, the one that this investigation is in-
terested in, comes secondhand, through reports that I saw
and heard. Particularly the division briefing and that the
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day of contact in this area of Pinkville. I remember speci-
- fically the number 128 Viet Cong. I also remember, not the
exact number, but the disproportionately small number of
weapons. I didn't really question it. I thought it was a
little bit high, with the contacts they'd had, and passed it
off as somebody possibly padding it or estimating a little

~ bit high, since they were running far behind the rest cf the
division as far as the record went. But as far as actually
observing the contact, no, sir. Our interest at that time
was further to the north, northwest of Tam Ky City and we
spent most of our time, the day prior, and that morning in
that area where the division was trying to surround the 24
NVA Division down around Antenna Valley. We didn't get down
and spend a great deal of time. We did go down to Task
Force Barker at LZ Dottie. We did not go over as far as
Uptight or anyplace like this.

Q. You were flying with?

‘A. General RYDER, sir.

Q. General RYDER. |

aA. - E Yes, sir.

Q. On this day in mid March?

A. : This was within the first 10 days in March.

General RYDER, I think departed around the 1llth. I have a
little calendar that I kept. It was sort of an appointment
calendar and I remember on the 8th we had a luncheon-engage-
ment with one of the brigades. I believe it was the 196th.
I believe it was a farewell luncheon.

0. Well, the operation we are talking about, the
operation of 16 March.

A, The 16th. No, sir, I was not flying with General
RYDER. He was gone then. It must have been General GALLOWAY
that I was flying with. -

Q. Colonel GALLOWAY had come in, yves. If I'm not
mistaken he was getting himself oriented around the head-
quarters. He had only been in about a day at that time.

A, I can't remember the exact date, sir. I remember
I have General RYDER's date marked as the departure date, 11
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March in my calendar. Whether that is his actual date or it
changed, I knew it was somewhere around the 9th or 10th be-
cause I took him to Danang to catch an airplane but I had
been in the A0 that day that the contact was reported at the
division briefing. I had assumed that it was with General
RYDER. So, if it was the 1l6th, it was not, sir. It could
have been General KOSTER or it could have been Colonel
GALLOWAY ., ‘

Q. Well, we know General KOSTER was in there. Now,
let me explain the situation that took place with General

"~ KOSTER who departed early in the morning and maybe you can

recall it. It had to do with Colonel HENDERSON, along about
0830, picking up two people who he thought were VC, who had
been separated from a crowd of people. They had run away
from a crowd of people on a road and one of the helicopter
pilots isolated them with gun fire and hovered over them.
Colonel HENDERSON stopped and picked them up. Subsequently
they were flown back to LZ Dottie and General KOSTER was
interested in flying them out and having them interrogated
to find out about what VC unit they belonged to. When they
were interrogated, they found out they weren't VC at all.
They had been a couple of PF's who had been taken prisoner
by the Viet Cong. Now, do you remember that situation?

A, No, sir, I do not. I'm not familiar with that
at all.
Q. Now, are you sure you are not thinking back to
some situation that might have taken place in the month of
February, because Task Force Barker had two other operat-
~tions out in this area. One in early February and one along
about the 23rd of February. I think they had a body count of
79 or something like that, they had one of the companies
pretty well tied down and had to used tracks to get them out
of the area of My Lai (4).

A. No, sir. I'm almost certain that I'm relating to
the same incident that 1 heard at the division briefing.

The reason that I am certain is because I remember hearing,

I believe it was not our regular pilot but the one that

flies right seat, mention something about one of their people
threatening to turn his guns on some American infantry who
weren't discriminate about who they were firing on. The way
I got it was, "Did you hear anything about it, sir?" I
hadn't and didn't know what he was talking about. I didn't

- even know which area it was but later when--
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Q. (Interpdsing) Who was talking to you?

A, Sir, this was a warrant officer. A young warrant
officer and it wasn't a regular pilot. We switched. We had
a command pilot, an aircraft commander that was with the
general all the time whe flew his aircraft. They rotated
the pilot, the right seat man almost every day. One of the
pilots that normally flew other missions would rotate to the
right seat. I have no idea what the man's name was. I
wouldn't even know what he looked like, but I remember him
asking, and I can't remember whether the colonel that I was
with was with me at the time, but it was a question "Did
"you hear about it?"

Q. Were you down there fooling around with this
aviation company or something?

A. ~ No, sir, this was while we were in the helicopter.
It was on the ground and we weren't using intercom. We were
talking back and forth.

Q. I would like to find out who you were talking with
and about what time of day this was. Do you remember pick-
ing up General DOLEMAN, a three-star general down at L2Z
Bronco, Duc Pho and subsequently bringing him to LZ Dottie?

A. ‘No, sir.

Q. Do you recall when you were flying with General
KOSTER a conversation between himself, and the TOC, and

LZ Dottie, and the company commander of C/1/20 on the ground
took place about returning to make a bodycount?

A. No, sir.

MR MACCRATE: Can you picture where you were on the ground?
Whether it was at Chu Lai?

A. Yes, sir. It was at one of two places and I'm
not sure which. WNow, I'm not sure of the day. I'm quite
sure a couple of days after the briefing. I'm relating pri-
marily to my knowledge of the briefing I heard and this num-
ber 128, because I remember the number very specifically. I
don't remember the date and I have no knowledge really of a
report of anything at My Lai itself other than through the
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briefing, and I can't remember the date of the briefing.
My only point that I specifically remember is the number
128 and the fact that Captain ORELL was the briefer and a
- small number of weapons were reported.

I0: : Now, this is in the evening staff briefing?

A. Yes, sir, the 1700 briefing. The entire division
staff and the liaison officers attended.

Q. Did you hear this report before or after that the
staff briefing?

A. After, sir.
Q. | The statement by the warrant officer?
A. After this briefing. It was not at a time where

it would have been heard firsthand by this individual. I
think probably it was beer talk or something or it was going
around or something like this.

- Q. Are you sure it was at Dottie? Could it have

been in the headquarters at Chu Lai or the aviation battalion?
I would :like to be able to fix thlS one fairly close if I
could.

A, Sir, we were sitting in the helicopter on an LZ.
You mean when this warrant officer asked me this question?
Is this what you were talklng about? Where was I when he
asked me this question.

Q. , Yes.

A. We were sitting on an LZ. The helicopter was not
running.

Q. How many days after the 16th?

A. + I can't say, sir. I have no idea but it was.with—

in a week, but as far as 2 or 3 or 4 days I couldn't say, sir.

Q. Who was flying then, do you know? You were sort
of a junior aide to General KOSTER at that time.

A, ’ At that time, sir, I was in a sort of a semi-limbo.
I was kind of filling in at the time.
{DICKENS) 9 APP T-263
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Q. Were you flying General GALLOWAY around to ac-
quaint him with the area or anything?

A. ' I did when he first arrived, yes, sir. As far
as what date we started, I don't even recall which date
General GALLOWAY arrlved at the division. For the first
few days that he was there until we did get him an aide,
and I can't even remember his aides name now, I was with
him,

Q. Now,'spec1flcally I would like to know who you
were w1th, where you were? I would like to know what was
said by the helicopter pilot that was talking to you?

A, _ As far as who I was with, sir, I cannot remember
the man's name. Usually, I never even knew the warrant
officer's name. : :

Q. I'm talklng about the officer, the general offi-
cer that you were with, or the circumstances with which this
came out. -

A. Sir, I can't say with any assurance who the offi-
cer was. I can make a reasonable guess, but if General
GALLOWAY was in at this time, if he was in the division,
then the chances of my being with him were greater than my
being with General KQOSTER. :

Q. Dld you ever fly in a helicopter with him at all
up to the time you took over as the senior aide?

A. Yes, sir, I flew with him frequently. Sometimes
Captain ROBERTS would be doing something else and I would

go off with the general for a morning. As it came time

for Captain ROBERTS to leave, I started flying with him
rather regularly, just trying to learn his routine more than
anything, But very infrequently I flew with General KOSTER
after General RYDER left.

Q. | What did the warrant offlcer that you were talk—-
ing to have to say to you?

A, He asked me, and I'm quoting him, as best as I

can remember, had I heard, what did I know about it, it was

that type of question. "What is this about--I hear about

some warrant officer threatened to fire, turn his gun," words

to this effect, "on some American troops." It becomes difficult

(DICKENS) 10 | APP T-263

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

whether I'm remembering what I read, but the words used,
whether they were shooting civilians or whether they were
not more careful about who they were shooting or something
to this effect. I can't separate what I actually remember
from anything I've read in the last months.

Q. Well, were not going to put words or thoughts in
your mind.

A. But that was the gist of his question. It was a
question to me.

Q. What was your response?

A. My response was I knew nothing of it, sir. I was

not aware of it. It had no previous word or rumor or other-
wise that anything of this nature had happened.

Q. Did you check this out with anybody?

A. Yes, sir. I didn't feel that it was my job to

go running to anybody with a rumor and I asked various people.
Friends I had in the TOC. I asked almost all of them, Captain
MORELL, probably Captain BARKSDALE, the people that were
working in the TOC. They didn't say anything to me about it.
I asked casually officers at the officer's club if they had
heard anything about it and no one did. I uncovered or was
told by no one subsequent to that and I didn't make an offi-
cial inquiry, no.

Q. Did you mention it to the chief of staff there
at allz ‘ :
A, No, sir, when I couldn't find any basis other

than this one warrant officer's comment or question. No one
in G3 or G2 operations had any knowledge of it at all I
figured it was a rumor rather than a report.

Q. Did you know BEASLEY very well?

A. '~ Major BEASLEY?
Q. Did you talk to him about it at all?
A. No, sir, we sat at our desks right next to each

other back in his office. Sir, I really can't remember if
I talked to him about it. Put it that way. I don't remember

-
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talking to him. I may have asked if he heard anything. I
can't remember specifically whether I talked to him, no, sir.

Q. Did you by chance get over and talk to the spec-
ial staff, such as the IG ox the SJA?

A. No, sir.

Q.v Chaplains or anybody of this sort?

A, No, sir. Like I say most of the people in the

division TOC and a few people at the officer's club. Mostly
pilots and people from the aviation battalion, if they knew
anything about it.

Q. What did they say?

A. Nothing, sir. Negatie response.

Q. What aviation battalion are you talking about?
A.  The 1234, sir.

Q. . Well we have more thin a little 1nformatlon to

indicate that this matter was not widespread but certainly
general knowledge within the aero-scout company and also in
Alpha Company of the 123d.

A. Well, I think 1t was Alpha Company that piloted
our C&C hellcopters and most of “hese pilots I knew. I knew
as a result of flying our ships. I didn't know any of the
aero-scouts but I asked a handfu., maybe a half-dozen pilots
that I knew if there was anythiny to it, and they said they
didn't know anything abcut it.

Q. Did you talk to Colon:l HOLLADAY or the battalion
commander about it?

A. I talked to Colonel HIJLLADAY almost every day at
the mess,; sir, and I can't speci’ically recall. As I said,
the farthest thing from my mind "fas that anything like this
could have or would have occcurre.., It was just a normal
scuttlebutt type thing. I reall® thought that was all it
was. A guy just asked me a ques .ion and when I found no
basis for it on my own casual inuiry, I just sort of for-
got about it. As far as actuall: pushlng it in any official
manner, no, sir. I never did th:t.
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Q. Did this warrant officer indicate in his question
~ to you or statement to you the fact that an aviator had re-
ported this through his channels?

A. No, sir. His question dealt solely with the fact
of what did I know of the rumor. It was solely asked what
did I know about it. I think he was seeking information from
me as an aide.

Q. . Did you ever talk to the division chaplain at all
or did he talk to you or anything on it?

A. - Not regarding this, that I can remember.

Q. Did you know one way or another through fact or

through rumor that the same warrant officer talked to the
chaplain? _

A. : No, sir.

- MR MACCRATE: When you flew with your various generals did
you from time to time operate the radios?

A. That was my primary function in the helicopter,
sir, to operate the radios.

Q. Do you have any recollection of operating the
radios for General KOSTER?

A. Around this particular time, no, sir. I cannot
really even recall any specific instance of my being with
General KOSTER around this time. Like I say, when I flew
with him it was a very spordiac basis up until 2 weeks prior
to my- taking over his as his senior aide. When I flew
Genexral RYDER, General GALLOWAY, General YOUNG briefly,
General GETTYS briefly and General KOSTER full time, I would
constantly operate the radios. When I operated the radios

I always monitored the division command net. Normally, the
~general only had me on intercom unless he specifically re-
quested we moniter one or another nets. We had a capability
where we could moniter VHF or UHF and two FM radios. The

FM being with the ground forces. One FM radio was always

on the division command net. The other FM net was the one I
used primarily for artillery clearances, contacting units
that we were going to in order to let them know we were com-
ing. Did they have contacts? Was there any firing? When I

(DICKENS) | 13 ' 'APP T-263

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

wasn't using it for that purpose, normally, I would be moni-
toring the battalion level command net of the unit we were
on our way to, or flying over at the time. A short answer
to your question: I cannot specifically say that I remember
operating the radlos for General KOSTER in or around thlS
time. .

Q.- Can you describe for us the arrangements within
division headquarters, within the office of General KOSTER,
for the handling of written material. If the general wanted
to send a written communication, who would be the one to
transcribe it?

A. Normally, he would go through the chief of staff,
Colonel PARSON. The actually drafting of the letter quite
frequently found it's way out to Major BEASLEY or myself
when I was working as his junior aide. I guess I sort of
had a duel role as junior aide and assistant assistant chief
of staff. I did a large share of the assistant chief of
staff's work as far as reading, coordinating and stamping
correspondence that came through into the chief of staff

and then into the general. That was the normal chain coming
in, and the normal chain going out was usually the reverse.

Q. We had an indication that there was no shorthand
capability in the division headquarters office, that any
dictation really had to written out in longhand?

A, - No, sir. I know one stenographer who was General
RYDER's secretary, later General GALLOWAY's. VAN something,
a specialist, and he could take shorthand.

Q. Did he ever take shorthand for General KOSTER?

A. I can't say that he did, sir. I know that he
took shorthand for General YOUNG on occasion. General
YOUNG's secretary or clerk could not take shorthand.

Q. | Do you remember a specialist who usually typed
for General KOSTER?

A. I do nct recall hié name.

Q. We understand his name is Specialist HERRIS.
Does that sound right?
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A. HERRIS, yes, sir. I cannot recall if he can take
shorthand or not. He was probably the most accomplished
general's secretary in the building. It would be merely an
assumption on my part. I can't specifically recall. ' I think
. probably he could, because he was a very accomplished indivi-
‘dual. This VAN, and I can't remember the last half of the
VAN, I know for sure could take shorthand. HERRIS I couldn't
say for sure.

0. Did you then move papers on and off the general's
desk or was that primarily handled by the chief of staff? '

A. A little bit of both, sir. After I became General
KOSTER's senior aide, more correspondence came through me
than it did when Captain ROBERTS was his aide. I handled
more. But, still, the proof reading and the coordinating
and staffings came through the chief of staff command channel
from the assistant chief of .staff and the chief of staff.

Q. Along about this time when you were working with
Major BEASLEY, do you recall having to do with the prepara-
tion of a letter to Colonel HENDERSON, a letter with an at-
-tached memorandum from the district chief of Son Tinh Dis-
“trict to the province chief at Quang Ngai Province, and an
addressee copy also to MACV, Quang Ngai Sector? This letter,
from what we knew of it, directed Colonel HENDERSON to conduct
an investigation to look into the allegations made in the
district chief's letter.

A. No, sir. I have no knowledge of that.

Q. I have here Exhibit M-34, which is Lieutenant
~ TAN's letter to the province chief. I would ask you if
you have seen a paper such as this?

(The IO handed the witness Exhibit M-34.)
A. No, sir.

Q. You don't recall a letter, which could have been
written in longhand, which came to you or to Major BEASLEY

to get it typed for General KOSTER's signature, for Colonel
HENDERSON, with a copy of this attached to it? .

A, No sir. If I did, I'm sure I would have remem-
bered it. I'm also probably sure that this wouldn't have

i
i
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come through me, because I wouldn't have been handling this
type of thing. But, I have no recollection of that.

MR MACCRATE: Did you often have communications received at
headquarters that would come in double envelope with a
notation on it, "eyes only"?

A. I have never had one come through me, sir, when
I was in that capacity. I have seen "eyes only" correspon-
dence. As far as who it was going to, it was all over the
Army. I would send it out myself, now. But, no sir. Very
rarely did that ever come into me, because it would usually
be handled through other channels. "I'm sure anything that
would come from the ARVN side of things would be handled
through the G5 probably to the general, or through command
channels, advisors, or even the province chief, or Colonel
TOAN would probably have given it, or Colonel KHIEN who we
visited regularly. All the generals visited the various
province headquarters as well as the 2d ARVN Headquarters.

Q. 3 If an envelope came in by special courier, who

we understand was going back to the brigade or battalion
from headquarters, the courier would come in with a collec-
tion of material, and when that arrived, to whom would it be
delivered?

A. Normally, to the assistant chief of staff, sir.
Q. | To Major BEASLEY?

A, - Yes, sir, or to that office.

Q. | You were working side by side to him?

A. Yes, sir.

é. If something came in which was to get special

handling in this fashion, that said on it "eyes only", what
would be the procedure there? Would you turn it over to
Major BEASLEY and he would take it into the general?

A, No, sir. If it came in and I was the only one in
the office, I would take directly to the chief of staff,
since that was the flow. If Major BEASLEY was there, I
would have given it to him. Major BEASLEY didn't as far as
I know, except on rare occasions, ever deal directly with
any of the general's. He went either through the chief of
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gtaff or occasionally through the aides, but he would not
take it into the general, no. It would go through the chief
of staff. I'm almost certain. That is the way that I would
have done it if I had been there.

Q. You have no recollection of receiving ahy such
communication on behalf of General KOSTER?

A. No, sir.
Q. S A double sealed envelope--
A. (Interposing) I wouldn't have known it was

double sealed.

Q. Well, if you opened it and found an inner envelope
that said "eyes only", this would be a rather unusual occur-
- rence and would stick in your mind, had you been the one to
“handle such. ' '

A. Yes, sir, I would not probably have opened it as
it came through. If I had seen this thing, I would
remember it I believe. :

I0: I might say in all fairness, you may or may not
because there are a lot of pieces of correspondence that go
between people such as this, and I mention this, Bob, be-
cause we haven't discussed this at any time. But, you know,
a lot of these efficiency reports, things that you would
want-to handle with the AG or something, and the brigade com-
mander will send one on particularly, the battalion commander.
He doesn't want all the people along the line to read this
thing, so he would put it in for the commanding general,
"eyes only" or something like that. This is not an infre-
"quent happening. I think that you would agree with me on
that.

COL ARMSTRONG: Yes, sir.

I0: I think the AG over here would agree with me on
it. : » '

RCDR: V'Véry definitely, sir.

I0: I have here Exhibit R-1l which has been entered

into the record. It is a report of investigation of 24 April
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1968 to the commanding general of the Americal Division. I
would ask you, if while you were in this capacity as the
assistant to the assistant chief of staff, you saw a paper
such as that. Just look at the first two pages.

A, No, sir.
Q. Now, let me refresh your memory just a little bit.

Toward the end of April and the first part of May, General
KOSTER took R&R. Do you remember that?

A. C Yes, sir.-

Q. You also probably remember that just about the
time he returned, shortly thereafter, Captain ROBERTS left?
A. E Yes, sir.

Q. Probably Lieutenant ROBERTS, then?

A. No, sir. He was a captain.

0.  You probably took over about that time?

A, . , Yes, sir, around‘the 1st of May.

Q. Maybe it could have been after 1 May. I would

say that this was about roughly the end of the first week.
Do you remember that paper being discussed by General KOSTER
at that time, or before he departed, with the chief of staff,
with Major BEASLEY, or with either of the ADC's?

A. No, sir. The only briefings that the aides were
excluded from was the short black bag briefings. They had
one in the morning and one in the afternoon. When I was the
aide, normally I was in on most everything else, not as a
participant, but just in the background. I have no knowledge
of this.

Q. Well, I wish you'd turn one page, please, and
take a look at the next page.

Q. This one page is the statement of 14 April.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Have you ever seen that before, this group of papers?
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A. . No, sir.

Q. Now, turn one additional page, and the next two
pages. I would ask you if you had seen this particular
piece of paper? This is a piece of VC propaganda. I show
you these individually because I know that there are indica-
tions that this statement was delivered to the Americal
Division prior to the receipt of this report. You could
have seen it as part of a report, or you could have seen it
independently? The same is true of this plece of propaganda,
which follows as attachment number 2.

A. Sir, I have seen pieces of propaganda that proc-
pound similar sentiments.

Q. Did you ever see this propaganda?

A. ' I never saw one that had the paragraph that is
marked, anything about Quang Ngai. I probably wouldn't have
recognized any of the other names at the time. But, I would
have recognized Quang Ngai. I don't recall ever seeing a
~piece of propaganda that referred to that. I have seen pro-
‘paganda that referred to American atrocities and particularly
the treatment of the Vietnamese women, urging both the Viet-
namese civilians and soldiers to do anything they could to
eliminate the Americans. This last sentence, I've seen that
one before, the three lines here. It, or something very
much like it. As far as I having seen this particular one,
I don't believe so, sir. If I did, I do not recall.

Q. This area you are here referred to as My Lai is
really Son My Village. It has hamlets of Tu Cung, My Khe,

Co Lay, and My Lai. Did you ever hear of any additional
propaganda which was obtained from a transcript of a broad-
cast which was translated, though there may have been others.
As a matter of fact, we've heard of other in forms of slogans
to take revenge on the Americans, in terms of posters, arm-
bands displayed on uniforms and such, to revenge what hap-
pened here at Son My. Did you ever hear anything like that?

A. No, sir. As I say, until recently, within the
last few months, when this incident became public record,
other than that question that was put to me by that warrant
officer, I. really had no knowledge that anything like this
had allegedly taken place.

Q. Sometimes, you see, you really didn' t know what
you were listening to.
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A. . Yes, sir.

Q. | Somebody might have said something about Tu Cung,
and that could have been in - -Timbuktu as far as you know.

A. I would not recognize the name. It is possible
that I could have seen this piece of paper here, and once

I got past the first three or four paragraphs not even paid
it much attention. But, I do not recall seeing it. I won't
say that it's not possible. Of the names mentioned, only
the name Quang Ngai would probably have meant anything to me
at the time.

Q. Evidently, you were pretty friendly with the
people around the headquarters?

A. ' Yes, sir.

Q. - ' We know that there were more than a Zew people

that had at least had a fleeting knowledge of the thing.

Did you hear of any more talk around the headquerters, in

the officer's mess, or in the general's mess, or in the staff
mess, or among the enlisted personnel that may have alluded
to some civilians in this area of Pinkville, Son My, being
killed unnecessarily?

A. No, sir. Not even when I was seeking information
about the guestions that were asked me by this warrant offi-
cer, did I get any affirmative oxr positive response in re-
~gard to this.

Q. | Did you talk to General GALLOWAY about it at any

time? .
- A, No, sir.

Q. At this particuliar time, you're associating with

a new officer, and it might not have pertained if ycu had
continued working with General RYDER, with whom you probab-
ly had a high degree of rapport.

A, Yes, sir. Well, with General GALLOWAY, T never
really got to where I was in an aide~general relationship
with him.

Q. Obvinusly you were suspicious that something
might have taken place?
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A. : Yes, sir.

0. But, aside from that, did you ever have anything
or hear anything that mlght have caused some suspicion in
your mind?

A. No, sir. ©Nothing out of the ordinary. Civilians
got killed frequently in Vietnam. My own unit, occasionally
we had civilians get killed. I mean, one or two get caught
" in a crossfire or a fire fight. You normally accept that as
one of the unfortunate things that happen, but as far as any
report of civilians being killed either indiscriminately or
accidentally in large numbers, no, sir. I have no recollec-
tion of anything like that.

Q. Well do you have any recollection of any getting
killed by artlllery, gunships, or caught in a crossfire?

A. I can remember one incident where one Vietnamese
was reported to have been killed indiscriminately by an
American helicopter. An M-79 grenade was fired from the
helicopter. That, I remember, created a pretty big investi-
'gation within the division as far as determining who had fired
and what had happened and seeking out parties responsible.

Q. When did that happen?

A. o I m pretty sure this happened sir, when I was
full-time aide for General KOSTER.

Q. Well, what kind of investigation was this?

A. - I think the division aviation officer had the
primary responsibility of the investigation. The report,

and I remember this specifically, was that late in the after-
noon, about the time that the helicopter normally returned
back to the base at Chu Lai, an American individual wearing
an orange helmet had fired an M-79 from a helicopter and

hit a boat. It killed a Vietnamese male in that boat.

Q. (Interposing) Was anybody appointed as the in-
vestigating officer? '

- I think'the division aviation officer was, sir.
He was the one that was given the job.

Q. Who are we talking about° Are we talking about
Colonel HOLLADAY?
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A. I think he was still the division aviation offlcer
at that time, yes, sir.

Q. I'd like you to try to pin this down as far as
the approximate time it occurred.

A. To the best of my knowledge it happened when I
was General KOSTER's senior aide, which would put it in May
or June, that time frame.

Q. When did General KOSTER depart?

A, "  He departed in the middle of June, I believe. The
only date that I can fix in my head is the 23rd. I can't
remember whether that was the departure date or his reporting
date. I remember that date. The 23rd was sometime shortly
prior to his departure. ' : ‘

Q. Was it during the time he was there, or during
the time you were the aide for General YOUNG? -
A, : I would say while he was there, sir.

Q. You don't know whether or not an order appointing

an investigating officer was published?

‘A, No, sir. I don't recall seeing one. I do remem-
ber there being paper work concerning the incident staffed
and circulated. But, as far as seeing an order appointing an
investigating officer, no, sir. But, I remember reading a
report of the incident. I remember seeing an account of

what supposedly had taken place in writing. In a report
form,

Q. What happened to that form?

A. As near as I can remember, sir, they never were
able to determine who it was that had fired the round. I
believe that was the result of the investigation, as near
-as I can remember. I never remember anyone being charged
with anything. If they had been, I would have remembered
it. But, as near as I can recall the results of the inves-
tigation, either the incident did not occur, or the indivi-
dual who perpetrated it could not be identified.
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This is the first we heard of thls one. I heard

f another out to the west, I believe it was. I believe it

was with the 198th Brlgade, which had to do with some rapes
and so forth which took place in the month of June.

A. - - Yes, sir. I'm familiar with that also.

0. o An investlgatlng officer was appointed and a full-
fledged investigation followed by a court-martial. taking
" place. -I remember that.

A. : Yes, I remember that. This happened prior to
General KOSTER's departure.

MR MACCRATE: Where was this boat? Was it one of these
little round fishing boats off the coast?

A. : Sir, I don't know what type boat it was. But, as
well as I can remember it was in this general body of water.
This is a tip of an island that goes up further to the north.

Q. - South of Danang and north of Chu Lai.

A, Yes, sir. Most of the division helicopters were
based down in this area here (indicating the upper left-

hand corner of MAP-5.) The battalion we had was attached to
us as an organic battalion. This is where the normal route

- of the helicopter returning would be, over this body of water,
this area. We called it "Cigar Island." It went almost up
to Hoi An. That is where this particular boat was. Some-
where in there, sir.

Q. Do you have any recollection of Colonel HENDERSON
“visiting Chu Lai in this time frame? It's been suggested to
us that he was an infrequent visitor to Chu Lai. And, if
such were the case, it might be that you would recall his
visit to Chu Lai.

A. Sir, for the most part, all the brigade command-
ers were infrequent visitors to Chu Lai. The division
commander moved to the brigade rather than the commanders
coming in.

Q. Could you place in the month of April any visits
of Colonel HENDERSON to division headquarters? Or, perhaps

late in March or in May, in the time frame while you were
senior aide to General KOSTER?
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A, Sir, I can only say that he came to division head-
quarters. All the brigade commanders did at one time or
another for conferences and otherwise, but I would be reach-
ing too far, if I said yes. No, sir, I cannot remember specif-
ically, or relate into this time frame any one partlcular
visit.

Q. | You mentioned this 1little diary of events that you
kept. Is there anything in it that gives you any time se-
quences that might be helpful to us?

A, No, sir, I don't believe so. I didn't even bring
it with me, because it was so insignificant. But, this is
the type calendar it was, an identical format (demonstrating
with a booklet type calendar.). I would normally use it as
an appointment calendar because we frequently had long range
appointments with, particularly, the Vietnamese. For the
month of March, I had, with General RYDER's departure, sever-
al luncheons and this type of thing. But, as far as keeping
a log of events, no, sir, I did not do that.

Q. Do you have any indication in your book for April
as to who you were serving and where you were moving?

a. : I'm afraid the month of April is somewhat blank,
because I wasn't traveling, and not keeping up with the
appointments for the- general That was Captain ROBERT's
job at the time.

I0: Well, we're appreciative of your coming in,
Captain DICKENS and giving us this information. Undoubtedly,
~you will do some additional thinking concerning this ques-
tioning which has gone on here this afternoon and the orien-
tation of the questions. So, if you think of anything which
comes to mind as a result of this, which will assist us in
this inquiry, I should like very much to take advantage of
that. .

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Additionally, when you get back, I want you to
check into that calendar to see if you do have anything that
pertains here. Or, if you have any other documents, mate-
rial, photos, or directives, or aerial photos, or anything
of this nature, we'd like very much to take advantage of
that.
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A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, I'll give you an opportunity to ask any
question which you may want to ask, or if you would like,
" to enter a statement into the record

A. Well, I have no questions, sir, merely an apology
for my inability to pin these things down any finer than I
have. I went over it when I received notification that I
~would come and was unable to really refine it. any further
~than I have as far as dates go. This was 22 or 23 months.
I'm a little foggy. I apologize for not being able to do .
any better. o
Q. Well, I would like to caution you again to the
effect that you have been ordered not to discuss your tes-
timony here. That includes other people that have been or
- will be to this inquiry. So, the best I can give you would
be to just not to talk to anybody about it.

A. Yes, sir.

(Amerlcal Division General Orders 2224, dated
27 April 1968; 2401, dated 8 May 1968; 2965, dated 3 June
1968; and 3343, dated 22 June 1968, were received into
evidence and-marked as Exhibits M-77, M~-78, M-79, and M-80,
- respectively. These orders effect the assumption of com-
mand by BG YOUNG, MG KOSTER, BG YOUNG again, and MG GETTYS,
in that order.)

' IO0: The hearing will recess.

(The hearing recessed at 1715 hours, 28 January
1970.)
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: DIONNE, Patrick H. LTC
DATE OF TESTIMONY: 16 January 1970
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon

WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT ON 16 MARCH 1968: Information Officer,
Americal Division

1. BACKGROUND INFORMATION.

The witness became the information officer in June
1967 for Task Force Oregon. He remained as the division
information officer until 29 March 1968 when he was re-
placed by Major Gerald HILL who is presently assigned to
tne information office, rHeadquarters, Continental Army
Command, Fort Monroe, Virginia (pg. 2-3). The witness is
presently the information officer at West Point and as such
first learned of the incident through Lieutenant Colonel
HEATH, OCINFO (pg. 3). HEATH told him that KOSTER should
not become involved in any questions by anyone except from
an official source on this matter and the witness relayed
this to General KOSTER the first week of September (pg.3).
KOSTER also asked him for copies of the Americal Division
Newsletter which he had mailed home to his wife. He
furnished the ones that he had to General KOSTER (pg. 4).
He described the set-up of the information office at the
three brigades in the division (pg. 5). He stated that
nis shop consisted of three officers and six enlisted men
(pg. 5). All of the information from the brigade offices -
came through his office at division headquarters (pg. 6).
They were allowed to box the hometown news which were mailed

through his office (pg. 6). Tanese PIO Detachments were
assigned to the brigades and were not directly under his
control (pg. 6). He stated that the PIO element of the

11th Brigade was headed by Lieutenant John MOODY and
Lieutenant Robert DUNN was the assistant IO (pgs. 7, 8).
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He stated ne had met HAEBERLE several times but he did not
know him well and he did not know ROBERTS (pg.8). He
stated that MOODY had been placed by Colonel HENDERSON

on a few projects and that MOODY told him that DUNN could
run the shop (pg.9). He discussed the 1llth Brigade's
handling of photographs and stated that the film was
processed in the 45th PI Detachment (pg.l1l7). Release of
photographs went through the division information office
although they were processed at the brigade level (pg.l1l7).
He stated that there was no rule concerning the PIO
pnotographers carrying an individual camera with them, but
he felt that if government equipment was used the photo-
grapher had to turn the material in (pg. 17). He felt that
if any film was exposed which was important to the govern-
ment, it should have been done on government equipment

but if it was done on a privately owned camera it would be
wrong to select pictures which should have been taken for
the government (pgs. 17, 18). He was shown Exhibits P-14,
P-68, and P-69 which he stated should have been called to
the attention of the unit commander (pg. 19). Exhibit P-15
was described as a photograph of the wanton burning of
buildings and property and he stated that it should have been
called to the attention of the proper authorities (pg.20).
Exhibit P-16 which showed at least two bodies, one of which
was under burning material and he stated he thought that
MOODY should lmve called his attention to the picture
(pg.20). He was shown Exhibit P-70, a strip of photographs,
and stated that he possibly had seen a few of them (pg.21).
He stated that usually photographs were forwarded to his
office with a caption identifying them (pg.21). The
brigade could process its own black and white pictures
(pg.22). The witness was shown Exhibits P-26 through P-42
which were color photographs and he stated that if someone
saw the kind of activity that they depicted taking place,
the person should have reported it (pg.22). He stated

that the IO sections had either received civilian training
or equivalent military training after completion of AIT
(pg.23). He felt that the people assigned to him in
December of 1967 were inexperienced but were considered
qualified and had been awarded the MOS (pg. 23). He stated
that for the most part the people from his office spent
time traveling with newsmen and arranging to greet visitors
(pgs. 23, 24). He agreed with the statement that the primary
function of the section was to find and report favorable
information that would meet MACV requirements for public
release (pg. 32).
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2. HIS KNOWLEDGE OF THE INCIDENT ITSELF.

a. Task Force Barker.

The witness stated that the Koreans left that
AO 1in December and that Task Force Barker took over the
AO in the early part of February (pg. 10), He stated
that on 14 March ne was promoted to Lieutenant Colonel
and that he and a reporter from The Washington Post, Lee
LESCAZE, accompanied General YOUNG on a trip to the
southern portion of the AO (pg. 10). The witness stated
nhe had a photograph of himself, Colonel BARKER and General
YOUNG taken on or about 15 March 1968 (pg. 10). Chaplain
LEWIS was also present in the photograph (pg. 27). The
witness stated he was not aware of the operation in the
Son My area .beforehand but he became aware of it aftey
during the erening briefing on 17 March 1968 (pg. 11).
Major HILL attended the briefing for him on 16 March. During
the 17 March briefing he did not recall a mention of a
tremendous increase in body count (pg. 12). He felt that
he did not attend the meeting on 16 March because he felt
he would have remembered a discussion about the number of
people being killed (pg. 12).

b. Articles written about the incident.

The witness was shown Exhibit M-17, the 1llth
Brigade newspaper and Exhibit M-23, the Americal Division
newsheet with the stories about the incident (pgs. 12, 13).
He recalled the figure 128 and stated that the information
was called into them from brigade (pg. 13). He felt that
the brigade would have prepared the basic story which
appeared in the Americal newsheet and that the fact that
the stories were identical except for the first two
paragraphs in Exhibit M-23 was probably because the
brigade lifted the story from the Americal Division newspaper
and placed it directly into their newsletter (pg. 14).
The additional two paragraphs may have been developed in the
division information office because of a check with the
DTOC (pg. 15).

c. The Americal Division log.

The witness was shown Exhibit M-6, the-Americal
Division log for 16 March, and his attention was called to
item #28 (pg. 16). He stated that he never saw the Daily
Journal as such but would see the figures because they were
posted on a large acetate board or they would check the
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figures oy telephone (pg. 16). He stated he did not-
recall the figure 128 being reported in the briefing

room (pg. 1l6). He did not recall any discussion over the
disparity between KIA and weapons captured (pg. 17). He
described in detail where he would sit at the briefing
which was between the IG and the Staff Judge Advocate

in the second row (pg. 28). He did not recall the
figures being given at the briefing (pg. 28).

3. INQUIRIES CONCERING THE ASSAULT.

The witness stated that he never heard of an
investigation into what happened at Son My or My Lai
on 16 March (pgs. 22, 23).

4. OTHER INFORMATION.

a. The witness stated that a packet containing
approximately six cards which included the card entitled
"Nine Rules", a card on the M-16, a card entitled "The
Enemy in Your Hands", a code of conduct card, and an
Americal Division card, and the Roger's Rangers card (pg. 7).
He stated that his office nad all of these cards which they
boxed up and sent out via helicopter or truck for
distribution in all units (pg. 7). He stated that some
were distributed beforehand to the advance parties (pg. 7).

b. The witness stated that General KOSTER issued a
letter about the abuse of civilian property sometime in
January and that all commanders were required to bring it to
the attention of their men (pg. 18). The letter was the
- result of a letter that came from MACV and from USARV. He
thought the problem stemmed from an incident of things being
thrown off vehicles and other abuse to people caused by
division personnel as they passed through villages (pg. 18).
He felt that it referred primarily to cans being thrown at
civilians and vehicles being driven too close to their carts
(pg. 19).

c. The witness discussed in detail a visit in the late
summer of 1967 by Jonathan SCHELL, a writer for The New Yorker
Magazine (pg. 24). He stated that SCHELL came in mid-August
1967 and was joined by his brother Orville (pg. 24). A
reporter named Bill HALL who wrote for UPI also was present
in the area during this time (pgs. 24, 25). The witness
stated that according to Charlie BLACK who wrote for The
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Columbus Ledger—-Inquirer, SCHELL and HALL had a fight but

he felt that the matter had blown over (pg. 25). .He stated
. that SCHELL in covering the activities of the lst Cavalry

- Division in the Mo Duc-Duc Pho district had used erroneous

figures stating that 99 percent of the area was destroyed:
" (pg. 25). The reporter eventually wrote a book about this

matter although he disagreed with Colonel WARE over the

figures on the damage (pg. 26).

d. The witness stated that he knew Chaplain LEWIS
and described him as "a very friendly guy" (pg. 27).

e. The witness discussed the report of a water
torture which appeared in The Washington Post and was
taken in the village of Khe Sanh as being an instance
-when his reporting team reported a Violation of the

. rules and regulations to him and he in turn mentioned it
~ to the chief of staff (pg. 30).

*

f. The witness did not know where the name for

Task Force Barker as "Barker's bastards" originated.
. He stated that perhaps it was because the three companies oo
- .making up the task force were from different battalions P

©. o (pg. 16).
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EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT .
NUMBER DESCRIPTION NOTZS PAGES
it was not famaliar
D-1 MACV Directive 20-4 with the document. 33
- » Wit distributed the
M-2 MACV Card "Nine Rules" cards to the units. 7
MACV Card "The Enemy in |Wit distributed the
M-3 Your Hands" cards to the units. 7
Wit had not seen
M-6 Americal log, 16 Mar 68 [the log. 19
Wit felt everyone,
M-8 ITI MAF Order 5820.1 including PIO
: people were to re-
port war crimes. 33
Americal Memo Sheet,
M-23 17 Mar Shown to witness. 13
1llth Bde TRIDENT, Articles on the
‘M~-17 22 Mar incident. 13
P-14 - |Miscellaneous Scenes Witness stated
P-16, they should have
P-68, been shown to the
P-69 commander.
19,20
Wit said -~
P-26 Color photographs photographer should-
thru have reported what
P-42 he had seen. 22
Witness had 20,
P-70 Stripe of photographs possibly seen some. 21
.
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(The hearing reconvened at 0943 hours, 16 January

1970.)
I0: The hearing will come to oerder.
RCDR: The following persons are present: LTG PEERS,

MR MACCRATE, MR WALSH, and MAJ LYNN.

The next witness is Lieutenant Colonel Patrick
H. DIONNE.

(LTC DIONNE was called as a witness
was sworn, and he testified as follows:)

RCDR: Colonel DIONNE, for the record would you please
state your full name, grade, Social Security number, branch
of service, organization, and station.

WIT: Lieutenant Colonel Patrick H. DIONNE,
Information Officer, United States Mllltary Academy, West
Point, New York, Infantry.

RCDR: ~ Colonel DIONNE, this investigation was directed
jointly by the Secretary of the Army and the Chief of Staff,
United States Army for the purpose of determining facts and
making findings and recommendations concerning:

(1) the adequacy of prior investigations and in-
quiries into, and subsequent reviews and reports within the
chain of command, of what is now commonly referred to as the
My Lai incident of 16 March 1968, and

(2) possible suppression or withholding of infor-
mation by any person who had a duty to report and to furnish
information concerning this incident.

This investigation is not being conducted to inves-
tigate facts and circumstances of what happened at My Lai.
It is directed to those specific purposes which I have just
stated.

General PEERS has had made available to him and
has reviewed prior official statements obtained in other of-
ficial investigations of the My Lai incident.

Your testimony will be taken under oath. A ver-
batim transcript will be prepared. A tape recording is be-
ing made in addition to the verbatim notes being taken by the
reporter.
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Although the general classification of the report
will be confidential, it is possible that testimony, or parts
ot it, will later become a matter of public knowledge.

I0: Colonel DIONNE, besides myself here at the table
there are other people who may address questions to you. On
my left is Mr. MACCRATE, on my right is Mr. WALSH. These

two gentlemen have volunteered their services to the Secre-
tary of the Army to assist me in this investigation and also
to provide legal counsel to me. Besides this particular
group, there are others who are also taking testimony in this
inquiry, but I will have the responsibility of weighing the
evidence and making the findings and recommendations.

You are hereby ordered not to discuss your testi-
mony in this investigation with others, including other wit-
nesses for this investigation, except in the performance of
official duty or as may be necessary and required before a
competent judicial, legislative, or administrative body.

To the best of my knowledge you have not been
cited in the general court-martial case of the United States
v. Calley?

WIT: No, sir.

I0: I would only state here that, if by chance, you ever
are cited, your appearance here would in no way change either
the affect or applicability of that order. Do you have any
questions on what we've indicated so far?

A. No, sir.

I0: Colonel DIONNE, would you indicate your duty assign-
ment as of 16 March 19687

A, I was the information officer of the Americal Di-
vision in Chu Lai, Vietnam.

Q. How long had you been in that job?

A, I became the information officer in June 1967, with
Task Force Oregon which moved the first units in April 1967 under
General ROSSON. The information officer at that time that

went up with the unit was Major Francis YOUNG, left in June

and I took over.
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Q. How long after the middle of March 1968 did you re-
main in that capacity with the division? ‘
A, I departed on 29 March 1968, about 13 days later.
Q. Who replaced you?

.'A. Major Gerald HILL, now Lieutenant Colonel.
0. You know where he is located?
A. Yes, sir, he's at the information office, Headquar-

ters, Continental Army Command, Fort Monroe, Virginia.

0. Since the matter of the My Lai incident of 16
March 1968 became a matter of public knowledge in the latter
part of September or October 1969, have you had any conversa-
‘tions with anybody from Task Force Barker, from the brigade
or from the Americal Division concerning this incident or

- the investigative process related to it?

A. Do you mean before the incident became public?
Q. No, after.
A. Yes; sir, with General KOSTER. He's my superior

at West Point now. Well, the conversation with General KOSTER
was what I advised him when the matter became public. It
first. became public to me by way of OCINFO. Lieutenant Colo-
nel HEATH called me on the telephone and said that there was
an investigation in process that had been going on for a
matter of weeks. This was the first week of September, and
Colonel HEATH said that there were charges being brought

up on a Lieutenant CALLEY at Fort Benning, that he was

going to be retained beyond his discharge date. He had

been a unit commander, I didn't know how he described it, in
Company C, 20th Infantry and it might come back that there
might be a question for General KOSTER. He asked me what

I thought General KOSTER should do. I said, "Well if this is
an investigation, he certainly shouldn't become involved with

any quizzes by anyone except from an official source." I
relayed that to General KOSTER and he said, "Fine we'll stick
with that." I believe that's the first I heard of it, sir.

There were several other conversations, because I am the in-
formation officer at West Point. There are frequent conver-
sations between myself and Colonel HEATH. Then sometime early
in November was the next time this really came up and I had
notes and a message from OCINFO, a couple other pieces of
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paper that were administrative sort of things. Then, Major
Pat TRINKLE, Patrick Michael TRINKLE, we call him Mike up

at West Point, had been a company commander. I knew him in
Vietnam. He' d been the company commander of a unit that was
part of Task Force Barker. I think he was flrst of the third,
but I'm not sure.

Q. He came from A/3/1?

A. 3/1, right. Mike had gotten hit by a sniper or a
stray round or something in the back and shoulder, and the
night they brought him to the hospital I went up to see him.
We had used his name quite a bit in our little daily news
sheet. We put out a daily newsletter, the kind of newsletter
that came to the Americal. And Mike's name, Pat TRINKLE--
Mike TRINKLE, "Stonewall on the Hudson." This always stuck
in my mind because of "Stonewall on the Hudson." When I
heard he was hit, I went up to the hospital to see him. The
first sergeant was up there and a couple of other people.
‘This was about 10 March I believe.

Q. Did you have any subsequent conversation with Major
TRINKLE or General KOSTER after this became a matter of public
knowledge?

A. No, sir. The only thing we ever talked about,
General KOSTER asked me at one point for copies of anything
that I had that was published. The newsletter, copies un-
fortunately ran out some time in the middle of February. The
ones that I had mailed home to my wife. At the end of the
week I'd put a few in the mail, send them home to my wife

and say, "This is what's going on." Sometime at the end

of February is when I just stopped mailing them because I
knew I was going home in about a month. At least those are
the last ones I have any copies at home. I did furnish the
ones that I had to him, and I had done a yearly round-up

in January 1968. This was more for the chief of staff. The
things that I had set as goals when I came in in June of 1967
with Task Force Oregon and I had a long shopping list that

I wanted to get done, set up an I0 shop and so forth. At

the end of the year I said, well, this is what we succeeded
in doing so far, and these are the things we still have

to do, get the radio station up to date; try to get the TV
van up here and provide some in-house television for command
information, jack-up the photo lab which needed help at that
point. Some of the IO stuff I guess it might best be describ-
ed. : :
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Q. Would you tell us your functions at that particu-
1ar time? The reason I ask this question is the fact that
although I understand well what the PIO functions are, I also
know that the Americal Division was in the process of transi-
.tion at that time from Task Force Oregon and a separate bri-
gade kind of an organization to a standard ROAD urganization.
Tooking back at the time period of March-April of 1968, give
us a general idea of what your functions were at that time
and how you carried them out?
A, Yes, sir. May I go back a little bit to the pre-
vious year? When I first went into Task Force Oregon, we had
the 3d Brigade of the 25th which later, in August of 1967,
~was administratively changed to 3d Brigade of the 4th Divi-
sion. I think you're aware of that, General. We had the
lst Brigade of the 10lst Airborne Division. We had the 196th
Light Infantry Brigade, they still had the "Light" as part
of the name at that time. I believe those were the three
brigades we started out with. The lst Brigade of the 10lst
‘Airborne had been in country a long time and had a small IO
shop of its own. Major Billy SPANGLER was the IO for the
© 101st Airborne. I had a Lieutenant ARMSTRONG about this time
who was the IO for the 3/4. The 196th started out with a
Captain RANDALL. Then Captain Fred MILTON came in as his
repldcement. So that in the fall of 1967 we had these three
~brigade IO shops. Now there were two spaces that were bri-
gade spaces, and OCINFO, in the organization of the separate
brigades, had added a public information detachment, FB team,
which is a five-man detachment. So this gave the brigade two
officers and three enlisted in addition to the brigade IO and
one enlisted man. That gave them seven men, three officers
and four enlisted men. This was pretty healthy for each of
the brigades. They had three battalions and because of this
organization, Task Force Oregon made the headquarters organi-
zation very small. We had nine people authorized. There were
three officers and six enlisted. We didn't have everybody
all the time. We had the enlisted people, but the officer
~ problem was a little different. And the brigades were, I want
to say, attached, instead of under operational control, I
think they were attached to the headquarters, all various
headquarters. Having been assigned 2 months at MACV before-
I went up to Americal, I was aware of the plan that this was
going to become the Americal Division. This was General
ROSSON's personal plan, personal idea. He wanted the Ameri-
cal brought back to life. I knew about this before I went up
there. I knew that when it hit this organization of nine peo-
ple that somehow we were going to have to either beef up the
internal one or beef up the brigade one depending on how it
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worked out. We did not therefore, in fact, command the bri-
gade public information detachment in the IO. They worked
for the brigade commander, but all of their information

came through my office at division headquarters, everything
that they provided. By March of that year, we had the llth
Infantry Brigade, the 196th Brigade, and the 198th Brigade.
All of them reported through me. There was no individual
reporting with one exception, that was home-town news. They
were allowed to box up the home-town news and mail them out.
through my office. We just didn't try to go through each
one because it held them up. The home-town news release

ones we just moved as rapidly as we could. We had at various
times as many as five brigades in the division, so the or-
ganization of each one of the brigade IO shops was different.
But the basic organization in the three brigades of the Amer-
ical was a seven man unit. They had their own photo lab,
usually an old van of some kind. They all came over with
their own truck van. ' The distance factor almost prohibited
the little photo lab that I had at division headquarters,
thtat signal supported us with, from supporting the brigade
well enough to do the job right. So they were fairly auto-
nomous from that point of view. Now I helped them out in
getting paper. Somewhere the supply's had not gotten gen-
erated. The 198th Brigade came in October of 1967 and the
11th Brigade came in December 1967. They spent about a
month for acclimation, small patrols, getting geared to find
out what the lay of the. ground was and so forth. They re-
placed on site the 34 Brigade of the 4th Division.

Q. Would it be reasonably accurate to state that with
respect to the brigades, they ran their own somewhat indepen-
dent PIO shop? Your responsibility with respect to them

was to provide at least a modicum of special staff support
and coordination from the division staff?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. I take it that if there were any task forces within
the brigade, they would have xrun their PIO work directly back
to the brigade headquarters?

A. To the brigade, yes, sir.

Q. These PIO detachments were strictly assigned to the
brigades and not directly under your control?

A, That's correct, sir, they were assigned to the bri-
gade.
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). ' How well did you know the PIO element of the 1llth

. I knew a Lieutenant John MOODY, who was the brigade
nformation officer. I knew him quite well because he came

n on the advance team before the brigade arrived in December.
e arrived in November, and I made him a part of my office at
he Americal Division at Chu Lai. He lived with us and worked
ith us. A copy of every regulation, every letter, every-
hing that we had was furnished to him in a large packet;

hen the "Nine Rules" cards, and there were a series of about
ix cards that were furnished each enlisted man in the bri-
rade. We had all of those at Americal, and we just boxed

hem up. There were about eight or nine boxes that we finally
wat in a helicopter, or trucked down for distribution in all
-he units. Some were distributed beforehand because the
dvance party that came in was a rather sizeable advance

yarty and we had distribution to all of them. Although they
1id not have any particular orientation, they were waiting
ntil the main party arrived. _

). Do’you handle the "Nine Rules" cards?
\ o Yes, sir.
). You handled all those packet cards that were is-

ued to the individuals?

. . That's right. Then we had the one on the M-16.
le had the "Nine Rules" card, the "Enemy in Your Hands", the
oger's Rangers card, there was an Americal Division card,

ie had the Code of Conduct card. There was one that was
uite a fold out card, it had considerable information.

)e . "Know your Enemy"?

e "Know your Enemy," ves, sir, that was the other one.
believe that was most all of it. But we had guite a good
.qpply of them, and of course we had anticipated these units
oming in. You had to have an experience factor with 198th
i rigade of how many of these it would take. Then the combat
*enter, the Americal combat center from that point on, hand-
.ed all of this. Because they came in as a group and we
‘eren't putting them individually through the combat center,
landled this through the IO shop.

). I'm a little surprised frankly that you did handle
his because most generally the ones that I'm familiar with
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handled it through the S1-Gl or the AG shop. How about
Lieutenant DUNN, did you know him very well?

A. Yes, sir, Lieutenant Robert DUNN was the assis-
tant I0. I don't know if I could rate him or anything like
that, because I wasn't that close to him. I visited each

of the brigade IO shops at least once a week, and more
frequently when I could hitch a ride or perhaps get in with
the general or one of the generals that might be flying down
“there that day. The llth Brigade was located about 60

miles south of us, maybe a little less that that. Activity
was fairly slow down there during the early days when they
came in and we just let them operate. If they needed help »
we'd rush to it, but while they were getting acclimated I felt tha
if we just went down there trying to stir up some activity,

this wasn't going to help them at all. Lieutenant MOODY

had spent so much time in my office before they had even

arrived that he was quite aware of all our policies. He

knew the rules of engagement sort of thing, and what we

could provide to the daily communique to USARV. So he

was quite up to date. I had taken him to Danang to the

press center up there, the III MAF press center. He had been

~to the press center down in Qui Nhon and so he knew his way
around. He knew quite a few of the newsmen already. I knew
Lieutenant DUNN.

Q. Do you know the name of the senior sergeant that
was there? '

A, No, sir, I don't recall. I knew him and I talked
to him, a little short fellow.

Q. I think he was an E-6 if I'm not mistaken.

A. Yes, sir, that would be the right grade. He would

be the brigade E-6, that's right. But I don't remember his
name, sir. : :

Q. Did you ever know HAEBERLE or ROBERTS?

A, No, sir. I think I met HAEBERLE several times there,
but it was a situation where I walked in, a major walking in
where a lieutenant was in charge. The enlisted men sort of
stayed out of the way while we had a little conference. It
wasn't a situation where I knew them well. In any event the
photographers or the photo writer team was gone most of the
time. They sort of had a habitual relationship with a given
battalion, so they were gone a good deal of the time.
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We've talked to several people from this detachment
and I rather get a mixed feeling as to who was running the
outfit whether from an IO point of view it was being run by
Lieutenant DUNN, by Lieutenant MOODY, or whether the sergeant
had a strong hand in it. It seems that MOODY was looking
after other things. Maybe these cards were the things he was
looking after. He was, it seems in my mind, somewhat detached
or aloof from the PIO business. Do you get that sort of
1mpre551on°

A. I got it, but late in the game. I got it because
he told me that the brigade commander had put him on a couple
of projects that had nothing to do with the information bus-
iness at all. I asked him when did the IO shop come under
the S1? This is what they sounded like, that kind of a
project. But he said that it wasn't a problem and I asked
Colonel HENDERSON if it was a problem. Actually I asked
Colonel HENDERSON at a bad time, this was when General

~ LIPSCOMB was leaving. I'll have to dig a little bit, but I
think it would be the middle of March some time.

0. Well that was the change of command ceremony.

A, Change of command, yes, sir, we were all there
for the change of command ceremony. MOODY had said some-
thing to me on the phone that he had a project that he was
working on. DUNN would know more about this than he did
and I cracked to him, "What's this business about, are

you working for S1?" And he said "No, this is not a prob-
lem. DUNN's pretty capable, he can take care of it." So
I asked Colonel HENDERSON. I said, "Did you pull MOODY
out of the IO shop?" He said, “No, I just have him doing
a couple of things for me, that's all." I don't to this
day know what the projects were and I don't know how ex-
tensive or how much time he put in on them. He was satis-
fied with the support he was getting and what they were
doing for him so I thought at this p01nt that it was none
of my business to pursue that. I wasn't aware of any
problem. We got a good daily report. We got the usual
~humber of feature stories from them, and I saw no problem.

Q. Well, to be very frank, I didn't see that a great
deal of supervision was going on. It seems like anybody was
supervising anything they wanted to, somewhat of a unilateral
operation. It didn't have a strong IO really pulling them
together and making a team out of them.

A, I wasn't aware of it, sir.
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Q. When did you first hear of Task Force Barker?

A, e Koreans left that AO in December, they left
before Tet. We had our Tet a little early there because

most of our fighting took place about the 2nd or 3rd of
January through the 1llth of January up in the Wheeler-Wallowa
area. The 2d NVA Division--We really had quite a struggle up
there. 1In the Duc Pho area it was a little quieter. They
had some mortar rounds that came in and the 4th Brigade came
up. They were taking over the AO about early February and
Task Force Barker took over not long after that, the early
part of February.

Q. Were you acquainted with Colonel BARKER?

A. Yes, sir, I have some slides, pictures. I was pro-
moted on 14 March 1968 to Lieutenant Colonel, and knowing

that my replacement was on site and Major HILL was already
coming in, he was at the 198th Brigade, I took it on myself
just to go around and see everybody one more time to see if
there was anything in particular we could do. I had a re-
porter from The Washington Post around, just before that, Lee
LESCAZE.

Q. LESCAZE or LACAZA?

A, LESCAZE, well L-E-S-C-A-Z-E, I thought, LESCAZE is
how he always told me to pronounce it. I took Lee around with
the commanding general one day and I think it was General
YOUNG the second day. General YOUNG was the ADC. When we
were with General YOUNG is when we made the southern trip I
~believe. I took a lot of color slides on my own camera. I -
have a picture of myself and Colonel BARKER and General YOUNG
and the chaplain while we were making the rounds one day just
after I had made lieutenant colonel. 1I'd say within 3 or

4 days of when I made lieutenant colonel. '

Q. Do you still have those?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. I'd appreciate very much any photos you took down
there that day. '

A. Sir, I'll be glad to help.

Q. We'll reproduce them and return them to you. While

we're on this point, do you know where Captain MOODY is stationed
at the present time?
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A. No, sir, I do noté I rather think he's out of the
Army, S1r.

Q. Do you recall what his first name was?

‘A. | John.

Q. Were yvou aware of Task Force Barker's operation of

16 March 68 into the Son My area?

A. No, sir, not beforehand. I was aware of it after
because I sat in on the afternoon briefings that were held by
the G3. Every afternoon at 1700 in the DTOC we had a

briefing of the days activities and some of the future opera-
tions. We never dealt very much in future operations at that
particular meeting, because all of the staff was there. There
were representatives from the Marine Corps and the Coast Guard
Unit that was there, the Navy unit, some of the Air Force peo-—
ple that were at Chu Lai. There was quite a sizeable crowd

50 or 60 seats in this particular room. They dealt mainly
with what had occurred and what might occur that might affect
any of the operations of those people who were sitting in

the commanders room. I think I didn't attend the night this
was announced, I think Major HILL attended for me. The next
"night there was rather sizable activity. There was a trace

on the map where the companies had gone and I sat in on it.
Going back, I went back, I went back' over my communique, but
there had only been small body counts and I thought maybe it
was a new area for us, because the Koreans had been in that
area for a long time and had not really toured around much out
in the outskirts. At least that's the evidence we had. Its
hearsay, but this is the first I heard where they were. Now
they had named the Operation Muscatine and were moving out

of the AO. : ‘

Q. What did you hear about this operation into Son
My? You say you didn't attend the night of the 16th, to your
knowledge? '

A, I don't believe I did.

Q. - But you iﬁdicéted that you attended the night of
the 17th?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you remember any of the discussionbconcerning

the body count or the manuevers or anything about that?
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A. No, sir. If there would have been anthing in
particular I would have remembered it. If there had been
something said about a tremendous increase in body count,
or the number of people, or if there had been the action
apparently reported to have happened, I would have remem-
bered it. , :

Q. What made you so sure that you didn't attend the
meeting of the lé6th?

A. I don't know, general.

Q. 1 You have a pretty good memory on that.

A. Well, because I would have caught it if some-

thing had been said about the number of people, a number

of people. 1I've been reading the newspapers, I would have
been aware of it. But I left Vietnam and I still wasn't
aware that this thing ever had happened. It was unknown

to me. The first I knew of it was on the first week of Sep-
tember, on the 5th of September of this year 1969 when Harry
HEATH called me up. He asked me on the telephone, "Did

you ever hear of Pinkville?" And I said, " Sure I've heard
of Pinkville cause that's where we had a chopper go down."
This was a lst Cav chopper, I believe a "hook" that was
bringing some people up for discharge, who were going to fly
out of Danang, hitch-hiking a ride up on a hook. This was
back in latter part of 1967 and the hook put down, thinking
they had mechanical trouble....

Q. You mean somebody talked to you?

A. Well he asked me did I know where Pinkville was,
and I said, "Sure I know Pinkville. Pinkville is where the
" chopper got shot up." I was explaining to him what it was.
This was the nickname for the place that the troops used.

MR MACCRATE: Colonel DIONNE, we have been able to locate
both the 11lth Infantry Brigade news sheet called The Tri-
dent and The Americal News Sheet for this time. We noted
that the story as it appeared in the 1lth Infantry Brigade
paper, is carried over virtually verbatim into The Americal
News Sheet, but there's some very interesting additions made
in The Americal News Sheet. There seems to have been a
great focus in your shop on just what had happened the day
before. Rather contrary to your recollection a moment ago,
we find in the paragraph added, a focus on the fact that
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this is the largest kill by the "Jungle Warriors" in one
day since they became a part of the Americal Division.

The great focus on this operation was added in your shop.
If you will, please look in the first paragraph of Exhi-
bit M-23 and then look at the story of the encounter as it
appears in the brigade paper Exhibit M-17. See if that doesn't
refresh your recollection as to what you heard at or about
that time.

A. I do remember that 128 figure. I remember the
128 figure, I really do, because this was the big count.
The whole of Operation Muscatine, I don't think, while I
was there, ever got more than 350. I don't know the final
- total. Muscatine was terminated after I left, but I do re-
member that 128 figure. This report that is carried here
is the report that we called in every morning about 0200

to USARV. The information officer there had a 24-hour

man and this was our communigue for the day.

Q. | Where would the basic material be prepared?

A. It was called in to us. It was all telephone wire.:
Q. You had a call from the brigade?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. What we find in the brigade paper, M-17, is the

basic story called in to you?

A, Well the dates are quite different. It's March
22 on this particular one, while the Americal news sheet,

your M-23, is March 17, the day after the incident's sup-

posed to have occurred.

Q. Well, it's a verbatim story beginning with the
- third paragraph of The Americal News Sheet, so apparently
someone had prepared the basic story by the 17th. Would

that have been prepared by brigade or by your office?

A. By brigade, sir, in the sense that they gave
us a narrative, a running narrative of all the days ac-
tivities. I'm sure that in my own office, Lieutenant

WOLFGANG was accepting these in over the telephone and

I'm sure that Lieutenant WOLFGANG, with a little edito-
rial judgment, and some checking with the DTOC to de-
termine if this was one of the big days for the Task Force
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and for Muscatine. I think it's a high day for Muscatine -
too. '

Q. And then the lead paragraph on Exhibit M—23 was
added by your shop?

A. Sir, it's written in news story form. We re-—
ceived reports from five agencies, the three brigades,
support command, and the helicopter people and DIVARTY;
anything that they had that day that was significant. Then
the most outstanding part of the story was placed in

lead fashion and if that was the narrative that came to

us from the brigade IO, we used it verbatim. If it wasn't
exactly editorially significant, in the sense that he

had written it perhaps rather loosely, or if the telephone
conversation was nothing more than a series of notes, he sat
at the typewriter and retyped it for use in the sheet.

Q. Well, Colonel DIONNE, if you'll look at M-17,
you'll see that starting in the first paragraph of the
story is what becomes the third paragraph of your stoxry

in The Americal News Sheet M-23 and then it runs down para-
graph by paragraph just verbatim of what appears in the
brigade sheet. What has been added in the Americal sheet
is an introductory paragraph and then there's a second
paragraph added which relates to other parts of the news

of the day, but so far as the operation into the My Lai
Pinkville, area, you have added apparently an introduction
in which you focus upon the extent of the kill of that day
and point out that this is the record number. I ask you if
that does not refresh your recollection of your knowledge
at that time, of the extent of the reported KIA's for

the day, and that this was a general focus of attention at
that time at Chu Lai.

A, I remember the 128 figure. Let me go back a mo-
ment, if I may, Mr. MACCRATE. The material that starts in
our third paragraph in M-23 and the first paragraph of M-17
could have been taken from our paper and put in directly
into theirs, which they usually did. What I'm saying is
that the focus story that you see on The Americal News
Sheet was transferred to The Trident. This was done be-
cause if one went out that day, was flown to them on the
chow vehicles that same day, and distributed within a day
or so within the brigade headquarters.

Q. So that the story originated at the lelSlon and
not at the brigade.
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A. The story originated out in the field, going through
the tactical operations center of the brigade, was passed to
the IO at the brigade, who then by telephone passed it to my
office, and we took it on the telephone. In a sense, perhaps,
my man wrote the paragraph to start with for the thlrd time

and so forth. They then lifted that, if you will, and placed
it in The Trident because it was the basic story for them also.

Q. So the possibility is that more of the story was
actually developed at division, that after the telephonic re-
port the actual writing and editing into your news sheet could
have occurred at division level?

A. Yes, sir, because one thing that we always did on
numbers was check with the DTOC, "Is this the number you have
on the board?" We'd check through the DTOC on these numbers.
That's why the 128 sticks in my mind, but it is not any more
signifcant than the figure we had of nearly 200 in one even-
ing up in the valley area.

Q. Well, you'll note that there are a number of figures
that run through this article. One includes the report that

as the "Warriors" moved through the marshes a mile west of My
Lai they counted 69 enemy bodies killed by a battery of the

6th Battalion llth Artillery. Then it points out that the
battery was commanded by Captain GAMBLE. Now a figure such

- as that you would have checked at division TOC.

A. Yes, sir. bIt would have shown on the division TOC
as killed by artillery, KBA.

Q. Then you come down in the next paragraph, a unit

led by Second Lieutenant Thomas K. WILLINGHAM engaged an unknown
number of enemy along the beach one-half mile south of the
village. When contact was brocken 30 Viet Cong lay dead.

That similarly would be a figure checked by you at the DTOC?

A. That's right. I believe sir, about the same time
that we were getting these reports, the operational reports
are coming in. There was a report, combat report, daily
combat report. It was an every 6 hours report that was
prepared at the DTOC for III MAF, and this was one of the
figures. There was a summary for the days activity and this
is why we waited until 0200, because we could then get the

- day's activity summarized. Some of this material came from
there. We used the general guidelines sent to us by MACV
and USARV on what we should include in these and we were urged
to use names of the unit commanders and their home towns.

(DIONNE) | 15 APP T-165

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



"FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

This came out about halfway through my tour over there, and
you'll notice that we used names quite frequently. We were
urged to use the figures of enemy killed, detained, detainees,
rice captured, weapons captured and so forth

Q. Who. dubbed the Task Force Barker, "Barker's
Bastards"? Where did that originate?

A. I don't know. I really don't know .

Q. Was that a description you-commanly"used in the

news sheet?

A, Yes, sir. We used various nicknames the units
thought up for themselves. I think that's because the three
companies that made up the task force were from three dif-
ferent battalions. I think this is the source of it as far
as I was concerned.

I0: With respect to this 128, Colonel DIONNE, I have
here the log of the Americal Division for the 16th, Exhibit
M-6. If you'd look first at item 28, do you recall having
seen that figure? : '

A. No, sir. I never saw the daily journal as such.
These were posted on a large acetate board and if it was
something they could discuss over the telephone, we'd just
check by telephone. They'd say, okay, what figure do you have
for thus and such unit and we'd read the figure that we got
from the brigade IO. It was done by telephone when possible
and so I didn't see these.

Q. Would you be famfliar with the final wrapup for
the day, the last item on page 9, number 94?

A. Possibly sir, if it was something reported.

Q. : If you look down about the fifth line, you'll see
that it starts with Operation Muscatine.

A, The operation summary was usually the kind of thing
we would get in the night briefing, unless something signifi-
cant happened after dark. There wouldn't have been really
much change for me. I remember the 128, but I'm sorry I don't
remember that being reported in the briefing room.

Q. Will you look at the other figures? Three indivi-
dual weapons captured, two U.S. killed by hostile action, ten
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wounded by hostile action?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you recall any discussion, either .n the brief-
ing that nlght, or the following day orxr within the headquar-
ters, concerning this disparity of 128 KIA to 3 weapons cap-

tured?
A. No; sir, I do not.

Q. Coming back again to the PIO detachment at the
11th brigade, what are the rules for handling photos?

A. The film, the processing and so forth, in the
brigade was processed in the 45th PI Detachment. Any re-
lease of photos would come through my office, anything they
wanted to release. The usual scrutiny was done by them on
anything that might be classified, matters of propriety and
so forth. Then we in turn would provide them to whomever
would be on the release list. So they were processed at the
brigade level.

Q.. What's the rule on one of your PIO photographers
carrying an individual camera along, what was the rule then?

A. Sir, I don't think there was a rule. I don't
know that there is one in Vietnam today. If he was using
government equipment he had to turn the material in. But

if he had a personal camera with his own f£ilm in it, I had
never stated a rule to anyone about that. At the early
stage of the game we were using our own cameras, because
there were no cameras up there and we were using 35mm black
and white and turning it in for processing. It may have been
an oversight on my part, because in the early stages we had
one four-by-five speed graphic, probably the worst thing you
could use in a helicopter. It was forever breaking down
because of the dust. There were other cameras obtained as
we went along, but this was at the early stages and it was
difficult. Probably because of an experience factor, I had
never had a problem, there was no rule as far as I know.

Q. Well, from a matter of pride, is it reasonable
to assume that a PIO would go out and select pictures which
he would take on one camera which he carried which belonged
- to the government, and then he would select other pictures
which he would take on his own private camera?
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A.. No, sir, if he's going to expose pictures of
anything that is important to the government, it ought to

be done on government equipment, and anything that he got
that was different on his own camera that might be 1mportant
to us, he was. certainly wrong.

Q. Now assuming that some of the black and white
pictures came through, had indications on it that violations
of division orders or violations of MACV orders or violations
of the rules of land warfare. What would be the normal prac-
tice in handllng those pictures?

A, Well it would be difficult.. Unless you alleged,

as in this case a large number of people, it would be dif-
ficult to identify from a given picture if a particular vio-
lation had occurred unless the caption itself identified that
there was a large problem. Then there was a procedure that
USARV had set up for us to provide those pictures to them,
they then would do whatever was necessary. If I had received
information about a photo of that nature, I would have turn-
ed it over to the CID there at Chu Lai.

Q. What was the division rule concerning the burn-
ing of houses or hootches?

A. There was a specific order out that it would not

be done.

Q. And was this well understood within the division?

A, I don't know, it was understood at the headquarters.

General KOSTER had issued a letter about abuse of civilian

~ property sometime in January and commanders were required to
bring this to the attention of all their personnel. I believe
January is the right month. This resulted from a letter

that came both from MACV and from USARV. He issued a extra
letter along with it, his own letter that went with the other
two. I think the problem stemmed from an incident of things
being thrown off vehicles or something. Our assessment of the
letter, and I say our, because the chief of staff showed it

to me. The colonel must have showed me that because he said
"Can you edit this in such a way that we can also apply this
to people abusing civilians, abusing people as they go through
villages?" I helped prepare a couple.of the paragraphs in

the sense of getting the words on paper. General KOSTER said,
"I want every commander to bring this to the attention of his
people." I heard this on more than one occasion. I believe
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that was in January. The incidents that had generated

the letter were apparently in the more built-up areas. I
am g01ng to say Bien Hoa, Saigon area perhaps, where cans
"and things were being thrown off vehicles and striking peo-
ple that were walking on the roads, driving vehicles too
close and scaring folks and knocking their property down
and knocking their carts down and things like this. I
think that's what encouraged it originally. That's what

it sounded like.

Q. Well do you remember the specific point on burn-
ing hootches and so on, burning houses?

. A. No, sir. I don't remember specifically. I'd
have to read it to recall, to be brought back to mind, but
there was a division directive to that fact.

Q. Do you recall that in the Task Force Oregon SOP
it had statements concerning the protection of noncombatants,
the handling of detainees and all of this kind of material.

A. Yes, sir. I do very well.
Q. ' And as I would understand it, this SOP was still
in effect up until such time that the Americal SOP came out?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Sometime later?

A, That's correct.
Q. | I have here now three pictures which are entered

as Exhibits P-14, P-68, P-69. I show you these and ask you
if such photos came out to the PIO section, whether the PIO
section should have the right to retain these photos unto
themselves or should not they be called to the attention

of the commander of the unit or at least to the operations
staff of the unit.

A. " These should be called to the attention of the
commander.
Q. I show you here two more pictures which have been

entered as Exhibits P-15 and P-16. Do you notice the picture
P-167

A, Yes, sir.
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Q. And you perhaps noticed picture P-15? Would you
consider that those pictures, one that shows the wanton :
burning of buildings and property, the number 15, should have
been called to the attention of the proper authorities?

A. Yes, sir, I do.

Q. - And number 16 which shows not only that, but al-
so shows at least two bodies and also a pile of material
being burned on top of one of the bodies. There's a possi-
bility of a third body in that picture, if you look at
number P-16. I now show you these to refresh your memory
in the use of dual cameras, the photos which were not
identical.

A, No, sir.

Q. But they're very closely akin to one another
(Referring to color photo in Life magazine similar to black
and white photo P-16.)

A, Yes, sir.

Q. So it becomes quite obvious that the individual
who took the black and white also took the colored photo.

A. ' I never saw these, I would think that MOODY
would have called my attention to it,

Q. That's exactly why I asked the questlon, "Who's
running that outfit down there?" There's no question in your
mind, however, from what you've indicated, that anytime that
a picture would show up something that was an improper act,
whether it's in violation of brigade, division, MACV or

Army regulations, that those pictures should be called to

the attention of the proper authorities.

A, Yes, sir.

Q. And not retained within the IO shop as your own
pexsonal property.

A. Exactly, sir.

MR MACCRATE: Colonel DIONNE, I show you Exhibit P-70 which

is the strip of photographs, one of the black and white series
taken apparently by Mr. HAEBERLE and ask you if on or about
this time in March 1968 you saw any of these photographs of
that series.

(DIONNE) 20 APP T-165

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

A. The type of photograph that I know that they had
released, and I say a type because I don't remember what
they were describing at the time, the type of thlng that did
come to us was of the troops walking through the rice pad-
dies, the rice paddy scenes, the people borrowing a canteen
of water from a well, or helicopters coming in, *he medevac.
This kind of picture I got frequently. But this one, the
scene of a man apparently with a lighter in his hand or’
something. This man searching a hut here, a straw hut,
that's possibly one that I've seen before, but I'm not sure.
I had similar pictures come to me from the 198th. They had
a very good photographer there who provided me with an awful
lot of pictures from the 198th Brigade, many of them of a
similar nature. But the ones of burning things, I didn't
see these.

0. I show you a similar strip from Mr. HAEBERLE,
apparently black and white pictures taken by him on the op-
eration that day and ask you if you recall seeing any of
those. On the reverse side is what you've already examined.

A. No, sir, I don't remember any of these. I think
that medevac picture, the two troopers sitting under a tree
with a young Vietnamese lad in the middle.

Q. Do I understand that you would only see the in-
dividual photographs that were passed up from brigade with
a recommendation for publication?

A, Yes, sir. They would prepare a caption identi-
fying the photograph. If there was a story to go with it,
if there were more information, if it were part of an oper-
ation and so forth, that would be attached to it also. They
would come up twice a week. I'd get a packet from them and
we'd go through each one of them for propriety, the clearance
factor and if they were combat operations, if there was some
question about the announcement of an operation that had not
yet been announced, we would just hold the photos until the
operation was announced, and it would all be released at
once. They would indicate on them where they preferred for
them to go, and of course the 1llth Brigade had not long been
out of Hawaii and many of their releases went back to Hawaii.

Q. ‘ Did they have their own developing and print shop?
A. Yes, sir.
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Q. At the brigade?

A. Yes, sir, they had MTQON-7 or something. It was a
van, a duece-and-a-half-type van. It was on the back of a
truck. Once they had positioned the thing and sand bagged
it, they just used it the way it was. I think that about
the time I was leaving they were trying to build a little
wooden building to get some air in the thing.

I0: That van, as I recall it, did notbhave capabili-
ty for color photo, had only black and white.

A. No, sir. It had only black and white.

Q. I'11l show you here the entire series of colored
photos which were taken during this operation (Exhibits
P-26 through P-42). You have had an opportunity to scan
the black and white photos. You had an opportunity to
scan the colored, and you notice there's a vast difference
in the two. Can you give me any possible reason why any-
body would not, for example, print in black and white the
pictures which they had in color. Why the color would not
also be made available to the local commander?

A, No, sir. It seems to me if this man saw this
kind of activity he'd go back and verbally report it. It
would seem like the rational thing to do, shooting all these
kinds of pictures. The man with his intestines hanging out
is not a very pretty picture and if you stand there and take
a picture of it you'd at least report it to someone after-
wards.

Q. Well, we have many of them that are not Very
pretty pictures.

A. No, sir. I don't know any rational reason why a
man would not report it.

Q. Were you aware of the fact that when these pictures
were taken he had along with him one of the reporters from

the IO section?

A, "No, sir. However, I will say generally that they
usually travel in a team. The photographer and the 1nforma-
tion writer usually travel as a team.

Q. Did you ever hear in Headquarters, Americal Division
that there was an investigation going on concerning what may
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have happened at Son My or My Lai on 16 March?
. A. No, sir, I did not.

Q. Did you ever hear any talk around wha: BARKER's
outfit may have done? A large number of women and children
that were killed perhaps showing up in their SITREP's and so

forth?
A. No, sir.

Q. We understand from talking to several witnesses
that at least some of the officers were aware that something
unusual had taken place and there was also much loose talk

_ among the enlisted personnel. Considerable talk, to the
point where one could almost overhear it from the staff mess
as to what was going on in the enlisted mess, what rumors
were being passed about. Did you ever hear anything about
this? - -

A. No, sir, I did not.

Q. What were your responsibilities with respect to
the training and operation of these IO sections? Were you
respon31ble for them in all and anything they did, other
than prov1d1ng just broad supervision?

A, No, sir, they came in trained. These people were
trained in the States before they joined the public informa-
tion detachment. They either had civilian training, or e-
quivalent military training after taking basic and AIT. They
would join the public information detachment or come into the
information office. Most of my people came, the first series
of replacements that I got, came in December 1967 and January
1968. They were a young, inexperienced crowd, but many of them
had worked as civilians, done the civilian job in news media
work and were considered qualified. They were awarded the
MOS by the Army and they were sent to me as replacements.
This held true for most all of the information school at Ben
Harrison and had been trained in military writing and the
matter of propriety and so forth. When you say the respon-
sibility in training, there is another thing, the peculiar-
ities of Vietnam. My office spent more time with newsmen
coming in, visitors, and taking them to the areas, transpor-
tation, billeting, mess, and so forth. We spent more time at
that, and my perscnal time was spent mostly with the general
offlcers and briefings by the staff and that sort of thing
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for the newsmen who came to the Americal. And when they
didn't show up frequently enough I went out and got them and
used to bring them back because we wanted as much attention
about the activity that was going on there. So I was

away part of the time, spent some time in Danang and not as
much in Saigon, but Danang usually, at the press center,

and would bring them back with me. The general would give
them a briefing and we'd go from there. So the training and
bringing these men up to date on the USARV and MACV policy
of what was releasable and what was not releasable was really
the area in which I got involved with the people that were
working in the IO jobs. But we felt we had a pretty good
stop-gap, as anything they sent to us was reviewed by us

and then reviewed again in Danang. We released to Danang
and that was the MACV clearing agency. We had to have the
MACV clearance before anything could go out. But they pre-
pared the envelopes and had everything prepared to mail, all
set to go, MACV was the final releasing authority.

MR MACCRATE: Colonel DIONNE, do you remember a visit, in
the late summer or fall of 1967, by a writer from the New
Yorker Magazine, Jonathan SCHELL?

A. SCHELL, sir, remember him very well, more than
well. Jonathan SCHELL came in mid-August 1967 and was later
joined by his brother. Jonathan was the first one, Orville,
his brother came in later. For about 2 weeks, I would

say, it had been reported to me, to fly with the FACS,
forward air controllers, Air Force people. Lieutenant
Colonel Joe CAMP, who was the IO for the 395th squadron, I've
forgotten the Air Force number for the unit, but there was
an Air Force unit in Danang and he was the senior Air

Force information officer there. He called me and said,
"Could I put them up, we have an air FAC facility down at
your place and they don't mind him if you don't mind." I
said fine. I asked if he was MACV accredited and he said
that he was. We picked him up at the airfield and I briefed
him. The next morning they took him out on a flight, put
him in the back of an 0-2. He was there about 2 weeks

and the latter part of the second week there was a little
fracus up in the guest quarters. I also had a gentleman

by the name of Bill HALL who wrote for UPI. You may re-
member him, he was an ex~special forces, tough little guy
and he used to go out and spend a lot of time with the
troops. He didn't fool around in the headquarters area,

he was out with the troops. And I got Bill down there and
put Bill out .on Wheeler-Wallowa. Bill went up with the 2/12,
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a lst Cav Division unit that was at that time--their 3d
Brigade was attached at that time. I'm sorry, this is just
pefore the 3d Brigade came in. I'll have to recall what unit.
It may have been the 10lst Airborne he was with particularly.
I don't know.

Bill in conversation with Jonathan apparently determined
" that he was some kind of a liberal peacenik or something like this
- and there were some names traded and Bill had him by the
scuff of the neck and was going to heave him out through the
side of the wall, and this is according to a third corres-
pondent, Charlie BLACK, who was living with us at that time.
Charlie writes for The Columbus Ledger—Inquirer, Columbus,
Georgia. Charlie got between them, and anyway, the thing was
quieted down, and Jonathan moved in with the FACs the next
day. He had off and on spent some time living with the

FACs in their particular buildings, this series of hootches.
So I talked to Jonathan when Charlie told me about this and
tried to find out and he said, "No, everything's all right.

I got mouthy and he got mouthy and one thing and another."

I figured they were satisfied with what the results of the
argument was, I was going to stay out of it. Bill promptly
went out into the boonies again after he made a report on

- telephone to UPI and the next indication I got is when he
went down to 3d Brigade of the 4th Division. Colonel George
WARE had a little activity going down there. So I said why
don't you go down there and try to join a ground unit. Well
he went down, but he wouldn't leave the compound. He was
satisfied to stay within the compound. But he reported some
figures to Colonel WARE that Colonel WARE got guite excited
about, about the damage level down in the Mo Duc-Duc Pho
District, and he was saying Quang Ngai. There's big areas

of Quang Ngai that never had a shot fired in any area, I don't
think. But the Mo Duc-Duc Pho District had been worked over
rather heavily by the Marines at one time. Then the 1st
C§V.Division had been up there fighting with the 3d NvA
Division and the war had progressed back and forth across this
-area a considerable length of time before Task Force Oregon
had ever got there. There was damage, but he was using 99
percent destroyed and things like this. A lot of people

were still living down there. So he questioned the validity
of his figures and wouldn't allow him to use the figures.
Well Jonathan came back to my place. Some of this may not be
eéxactly the time date that it happened. Jonathan came back
to the headquarters and, Colonel WARE had called me in the
meaptime, and I said, "What's the story?" He went into quite
an impassioned thing about we're here to destroy the peo-
ple; we're going to kill all the civilians, and so forth.
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He wrote a book about it. But because Colonel WARE had

a specific complaint about the figure that he was attri-
buting to Colonel WARE, I said,"I'm putting you back in the
chopper, you're going down there and you're going to

clear those figures with Colonel WARE before I'll allow
you to leave here." So I put him back in the chopper and
down he went, and Colonel WARE couldn't convince him that
these were not figures that he could attribute to Colonel
WARE. So they put him back in the chopper and sent him
out. Well apparently he talked the chopper pilot into
stopping at Quang Ngai City and grabbed a plane. His
brother had arrived in the meantime, been here a couple

of days, and the two of them created quite a little fur-
row around the headquarters when they went up to a little -
grass shack officers club and started talking to people.

So I said, "Maybe we'd just better ask these two characters
to leave." But I didn't have to ask them. They joined in
Quang Ngai City and hopped a plane out of Saigon the very
next day apparently. Sat it out in Paris and wrote the
book, The Other Side. 1It's not very good reading.

Q. And this took place perhaps the fall of 19672
A. August of 1967.
Q. When did you first read the serialized piece that

appeared in the New Yorker Magazine?

A. It was mailed to me in Vietnam, one of the serials by
- a friend of mine in Washington, D.C.

Q. ' It was in the September rather the March 9, 1968
issue? Would you have got that before you--

A. No, sir, this was mailed to me by Don KITE. It
was sent to Vietnam, one issue was sent to Vietnam and it
finally caught up with me. I have both of them at home now
and I bought the second one myself because I was back. I
know it was mailed to Vietnam and I remember it was curious
that it finally caught up with me. I guess the book has
been out for at least 6 weeks or more. Someone in New
York City, in the info shop there, one of the colonels that
- had worked at MACV when we were together at MACV, talking
some other business, said, "Have you seen yourself in the
book yet?" I said, "No, I haven't seen the book, I can't
find it." Brentano's didn't carry it, which was my source.
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Q. Did the book come out before you left Vietnam?
A. No, sir.

Q. | That came after?

A. That was after, ves, sir. I was physically

assigned here in Washington at that time.

Q. But certainly as ‘a result of this experience with
Mr. SCHELL in the fall of 1967, you were quite sensitized to
the problem and the kind of attitude that there was?

A. Yes, sir. Well, we put this all on paper and sent
it to MACV. A complete report of it went to MACV. My job at
that point was not to decide who came into the area really,
because if they were recommended to me by MACV or USARV, we
weren't there to stop the visitors. At MACV, at that time,
there were accreditation procedures in effect. If they
wanted the newsman to come to our area, or if we could handle
them, fine. There was no objection, they could go to any
unit they wanted to in Vietnam.

Q. Colonel DIONNE, you indicated that you went, I
believe, to LZ Dottie on 14 March?

A. Sir, I was promoted on 14 March. It was sometime
in that time frame, after I was promoted, because I have
a brand new leaf showing on my fatigues.

Q. And you were accompanied, you indicated, by the
chaplain, was that the chaplain of the division?

A. Yes, sir. Chaplain LEWIS.

Q. And you saw quite a bit of Chaplain LEWIS at the
division? .

A, Yes, sir, off and on. He was a very friendly guy

and as a matter of fact he used to take his walk around-

our little U circle down at the headquarters, and my office
was located across the street from the G5 in the sense that
there was a little parade ground in the middle.

Q. Right next to the courthouse?

6- Yes, sir, the courthouse came later, of course, but
it was right next to the courthouse.
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Q. At the briefings that you attended, where did you
sit in the arrangement. Was there a customary place that
you occupied? '

A. Yes, sir. I always had the same seat. I was
in the second row and in about the seventh seat from the
right, IG on one side, and I want to say the JAG on the
other side, but T don't know why. .

Q. This is the same row that the chaplain sat in?

A. Yes, sir. He was down just another seat or so
from me. He was toward the middle from me, I believe, then.
Colonel MORTIMER when he was the IG we used to walk over
together because his office was next to mine. Colonel
HEATHERLY came in as his replacement and HEATHERLY and, well
HEATHERLY came in in late February or March, something like
that, and I really didn't get to know him. I was leaving
Vietnam and I'd been through a great number of people that
I had met at MACV, went through two changes of personnel at
Task Force Oregon because the people who were assigned to
Task Force Oregon were mostly short timers.

Q. : The G5 sat generally in front of you?

A. Yes, sir. The chief of staff was down in the
first row and all the Gs were in the first row. Then
~the commanders were on each side of that, the middle seats
were General KOSTER's seat and ADC, then the Gs, and then
any commanders that were up at Chu Lai. Then special
staff and then in the very back third row the assistant
signal officer. '

Q. You have mentioned that you do recall this figure
of 128 KIA.

A. That's right.

Q. Do you have any recollection bf that figure

being mentioned at the briefing or at a briefing and hearing
the comment passed along the sidelines at such a briefing,
"128 KIA, 4 VC and 124 women and children."”

A. No, sir. I think I would have remembered that.

MR WALSH: We've had some testimony from some people in the
brigade, the 1lth Brigade IO shop, that they concede their
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duty and function to be to provide information favorable
to the brigade for dissemination to the news media and
it was not part of their duty to report information un-
favorable to the brigade. Do you agree that that is—-

A. (Interposing) Well I don't know what you identi-
fy as favorable or unfavorable, but we had to get it by the
MACV clearance agency. In that sense, if it were unfavor-
able to the command as a whole, I don't think it would

have been cleared, very frankly.

Q. Well let me put it another way then. You would
agree that their function was to find and report information
that would be cleared by MACV for release and publishing?

A. Yes, sir.

0. Now, did you, in your function, have any respon-
sibilities put on you to report either to the commanding
general or to the chief of staff or anybody else, any un-—
favorable information, violation of regulations, crimes,
other matters that might come to the attention of the
reporting teams that were working with the units in the
field?

" A, I don't recall anything specifically, but if it
would have come to me, I would have done it because of a
staff officers work. I don't recall any specific injunc-
tions to me that said do this, but certainly if there had
been.

Q. (Interposing) I appreciate that. I'm speaking
apart from your general responsibilities as an officer. I
mean is it a function, as you understood it at all, of the
information people, whose function it is to collect infor-
mation, to pass on information of matters that need inves-~
tigation or correctlon°

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is that spelled out, do you know? Was it spelled
out to you in either oral or written directives operation in

your organization?

A, No, sir. I don't think so. I'm not aware of any if
there were.

Q. Was there ever an occasion when violations of rules--
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A. (Interposing) Let me go back if I may for just
a moment. Excuse me for interrupting. Within the direc-—
tives that were written, you're pointing it to me for in-
formation solely. Well you see I don't divorce informa-
tion people from any other staff officer or any other sol-
dier in the Army. They're no different. They have the
same responsibility. So this is where I digress a bit
because I think its important to say they are first sol-
diers and then they're doing their job as photographer,
writer, typist or whatever he has to do. He may be a

file clerk, he may be a driver, but he wears a uniform
first and that's more important to me. So as a soldier if
he knows of wrong doing, he's required to report wrong
doing. _

Q. Can you recall any instance or example during
your period with Task Force Oregon or the Americal Division
when one of your reporting teams in the field reported to
you violations of rules and regulations, possible criminal
actions that you then reported to higher authority?

A. Yes, sir. I was one of the people that reported
a thing that several people heard about. This occurred up in
the village of Khe Sanh where a man was supposedly tied up
in, or held down in, a dying rooster or some damn

position and given the water treatment, supposedly to make
him talk. There was a reporter on the scene who took a

. picture of this. I'm not sure if these were PF or ARVN,

ARVN soldiers with U.S. soldiers in this village detained a
suspect and apparently were giving him the water treatment.
This is just keep pouring water down his throat until he
talks and it may have been Bill HALL, I'm not sure who the
reporter was. He came back that night and reported it to

me and I went over to G3 and I said this happened and they
said they got the word on it already and its being investi-
gated. I mentioned it to the chief of staff and he said

he understood that it's being investigated right now.

Q. This involved Vietnamese personnel,

A, And U.S. personnel were present. The photograph that
was taken, and published in The Washington Post, was a pic- '
ture of some troops standing around while this man was being
given the treatment.

Q. There were civilian reporters present?
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A. That's correct.

I'm speaking more of an instance where someone
n the IO section observed something or learned of something,
reported it to you and you reported it to a highar authority.

A. I had one report also from a Specialist Bob
TOWLE. He came back from an operation with the 10lst Air-
borne and indicated to me that there had been some mutila-
tion of a body or somebody had kicked him after the man

was dead, after the soldier had in some way disgraced the
.body, and I reported this. I passed it on to both the G3
and the chief of staff. I don't know if there was any
action taken or if there was any way to investigate it. But
this was back in the hills and I think the operation was
0perat10n Benton. This was an area that they passed through.
I don't know if they ever went back or if there was any in-
vestigation. I just don't know. But he just told me this
thing and I said, "Bob, what did you see?" In all fairness
~to what may have occurred TOWLE was a difficult man in

the sense that we had other problems with him, but he did
like to go out on operations and he'd been out a week or
more. He came back and told me this and I asked if he had
anything that we could put our hands on. No, but he said
they kicked the body around or something. I just don't
know how extensive it was, but I just passed it on.

Q. Did you pass it on to the IG?

A. ' I don't know, it would have been Colonel

MORTIMER then and I don't know if I did or not. Very frankly
I discounted this a little bit because Bob TOWLE was a
problem child who wore his uniform like an animal. Personal
hygiene wasn't always the greatest. It was just as well to
get him out in the boonies. So we would get him out there,
if he wanted to go. He became the subject of some dis-
ciplinary action for activities in the barracks. He had

a couple of beers and wanted to fight everybody, and I dis-
counted it quite a-bit because of that.

Q. Did you ever give any instructions to your IO
people when they came in, that they were in a unique position,
that being their primary function being to collect informa-
tion, that they were also in a unique position to report to
you any violations of rules or regulations, criminal matters,
and that they should make it a point to report that to you?
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A. No, sir, not the last part, in the sense of viola-
tions or anything like this, because there wasn't any indi-
cation that there had been or were going to be any. I
couldn't second guess that. However, I did have a in-brief-
ing with each man that reported in, an orientation, just him
and me sort of thing, where I wanted to find out what his
strengths were, capabilities. He had responsibilities
wherever he worked, and whomever he was ‘dealing with, that
there were certain things that, when I attached him to a
battalion commander, he was following what that battalion
commander wanted him to do. So we did have an orientation
in the combat center as they came in to the division. These
were general policies that were passed on. But specifically
the words, I don't recall ever having said that.

Q. Is it fair to say that the primary if not ex-
clusive function of the information section to the various
units was to find and report favorable information that
would meet the MACV requirements for release to the public?

A. Yes, sir, I think so.

Q. And were there any other functions with respect
to the finding and reporting of information that the IO
sections had?

A, You've lost me a little bit, sir, because I don't--

Q. (Interposing) Apart from the finding and report—
ing of information that would be suitable for release to the
public--

A, (Interposing) Oh, yes, sir, I see what you mean.
Well we had-- '

Q. (Interposing) Were there any other requirements.
placed on them for the selection . .and reporting of informa-
tion? ‘ '

A. Yes, sir, because we assisted news correspondents.
- This was one area in which they worked, the film teams that
came in, both the military film teams, the DASSO teams,
Department of the Army Special Signal Office Teams came in
and there were six army teams, two Marine teams and three
Air Force teams in the country. They did come over and
shoot about 3 minute reels that they would provide to
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the news services. 1Its done upstairs in the building. I
almost always had one of those teams in my area, most of
the time. The only thing we weren't able to help them out
with was to let them be on site when there was a bombing
raid in progress because we couldn't secure the ground
farther. That was the only thing that they asked me to
do that I could not do. But we helped the film teams, we
helped the CBS, NBC, ABC teams that came. We had indivi-
dual correspondents that lived with us, practically. We
ran shotgun for them and so forth. So more than just a
collection, there was an escort factor, get them to the
right places at the right time, arranging transportation.
That's essentially it.

I0: I have here Exhibit D-1 which is MACV Directive
20-4 entitled "Inspection and Investigation of War Crimes."
Colonel DIONNE I'd ask you to look at paragraph 2 and I'd
ask you to look at paragraph 5a. Were you familiar with
the contents of this document specifically, these two

paragraphs?

A. In a general way, yes, sir. But not this docu-
ment, sir.

Q. I also have here the implementing directive from
IIT MAF which has been entered into the record as Exhibit M-8.
I'd ask if you are familiar with this document, specifically
paragraphs 3 and 4? Would your interpretation of these two
paragraphs and the two paragraphs which I cited in MACV 20-4,
would you interpret them to mean that PIO personnel including
photographic personnel will be excluded from reporting?

A, No, sir. I do not interpret that as any exclusion
whatever of anyone.

Q. It says "all military personnel®™, and in the

MACV document, in 5a on the second page it says that certain
people including photographic people who are in unique posi-
tions are specifically pointed out as people that should re-
port these?

A, ' Yes, sir.

Q. So in your judgment this more than highlights the
point that not only all personnel, but these other individuals
who are in these unique places must report.

A, Yes, sir.
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I0: Colonel DIONNE, you've been quite helpful to us
this morning. I would like to say that if what we have said
here refreshes your memory in any sense, and I'm particularly
concerned about any information that may have been available
in that headquarters concerning anything which transpired at
My Lai or Son Tinmh—--Son My Village on the 16th or sometime
in March. If any of that comes to mind, I'd very much like
to have that information, for the benefit of all concerned.
Additionally, if you have materials, be they photographic,
memoranda, letters, aerial photographs, map, or otherwise,
which you feel would be of assistance to us in this inves-
tigation I'd like very much to have those. Particularly

I'd like to get the pictures of the slides. We will return
them immediately to you when we are finished with them.

WIT: This identifies people. We were at the LZ, I
guess it's LZ Dottie, where Task Force Barker's headquarters
was. :

I0: If you can, maybe you have it with your photo-
graphic record, to indicate the date that the picture was
taken. You indicated that you had just been promoted, that
it was in about that period. It would be helpful to us to
know the date that that picture was taken, even if it's an
approximation. If you'll include that information with the
photo or the slide when you send it down to us.

WIT: All right. 1Is there an address in particular I
should use?

RCDR: I'll take care of that.

IO: We'll give you at this time, Colonel DIONNE, an

opportunity to ask any questions which you may desire or
if you would like to to make a statement to enter into the
record.

WIT: No, sir, I don't have anything.

I0: This hearing will recess at this time.

(The hearing recessed at 1132 hours, 16 January
1970.)
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS:. DUKES,,Clarence

DATE OF TE%TIMONY; 23 January 1970 
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon

. WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: ‘N/A

- COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT ON 16 MARCH 1968: First Lieutenant, Order
of Battle Officer, Americal Division.

1. BACKGROUND INFORMATION.

a. The duties of the witness.

The witness was the order of battle officer for

~ the Americal Division for eight months preceding the
incident and three months after the incident (pgs. 2, 3).

He was responsible for the enemy order of battle which
meant keeping track of the performance of the enemy (pg. 4).

b. His knowledge of the 48th Local Force Battalion.

_ The witness stated that the 48th Local Force
Battalion was the most organized enemy unit in Quang Ngai
Province, far about the level of the 38th. The commander
- was capable and had been a training officer prior to taking
over the' battalion. The men were well organized and kept
on the move. They had limited arms, small mortars (pg. 5).
He stated that during the Tet offensive they tried to capture
the training area northeast of Quang Ngai and that two

companies were . -decimated (pg. 5); After the Tet offensive
he carried them as being northeast of the Quang Ngai City
area, back in the mountainous region (pg. 13}. He stated

that this could have differed from Task Force Barker's
information which located the 48th in the Pinkville area
because he had regulations requiring confirmed contact

before they could be placed in an area. He. felt that the ‘
intelligence of the S2 of the 1llth Brigade and Captain KOTOUC
of Task Force Barker normally was sufficient (pg. 13). He
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felt that the estimated strength of the 48th Battalion on
16 March 1968 was 125 (pgs. 8, 14). This did not corretate
with Exhibit M-63, the Order of Battle Summary, dated

13 June 1968, which had the battalion reduced to 80 men

(pg. 14).
2. HIS KNOWLEDGE OF ACTIVITIES ON 16 MARCH.

a. The witness thought the operation was the result
of a pincer movement which occurred two weeks previous
to 16 March. In that movement two units ran across four
or five local units, killing 70 to 80 and capturing 16
prisoners (pg. 5). From prisoner interrogation,kthey learned
the majority of people had managed to slip away. This,he
felt,was the reason the operation was organized, to see if
they could contact the other forces in the area (pg. 5).

b. The witness stated that it was normal for VC
soldiers to move out before dawn if they were in a populated
area. He felt that as far as the civilian population went,
the women and children would remain in town while the males
moved out to their daily work (pg. 6).

c. The witness recalled a weapons count of three and
a body count for that operation of 128 (pg. 7). This
coupled with an earlier body count of 79 left him with
a total body count of 217 and only three weapons (pgs. 6, 7).
He stated he did not recall anybody asking for an explanation
of this ratio but that he himself had brought it up as he

briefed the G2 (pg. 7). He also felt that it was not
illogical because the VC would take the weapon away when they
could not drag the body from the scene (pg. 7). He questioned

Lieutenant George THOMAS, the OB for the 1llth Brigade, and
was told that only three weapons were captured or found

(pgs. 7, 8).

d. The witness stated that he did not recall any .
civilian casualties being reported from the operation (pg. 8).
He also never heard of a pilot reporting the unnecessary
killing of civilians (pg. 9). He never heard of a confrontation
between the ground troops and aviation personnel (pg. 9).

e. He briefed the 123d Aviation Battalion four or five
times (pg. 9). He would sketch the entire A@, going over the
forces that were in the area and the type of weapons being
used. He did not discuss operations. He would discuss pre-
vious operations and the resulting KIA (pg. 9). The witness
did not recall a briefing in which the unit commander had to
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get up and tell the men to keep quiet (pg. 10). The witness
was not the only person to brief the 123d, for a Lieutenant
coX went vne time and Lieutenant ABRAMOVICH or Lieutenant
THOMAS possibly went down, but he could not recall (pg. 15).
He stated he never heard of "civil defendants" being re-
ferred to in a briefing and they would not normally be
carried in a body count or in the INTSUM (pg. 15).

f. The witness did not know the division policy with
respect to burning hootches, but felt that if a tunnel or
bunker complex was in a village sometimes the hootches would
be destroyed along with them (pg.10).

g. The witness did not recall discussing with Colonel
TREXLER any activity concerning the My Lai (4) area (pgs. 10,

11) . He did recall a G2 meeting in which it was mentioned
as he briefed on the amount of people killed and the number
of weapons captured (pg. 1ll). He never attended a briefing-

nor did he recall a discussion by Colonels BALMER, PARSON,
or ANISTRANSKI on this matter (pg. 11).

h. The witness did not recall seeing a report from
the 123d Aviation Battalion regarding the operation
(pg. 15). He also did not see Exhibit M-30, Captain
RODRIGUEZ's statement (pgs. 16, 17). Exhibit M-35, a
Viet Cong propaganda leaflet, was not recalled by the
witness (pg. 17).

2. OTHER INFORMATION.

Prior to his appearance before the board, the witness
was contacted by Mr. Frank FROSCH, who had been the advisor

in Quang Ngai (pg. 3). The witness stated he told FROSCH
that he was not convinced that they hdd been in a fight with
an organized enemy (pg. 4). FROSCH stated that he had heard

no orders regarding shooting or not shooting people in the
village,; as he monitored the command net from Quang Ngai
(pg. 12).
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EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT
NUMBER DESCRIPTION NOTZ=S PAGES
M-30 Statement of RODRIGUEZ Had not seen. 16
Wit did not recall
M-35 VC propaganda leaflet seeing it. 17
Order of Battle Summary,|Discussed with the
M-63 13 June 1968 witness. 14
HENDERSON's Report Witness had not
R-1 and inclosures seen before. 16
Used to orient
MAP-1 Wall Map the witness. 6,10
L J
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(The hearing'reconvened at 1714 hours, 23 January

1970.)
I0: The hearing will come to order.
RCDR: The following persons are present: LTG PEERS,

MR MACCRATE, COL ARMSTRONG, COL FRANKLIN and MAJ LYNN.
Sir, the next witness is Mr. Clarence DUKES.

\ (MR DUKES was called as a witness, was sworn,
and testified as follows:)

RCDR: Mr. DUKES, for the record, will you please

state your full name, occupation and residence?

A. Clarence Edward DUKES, Textile Manager, Apt $# 12,
201 North Lewis Street, La Grange, Georgia.

RCDR: Thank you.

I0: Mr. DUKES, havevyou had an opportunity to read
the instructions?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you understand them or have any questions

concerning them?
A. No, sir.

Q. On my left is Mr. Robert MACCRATE. Mr. MACCRATE
is a civilian lawyer and he has volunteered his services
through the Secretary of the Army to assist me and the

other members of this inquiry and this investigation and
also to provide legal counsel. On my right are two Army
colonels, Colonel FRANKLIN and Colonel ARMSTRONG. They've
been designated by the Office of the Chief of Staff of the
United States Army as assistants in this investigation.

All these gentlemen may address questions to you this after-
noon. We have other groups such as this that are likewise
taking testimony from other individuals. It will be my re-
sponsibility however to pull together the report, to weigh
the evidence, and determine the findings and recommendations.

(DUKES) 1 APP T-215

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

For your information we are directing all military personnel
that they not disclose or discuss their testimony in this
investigation with others. 1In your capacity as a civilian-
we can not so direct, but I would request that you not dis-
cuss your testimony in this investigation with others par-
ticularly those who may appear before this investigation as
witnesses, except as you may be requested or required to
before competent administrative, judicial or legal legisla-
tive bodies. I mention legislative because there is the
possibility that you might be called to appear before one

of these Congressional committees. In this instance one
that I would suspect to be most likely would be the investi-
gative subcommittee of the House Armed Services Committee.
In the event that did come about, your testimony here or
appearance here will in no way preclude you from testifying
before that body. I do not believe you've been cited or
cautioned in the general court-martial case of the United
States v. Calley?

A. No, sir.

Q. I would say -to you that in the event you are,

and at the moment I see no reason why you should be, your -
testimony here will in no way change either the applicabil-
ity or the effect of such orders from that judge or any of
the other judges having to do with any of the general courts-
martial cases relating to the what is now commonly referred
to as the My Lai (4) incident. Do you have any questions

at this time?

A. . No, sir.

Q. Fine. Mr. DUKES will you tell us what your duty
assignment was in March of 1968?

A. Order of battle officer for the Americal Divi-
sion, sir.
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Q. Yes, and how long had you been in that capacity?
A. Almost 8 months.

Q. And how long after March did you remain in that
capacity? _

A. Approximately 3 months.

Q. What was your grade then?

A. First lieutenant.

0. Mr. DUKES since the My Lai (4) incident of 16

March 1968 became a matter of public knowledge, that is by
radio, television, newsprint, and so on, at about September
or October of last year, 1969, 4 or 5 months ago, have you
had any conversations with anybody connected with the Amer-
ical Division concerning the incident or concerning the
investigative process or the review of the investigation

or reports?

A, This is concerned with Major APICI, I believe
he is, sir? ’

Q. Yes, of this office?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. But you've had no diséussions with other indi-
viduals?

A. . Mr. Frank FROSCH, who was then as advisor in

Quang Ngai, called me by phone one night, he just asked me
some questions. He was the boy I went through service
with. ‘

Q. Yes?
A. He was an advisor at Quang Ngai.
(DUKES) 3 APP T-215
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0. Yes, he was the G2 advisor, Quang Ngai Province.
And what did he ask you and what did you tell him?

A. He was asking me who I thought was involved in
the fight, if I remember who was involved with it. To my
knowledge I still was not convinced and this is what I told
him, of who was involved in the fight, who we were involved
with when the action took place. It went around that con-
versation, what led up to the fight that had been going on
since Tet and then when the fight came about.

Q. Who did you téll him was in the fight?

A, I told him that I never was convinced that we were
in a fight with an enemy, an organized enemy.

Q. You never were convinced that you were in a fight?

A, - Not with an army, organized unit, no, sir. Local
force, possibly.

Q. Did you tell him which American units were involved?
A. No, sir. | |

Q. Did yoﬁ know which American units were»in&olved?

A. . Task Force Barker, sir. —

Q. Do you know what units comprise Task Force Barker?
A. 4/3 was part of it I believe, and I think 1/20.

Q. Yes. Would you describe what your duties were as

the order of battle officer of the brigade?

A, I was responsible for enemy order of battle.

Q. Yes. “

A, Keeping track of what the enemy did and things like
that.

0. Yes. Well you'd have had a pretty good knowledge

and appreciation for the 48th Local Force Battalion in the
area?
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A. Yes, sir.

Q. Would you tell us what you knew about the 48th in
brief?

A. The 48th Local Force Battalion I held to be the

most organized enemy unit in Quang Ngai Province on a local
force level, far above the level of the 38th, 83d as the
name was changed to while I was there. The 48th had a very
capable commander. He had been a training officer before he
took over command of the battalion. His men were well-or-
ganized and the 48th moved and kept on moving. Normally
when they were in an engagement they came out on the good
side. Arms were limited, small mortars.

Q. Did you recall what happened to them during Tet?
A. Yes, sir. They took part in trying to capture the
training area northeast of Quang Ngai.
- Q. Yes.
A. And they were met and in my opinion, got slaughtered

At least two companies of them were just decimated.

Q. Now that isn't too far from what we heard in Quang
Ngai not too long ago. They did in fact overrun the training
center, and then the ARVN forces, as I would understand it,
counterattacked and killed something in excess of a 100. Do
you recall the operation of Task Force Barker into this area
on the 16th?

A, Yes, sir. To my thinking the operation itself
was the result of something that happened about 2 weeks
previous to that. Several local force companies or units got
caught in a pincer movement sort by accident, I think. We
had two units, one was moving north and one south and ran
across about four or five local units. There were about
70-80 killed and around 16 prisoners I believe. About four
or five local force units were identified. The majority of
them, from prisoner interrogation, I believe, seemed to have
slipped away, out of it, I thought that's why this operation
was organized, to go back in that area to see if they could
contact some of the other forces in there or to pick up the
remainder of these units. ' :

(DUKES) 5 : APP T-215
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Q. Yes. I'd like to ask you one question about civil-
ians in not only this area (Exhibit MAP-1), but any hamlet or
any village, and particularly one well away from Highway 1.
Would it be logical to assume that by 0700 hours in the morn-
ing that all people would have been cleared out of the village
and gone to market? Perhaps some of them would be working in
the fields but the village would be completely empty?

A. Not always, no. I would say that normally by
sunrise if there were VC soldiers in .a populated area they'd
be moved out before dawn.

Q. Yes.

A, Normally they would do that.

Q. What about the civilian population?

A. I wouldn't definitely know, sir.

Q. But you ‘'do remembexr?

A. Your women and children would be around town.

Most of your male population would have moved out to their
daily work.

Q. " Do you remember the staff briefing on the night of
the 16th when the results of this operation came in? Did you
have a hand in planning the evening briefings?

A, No, sir. This was planned by G3.

Q; Yes. But you would have been interested in these
results I'm sure, because being the order of battle, a result
of this magitude would change your evaluation as to the cap-
abilities of such units. Based upon this do you remember the
figures that came in?

A. The second week operation and the first opera-
tion that they had where they ran into these other units I
think there were 79 or 80 that total count came to.

Q. Yes.

A, ' It was about 120.

(DUKES) 6 APP T-215

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Q. Yes.

A. The total body count.

Q; Do you remember the weapons count?

A. Three.

Q. Three. Was there much discussion on this?

A. For me, that left me dqull. I mean it just left

me flat that we had 128 body count and only 3 weapons cap-
tured. '

0. Yes. Did anybody ever ask for an explanation on
128 killed and only 3 weapons; anybody ever ask about that?
~A. No, sir. I remember I brought that point up at

one briefing when I briefed the G2.

0. Yes.

A. But it wasn't illogical. The VC were known to

rather take a weapon away than drag a soldier away because
the weapon was more important, even though they did go to
considerable expense to drag bodies away from the scenes.

o They would get a weapon if it were lylng there. They would

try to recapture that.

Q. But that was a long way from a normal ratio?
A. Right.

Q. Roughly 1 to 43?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. I would assume that somebody would question

people about what happened to the weapons? Do you remember
this happening at all?

A, .In going over the results, I was coordinating
with a Lieutenant George THOMAS who was the OB for the 1llth
Brigade. And I brought up this guestion about this body
count and the weapons.
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Q. What did he say?

A. He said that was the results, said that was all
that was captured or found, just three, that what they could
pin down was three.

Q. Yes. What did you estimate the strength of that
48th Local Force Battalion was at that time?

A. Around 125 I think it was we had it down for.

Q. "Yes. Frankly I don't think that you were carrying

it at 125. Most people were carrying it somewhere between
200 and 250, but even if you were carrying it at the maxi-
mum 250, if we kill 128 of them that's not going to leave
many people to carry away weapons, is it?

A, No, sir.

Q. Of course, we know that they have burial parties
and they have ciwvilians to pick up weapons. But even so it
does seem a little preposterous that you wouldn't get more
weapons than three.

A, And the lack of documentation too. From my aspects,
an order of battle officer, a prisoner sometimes over there
isn't as important as a good document to identify them. A
local infrastructure was identified as being a company of the
48th was identified in one of the battles, either the one
where 79 or 80 were killed or this incident, but I can't
remember that it was this incident in which it was identified.

Q. The remaining statistics on this operation I
could show you by opening the logs of the Americal Division
but it indicated that there were 128 VC KIA, there were 2
U.S. KIA, there were 11 U.S. WIA, and there was 3 weapons
captured. Those basically are the statistics. Do you re-
call any civilian casualties ever being reported from this
operation? I wish you'd think about that for just a minute
now.

A. ~ No, sir. I don'‘t recall.

Q. You don't recall any of them?

A, No, sir.
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Q. All right. When you were in this position and
around G2 which generally has its ears to the grcznd about
‘every thing that's going on, and particularly you junior
officers in many cases you know more what is going on than
many of the senior staff officers because of your acquain-
tances around. Did you ever hear of one of the pilots re-
porting what he would consider the unnecessary killing of
civilians?

A. No, sir.

0. Did you hear of a confrontation, perhaps, be-
tween some of the ground troops and some of the aviation
elements?

A, No, sir.

Q. Did you ever brief the people over in the aviation
battalion?

A. Yes, sir.

VQ. What did you brief them on?

A. On the general situation in our entire AO. I

conducted about four or five briefings, I believe, for the
aviation battalion of the division, sketchlng our entire

A0, going over the forces that were in the area and the type
of weapons they had possibly.

Q. Did you also discuss operations or was there some-
body else that did this?

A, No, sir. I didn't discuss operations.

Q. Do you remember ever briefing the 123d Aviation
Battalion, perhaps the entire battalion, or perhaps just the
aero-scout company and telling them about how many VC were
killed in the Task Force Barker AQ?

A, I went over this. When I briefed on the dif-
ferent aspects of the area, I would go into what had hap-
Pened in previous operations and the KIA that would result.
(DUKES) 9 APP T-215
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Q. Do you recall on one occasion, in perhaps April,
when you were briefing there that you came out with these
figures of 128 killed in this operation and getting guffaws
and laughs out of the aviation personnel saying "Yeah, 128,
most of them were women and children," or something of this
nature, to where the unit commander had to get up and tell
them to keep qu1et° I want you to think about that for a
minute.

" A, I don't remember any of those words or someone
doing that. We normally have these briefings at mess time
which was a relaxed period. I don't remember the words
you mentioned.

Q. Do you remember this situation?

A. No.

Q. We know it took place.

A. Yes, sir.

0. We're just trying to put together all of the

people and the places and things.

A. I couldn't definitely say, sir, that they said
that, and he had to get up and stop them.

Q. Do you know what the policy of the division was
with respect to burning houses, hootches?

A. No, sir. I know when we went into villages which
were known to be VC strongholds there would be a tunnel or
bunker complex. In order to destroy this the hootches would
be destroyed along with them.

Q. : Yes.

A, But just setting fire to villages. I don't know
the policy we had on that.

Q. Do you ever recall discussing this operation with
your senior staff officer, in your case with Colonel TREXLER,
about what may have happened down here (indicating the My Lai
(4) area on Exhibit MAP-1) in the middle of March 1968?

About the burning of villages, and about some other unusual
activity taking place?
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A. No, sir. I don't recall. I recall discussing

it during a briefing in which the body count and the weapons
ratio was discussed, but I don't remember recalling anything
about—--

Q. (Interp051ng) What else was said? Who was doing
the talking in this? You said it was discussed. Who was
discussing it?

A. Well, this was our G2 meeting which was held.
Each commander just got up and discussed the different as-
pects for the G2 to bring him up to date on the situation.

Q. Yes. You're talking about the different staff
sections?
A. Right, sir. When I was going over the briefing,

I went over the operation, the amount killed, the number of
weapons captured, and who was supposed to be involved. It
was assumed at the time that we were either in contact with
" either C/16 or C/18 and elements of the 48th. It was the
assumption that is who they were in contact with. According
to order of battle proof it was never truly identified, in
which case you have to have two or more bits of evidence

to prove that you are in contact with a certain element.

Q. Did you ever hear any discussion from your G3, Colo
nel BALMER or Colonel PARSON or your G5 Colonel ANISTRANSKI?

A, No, sir. I never was in those high level briefings. .
MR MACCRATE: When Mr. FROSCH spoke with you, did he indicate

information that he had at province headquarters regarding this
operation?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did he say?
A, He was talking about that they held the 48th to

bg in this general area with an understrength. At that
time I don't believe the Americal Division held the 48th

in this particular area. I believe we had them more to the
west, ‘
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Q. Did Mr. FROSCH say anything else?

a. He discussed the talking over the fadio, of commands
being given. He asked me did I know of any such commands
being given. I told him that I had none.

I0: What commands being given?

A. He was speaking in reference, I think, to some sort
of order being given to shoot the people in the village, or
not to do it. I told him to my knowledge, going in and out

of the TOC all day, I had heard no reference to this. I

would normally go to the TOC and stay and see how an operation
was progressing. -

MR MACCRATE: Did he indicate this was something he had heard
at the time?

A. Yes, sir. Only it was something he said he had
heard. He was monitoring on the Quang Ngai frequency--

the operation that was going on, and said he could remember
no transmission or action taking place.

Q. ' He could remember--

A, (Interposing) He could not remember any such
orders or commands or requests being given as he was moni-
toring at Quang Ngai.

Q. What frequency would he have been on at Quang Ngai,
do you know?

A. No, sir.
Q. Would it be the battalion or—-

A, ‘ (Interposing) He was listening to the the com-
mand net I would imagine. ‘

COL FRANKLIN: Your connection was more involved.with the
intelligence end of this. Did you have pretty good coor-
dination with the 2d ARVN in Son Tinh District?

A. Actually no, sir.

Q. At this time did you carry the 48th Local Force
Battalion in the My Lai area, Plnkv1lle area?
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A. I don't believe so, sir. I believe they withdrew
after Tet and we carried them north, just a littla northeast
of the Quang Ngai City area, back in the mountainous region.

MR MACCRATE: Northeast or northwest?
A. | I don't have a map to plot it on.
10: : Well, here it is over here (indicating MAP-4).

MR MACCRATE: Here's the larger map (indicating MAP—l),
to your other side.

I0: Look over here (indicating MAP-1). See there:
you're up at Chu Lai. Here's Quang Ngai down here (indi-
cating) .

A. I was thinking that when they came into this area
that we just said that the 48th was back up in this mountain-
ous region (indicating area north of Quang Nagi City) in be-
tween here and over this way that they moved.

COL FRANKLIN: We've had information that Task Force Barker
thought that they had very good intelligence, and they had

the 48th located in the Pinkville and My Lai area. Can you
explain how this could be? You're the order of battle, and

you carry them one place. How could Task Force Barker put them
in another place without you hearing somethlng about it? What
do you think about this?

A. We had certain regulations we tried to follow in
the order of battle shop. You had to have confirmed contact
with a certain unit before we would place them in that area.

Q. What was your opinion of the S2 of the 1llth Brigade
and Captain KOTOUC of Task Force Barker as far as the intelli-
gence that they generated, gathered, used in the 1llth Brigade?

A. Normally it was sufficient.

Q. They were pretty good?

A, Yes, sir.
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Q. You stated earlier that you were never convinced
that Task Force Barker had run into an organized unit?

A. A military unit, yes sir.
Q. Why?
A, The evidence was not there. The lack of weapons

count plus the lack of documentation of an organized military
unit which we had previously found in almost all engagements.

Q. ‘I've got an order of battle summary here dated

13 June 1969, put out by the Americal Division. They car-
ried the 48th Battalion after the Quang Ngai City battle there,
as being reduced to about 80 men. Does this jibe with what
you had? ' ’

(The order of battle summary, dated 13 June 1969,
was received into evidence and marked as Exhibit M-63.)

A, No, sir. I believe I was given the figure of 125
somewhere in there.

Q. Well, do you belleve that the 48th had much combat
effectiveness in March of the same year?

A. No, sir.

0. After this order of battle summary they dldn t even

mention the 48th Battalion in this March battle. Would this
be because you did not have your confirmation?

A. That's true.

Q. : You wouldn't carry it?

A. ' Right.

Q. Would you expect that if Task Force Barker had

good intelligence pinpointing a unit or force like the 48th
Local Force Battalion that you would become aware of it?

A, Only if they coordinated it, sir.

Q. Do you recall getting after action reports from the
1234 Aviation Battallon, getting them daily? They would come
to the G2 air.

(DUKES) 14 . APP T-215

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

A. No, sir. I wasn't associated with the G2 air. I
mean those reports would not come across my desk, no sir.

Do you recall ever seeing a piece of paper from
,the 123d Aviation Battalion regarding this operation on 16
March? . Do you recall seeing any such piece of paper?.

A. No, sir.

Q. Who else gave these briefings to division units like
the 123d Aviation Battalion? Like you gave?

A. It wasn't a normal occurrence. This was during
my last half of year of duty. This was a request that we
give the 123d some information on the different parts of the
A0 due to different people or new people being in that unit.
They wanted us to bring them up to date on the situation. It
wasn't a normal occurrence. It only happened three or four
times.

Q. Were you the only officer that, during this per-
iod, went and briefed the 123d, did you say?

A. I believe a Lieutenant COX went once. He was in
the order of battle section when he first joined. This was
before January or February. He went down one time and briefed
and I don't recall whether Lieutentant ABRAMOVICH or Lieuten-
and THOMAS went down oxr not.

Q. _ But normally it was you?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. We have some testimony by a member of the 123d

attending one of these briefing that the enemy body count was
given as 120 and some "civil defendants." Had this ever been
done? ‘

A. No, sir. I never heard it being done, no.

Q. Would you ever carry civil defendants in a body
count or use that term?

A. No, sir. ©Nor in the daily INTSUM would it be that
(DUKES) 15 APP T-215
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Q. All right.

I10: Mr. DUKES, I have two pieces of information which
I'll show independently. One is an inclosure to R-1. This
is a two-page document. This has four pages. I wish you'd
look at these two pages and tell me if you have ever seen
this report before?

A, I can look at this one right now and say I've never
seen it, because of the tltle, "American Devils" or whatever
it is. No, sir.

I0: I have another document here which is a statement
dated 14 April 1968 which has been entered into the record as
Exhibit M-30. I would ask if you have ever seen this docu-
ment. This is not very legible, the photo. Underneath is a
true copy of it.

(The witness examines the document.)

A. Well, sir, I can't say that I've seen this report.
It's in sort of the form and language of a normal sort of

CI agent report. I mean it sounds in that language that we
used to have.

Q. Well that's true. Do you remember seeing it be-
fore, because it talks about gathering 400 people together--

A, : (Interposing) No sir, I don't remember it.

Q. It's talking about Son Tinh. Do you know where

Son Tinh District is? :

A. Over in the northeast, sort of.

Q. | The chief of Son My Village?

A. No, sir.

Q. This information was reported to have been provided

to division along about the mlddle of April.

A, A statement, if it was in the form of an agent re-
port? '
Q. In that form, I'm talking about, right there.
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A. No, sir. I don't remember it.

Q. Do you recall ever having seen a report from the
district chief of Son Tinh to Quang Ngai Province chief?

“A. No, sir. I don't. I don't believe such informa-
tion would actually come through my section unless it was
concerned with some sort of enemy activity.

Q. Did you ever see any of the VC propaganda or no-
tices which may have been put out by the Viet Cong?

A, Yes, sir. 1In captured documents.
Q. I have here Exhibit M-35. This is the Vietnamese

notice or version. You will note that it has been issued
by the Quang Ngai National Liberation Front Committee, dated
28 March 1968. Do you recall ever having seen a document that
looked like that Vietnamese version?

(The witness examines the document.)

A. I remember seeing similar documents. I can't re-
member seeing this exact one.

Q. You might take a look at the English and see if
you have seen anything that gets down to this kind of spec-
ifics?

(The witness does as directed.)
Q. Do you ever recall seeing anything like that?

A, I don't remember this particular example. I have
seen instances of this in captured enemy propaganda, sir.

Q. That would come down and provide not just accusa-
tions but the specifics on various results of operations and
so on?

A, They would just say in general about U.S. soldiers
going through a certain village and killing so many people
and so forth, like that.

Q. Yes. But anywhere near this order of magnitude?
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A, No sir. Normally the complete translation of the
document may go into that detail, but normally the people
out of Saigon would translate the hlghllghts for publication
throughout our unit.

Q. Yes. You don't remember having seen this specific
document though? S

A. No, sir.

Q. That's fine. Did you ever hear any comments or any
rumors or hearsay or anything else which would cause you to
suspect that something unusual happened down there in Son My
or My Lai along about the middle of March 1968? In talking

to the officers or with the enlisted personnel, your own en-
listed personnel?

A. I can't remember any detailed discussion of it from
that standp01nt, just that the fact there was a void of 1nfor-
mation concerning it.

Q. There was what?

A. Just a void of information concerning who was in the
fight with us.

Q. ‘ Yes. But you didn't hear anything as far as sus-
picion or rumors, hearsay, comments?

A, I can't recall.

Q. Anything? Did you ever hear that an investigation
was underway of something that may of happened down there

by somebody from the Americal Division?

A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever hear that the ARVN or the government
of South Vietnam, province and so forth, may have been looking
for something which took place there in about the middle of
March?

A. At that time, no, sir.

Q. Okay .

MR MACCRATE: Did you ever hear at a later time?
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A. Just what‘s‘been ih the paper.
- Q. ‘ Recently?
A. ‘ Yes, sir.
Q. All right.
‘IO: Wé appreciated you coming in this afternoon, Mr.

'DUKES. I'm sure from what you heard here that you will be
doing some more thinking on this. Try to put some of those
bits and pieces together. We have a great deal of it put
together but there are lots that we still don't have put
together. It would be very helpful for us if you remember
anything that you did in your professional work as the order
of battle officer that had to do with this incident or wheth-
er you heard anything to get in touch with us so that we

can take advantage of that information. Moreover, if you have
any documents, maps, photos, memoranda, letters, or anything
which bear upon this subject or the investigation of it we
would like to have those, too. I would give you this oppor-
tunity at this time to ask any question which you would like
to ask or if you'd like to make a statement to enter into the
record.

A, No, sir. I have no gquestions nor any statement.
- IO: Fine. The hearing will recess at this time.

, (The hearing recessed at 1756 hours, 23 January
- 1970.) '
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: GALLOWAY, James Vance, BG
DATE OF TESTIMONY: 13 December 1969
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon

. WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT ON 16 MARCH 1968: Assistant Division
Commander, Americal Division.

1. IMPRESSIONS OF GENERAL GALLOWAY ON BECOMING ADC OF
THE AMERICAL DIVISION.

General GALLOWAY arrived at the division on the
15th or 1l6th of March (pg. 3) but did not "become
operational” until ten days later (pg. 4). He did not
begin to "intelligently" attend the morning and evening
command briefing sessions until about two weeks after his

arrival (pg. 24). He was impressed with the manner in
which the division was operating for the following
reasons: (1) the division was being commanded in an

outstanding manner; (2) the staff appeared to be

functioning quite well; and (3) operations were conducted
with minimum casualties (pg. 19). At the time of his '
arrival and for sometime thereafter, the division was in

the process of transition from a separate brigade to a

road division (pg. 20), and a great deal of attention was
being paid by the staff to the reorganization effort (pg. 21).

2. DIVISION POLICIES.

a. Policies relative to investigations and reports.

A report that 20 to 30 civilians had been killed
would be sent to III MAF in an after action report, but
not as a specific report (pg. 16). If word were received,
that a large number of noncombatants had been killed
unnecessarily, a "Flasher" report would have been sent to
MACV (pg. 16). Any indication that there had been any sort
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of incident such as My Lai would have been of significant
importance to MACV (pg. 18). A VC propaganda statement
alleging an atrocity which pinned down an area would merit
discussion and, at least, a preliminary investigation

(pg. 18), at the command level (pgs. 26, 27).

b. Policies relative to firing into populated areas.

Villages in VC controlled areas were not targets
(pg. 22). There was no policy that one could, without
question, fire on a village or individual (pg. 22). One
could not fire into a populated center without provocation
(pg. 22).

3. KNOWLEDGE OF DISCUSSIONS, REPORTS, AND INVESTIGATIONS C¥f

[

WHICH STEMMED FROM THE OPERATION IN MY LAI ON 16 MARCH. —
a. Discussions at the division command level - oo

concerning My Lai.

He could not recall any command discussions
concerning the following:

(1) The body count to weapons ratio arising
out. of the My Lai operation (pg. 5).

(2) The body count to U.S. casualty ratio
arising out of the My Lai operation (pg. 5).

(3) That an investigation of the My Lai
operation was underway (pg. 6).

b. Knowledge of reports.

He was not aware of any of the following:

(1) A report by a village chief that a large number
of noncombatants had been killed during the My Lai operation

(pg. 8).

(2) THOMPSON's report that innocent civilians
were being indiscriminately killed or that he had a
confrontation with ground forces (pg. 9).
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c. Knowledge of investigations.

He was not aware of any investigation concerning
the My Lai incident (pgs. 14, 15), nor did he ever hear
the results of any such investigation (pg. 10).

d. Knowledge of other matters.

He never heard any VC propaganda concerning the
My Lai incident (pg. 9). He did not recall the psywar
officer bringing out any information concerning it (pg. 14).
He did not remember hearing that a warrant officer of the
123d Aviation Battalion had been guilty of some action that
might require an investigation (pg. 28). He never heard
Colonel HOLLADAY complain of initiating an investigation of
which nothing had come (pg. 34). It was never brought to
his attention that men of the 123d Aviation Battalion had
been advised not to talk about the incident (pg. 34).

e. Number of investigations within the division.

Informal investigations were going on all the

time within the division (pg. 15). Most of these involved
allegations concerning the areas into which artillery had
been fired (pg. 15). He recalled no major cases(pg. 15).

4. OTHER INFORMATION.

a. After action report requirements.

After action reports were normally submitted from
battalion to brigade to the operations center (pg. 10). The
report would list lessons learned, new positions and so on
(pg. 10). It was not normal for an after action report to
cover just one time period of a four or five day operation
(pg. 11). The whole period from planning to conclusion
would be included (pg. 11). Thus, the My Lai after action
report, which covered just the period from 0730 to midnight
on the 16th, was unusual (pg. 11). It was not abnormal for
the report to be submitted by battalion, by-passing brigade
(pgs. 11, 12).

b. Evaluation of Colonel HOLLADAY.

He felt that HOLLADAY did a "pretty fair job,"
but he had certain leadership weaknesses (pg. 30). At one
point, there was a discipline problem in HOLLADAY's unit
caused by enlisted allegations of an officer group dispensing

(GALLOWAY) 3 - SUM APP T-18
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favoritism (pg. 31). To rectify this situation, he
believed several officers and NCO's should have been fired
(pg. 31). While HOLLADAY ultimately solved the problem, it
took pressure to6 get him to act and he failed to relieve
anyone (pg. 31). He did not recall any complaint that
HOLLADAY or anyone else failed to stand behind members of

the unit (pg. 33).
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EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT
NUMBER DESCRIPTION NOTES _ PAGES
Wit was familiar -
D=1 | MACV Reg 20=4 with it. 17
Wit had been
D-6 MACUY Dir 525=3 briefed on it. 17
Wit questioned
M-6 Americal Log from logy 4
‘ Wit could not re-
M-8 III MAF Ordex 5820.1 call reading it. 17
Americal letter, No special recoll-| 24, 25,
M=-9 24 March 1968 ection of it. 26
: Could not specifi-{ 12, 13,
R-1 HENDERSON's Report cally remember it.| 14
Wit could not re-
R-2 BARKER's Report call seeing before 9, 10
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(The hearing reconvened at 0911 hours, 13
December 1969.) :

I0: The hearing will come to order.

RCDR: The following named persons are present: LTG
PEERS, MR WEST, MR MACCRATE, MR WALSH, COL WILSON, COL
MILLER, COL FRANKLIN, and MAJ LYNN.

The next witness is Brigadier General James
V. GALLOWAY.

(BG GALLOWAY, ,
Assistant Commandant, The Armor School, Fort Knox, Kentucky)

I0: General GALLOWAY, before we proceed with any
questions, I shall inform you of several matters.

This investigation was directed jointly by the
. Secretary of the Army and the Chief of Staff, United
States Army for the purpose of determining the facts and
making recommendations concerning:

(1) the adequacy of prior investigations and
inquiries into, and subsequent reviews and reports within the
chain of command, of what is commonly referred to, at the
present time, as the My Lai incident of 16 March 1968 and,

(2) the possible suppression or withholding of
information by any person who had a duty to report
and to furnish information concerning this incident.

This investigation is not being conducted to
investigate all the facts and circumstances as to what
happened at My Lai. It is directed at those specific
purposes of which I have just stated.

Is there any question that you have concerning
these two purposes?

A. No, sir.
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0. I have made available to me and have reviewed .prior
official statements obtained in other official 1nvest1gat10ns
of the My Lai incident. Your testimony this morning will be
taken under oath. A verbatim transcript will be prepared. A
tape recording is also being made in addition to the verbatim
notes being taken by the reporter. Altholigh the general
classification of the report will be confidential it is pos-
sible that testimony or parts of it will, at a later date,
become a matter of public knowledge.

There are several people in this room at the
present time. On my right is Mr. WEST, from the Office of the
General Counsel. I have three other colonels that are here:
Colonel MILLER from JAG; Colonel WILSON from the Inspector
General; and I have Colonel FRANKLIN from the Office of the
Deputy Chief of Staff for Military Operations. All of these
individuals have been designated as assistants, and Mr. WEST
"is my deputy. The other three colonels here, and other
officers as well, have been designated as assistants to help
me in this investigation. Under certain circumstances they
have been authorized to ask questions of the witness. I
will be the only military type asking the questions. If
you have any objections to their being present, I wish you
would so state.

A, I have no objections.

Q. On my left is Mr. MACCRATE and on your left is
Mr. WALSH. They have volunteered to serve as legal counsel
to me and to other members of the investigating team, to
assist me in arriving at findings and recommendations.

I want you to know that in the final analysis,
however, it is me and only me that has the responsibility
of weighing the evidence and making the findings,
conclusions, and recommendations.

You are ordered at this time not to discuss
your testimony in this investigation with others, includ-
ing any other witness in the investigation, except in the
performance of official duties or as you may be required
to do before a competent judicial or administrative body.
In addition, you are cautioned that if you are subject to
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the order issued by the military judge in the general
court-martial case of the United States v. Calley, your
appearance in no way changes the applicability end/or
effect of that order. Do you have any questions, General
GALLOWAY, concerning what I have just said?

A, No, I think I understand.

Q. Colonel MILLER, do you have any additional legal
guidance you .would like to give General GALLOWAY?

COL MILLER: No, sir, I do not.

I0: General GALLOWAY, what was your duty assignment
on 16 March 1968?

A. I had just arrived at division on the 15th at
noon. I was a colonel promotable, and on the 16th I was
initiated into a program of staff orientation, briefings,
which lasted approximately 3 days. Subsequent to that,

I was given, as I recall, a 7-day, area-unit orientation.

I visited units and was given briefings at each unit. I

was assigned as an assistant division commander, and because
of my rank I was the support ADC.

Q. When you say support, Qeﬁeral GALLOWAY, what
did those support units include? :

A, I was the rating officer for the aviation battalion
commanders, the support commander, the engineer commander, the
signal battalion commander, and the division artillery
commander. »

Q. It was part of your responsibility?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. And the aviation?

A. Yes, sir. |

Q. Did you have any knowledge of the operation in the
Son My area on 16 March 19687
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A. "I attended the ops briefing the night I arrived.

I spent the afternoon getting settled in quarters. Although I
do not specifically remember the operation I am sure it was a
part of that operation, so I knew there was a Task Force Barker.
- I knew it was operating in the general area that it was oper-
ating in, the area north of Quang Ngai City. As far as being
able to remember or identify this specific operation, no.

Q. ' Did you visit the operation during the next 3
days?
A, As I recall, sir, I did not get out of the division

headquarters for approximately 3 days, because I was being
given staff briefings.

Q. Did you check on the application of artlllery in
this operation?.

A, - No, sir, because I did not really become opera-
tional until about 10 days after I arrived in the division.

Q. General GALLOWAY, I have here the log of the Americal
Division for 16 March 1968. It has been entered into the
record as Exhibit M-6. I show the final entry, which is the
midnight wrap—up for that date, and ask that you review it.

A, I think it is 94. This information had been
building up throughout the day to this total, so to speak,
which resulted--

Q. (Interposing) Do you recall being briefed in
the staff briefing on the evening of the 16th?

A. . Sir, I cannot fairly say that I remember it spe-
cifically because I had just arrived. The name and every-
thing else were new to me. However, it was the practice to
give a complete operational briefing in the evening to the
commanding general and the division staff. This was held

in the briefing room in the evening contrary to the one which
was held in the morning in the commanding general's office.

Q. The figures which are cited here, General
GALLOWAY, are 128 VC KIA, 3 individual weapons captured,

2 U.S. KIA, 10 U.S. WIA. At that time or at any subsequent
time, did these ratios become a matter of discussion?
(GALLOWAY) 4 ’ APP T-18
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A, The only thing I recall, sir, at this particular
time, and I cannot pin down where I heard it--it may have been
while I was being briefed by the G5 on the certain authority
required to go into various areas--no-fire lines and these
sort of things--as pertains to the actual coordination,
province coordination. I did understand that there was an
investigation of some kind going on, and it is my recollec-
tion that it was some gunship operation. Whether it was-

in that particular area I do not know. That is the only
thing that I recall during this particular period, right
after my arrival. I did not hear any more of this particular
investigation, so it may or may not have been focused on the
event here.

Q. At that time, in your judgment, the significance
of the ratio may not have been quite apparent?

A, Well, to give you an idea of what I was before, I was
Secretary, Joint Staff, MACV. Now, I read in this job a lot _
of things, but ratios, I agree, weren't really significant to me.

Q. Well, you see, the ratio of a 128 KIA to 3 weapons,
this is guite unusual within Vietnam--

A. (Interposing) Based on subsequent experience, I
would agree with you, sir.

Q. And the other indication is fhe 128 VC KIA to

2 U.S. KIA?

A, Well, that is not unusual.

Q. Not in itself unless you understand the circumstances

of the operation--this part is true. But my question is whether,
because of these wide ratios 40 to 1, 60 to 1, this matter
became a topic of discussion?

. A, General, I cannot specifically pin down any
discussion period on this. As you know, weapons, ratios, and
body counts and all this was a topic at this particular point
in time because some questlons of the press on accuracy of
body count. But, as far as pinning down a spec1flc
discussion I cannot do that at this time, sir.
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Q. Can you recall anything further, General GALLOWAY,
concerning the investigation which you alluded to. Did you
hear any more of this investigation?

A. No, sir, I did not. Now, as you undoubtedly know,
there are really constant investigations being made of alle-
gations or statements, that we went beyond a no-fire line, or
things of this type, being made in every division in Vietnam.
This specific thing that I heard and the reason I did not
hear anything more about it, and the reason I cannot pin

down where I heard it--it could have been mentioned in the
briefing--mentioned in conversation. That is the reason I
say that I think it came in my brleflng by the G5 of the
division.

Q. Did General KOSTER have periodic meetlngs with
just his ADC's or with the key members of his staff--sit
down and discuss matters within the organization?

A. The morning meeting, which generally took up the
quick operation run down and the intelligence run down, had
just certain members of his staff and the ADC's present.

In the evening, of course, the complete division staff met
in the briefing for a day's wrap-up and other pertinent
information which might be important.

Q. _ Can you remember at any of these meetings--with
the immediate members of his personal staff--discussing
an investigation?

A. No, sir, I do not.

Q. You said it had to do something with a helicopter?
Was there anything else to the impression which you gained
about what it involved. Do you recall any of that?

A. No, sir. I mentioned I had the impression and
as I said, I cannot specifically put my finger on it--in
the investigation which was mentioned, I got the impression
that it dealt with some gunship operations, and other than
that, I did not hear of an investigation.

Q. As the ADC responsible for one artillery and two

aviation battalions, and specifically in the case of
aviation, an investigation having to do with something
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involving people and commanders for whom you would normally
be responsible-~-monitoring and supervising their activities--
would it not appear logical that such should be called to
your attention in greater depth?

A. I'd like to point out, sir, that I--

Q. (Interposing) I recognize the fact that you
were brand new there, I understand that, but I am not just
talking about a period of a day or two. I am covering, in
fact, though I am introducing this subject at the beginning,
I am talking about something that may have extended for

the next 3 months.

A. When I finished my orientation, I was given
the duty--not in writing, but because of my junior rank
I fell heir to these units. I mentioned that I would
become the rating officer, and certainly anything that
happened in artlllery or in aviation would have fallen
under my purview, yes, sir.

Q. Was it ever called to your attention that
members of the 123d Aviation Battalion were deeply
involved in this operation?

A, No, sir, not specifically that they were involved
in a specific operation. When I acquired the responsibility
for the 123d Aviation, I was briefed by the aviation
battalions, but this spec1f1c operation was not mentioned
“in that briefing. I was given the capablllty of the unit.

I was given what they could do. I was given the

capability of the attached support unlts, and we

went from there, sir.

Q. Did you receive comparable briefings from
the 174th at Duc Pho and 176th at Chu Lai?

A. No, sir, I did not receive comparable brief-
ings. I got a briefing on what they had, and that was
about the extent of my briefing, sir.

Q. Were you briefed by the battalion commander,
Colonel HOLLADAY?
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A. Yes, sir. He had the 1234 Aviation and was division
aviation officer.

Q. During this time, did you hear anything concerning
information that may -have been provided by a village chief from
this locale--that area of the operation (pointing to map) which,
General GALLOWAY, incidently is the area of operation--to the
northeast of Quang Ngai City, generally in the area that is
called Pinkville because of its color on the map. It is in the
eastern part of Son Tinh District. Did you hear reports coming
out of that area, reportedly given by either the hamlet or

the village chief, that in the course of this operation large
numbers of women and children, noncombatants, had been killed?

A. Nothing that I could identify, sir. These allegations
are showing up in the division all the time--I am sure not just
the Americal Division--but, as far as specifically focusing on
that, I do not recall any particularly pointed information such
as you described. It is not unusual that I should not be in this
at this point, because at this point in time, which was different
from later on during my tour in the division, I was not the
contact with the Vietnamese.

Q. I am only talking about knowing how a division
command group functions and there is an interchange of
information.

A. _ That is correct.

Q. Key items of information are brought to the attention
of the appropriate staff officers, and then they are in turn
brought to the attention of the command group, and these things
. are discussed to arrive at logical conclusions and courses of
action. That is why I am asking that at this time, even though
you are, let us say, a neophyte as far as the operation of the
division is concerned, whether these matters were called to the
attention of the command group?

A. Sir, I cannot specifically pin it down. No, it could
have been mentioned, but it was not a specific point to bring

up to the command group because I cannot recall a specific
mention of it.

Q. Let me recite a couple things that are allegations.
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One is definitely an allegation and one is almost a report of

a fact. One, in which is reported that one of the aero-scout

pilots working in the area of My Lai (4) village on the 16th

of March had reported large numbers, not just a f~w, but large

numbers of women and children, innocent civilians, belng killed

_ indiscriminately .and what he considered unnecessarily. He also
reported a rather major confrontation between himself and

elements on the ground in which they. almost employed physical

force, if not an exchange of flrepower. Was this matter ever

called to your attentlon7

A, I am not familiar with that at all.

Q. That is what the allegation was at that time.
Recognizing that, I am asking if you were aware of this.

Was there any information that you can recall that came in
concerning 450 or 500 civilians having been killed in an area?.

A. No, sir.

Q. ' Were you aware Or was anythlng ever called to your
~attention about the VC having propaganda to the effect that
American soldiers had slaughitered a large number of, murdered
a large number of women, children, and 0ld men in this general
area of Son My, partlcularly in the v1llage of Tu Cung and
- Co Lay?

'A. : I do not recall this at all -

Q. Dld you ever hear the results of any 1nvestlgatlon7
A. No, sir.
Q. Were you ever made privy to the operation reports

.. which were submitted?

A, ' Only as a part of the brleflng which we received
staff wide.

Q. General GALLOWAY, I have here a document entitled
"Combat Action Report" dated 28 March 1968, submitted by Task
Force Barker. It has been entered into the record as Exhibit
R-2. I would ask if.you would scan this document and indicate
'to your knowledge whether you have ever seen it before?
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A. General PEERS, I cannot state specifically
that I have. .However, it is a normal thing for the
ADC to read these things, so I would assume that I
read it. Now, specifically remembering this one,
among those that came down about operations around
the division AO, I cannot spe01f1cally state that

I saw it, no, .sir.

Q. There is nothing in there that calls your
specific attention to the fact that you did see it.

You would not certify that you did see and you had
read. that? .

A, I do not see anything here that would
specifically recall to my memory that I had, sir.

Q. Would you look toward the end and review
the concluding discussions?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. ' To your knowledge, General GALLOWAY, at that
~time, I am talking about the middle of March of 1968, what
were the procedures and the requlrements for Submlttlng
after actlon reports? :

A. The requirements were that this was handled over
in the op center. I don't remember the time frame required.
An after action report would be submitted on each operation
listing lessons learned and new positions and so on. These
would be submitted through command channels to the division
and then would be used by the planners and others for future
operation planning. But as far as exact wording I cannot
recall, sir.

Q. And normally were these reports submitted by
"battalions or were they submitted by brigade?’

A, Well, actually I have seen them in both forms.

I guess it was an overall brigade operation, and the battalion
made the report and the brigade after action report would be
made. If it were a separate battalion operation then it
would be a battalion normal submission through the brigade.

Q. If ydu had an‘operation that was going to last for 4

to 5 days by a battalion, would it be normal to pick just a
segment of the time on which to submit an after action report?
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A. No, sir. It would cover the whole period of the
operation from the planning to the conclusion.

Q. Recognizing then, General GALLOWAY, tkat this
operation started with the air assault at about 0730 in
the morning.of the 1l6th, and the operation continued for
at least the next 3 days, in which time one company was
extracted, the other two companies remaining in the
operation area for maybe a fourth day or fifth day or
some other period, would it not be unusual that we have
an after action report that covers only a period from
0730 in the morning until midnight on the first day of
the operation?

A, Well, it might appear unusual, sir. I don't
have an answer for it.

d; There may have been a reason'for.it?
A, Yes, sir.
Q. - This is what I am seeking to find: why the

focus on this particular situation or this day? This was
submitted on the 28th of March. Why are we focusing on
one day and not on the whole operation, which by this time
had terminated at least a week ago?

A, Sir, I have no answer to that.
Q. Would it not be normai, also, for a report pfeparea
" by a battalion or by a task force within a brigade to have such

reports submitted through brigade headquarters?

A. I think it would,dépend,’sir, and I have seen this
. happen, particularly in the 196th Brigade, where you had had a

o particular. combat assault. There would be other elements of the

battalion operating in the general area, but this is a combat
assault which takes it out of the ordinary ground operations that
are going on. I have seen a specific combat assault report

- submitted primarily to teach--we weren't really too far along
with combat assaults in those days--to bring out any lessons.

I am not saying that that is the reason for this report at all.

I am just saying that this is possible and I have seen them in

- other parts of the division. Now, also, I have seen as far as
the 1llth Cav is concerned, our cavalry squadron, where they have
~a troop becoming engaged, where this troop engagment does not
@nvolVe the rest of the squadron, who had an AO and were operating.
in the AO. ' '
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I have seen an after action type report on that particular troop
operation. But this is the only observation that I can make.
Now, as far as specifically picking this one out, I have no
basic comment on that at all.

Q. It.ceﬁld have well been the instance here?

' . . ¢
A. I am not saying it was or was not. But I wanted to
point out these other examples.

Q. This was a combat assault?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. It did have many interesting aspects to it in terms of

coordination o: the various combat elements of the command; but

even so wouldn't it still appear normal that we should have some '

endorsement on this by the brigade?

A. I an not so sure that is right, sir. I can't recall,
but I believe it one time, and I do not know the period of time,
that Task Forcz Barker was working directly under division con-
trol. What tlie period of time was, I am not sure. I know it is
Task Force Barker, 1llth Infantry Brigade, but I do know, also,-
this was a distinctly separated area of operations for this task
force althouvun Task Force Barker was still supported by the
brigade. N.w, operationally, it strikes me ‘in my memory that

at one time. and as I say, I cannot remember the time, they
might have lieen operating directly under division control.

Q. - ! believe from my knowledge, without checking it
further, t'at you are correct. They may not have operated
directly wcder division control, but they may have been under
the operac.onal control of another brigade further to the north
.or something of that, nature. During this time, however, they
‘were direct:ly under the 1llth Brigade. I also have here,
General ¢ALLOWAY, a report of investigation, dated 24 April
1968, submitted by the commander of the 1llth Brigade. I show
you thla'r=port and ask you if you have seen the report it~
self--just the report itself, the flrst page and one-half?

A, . I can't say that I did not see this report, General
PEERS, just reading through it. There would be no particular
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reason to be specially interested in this report, other than just
reading it, and I can't specifically state that I saw it or didn't

see it, sir.

Q. Have you read the second page? Do you have any recol-
. lection that  you can. say positively that you saw this?

A. Sir, I cannot say that I positively saw it or did
not see it. ’ :

0. General GALLOWAY, this document was submitted with
two inclosures. There is a possibility that at one time or
another the inclosures may have been separated from it. I
would like for you to look at the first inclosure which is

a statement dated the 14th of April. Just one page, and I

- call your attention primarily to the second paragraph which
provides the details. Had you ever seen such . .a statement either

 as part of this report or separately?‘

A, ' I do not recall seelng it, sir. Again, it has
been qulte a while ago.

Q. Yes, I recognize that, but also as I recall the
figures in there, what are they--400 or 45072

. A, Four hundred and fifty, sir.
0. The other figure is 90.- It would seem to me, General
GALLOWAY, that if you would have seéen those--~I know that if I'd
seen them I would have remembered them.

A, Yes, sir, I think I wodldfcertainly have, sir.

Q. You don't recall hav1ng seen that paper or any
.jlnformatlon comparable to that?

A, ' '~ No, sir.
Q. I now refer you to the second inclosure. That is an
English translation of what is reported to have been VC propaganda

used in the area. Do you recall ever having seen that?

A, : I don't recall this particular propaganda statement.
‘I have seen a lot of them, sir, put out by the VC.
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Q. I am referring specifically to the one statement which
refers to our area of ‘interest.

A. Yes, sir, I am looking at that.
Q. Right here in the document.
A, No, sir. We, as you know, had a psywar officer and

those areas of pertinence usually--brought to the attention of
the command group. I do not recall ‘that this was.

Q. Was your G5 also your PSYOP officer, or was the PSYOpP
section also in your G5?

A. I think the psywar people worked under the G3, although
the G5 was closely integrated into that, as I recall, sir. G5,
as you know, was really the key individual as-far as dealing with
the civilians was concerned, and I think maybe he was psywar man.
I can't remember how that worked.

Q. ' Some headquarters handled it differently. Seme had the
PSYOP all in the same area; some split,it out.

A. If I remember it correctly, sir, we had a detachment
with us there at Chu Lai, and I think they worked over in the ops
center, but the G5 was almost a part of the whole arrangement in
the operation. As I recall, that is the way it was organized.

Q. We can sort that out. . That is not much of a problem
really. We will have those officers here and find out who was
responsible for what. During this time, now, I am interested in -
the months of March, April, May, and possibly into June, did you
have any knowledge of any further investigation in depth con-
cerning this incident?

"A. . ‘No, sir, this incident questioned, I do not recall it
as being a specific incident. Now, as I mentioned before, we had
things being reported all the time and being investigated all the
time. Nothing of any importance.

Q. ‘ How many did you have geing on, would you say, at any

given time? I mean where you have formal investigations being
conducted. S . :
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A. I would not say that we had any that required a formal
type of investigation. These were the type of investigation that
you -= prellmlnary type investigation to see just where our

aircraft happened to be or where this artillery prep happened to

go. Then the results would be reported back. If it proved to be
-wrong, then certain action would be taken with regard to the per-
sonnel involved. ©Now, I do not recall any major cases. I am talkinc
just about allegations that flow in all the time, the artillery shot
here or there. To answer your spec1flc guestion, no formal in-
vestigation until we had one ma]or one in late June.

0. .I take it then, that you're answering my question in two
areas; one intelligence and/ or information--that you had no spe-
cific knowledge, at least nothing that would focus your attention
on that area?

’ . ‘
AL That' is correct, sir.

Q. Nor did you have any knowledge of an investigation which
‘was under way? :

A. " That is correct, sir.

Q. - When were you promoted to brigedier general?

A First of August, sir. |

9. | First of August, about'roughly.6 months later?

A. Yeei sir, I was on leavevet the time. | |

Q. So you were serving in your capacwty of a551stant divi-

sion commander in a brigadier general slot in the grade of colonel
a?.ﬁﬁat time?

‘A, ~ That is. correct, sir.
Q. Now, having served in the theater as long as you had up
until that time, and being where you were, to give you a hypotheti-

cal question, if you had a report that 20 to 30 civilians had been
killed, would this have been reported to headquarters, MACV?
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A. The after action report would go to III MAF, but as
to a specific report, I do not know what channel it would go di-
rectly to MACV in -- from the division directly to MACV. Now,

I am not totally c¢onversant with the G5 channels. However, I
think that all reports stemming out of the Americal would go to
. III MAF. . : :

Q. Yes. Now, let me give you another hypothetical ques-
tion. Assuming you had an allegation to the effect that large
number of innocent women and children, noncombatants, had been
killed unnecessarily, would thdis have been reported immediately
to MACV? ' :

A Yes, sir. It would have gone as what we call--not

a "blue bell," that is an American thing--but as a--I am sure

it would have gone as a "flasher" report. I can recall being sec-
retary of the joint staff and experiencing two or three of those
where there has been an error made. ’

Q. Understand that at this tlme this is an allegatlon
and not an establlshed fact?’

A, : It would probably.be 1nvest1gated locally. I am not
sure if it would have gone to MACV at this time if it were an
.allegation, but known facts recognized by the divison would prob-
ably have been investigated first, although IIT MAF may have
~been informed. Now, I am really saying that based on my subse-
guent overall experience within the division. This is the way it
probably would have happened. And I might also add that if such
an allegation came up and there was any vestige at all of proof,
it 'would have been reported by the direct communication channel
which the province people have with the CORDS people at MACV.
They have their own communication system; they have direct com-
munications.

:Q. Would thlS necessarlly pertaln if the area in guestion
was considered to be in long establlshed VC—-controlled area?

A, This I cannot answer, sir, whether this would pertain
or not. I say this is another channel which would certainly be
correct. :

Q. : Yes, this.is correct. I am sorry to say that in a
‘way you are correct, because they did at times use direct channels.
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Their reporting channel, however, was still through III MAF, or
through the field force commander.

A. This is correct.

. Q. I am well familiar with this situation. I would like
to have 20-4 (Exhibit D-1) and 525-3 (Exhibit D-6) and also the
III MAF instruction (Exhibit M-8). General GALLCWAY, I show you
MACV Directive 525-3 (Exhibit D-6) and ask if you are familiar
with that document?

A. Yes, sir. As I recall, this was briefed to me by the
G5 as a part of my briefings on the control regulations. It
.probably was in a flle of material that they used to read to me
when I came in.

Q. I also show you, MACV Regulation 20~4, dated 27 April
1967 (Exhibit D-1), and ask if you are familiar with that docu-
ment? I direct your attention specifically to paragraph 5-- E

A. ‘ (Interposing) Yes, sir. I think that this came
- through in distribution, as I recall.

YQ.' I also show you III MAF implementing instructions
(Exhibit M-8) of 20-4 and ask if you are familiar with this
document?

A. Sir, I cannot specifically state that I read this,
but I am sure it came down in distribution and along with this
one, an implementing directive. I will say that I have seen
it;, but I cannot specifically recall reading it. But I will
say that I have seen it because--~

Q. (Interposing) I can understand that, because I would
. be in the same fix to be very honest with you. Would there be

. any doubt in your mind that if you received the report of an al-

leged atrocity, not just a single incident, but a rather massive
unnecessary killing, would there have been any doubt in your mind
that you should take immediate action to report this to higher
headquarters?

A. You have to put a framework to this, General PEERS.
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Q. Put your framework on it then.

A, For example, yvou get the VC propaganda sheet like this,
These outlandish claims are made in their propaganda statements
all the time. This one is slightly different in that it specifi-
cally pins down an area. I think that would require some merit
and discussion and at least a primary investigation to see if,
for once, they might have been telling the truth in their propa-
ganda statements. Now, my experience as secretary to the joint
staff of MACV, where I was, certainly not in detail, but I was
privy to many of the reports that came in from the field, because
I made staff distribution on them. I would say this, that any
indication that there had been any sort of an incident such as
.the one this refers to is of significant importance to MACV. I
recognize that, and I know that this would have been reported.
Again, I won't say directly to MACV necessarily, but it would
have depended on the circumstances. It would certainly have been
reported to III MAF headquarters and possibly directly to MACV,
because the significance of this sort of thing in Vietnam is con-
. siderable and the impact on the Vietnamese--

Q. ~ (Interposing) Well, taken in isolation, the VC prop-
aganda should not have elicited any particular attention or
action if it stood by itself, if that was the only piece of
information available. : , :

A, That is correct, sir. They flooded the area with
propaganda all the time. It was one of their major weapons in
the area. o '

Q. But you see, this is some time subsequent to the in-
cident, and there were other allegations of a rather serious
nature that had been made. This is the context that I am putting
this whole thing in. Even though you don't like to report some-
. thing, and you are not sure of your facts, the fact that you are
" going to have to conduct an 1nvest1gatlon to get 1nto it--isn't
that a reportable item?

A. It is, yes, sir.

Q. General GALLOWAY I>am-géing to ask you some questions,
not hypothetical, but matters of opinion. Just think back and see
what the situation was at that time. What is your evaluation as
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to the operating efficiency and capability of the division head- .
quarters and the division staff and the division itself at that
time you arrived.

A. Frankly, sir, I was very impressed with the division.

. 0f course, I had not been in basic contact with U.S. forces,
primarily because the only time I got out of my office was when

I accompanied the chief of staff up to the 1lst Infantry Division
one day—--or one afternoon. As far as my having a feel for Vietnam
troop operations, the units in Vietnam, it was almost negligible,
other than for reading reports and talking to friends that would
come in. When I arrived at the division, I, frankly, was impressed
with the way they were operating. They were operating under the

" _three separate brigade organization, pulled together by the

division framework, and the division was being commanded in

my opinion in an outstanding manner. Staff appeared to me to
be functioning quite well. The operations being conducted were
being successfully conducted with minimum casualties. As far
as the separate brigade operations versus what we know .as a
-ROAD division was concerned, that appeared to be well controllec.
It certainly had a capability sSurpassing many divisions in

" Vietnam because of this organlzatlon. .We had a great number
of helicopters. We were able to give the battalion commanders
two helicopters per day which enhanced their capability to
cdmmand. No, sir, I was not in a position to criticize the
operatlon at all from what I saw 1n1t1ally° Now, as I grew

in experience-- '

Q. (Interposing) Now understand I am not asking for a
~criticism of the division--

A. (Interposing) I understand that, sir. In other words,
what I am saying is, I am--in no way did I see any part of the
division at that time when I arrived that I would have changed.

'Q. Yes, how 1ong had it been since you had seen a lelSlon
headquarters in combat function?

A. World War II sir.

Q. Did you see a lelSlOn headquarters functioning in
World War II?

A, . Yes, sir. Not as a member of that headquarters, sir.
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0. Did you spend any time with division headquarters in
South Vietnam--I mean any time, not just a happenstance visit
as you indicated to the Big Red l--where you went out, say
with the division and had a pretty good feel for how that staff
was functioning?

A, No, sir. As I mentioned, the only time that I was
with the division prior to reporting into the Americal was
the afternoon visit to the Big Red 1.

G. As I understand the situation, General GALLOWAY, the -
Americal Division was in the process. of transition from the sepa-~
rate brigade concept to a ROAD type division concept. -

A, They had just initiated this, sir, though the actual
ROAD directive had not been received. I might mention that one
of the steps that had been taken was the consolidation of the
noncommissioned officers promotion list. That was the first mis-
sion that I received from the division commander--to get the
-nonconmissioned officers list on a division basis. I might add
that I spent 2 weeks sitting as president of the board on this.

Q. At that particular time, were they not also'trying
to pull the special staff organization, such as the SJA, the
IG5, the AG sections, consolidate them-- .

A, (Interposing) The AG had been consolidated. As a
matter of fact, most of the administrative sides had already
been consolidated at division. There was still the support ele-
ments down at the brigade. One of the problems in the artillery
area I might point out was that the brigade commander felt that
the artillery was his. = The division commander was saying, "Well,
they are mine," and this is one of the problems that we had at
this particular point. This, of course, was straightened out not
. too long after my axrival.

Q. . " But at that particular stage of transformation, I
take it from what you have indicated, that vou felt the staff was
functioning quite well? :

A. Yes, sir.
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0. Would it be fair to state that at that time, because
of the reorganization, that a great deal of attention of parts of
the staff, such as the chief of staff and other people, had to be
dlrected to thlS 'reorganization effort.

A. That is correct, sir. I mentioned the artillery prob-
lem. This wasn't ultimately resolved until we actually received
the ROAD orders to do it. We still had a small conflict here as
to who actually controlled the artillery. We worked it out, I
would say, 2 or 3 months after I arrived. There was an agree-
able position as to control of artillery. The other thing was con-
-trol of aviation. Now, that did not get really resolved as to who
would basically control the aviation until, as I recall, around
~July--until we finally got an established set policy in this

area. The support command: we had no particular problems in this
area except that it was a matter of coordination of the elements
still remaining at the brigade level and the support commander.

I think we probably had less difficulty in this area than in any
other. It is true that the brigade commanders always welcomed

. additional support, but they would like to control their own oper-

ational elements. This was a period where all of this was going
- On.. h '
0. One other gquestion, General GALLOWAY. Within I Corps,

and within the control of III MAF, specifically, was there any
real distinction between considerations which were given to civil-
~ians 1in operations in VC-controlled areas as compared to areas
under GVN control? S

A. Well, of course, you have the set no~fire areas and

" then you have, upon approval of the Vietnamese province people,
what is called a free-fire area. This area is considered by

the Vietnamese to be VC-controlled area in certain cases. It

is VC area. In the free~fire areas, operations can be run and

. fires can be put into those areas according to the regulations.
At the same time, no commander is firing on any populated area
particularly. Generally, it is the trails, interdiction of trails
and things of this nature. But operations can be run into that.
These are normally coordinated operations with the ARVN. At
least, this was beginning back about this time with the 2d Divi-
sion. In the joint operation which we had built up now to the
point where we had synonymous areas of operation and the collo-
cation of headgquarters. - Collocation on fire bases in that area
“brings in, of course, the province governments, and I am speaking
now of only the free-fire areas, and they in turn work with
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the civic action, the G5 operation, which handles refugees.
Now, in the so~called friendly areas, these are closely con-
trolled, and any firing done in that area must have the expli-
cit approval of. the province official controlling that parti-
cular area prior to its being accomplished. The movement of

- friendly forces in these areas is controlled and coordinated,
so this is the difference in the type of area.

Q. Would you expect in VC-controlled areas to willy-~
nilly put harrassing fire on villages, hamlets for example?

A, No, sir. Those are not the targets at all. The
targets of interdiction fires are the trails normally leading
'in from the mountains, where the regular forces are, in stag-
ing areas, or in their bivouac and are done to preclude two
things. One is the movement of regular forces in the lower
areas, the populated areas. Secondly, to preclude or to in-
terdict, if possible, movement of supplies out of the coastal
plains intc the mountains. But, no, sir, I do not know of
‘any policy or any feeling that .you can, without question, fire
‘on any village or any individual. The rules of engagement
state that if you are fired -upon you may return fire, but you
are not to fire, without provocatlon, into a populated center,
regardless. '

Q. Did you have the feeling that the gunship pilot or
'soldier would give the same consideration to somebody coming
out of a v1llage durlng an operatlon in a. VC-controlled area
that he might glve in GVN-controlled areas?

A. Sir, in my opinion, I have a high regard for the
American soldier. I don't think that any man who is worthy
of being called a soldier would arbitrarily go down and shoot
somebeody just for the sake of shooting somebody. This is
-just the way I feel ‘about the American fighting man. I have
never seen this happen, and it is hard for me to believe that
it would happen. Now, I am not saying that it couldn't hap-
pen. I am not saying that at all, but, I have not seen it.

Q. Might itcbe fair to say that if it did happen, that

there would be a reason for it--something that had built up
that might result in something like that?
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A, I can give you a case in point, not in my own unit

area, but an aquaintance of mine who by chance had a newspaper re-

porter with him at the time, flying in his command helicopter.

They were flying over a village. A man ran from +the village.

He had a AK-47 in his hands. He was killed, and the reporter

.- asked why did. he shoot him if he wasn't shooting at them. It
was pointed out to the newspaper man that if he had reached

this tree line that the chopper may not have flown much further.

He had protection and he could have opened up at that point.

That is just an example. But, the answer to it is, I don't

think they would fire without some provocation.

Q. Well, in a VC area, and for that matter even in GVN-
~controlled area, if you are operating in an area where you know
friendly forces are not operating, and you see someone with a
weapon, I think it is gquite normal to take them underfire. I

can understand that situation quite well. But, I am not thinking
so much about a situation like that as I am of a psychology that
may have built up in people for a least a given period of time’ to
. cause them to take stronger represglve action than would be taken
under ‘a normal 81tuatlon.'

A. I don't think that you would have a psychology of a
large group.: I won't speak for individuals because I happen
to be the senior investigating officer on a case subsequent
. in the Americal Division in which individuals were involved.
With any unit--I might point out that the information in this
particular incident was some 30 to 35 days in coming to light,
and appropriate action was taken in this case, very stringent
action. But, as far as your question, sir, I do not believe
that a large unit psychology could be built up because of. the
turnover of personnel, new. commanders coming in with fresh
ideas, regardless of the impact upon a commander of a group
- 0of men from serious losses. For example, bobby traps and
. mines created havoc, K among our people for guite awhile, to
- the point that we flnally gave up permitting the units to go
into this partlcular area on the ground. We would either
combat assault the men for a specific limited objective sweep
action, or we would send in cavalry tracks. But yet, there
was no basic psychology on this, because this was a weapon
system of the VC, and it was understood that way.

Q. With  the combination of the booby traps and having
" suffered large numbers of casualties from these booby traps, and
recognizing that you might encounter a large force, in your
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judgment, would a combination of these factors put right into
a group of these individuals to take extremely strong repressive
action. Let's put it this way, unusual action?

A. General, I can't believe it. I don't think the Army
. is built that . way. . Individual action I can see, but as far as .
having a large group of American soldiers all come up with the

same reaction, perscnally it would be most difficult for me to

* believe.

Q. Well, it need not necessarlly take a whole group, but
we are talking in the neighborhood of guite a large number of
people that may have been killed unnecessarily. This is the
kind of thing that I am getting at. I am familiar with this
psychosis that develops, fear that develops from these booby
traps, and I know what it is because I had a comparable situ-
ation down where Colonel FRANKLIN and General. BARNES were
operating. General BARNES was not commanding then, but I

. remember well the reaction of the 173d Brigade to some of

. these areas where we were losing four, five, and six men a
day. It was a horrendous situation within that brigade for
sometime, and this is the kind of psychology, psychological
reaction, that I am talklng about Well, I think we have
gone into this enough.

MR MACCRATE: When did you begin attending the morning and
evening briefing sessions on a regular basis?

A. If you mean intelligently, sir, probably about

2 weeks after I arrived. However, I was invited to attend
actually starting the night that I arrived, although I had no
real responsibility until 1 received my orientation.

Q. ' (Receiving Exhibit M~9 from recorder) General, I

. show you Exhibit M-9 which is a communication from the commanding
" general of the Americal Division, dated 24 March 1968, and

would ask you if you have any recollection of a discussion
concerning that communication at the time that it was being
prepared or at the time it was distributed?

A. (After reviewing documént) No, I would say that

the coordination and the protection of built-up areas and the
security of the people in them from promiscuous operations,
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promlscuous fires, and so on, was a contlnulng sort of
discussion. As I recall, it is because we are getting
publications out of MACV, IIT MAF, all the time. There
are province CORDS discussions about this in that area.
As far as being able to state that I was involved in
this specific discussion of this, I can't put my €finger
on it, sir. However, I am sure that it was discussed

. with the staff and I probably was present. But, I--
this was a continuing thing, and I wouldn't specifically
quote this here on this piece of paper. But I am sure
G5 was in on it, the chief of staff, probably the ADC's
if they happened to be there at the time of discussion
of this before it was published.

Q. But you have no recollections that about a week
cafter . you arrived there was a special mention of the need
for sending out such communications, certain circumstances
that were then being discussed at headquarters?

A. No, I would not say that I have a special re-
collection of it, no, sir. As I would point out, I had
~either just completed my orientation visits around to the
units, about the time that this was dated, so, I could

. have or could not have been present. To specifically
look at something like this; this would not be a normal
thing to require a concentrated attendance really. This
is something that would be discussed generally; opinions
would be asked, but not necessarily a single meeting

- where everyone would be brought together and it would
be discussed,

Q. Do you remember having seen the document before?

A, Yes, I think I have seen it. Just like everything
else, it is like one of many along the same object that you
see all the time. It is a division publication. I usually

. got all of them in the morning dlstrlbutlon and I would read
" them, :

Q. But you have no special recollection of this
particular document?

A. No. The only thing which is different, perhaps,

from any other one that you would see is the recent emphasis

on the NVA/VC objective of seizing control of hamlets, villages,
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and towns, which calls specifically an action which we are
going to emphasize on the other side an action of their own.
I am trying to remember, there may have been--when did the
Koreans have their fight? Was that much later, sir? During
the seizure of that town on the coast by the NVA and they

. ' had to-- . : : _ .

I0: (Interposing) I think that it must have been,
General GALLOWAY, because they had been up to the north
of this area and had not much before this situation took
place, moved out their fire base. What do you call it?
Mo Duc, I think--

A, (Interposing) . No. They were at fire base
Dottie, just north. Well, it wasn't Dottie; it was north
of Dottie. The 2d ROK Marine Brigade had moved out

just prior to my arrival. Well, I won't say. specifi-
cally that I have seen it, but I will say that I prob-
ably have seen it because it is part of distribution.
.But I would place no special significance on it, and

I would not have at the time. I will make that

. statement, sir.

MR MACCRATE: You referred to the fact that complaints
were showing up all the time and had to be evaluated
with respect to noncombatants being hit by artillery
or presumably caught in the conflict in some way.

What I was interested in ascertaining was when such
complaints came in, how was the responsibility as-
signed at headquarters for their investigation and
evaluation and report?

A. : Well, I don't want you to misunderstand my
statement regarding this. Some of these dealt not

.with people but with terrain, and where a report would
“come in that artillery fire was in this particular

area when, really, that area was not to be fired upon
by artillery; this is what I am saying. But no one

was hurt. This is all together. Another type of re-
port would be that a gunship fired in this area, and
perhaps a person was wounded. More likely they weren't,
but it was reported that a village was being strafed

for example--this type of allegation. Another allegation
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which would come in would be through VC-fed allegations

just to create the normal harassments which they are so prone
to do. Then, as a general rule, depending upon the circum-~
stances, the commander of the particular element involved
would make the investigation. In the case of artillery, the
artillery commander would find in the logs the. coordinates,
the fire coordinates, for that particular period alleged and
talk to the safety officer and so on, and determine that
actually a gun did fire into this area or did not fire into
this area. The same with the division aviation officer.
This is the way the staff was used. Now, on a major in-
cident, with which General PEERS is obviously familiar,

an incident that happened in late June was a special
~investigation, an Article 32 investigation, conducted by

the commander of the support command. I was the monitor

on that.

Q. So far as these 1nvestlgatlons that don't reach
that level of seriousness, the preliminary investigations

_to which you referred, these would be handled through the

command at--

A, (Interposing) Command léVels, yes, sir.
Q. And you also referred to, I think you initially
described it as having heard of an 1nvestlcat10n of a

- gunship operation--

A. (Interposing) If you recall sir, I said

that it was my impression at the time thlS was mention-
"ed; and I would not put my finger on where I heard this.
It was my impression that it was a gqunship type operation,
but I cannot specifically say that that is what it was.

. Q. If it were a gunship operation that was being

' ' investigated, by whom under this staff division of re-~

sponsibility would the investigation be received?

A. It could have come under actually two people

at this point in time. It could have been the division
aviation officer who had been told to look into this and
come back with a report to the commander, or it could

have been a brigade commander who actually controlled
~certain gunship resources under his direct control.

This was particularly true in cases of the 1llth Brigade, sir.
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Q. Who was the division aviation officer during this
period? - :
A, During this particular period I recall, Colonel

HOLLADAY, the commander of the 1234 Aviation Battallon.

Q. Dld you ever hear of any 1nvest1gatlon of a
warrant officer of an aviation battalion during this per-
iod of time, shortly after vour arrival?

A. I do not recall, no, sir.

Q. You don't recall any charges having been made
-against a warrant officer for any activity? I am not
saying that there was, but I am very interested to know
whether you ever heard it suggested that the warrant

officer, the member of the 123d Aviation Battalion, had
been guilty of some action that might warrant inves-
tigation?

A, No, my memory does not serve me on that one,
sir. '
I0: General GALLOWAY, in your presence I would like

to elaborate on one statement that I made to insure that
it was not misinterpreted. A few minutes ago, I indicated
~that I was familiar with this psychosis, a fear psychosis
which may develop because of mines and booby traps, and

I related an area further to the south, in I Corps, where
the 173d Brigade was receiving, and the ARVN units that
were associated with them were receiving, a large number
of casualties killed and wounded by various kind of

booby traps, grenades, explosives up to 105 to 155, and
in cases, 8-inch artillery rounds which had been used
;for booby trap purpases and mines. . My point in bring-
ing this out was only to indicate the fear psychosis

or psychology that can be developed on mines; not

to bring out the point that because of this they took
repressive acticn and fired indiscriminately into
civilians. That was not the purpose. The purpose

was only to bring out the point that had to deal with

the morale of the individual and the psychology of
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the individual concerned. As a matter of fact, the situation
that I am referring to I thought was handled extremely well.
I did want to make that clarification so there would be no
misunderstanding of it.

A, If you would permit me, sir, I might make a

comment about the problem of mines in our area which reached -
a peak in May of 1968 in which 93 percent, if I remember well,
of the division casualties could be attributed directly

to mines and booby traps in--I will point it out to you on

the map if I may (pointing to Exhibit MAP-1) in the area of
the--actually from there to here back to the highway. We called
it at that time the Batangan Operation or area of operation.
'As I say, it was May that that casualty figure--it is

also the location of the 48th VC Battalion--they moved

in and out of there with what we thought was alarming

freedom. Also, they had a portion of the 107th Battalion
which is an antitank and antiaircraft battalion.

Q. Were there any other major units that you can
recall in that area°

A. The 38th BattaliOn'operatéd'south of the river,
down in the eastern Mo Duc' area.

Q. I believe there were also some local force,

. companies-- ' :
A, | (Interposing) Yes, sir,~there were small local
force units. I was speaking only of the major forces in the

S area.

MR MACCRATE: General, I think that it would be helpful if
we could have your opinion of Colonel HOLLADAY and the man-
. ner in which he dlscharged his responsibilities of command.
" In due course, I would assume sometime after the middle

of March, you would have come to know him guite well, and
to see him quite frequently. Was he reporting to you in
that period of time?

A. Yes, sir. He reported toime ﬁp until--well, I

say he reported to me, but it was a dual function. The
operational aspects of his company he would report to the
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operations ADC. He reported to me and tried to keep me up
to date, primarily because I rated him. But he had a dual
report requirement there. ‘

10 How was it, General GALLOWAY, that you rated

Colonel HENDERSON?
A, I rated Colonel HENDERSON?
I0: That was the guestion--

MR MACCRATE: (Interposing) It was HOLLADAY .
I0: I am sorry, I thought it was HENDERSON.

A. The only point in time in my service that I would
‘have been in a position to observe HENDERSON was in the task
force operation at Quang Ngai City, in the mountains when his
brigade was under my command and he was the deputy commander.
This is the only time that I was ever associated with the
11th Brigade in an official, technical sense. I am speak-
ing of command. :

Q. - Would you please repeat for my sake and the sake
of the record your 1mpre881on of Colonel HOLLADAY?

A. I had not given an impression_of Colonel HOLLADAY
yet, sir. Colonel HOLLADAY~-it is certainly not very gocod
to get into personalities--but Colonel HOLLADAY is not the
‘best officer that I have ever known and he is not the worst.
I think that he did a pretty fair job. He had certain
leadership weaknesses, His unit at one point in time,
because of certain regulations which he was imposing,

had some problems with discipline-~reaction concerning

these regulations which had to be straightened out. This

is my impression of Colonel HOLLADAY.

‘MR MACCRATE: Could you be any more specific about dis-
cipline problems or the regulations that were creating
the discipline problems?

(The hearing recessed at 1052 hours, 13 December
1969) ‘ : ‘
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(The hearing reconvened at 1055 hours, 13 December

©1969.)
I0: The hearing will come to order.
. RCDR: All persons who were present when the hearlng

recessed are again present.

A. I shall continue on that sir. As I recall, the
whole incident, not incident, but the period that I'm talking
about, there was considerable unrest among the enlisted
personnel of the battalion. This came to me primarily
through noncommissioned officer contact--the sergeant major
of the division. 1In talking with some of the people, it
became obvious that there were problems in the aviation
battalion. The first problem, of course, was their housing.
It wasn't particularly good at that point in time. They had
been put together as an aviation battalion and given a
location and the housing would be improved. That was one
.point. The second point and probably more significant was
there was a growing feeling among the enlisted personnel
-and quite a few of the noncommissioned officers in the
battalion, that there was a "clique" at the top of the
battalion, which certain members of this command "clique"
80 to. speak--General PEERS certainly is familiar on how
these sometimes grow--were not being fair to those below
~and showing favoritism in many areas. This was not--this
situation was growing, and I will say that Colonel HOLLADAY
did not have a grasp on that situation, anhd it took some.
counseling to get him to dig in and get to this situation
"and get it straightened out. Now, it was difficult to do.
because, really, in order to satisfy some of the complaints
that were being discussed either rightfully or wrong-

fully as far as justification was concerned, which was
. growing in feeling in the unit, in my opinion, at the

" time, it would have meant probably firing two or three
officers and two, three, or four NCO's. Colonel HOLLADAY
did ultimately get this situation back to an even keel,
but, as I say, we applied pressure for him to take this
action, and he did not, to my recollection, relieve anyone.
- He did move some people as I recall, and the situation
ultimately became agreeable again as far as the command
structure was concerned.:
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MR MACCRATE: What were the several battalions 1nvolved?
Do you recall?

A. Well, I would say that this was confined mainly

to the 123d. I don't recall any of them being affected out

on other aviation units. Of course, we did not have any other
"aviation battalions.  We had attached aviation companies.

Q. The 123d--certain officers. Would you describe
the "clique"? I think it becomes relevant to us to have some
specification--names so .that we can-+

A. (Intérposing) Sir, I wish I could give you the
names, but I can't remember them.

- Q. Do you ever remember meefing a-Major WATKE?
- WATKE? | |

Q. W-A-T-K-E.

A, | I recall that name, I think.

I0: | I think one of the first tﬁihgs that might be used

to clarify what you are saying, General GALLOWAY, is to in-
dicate about the time period you were speaking of.

‘A, Well, this was when I ultimately was told, really
by General YOUNG, that I would be'at.the aviation battalion,
and he had the other side of the coin. I had the support
side and he had the other side of the coin, and this situa-
tion, let's see, it would probably be mid-April, May--early
May, or sometime when things finally:came into focus so far
as I was concerned. Now, it appears to be a long time, but
it is not all that easy to get a feel for the unit and so
‘on, and I pointed out earlier in my  testimony that I spent,

I think it was approx1mately 2 weeks sitting upon .a promo-
tion board for senior noncommissioned officers. This was
right after I arrived. This was a position given to me by
the division commander, so all of thlS would perhaps, delay
what I had been doing. :

Q. Do you have any recollectJon of--you said that
the information come to you through senlor noncoms ?
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D, It filtered up. General PEERS is quite familiar
with this. You have the division sergeant major and other
sergeants major as sounding boards. A problem which is
directly impacted upon the enlisted ranks, you ncrmally
hear about it in this channel faster than you would through
any other channels, and this is the primary--the sergeant
major's program is not designed to spy on commanders, but
it is designed to protect and to take care of, recommend,
and advise on enlisted problems. So this is the channel
that it would come up faster. '

Q. Do you remember any complalntg about failure to

stand behind members of the unit? Anything of that kind, sir?

A. I don't remember it in the sense that your put-
ting it. I do remember that there was a lack of support
for the unit; and at the time this support added up to work-
ing hours, promotion, living conditions and perhaps some
people were being required to work longer than other people.
- Things of this nature, but I don't recall any specifics.
Now, there was a lot of interchange which you get rumor-
wise, but you can't really put your .finger on it. That

he doesn't like me so he isn't going to do anything for me,
this sort of thing, but I didn't really approach it from
the point of view of going in and commanding the unit.

I did it from the point of view of counseling HOLLADAY, and
- I think all of the command elements got in on this picture.

Q. Did he at the same time indicate some difficul-
ties that he might be having which he was perhaps advanc-
" ing by ways of justification for the problems he was en-
countering? Do you remember anything. coming from him by
way of response? :

.le. ’ You're testing Ny memory pretty well, sir.
Q. I éppréciate that. -
A. I would hesitate to answer that Mr. MACCRATE.

I know that he had certain problems. Definitely mainte-
nance problems and problems of working for this man and
being rated by this man and I know that. He certainly
had definite problems with the aviation elements of the
" brigades which he, in his division aviation officer hat,
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had jurisdiction over, policy-wise and so on. But he would
have difficulties in those areas with control and the neces-
sary technical aviation side of it, but other that that, I
would hesitate to go any further than that becaus= my mem-
ory is not that certain.

| 0. Do you héve any recollection of Colonel HOLLADAY
complaining at any time about an investigation that he may
have initiated? That nothing seemed to be coming of it?

A. No, I certainly don't, -sir. Something twinges
at my memory, but I can't put my finger on it in this area.
Not in that specific bit at all.

Q. You say "twinges" at your memory. That "twinges"
at my curiosity.

A. I would hestitate to--with the "twinging" as I
call it--I hestitate to make any definitive comment on it.
. I just can't recall the exact situation that you outlined.
I night point out one other thing along with what was

said before. The aviation supporting the 1llth Brigade
were physically stationed at the 1llth Brigade area at Duc
Pho, and this added to the situation which I mentioned
before, the difficulties in coordlnatlon and general
aviation supervision.

Qe iN

Q. . The 176th was located at:Chu Lai and 174 at Duc Pho?

A, I think that's right. They had good facilities.
They had an airfield down there, and it was really a feas-
ible way of putting up the assets because the area of op-
eration was of considerable length and provided better re-
sponsiveness toward the aviation assets.

Q. ‘May I "tw1nge" your memory just a bit more? Was
it ever called to your attention by members of--especially
the aero-scout unit of the 1234, that these men had been
advised not to talk about the situation in My Lai (4)?

A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever notice a degree of resentment on the
part of these individuals within that unit or in the remainder
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of the battalion? Did you ever notice any animosity of these
people toward Task Force Barker or toward the 1lth Brigade or
toward anybody else in the Americal Division?

A. No, sir, I can't say that I have. Of course, I didn't
have the every day contact with these people. . I drew my plane
crew from the 123d, and I cannot say I received indications from
this group. Normally, after they have flown with you a while,
they are pretty prone to pass on anything that they hear.

0. They‘are part of your immediate family?
A Yes, sir.
Q. Do you have any further questions, Mr. MACCRATE?

'MR MACCRATE: No, sir.
I0: Mr. WEST?
MR WEST: No, sir.
I0: Mr. WALSH?
MR WALSH: Nb, sir.

. I0: I would like to thank you very much, General GALLOWAY.
As you know, we are going to go 1nto every 51ngle aspect of this
particular period of time having to do with the operation, having
to do with the 1nvest1gatlon of it, the reviews of the investi-

'~ gation or possible suppression. of 1nformatlon I will say to
you, we recognize that we're asking you to recollect things, events
impressions that occurred a year and a half ago, and we do not
.eXpect miracles in this regard. But I would ask you that if you
. can think of anything which you recall concerning activities,
events, and things which took place about that time frame, mid-
March of 1968 to about the first or mid-June of 1968, we would
appreciate very much having you alert me or other members of
this investigation team. Similarly, if you can think of any
document, memorandum, paper, materials, or otherwise which might
have a bearing upon the purposes of this investigation, we
would like to have. them. Closing, I would like to again tell
you, General GALLOWAY, you should not directly discuss the
" My Lai incident, including subsequent investigations, with
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any person connected with the incident in any way. This does
not apply, of course, if you are required to discuss the

case in another administrative, quasi-judicial, or judicial
proceeding or as you may be required to do so in the per-
formance of your official duties. General GALLOWAY, do you
have any other statement which you would like.to add to the
record of this investigation?

A. I would like to make one statement, sir. When

the My Lai incident broke to the press, frankly, I was quite

shocked by the whole tHing because I didn't believe i¢. To

me it is still an alleged incident. The press is trying to

convict on an alleged incident. The thing that surprised

. me most of all is that in 9 months that I spent in that

division, total, almost 9 months--8 months and 7

or 8 days, this did not come up to somebody during

that period. I mentioned earlier a case which took about

30 or 35 days to come up, but it came up, and

I just can't visualize why this would not come out in some

- way, shape, or form and come to the surface, because, as you
know, we were shifting people to provide for a more even
rotation in some of the units, particularly in the 1llth
Brigade. We had on each fire base a chaplain who met once
a week. We had rotation of companies on fire bases, so
there was an opportunity during some period of time for this
to come out with the chaplains. The IG was hitting the
fire bases, visiting the units on a periodic basis, and

I'm not even referring to the chain of command which,

of course, is the basic area. So, to me, sir, it's a--

I just can't believe-~it has nothing to do with what

you're saying, but I'm just pointing out that it's very
difficult to believe that this would not have surfaced

in that division if, indeed, the alleged incident is

‘true, because I know that the command group--speaking

. now of the commanding general, the operational ADC and
myself as the supporting ADC. We covered every fire base

and every activity in that division. I did a minimum of

every 2 days and the operational ADC was, here and there,

as the operation of the post. So, it is inconceivable to

me that this would not have come up through some source.
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0. ' Thank you, General GALLOWAY. You have well cited the
problem with which we are faced. :
A. Yes, sir.
- IO: We. will recess at the present time and we will reconvene
at 1135.
(The hearing recessed at 1115 hours, 13 Decenber
1969.)
(GALLOWAY) : 37 - . 'APP T-18

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY




FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: GAMBLE, Steven J., CPT
DATE OF TESTIMONY: 16 December 1969
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon

WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT ON 16 MARCH 1968: Commanding Officer,
D Battery, 6th Battalion, 1llth Artillery, located at
LZ Uptight.

1. PRIOR TRAINING IN RULES OF LAND WARFARE.

Friendly troops were put on an operations chart
which was kept by the fire direction officer who would
update it (pg. 18). No-fire zones were put on the firing
charts and to the best of his knowledge there were no
restrictions on firing into the area of Pinkville (pg.19).
A no-fire area would be circled. For example, there was a
small village north of the Pinkville area which was marked

as a no-fire wvillage (pg. 19). The FDO would recognize a
populated area from his operations map. In addition, all
grids had to be cleared (pg. 19). If cleared by the ALO,

the FDO would fire without question because the populated
areas on his map could have been previously deserted or
destroyed (pg. 20). If there were civilian casualties,
whether it was in the no-fire zone, or even if the grid
had been cleared previously, it would be regarded as an
artillery incident (pg. 21).

2. PREOPERATIONAL PLANS AND BRIEFINGS.

a. Briefing by the brigade commander.

On 15 March, GAMBLE attended a briefing at
LZ Dottie given by the brigade commander for the My Lai
Operation. The company commanders were present (pg. 6).
The brigade commander generally reviewed what would occur
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the next day and mentioned that a Viet Cong unit was
located in the area. He also stated that they wanted

to get rid of them "once and for all" (pg. 6). Details of
the operation were not discussed (pg. 7). He did not
attend that part of the briefing given to the company
commanders by the S3, the task force commander, and the
intelligence officer. Instead, he conferred with the

ALO, Captain VAZQUEZ (pg. 7).

b. Reconnaissance of the My Lai area.

After the briefing, he flew back with Lieutenant
Colonel BARKER in the command and control helicopter to
LZ Uptight. On the way, they flew in an oblique direction
to the My Lai area (pg. 13). They went south of Uptight
and north of My Lai (4). GAMBLE pointed in the area of
grid lines 82 and 83 on MAP-1. He stated that they did
not fly too far south (pg. 14). The ALO,looking out the
right side of the helicopter, pointed out the area as they
flew east (pg. 14). BARKER was seated in the far left
end of the seat near his console (pg. 16). GAMBLE was
seated on the right hand side canvas seat. Captain
MICHLES was on the helicopter, but he could not remember
MEDINA being present (pg. 15). He heard nothing on
instructions concerning the village, because he did not
have intercom earphones on and with the doors open they
would have had to yell for him to hear them (pgs. 15,16).

c. Information copy of the operation's order.

After the briefing, he received a copy of the
operation order so he would know the times that he had to
fire. This was not normally filed and was transcribed
into the computer's records when they computed the fire
mission (pg. 8). They did not have a FADAC (pg. 9). They
had a manual computer and the individual would work it out
manually. No computer records were forwarded to battalion
and normally, they were destroyed after six months (pg. 12).
When the ALO identified the first smoke round, he would move
it to the exact location where the task force commander
wanted the prep (pg. 12). That location could be determined,
if necessary, by calculating backwards on a replot method
(pg. 12). The prep was not to go on the village or parts
of it (pg. 11). :
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d. Functions of the artillery liaison officer
regarding the artillery preparatory fire.

From the operational orders, the area where the
prep is to be placed is plotted first and then firing
data is computed from there (pg. 11). The first round
consists of a smoke shell so that the ALO could identify the
round. He would move it from there (pgs. 11, 12).
Captain VAZQUEZ, the ALO, had pointed out the location
from the helicopter as they flew the recon (pg. 17).
The ALO also gave an hourly report of the location of the
ground troops (pg. 27). These locations were kept on the
operations map.

3. ASSAULT ON MY LAI.

GAMBLE recalled firing only one preparation in
support of C/1/20 (pg. 27). He did not recall firing
a preparation in support of B/4/3 (pg. 28). At about
1200 hours, 16 March 1968, he received word that 69 VC
had been killed as of 0900 (pg. 27). He received this
information either from the ALO or throuagh ALO personnel
who had remained back at Uptight (pg. 28).

4. INQUIRIES CONCERNING THE ASSAULT.

a. Discussion with Colonel YOUNG.

Approximately one month after My Lai, Colonel
YOUNG, division artillery commander, visited GAMBLE's
battery. YOUNG asked how things were going and GAMBLE
replied that in the My Lai operation the battery,along
with airstrikes, had been credited with 69 kills (pgs. 4,5).
Colonel LUPER, the battalion commander, accompanied Colonel
YOUNG. LUPER then stated, "We're not sure that those were
all enemy". GAMBLE did not have a chance to question
LUPER and he heard no further mention of the incident
(pgs. 5, 24). He believed that LUPER's information was
incorrect because there was no investigation conducted
(pg. 5). GAMBLE did not refer to it again in the
conversation. LUPER never questioned him with respect to
the operation nor did he suggest that it was something
not to be talked about (pg. 31). The next time GAMBLE
was approached on this was by Colonel WILSON (pg. 30).
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b. Artillery incidents.

During his command of the battery, there was only
one investigation, which was not at LZ Uptight (pg. 18).
All artillery incidents which were investigated, were
distributed to all batteries on a "lessons learned" basis
(pg. 18). Whenever civilians were killed, there would be
a division artillery incident report (pg. 21). Normally,
the report would begin with ARVN troops and go through
American advisors, to the division, and then through
channels to division artillery, who would begin an
investigation (pg. 23). If someone saw rounds landing
and injuring either U.S. personnel or civilians, a report
would be made. This was usually seen by the forward
observer on the ground (pg. 24). If there was an
investigation of an artillery incident caused by his
battery, there would be no way that he would not be
interrogated (pg. 31). He did not believe the incident:
occurred, because he never heard anything about it, either
from : members of his battery or from members of the
infantry who used his messhall (pg. 35).

5. OTHER INFORMATION.

a. The function of the forward observer.

Forward observers would normally keep him abreast
of unit's moves and their possible need for artillery
(pgs. 28, 29). Lieutenant ALAUX was the FO with Captain
MEDINA. GAMBLE did not remember ALAUX calling back any
information on casualties. ALAUX was not the observer
that adjusted the mission for he came in with MEDINA and
the company (pg. 29). ALAUX was assigned with Charlie
battery but normally worked under the control of the ALO
(pg. 33). He did not recall having any discussions with
ALAUX after the incident (pg. 32).

b. Unit of the witness.

He was the battery commander from February 1968
to October 1968. At the time of the My Lai mission, his
battery had four 105 calibre tubes (pg. 3).
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c. Communication equipment of the unit.

On 16 March 1968, he had two VRC 46's as radios
in the fire direction center and one VRC 46 with his
search light (pg. 25). One of his radios monitored his
battalion command net and the other monitored fire direction
net 4 (pg. 25). He did not monitor the task force net
because he was not attached to it but supported it (pg. 25),
and his unit wanted him to maintain communications with
them. All information regarding the task force would come

over the fire direction net (pg. 26).
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EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT . ’
NUMBER DESCRIPTION ° NOTES PAGES
ointed out area
P-1 Aerial photo f artillery prep. 11
Pointed out prep
MAP-1 Wall map area in vicinity
ot grid Iines 8Z
and 83 15
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(The hearing reconvened at 1540 hours, 16 December

1969.)
I0: The hearing will come to order.
RCDR: The following named persons are present:

LTG PEERS, MR WEST, MR MACCRATE, MR WALSH, COL FRANKLIN,
COL WILSON, and MAJ LYNN.

The next witness is Captain Steven J. GAMBLE.

(CPT GAMBLE was called as a witness, was
sworn, and testified as follows:)

Would you please state your full name, Social
Security number, branch of service, organization and
station?

A. - Steven James GAMBLE, Captain,

Artillery Career Course, Fort Slll Oklahoma, U.S. Army.
RCDR: Thank you.

I0: Captain GAMBLE, before we proceed with any

questions I shall inform you of several matters.

This investigation was directed jointly by the
Secretary of the Army and the Chief of Staff, United
States Army, for the purpose of determining the facts and
making recommendations and findings concerning:

(1) the adequacy of prior investigations and
inquiries into, and subsequent reviews and reports within
the chain of command, of what is now commonly referred to
as the My Lai incident of 16 March 1968, and

(2) the possible suppression or withholding
of information by any person who had a duty to report it
and to furnish information regarding this incident.

This investigation is not being conducted
to investigate all the facts and circumstances of what
happened at My Lai. It is directed to those specific
purposes which I have just stated. Do you have any
questions concerning those two purposes?

A, No, sir.
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I0: I have had made available to me and have reviewed
prior official statements obtained in other official investi- -
gations of the My Lai incident and that includes your

-testimony before Colonel WILSON in the IG investigation.

Your testimony today will be taken under oath
and a verbatim transcript will be prepared. A tape
recording is being made in addltlon to the verbatim notes
being taken by the reporter.

Although the general classification of the
report will be confidential, it is possible that the
testimony, or at least parts of it, may later become a
‘matter of public knowledge.. :

There are several people in this room who may
ask you questions. On my immediate right is Mr. WEST, who
is the Assistant General Counsel of the Army and also my
deputy. The two officers in uniform are Colonel WILSON
from the IG Office and Colonel FRANKLIN. from the office
of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations. They are
serv1ng as assistants to me and as such may ask questions
in my behalf.

On my immediate left is Mr. MACCRATE and the
second individual on my right is Mr. WALSH. They have
volunteered to serve as legal counsel to the investi-
gation team. - They, too, may address questions to you.

I have the responsibili£yiof weighing the
evidence and making the findings and recommendations.

You are ordered not to discuss your testimony
in this investigation with others, 1nclud1ng other wit-
nesses for this investigation, except in the performance of
official duties, or as you may be required to do so before
a competent judicial or administrative body.

In addltlon, you are cautloned that if you are
subject to the order issued by the military judge in the
general court-martial-case of the United States v. Calley,
your appearance here in no way changes the applicability
and the effect of that order.

Do you have any questions at this tlme>
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A. No, sir.

0. Captain GAMBLE, what was your duty assignment
on the 16th of March l968°

.A. Sir, I wae tbe commanding officer of Delta
Battery, 6/11 Artillery.

Q. How lopg had you been in that capacity?

A. Since February of l968,lsir.

0. Was that the time that you arrived in country?
" A. Yes, sir. About a week after I arrived I took

over the battery. I went through processing and finally
" arrived at the 6/11 Artillery Headguarters. I then took
over Delta Battery which was a newly formed battery. :

'Q. Was this an organic battery or an ad hoc type
.0of battery? '

A. Ad hoc, sir.

Q. How many tubes did it have in.it?

A. Four, sir.

Q. What caliber?

A. | It was 105's, sir.

Q. . How long did you remain in that capacity? )
A, _ ~ Until the end of October, sir.

Q. Delta Battery remained until.October?

A. It remained after that, sir. .I turned over my

command at the end of October, sir.

Q. Through this time you retained command of the
four- tube battery. Is that correct?

A. . Right, sir. We subsequently went up to five
tubes. : : - . : :
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Q. . Captain GAMBLE, prior to coming here and after
the release in the news and the television of what we now
refer to as the My Lail incident -- the release tock place

in about September -- have you talked to anybody about the
.situation in My Lai at that time?

A. No, sir. None except to Colonel WILSON, sir.

0. Since the My Lai incident became a matter of
public knowledge, you talked to no one?

A. No, sir. No one approached me.

Q From the time that you returned home in October
"of 19687

'A. No, sir. I returned to the United States in

Januaxry of 19269.

_Q From the time that you returned aside from
Colonel WILSON, have you talked to anybody else concerning
the My Lai 1nc1dent of 16 March°

s

A. 'No, 51r.

Q. After the 1l6th of March and prior to your de-
parture from Vietnam, did you talk to anybody about the
My Lai incident of 16 March?

A. - No, sir. The only one I ever made mention of
anything to -~ Approximately one month after that date of
16 March I received a command visit from the division
artillery commander.

0. , _ Who was your division artillery commander?

A. Colonel YOUNG at that time, éir.

Q. Do you remember his first name?

A, No, sir. I do not remember his first neme be-

cause he left almost immediately. About a week later he
returned to CONUS. He approached me and asked me generally
how thlngs were going and I mentioned that we had partici-
pated in the My Lai operation and that we had been credited,
along with the air strikes that had occurred as hav1ng a .
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body count of 69, to tHe best of my memory, sir, 'and he was
accompanied by my battalion commander.

0. Who was your battallon commander at that time?
A. Colonel LUPER sir. When I mentloned thlS,
Colonel LUPER, to the best of my recollection, said, "We're
not sure that those were all enemy." That was all that was

mentioned to me at the time that I was in country. That
was all that was ever asked of me or that I know of.

Q. Was it the DIVARTY commander that made mentlon
of this or was it Colonel LUPER?

A, It was Colonel LUPER, to the best of my knowledge,
.. because Colonel YOUNG just asked me generally how things
were going and what operations we had participated in.

Q. _ Was there any further discussion of that point?

A, ' No, sir. Sir, if I may break in--that was
Colonel Mason YOUNG. There was no othHer discussion whatso-
ever. ‘ ' .

Q. What did it mean to you?'

A. © Well, sir, at the time when Colonel LUPER had
mentioned it I did not have a chancé.to question him, and
afterward, he never made a mention of this at all. I

heard nothing about it at all, sir. .To me it meant that

he must have had incorrect information, because there was

no time when anything like this occurred. If there were
civilian casualities the division artillery always conducted
~an investigation, and there was never any investigation
initiated or I was .never questloned whatsoever.

Q. If it were known that five, ten, or twenty
civilians may have been killed by artillery, would it have
been normal, under thosé circumstances and in this combat
environment, to have conducted an artillery incident
1nvestlgatlon° :

A, Yes, sir. 1In fact, any time, sir. Even if

civilians are wounded and they required hospitalization
there was a formal investigation conducted, sir.
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Q. Do you know of any artillery incidents investi-
gated or an investigation that was made here in this in-
cident, or reported upon?

A. No, sir. None to the best of my knowledge, sir.
.We kept a file of. all incidents, with the formal investi-
gation report, right in the battery and we never received
one, sir. ' ’

Q. But your battalion commander was aware of this?
A. Yes, sir. Like I said, sir, it was just a state-
ment that he made to me as I was taking the colonel through
the area, sir.
Q. We'll come back to that later.

What was your first knowledge of this operation?
A. Sir, approximately 24 houre before the operation
occurred I went from LZ Uptight to LZ Dottie to attend the
briefing that was being given by the brigade commander for
the operation on the next day, whlch was to occur in the My
Lal area.

Q. Were the company commanders present?

'A. To the best of nmy knowledge, Slr, they were

present, sir. Yes, sir.

Q. - What did the brigade .commander have to tell

them? : o

A. Sir, he generally rev1ewed what was going to

occur the next day and he mentioned that it was a very .
‘important operation and the Viet Cong unit that was located
in that area. They wanted to get rid of them once and for
all and get them out of that area. He stressed this point,
and he wanted to make sure that everybody and all the com-
panies were up to snuff and everythlng went like clockwork
during the operation.

Q. : Was' there any review of previous operations?

A. .No, sir. Not to the best of my knowledge, sir.
0. ) What specifically did he tell them that he want-

ed them to do?
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A. . While I was in the briefing they did not discuss
any of the details of the operation. He just talked in
generalities on the operation. To the best of my knowledge,
gir--sir, I don't remember any details whatsocever. In
.other words,  the tactics to be employed were not discussed
at that time, sir.

0. By the brigade commander?

A. Right, sir. To the best of my knowledge.

Q. What happened subsequent to the brigade commander .
" talking to the command staff?
" A. Sir, at that time, I conferred with the artillery
. liaison officer and then I returned to LZ Uptight from LZ

Dottie.

Q. Who was your ALO there?

‘A, " The artillery liaison offlcer, sir, was a

Captain VAZQUEZ

Q. Did you stay for the operatlondl briefing given
to the company commanders by the intelligence officer and
by the S3 and the task force commander? '

A. Sir, to the best of my knowledge I never remember
attending that briefing. No, sir. I can't think of any

one thing that occurred there so I can almost assuredly
say I wasn't at that type of briefing.

Q. In your previous. testlmony you indicated that
- .you had heard an S2 briefing. :

A, ' Slr, it must have occurred in the same time

frame as the brigade commander's. It may have been that the
brigade commander came right in on the briefing itself and
just gave his talk, but as far as the operation itself, I
heard, intelligence-wise, that there was a Viet Cong force in
there. I remember his saying that he did want to get rid

of that force once and for all.

Q. How much of the 48th Local Force Battalion did
they expect to encounter in the village of My.Lai (4)?
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A. Sir, I don't even remember hearing that estimate.

I never heard any estimate on figures, sir, that I remember
on the size of the force, sir. It was just menticned as

the 48th Local Force Battalion.

Q. It seems that you remembered a llttle more back
in June than you remember at the present time, concerning
what Colonel HENDERSCN had to say and concerning what the
52 had to say.

A. I don't remember any intelligence estimate, sir,

whatsoever.
Q. Was it your impression that when this air assault

" went into My Lai (4) that they were going to run into a
first-class contact with the VC? »

A. Sir, that is the impression I got, sir. I got
the impression that this would be a good fight.

Q. " What was given during the operatlonal portlon
of the br1ef1ng°

A. I do remember, sir, that I received information
that there would be an air assault in, and that I would
fire an artillery preparation. I don't remember exactly
any of the tactics that were to occur on the ground. I do
remember that I was to fire an artillery preparation,

which was of .interest to me. Subsequent to the operational
briefing or the briefing itself, I later received an
information copy of the operations order, so that I would
be sure of the times that I had to fire. That, normally,
in the operations order is all that I referred to, sir.

Q. Would a. COPY of the operatlonal order be in the
files of your battery?

A. No, sir. We normally didn't file them, sir. We
just kept them for the operation, sir, mainly to verify a
time that we were to fire an artillery preparation and then
we transcribed that information right on to our computer S
records when we computed the fire mission. That's all we
needed the operation order for, sir. The only ones that

we might keep were any contingency operations.
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Q. Did you have FADAC at that time?

A. No, sir. We did not have a FADAC. We got it
shortly after that, sir, but I am almost positive that we
did not have FADAC at that time.

Q. Where did your computer come in then?

A. Sir?

Q. Where did your computer come in then?

A. In the operation?

0. Yes. You indicated you put it on computers. Did

‘you have a computer there?

AL Yes, sir. We had a manual computef'and that
would be the individual that would work it out manually.

- Q. Not an ADP? Automatic Data Processing FADAC of

any kind?
A. - No, sir. No. We did not have FADAC at that time.
Q. | What did Colonel HENDERSON say concerning this

48th Local Force Battalion about this particular operatlon
and in eliminating them for once and for all?

A. Well, sir, he mentioned that the 48th had given

- us problems, the battalion, problems anytime we worked in
that area and he just wanted to make sure that all the
company commanders and all the people understood that we
were going in this time to finish them off once and for all.

Q. Did Task Force Barker normally publish an
operational order for its operation?

A, I didn't receive that many, sir. I normally
just did not receive one. I normally. just received a call
from the artillery liaison out there or possibly just a
sheet extract saying I would fire an artillery preparation
with the times. :

Q. Did you receive an order which outlined

specifically what the task was and the objective for each
of the elements and including the assignment of. firing the
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prep for the units that were going in to conduct ‘the air
assault and what would normally be included in a combat
operational order°

(A, Yes, sir.. To the best of my knowkedge I did.
Q. Who would have made this?
A, It would have come out of the TOC, sir, at LZ

Dottie. They were all published there at the task force
headquarters, to the best of my knowledge.

Q. Was there any discussion then concerning the
location of the LZ with respect to the village or the
" hamlet?

"A. No, sir.

Q. What 1nstructlons were you glven concerning the
artillery prep7

A. Sir, I was to fire a short preparation. I can't
exactly remember the time. I believe it was no more than

5 minutes and I was given the grid location. That was
approximately 1600 the night before and that way it allowed
me time to get this grid cleared and also the firing data
worked up so that approximately 2 to 3 hours before

the operation occurred we would be already to go.

Q. - Working under Task Force Barker there, who clear-
ed your fires? Did you clear them or did your ALO clear
them at task force headquarters?

A, ‘ I went through the ALO with all of my grlds un-
less it was-a contact with the enemy type fire mission, and
then it was automatically cleared as long as I got the
initials of the company commander on the ground. Of course,
this was not, and it went through normal channels, through
the ALO. » :

Q. Who did he receive his clearance from?

A. I believe he called the district headguarters to
receive his clearance, and of course he would get his own
clearance as far as units operating in the’ area, so, there
would be no firing on the U.S. elements. :
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Q. When you plotted your prep in this instance,
where did you find that it was plotted?

A, Sir, to the best of my knowledge we plotted to
. the west of one of the villages down there, sir. :

I0: Give me the map.
(The recorder handed Exhibit P-1 to the IO.)

Captain GAMBLE, I have here an aerial photo of My
Lai (4) and to orient you this direction is north (pointing).
Here is My Lai (4) on the map. You will notice several
identifying features; the shape of it is one; a road coming
- down to the south and another road coming out of the south
center of the village; another road coming across the south
edge and running down to Highway 521, and another road
across the upper end of the village. .Now to your recollec-
tion, where was that artillery prep to be placed?
A. "~ Sir, the best I can remember, and I am really
not positive, was somewhere in this area (pointing). I am
really not positive, sir, : '

Q. When you returned to your headquarters you would
plot this, would you not?

A. Yes, sir. We would plot“it and automatically -
start getting clearance.

Q. You plot it on your map from your data or vice
versa? ) .
.A. Yes, 81r;, The plot is made first and then the

'flrlng data is computed from there.

Q. Did you have any indication at that time that
the artillery prep was going to go on the village or the
hamlet, or on parts of it? :

A, No, sir. To the best of my knowledge, no, sir.

We computed data which would start the preparation and this
was normally not the final location that we would fire, sir.
In other words, we would initiate it with shell smoke so
that the air observer, who was the artlllery llalson offlcer,
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would be able to identify the round and he would move it
from there to the exact location where they desired the
preparation, after conferring with the task force zommander,
and then we would fire for effect.

0. That data would still be available, however,
would it not? The area where the artillery was finally
adjusted?

A. I don't believe so, sir. T believe those records
are destroyed on a 6-month basis, sir.

Q. Do you recall how long you retained the record?

A, We retained them at battery level approximately
. 6 months. Yes, sir. It was 6 months. . They were on a
6—month suspense and they would be destroyed.

Q. Were they destroyed or were they sent to battalion?

A, " None of the regular computer records were for-
warded to battalion at all, sir. The only thing we forward-
ed was Qaily operations reports, sir.

MR WEST: Would the computer records show where the fire
for effect went in terms of coordinates and direction?

A, Sir, the location that could be determined by the
fire for effect data would have to be refined by a replot
method. In other words, getting out the inaccuracies :
caused by the trajectory for the altitude of the point and
by working that back and forth you could determine within

50 meters exactly where the fire for effect point was. This
. would not be normally done unless the observer requested a

replot. ' ' : '

Q. Would you go thréugh that perhaps if you were

investigating an artillery incident? .

A. Yes, sir.

0. o It could be done?

A, Yes, sir.

10: | What.happened after that, as far~aé'you ére con-

cerned, in the issuance of orders, by Task Force Barker at
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Fire Support Base Dottie?

A. That was all that I remember and that was all I

was interested in, to get that grid. I flew back to LZ Up~
tight, sir. I flew back with the command and control heli-
_copter. :

Q. Whose command and control helicopter?

A. The task foree commander, sir
Q. Colonel BARKER? |
A, Yes, sir.
" Q. Well. Did you accompany Colonel BARKER on a

reconnaissance of this area?

A. As we flew back, yes, sir, we flew in an oblique,
to the best of my knowledge, to the My Lal area.

Q. - Which direction from it?

A. We went north of it, sir. We went south of LZ
Uptlght and north of My Lai (4), sir and .the My Lai area.

Q. I point out one rather obvious terrain feature in
this area, and that is Hill 85 to -the south of My Lai (4)
Do you see it there (pointing on MAP-1)7? =

A, - Yes, sir.

Q. _ Does that refresh your memofy as to any place
where you may have been flying?

AL ' Sir, if I could point'it'out._

(The witness steps to the map and points out
specific areas as he refers to them. )

We flew aléng this area here, sir, because I
remember seeing the river here. (Witness points in the area
of grid lines 82 and 83 on MAP—l.)

Q. Are you sure that's the r1ver° Could it have
been the Song Tra Khuc River to the south?
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A. I don't believe so, sir. As we left LZ Dottie,

sir, I don't remember that we flew too far south. We sort

of went by this way and this was a very prominent hill mass
and came around and approached LZ Uptight generally to the

. south and the west, sir.

Q. I'll say, Captain GAMBLE, that we have had other
witnesses who were on this particular flight who have indi-
cated that they stood off from the village approximately

2 kilometers, 1500 meters to 2 kilometers, but they

were generally to the south of the area.

A, No, sir. I don't think so, sir. As I remember
going along in the helicopter, we were heading from LZ
Dottie to LZ Uptight.

' Q;. Was the purpose of this excursion to take you
back to LZ Uptight or to go on reconnaissance?

A, : . 8ir, they combined it. 1In other words, they were
going to LZ Uptight, so they made a visual reconnaissance
and they also took me back. I remember the artillery
liaison officer looking out of the right side of the
helicopter, so that would have put hlm looking south sir.

Q. If he was flying east, I agree, but if he was
flying west he could have been looklng north couldn't he?

A. We were flying east, 51r.' We only made one fly-by
to the best of my knowledge, 51r.. :

0. . At that time, what was said about the LZ?

A, ~ Nothing was said to me, sir.

0. ' : What wefe you along for? |

A. Sir, I wasn't really there on the reconnaissance.

As I remember, the artillery liaison officer generally
pointed out the area to me and I didn't have an intercom
set on or anything, sir, so I acknowledged, "“yes" and shook
my head to him. Generally, sir, I was just there to get

a ride back to LZ Uptight. e

Q. , What was said about the location of your artillery
prep? Now, you're an artilleryman and you're going to
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fire the prep. Yet, you're telling me, up to this point
that you really don't know where the prep was going.

A. Sir, the artillery liaison officer poirted out a
peint to me in the area, generally where the locatlon of
. the area was:- and pointed to it. -

Q. Can you point on that map where he p01nted to
you that the artillery prep was g01ng to go?

A. As I said before, sir, it was generally in this
area, but I can't be positive, sir. (Witness points to an
area of MAP-1 in the vicinity of grid lines 82 and 83.) I do

not remember, sir.

" Q. Did all of the other people in the hellcopter
have intercom head sets on?

A, No, sir. The artlllery liaison officer I don't
believe was on the 1ntercom, 51r

Q. - Were the company commanders on intercom?

A, I don't believe all the company commanders were
with us and I can't even be sure that any of them were on
that helicopter. I do remember Colonel BARKER being on the
‘helicopter and also the artillery llalson officer.

Q. Do you  remember Captaln MEDINA being on the heli-
copter? Do you remember Captain MICHLES being on the heli-
copter? : : .

A. I think Captain MICHLES was on there, sir. I
can't be positive that Captain MEDINA was on there.

'jQ. What was said concernlng the village itself? Did
they glve any indication to burn the huts, the hootches and

to kill the livestock?

A. No, sir. -I never heard anything to that effect.

Q. If instructions such as this were issued and you

were on the helicopter or a discussion such as this ensued
and you were on the helicopter, would you have heard it?
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A, Unless it was over the intercom, sir, I would
have heard it. I couldn't hear it over the intercom. If
it was made in the open they would have had to jus: about
yell to get over the noise of the helicopter.

Q. Dld you have the doors closed or opened°

A. Open, sir.

Q. You're sure they were open?

A, I know the door oh the right—hand side of the.

helicopter because the ALO was sitting in a squatted fashion
~at that door. -

o Qe Where were you with respect to him?

A. I was sitting on the canvas seat in the rear of
the helicopter, sir. : '

Q. . " Where was Colonel BARKER? -

A. | He was sitting toward the left, sir, and in the
far left portion of the same canvas seat, sir.

Q. The task force commander,_acoordihg to your
definition of the way you were flying, was sitting in a
place where he couldn't see the objective area?

A. That's where he would have been sitting, sir.
His console was on that side and his plug-in for the inter-
com was right on that side, sir. To the best of my know-
ledge that is where he was sitting, sir. -

Q. ~ I'm. trylng to flgure out in my mlnd Captain
GAMBLE what you learned going to fire support base Dottie
and on this reconnaisance before you returned to LZ Uptight?
At the moment I have a very small plcture of your learning
anything.

A. Sir, the preparations that we conducted in this
area, many times I did not receive a reconnaissance. This
was one of the few times that I actually flew over the
area where we were going to fire a preparation. I norm-
ally just .received the grids and the artillery liaison
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officer, once he got that round of smoke out there, would
adjust it exactly where he wanted the preparation at. 1In
this instance, where I did fly over, he just generally
pointed out the area and he gave me a grid that he would
.take the round. of -smoke from and adjust it on to the LZ.

Q. Well, the fact remains that you were on the
reconnaissance. From previous testimony we have quite a
few indications of what was said on the helicopter, but you
are not indicating that you heard any of it.

A. You are'referring to my previous testimony?
Q. No. I am talking about other individuals.
A.. To the best of my knowledge, I didn't because

‘really the only person I was concerned with on the helicopter
was Captain VAZQUEZ, since he was the ALO, and I was actually
working for the task force commander through him. I sort

of paid attention to him as to anything he was going to

tell me and I don't remember any other conversations, sir.

10: Do-you have any questions, Mr. MACCRATE?

MR MACCRATE: Not on this.

10: Mr. WEST?

MR WEST: Under the circumstances, the way this mission
was ‘to be fired, during the operation with the ALO in the
helicopter with Colonel BARKER, he could have adjusted
the fire on the village just by sending back corrections,

couldn't he, at the request of the task force commander?

AL Yes, sir, 1t would be poss1ble. Like I said, 51r,
the normal SOP was to fire one round of smoke and adjust on
the target.

MR WEST: That's all I have.

IO: Colonel WILSON?

COL WILSON: Do you remember, during the time that you
commanded this battery, how many of this type of investigation

that you had? Could you give us a general indication of how
often they conducted an investigation on the  firing of
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civilian casualtles and so forth?

A, We had one, sir, that dld not occur at LZ Uptight.
It occurred at a later time, where, during a night mission,
some rounds inadvertently fell on. a friendly position. But
it was not at LZ Uptight, sir.

Q. ' These are not very frequent?
A. No, sir.
Q. It sounds like that, durlng the time that you were

there, you had only that one investigation? 1Is that correct?

A. Right, sir. Not an artillery incident, sir. We
had quite a stack of them because they were conducted at
division artillery level. They were sent to all the batteries,
sir, '

Io: You got copies of all the investigations from
within the division artillery?

g/1(0n

A. Yes, sir. They were reproduced and sent to all the
units within the division artillery. They included recommen-
dations of how to prevent the incident in the future.

COL WILSON: It sounds like "lessons learned."

A. Right, sir. This is what it was. It was entitled
"Artillery Incident” and there was a whole description of the
incident, when it occurred. It did not mention units or
anything like that. This was put out by the division artillery.
COL WILSON: That's all I have, sir.

COL FRANKLIN: GAMBLE, you kept a firing chart in the FDC,
right?

A. _ Right, sir. We had two firing charts.

Q. . And on these firing charts you plotted all the
friendly units and where they were?

A. Friendly units were not put on the firing charts,
sir. They were put on an operations chart. The fire

direction officer who was on duty had a map right in front of
him and he would keep updating these locations for the
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friendly positions, sir. They were not actually put on the
firing chart, sir. ' o

Q. You did put no-fire zones on your map, didn't you?

A. Yes, sir. Any that we had were put on the firing
charts.
Q. ' How about this area that you see here in orange?

Were there any restrictions on your map as to firing in
there? (COL FRANKLIN points to MAP-1 in the area of Pinkville.)

A. No, sir.. To the best of my knowledge there was
none whatsoever.

Q. North of this area and say around one of these
little towns? Say in a town populated area, would you have
that some way marked on your map, so that if you got a grid
to fire there you would know not to fire?

A, Yes, sir. We had one small village north along
the ocean, sir, where we had it circled and that was a
no-fire village.

" Q. You had nothing on your map that would flash a
warning light to that fire direction officer that there was
a populated area and if he got a grid there he was going to
be firing into a populated area and he had to take certain
measures to check for things of that nature?

A, He just read from his operations map, plus all
the grids had to be cleared. He would have to request a
clearance on it.

Q. But he had a way of knowing if this grid was in
where there was people?

A, Yes, sir. He could plot it right on that map
that he had.

Q. If you got a grid where there was people and it
was cleared by the ALO, regardless of whether there was
people you would fire it? There was no regulations, for
example, that you had that you would refuse to fire that
mission and get a verification and go through some other
channels?
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A. No, sir. My fire direction officer would question
all grids that came into a populated area. However, on many
occasions that populated area which was indicated on the

map, actually was not there at all. It had been destroyed
years before.

Q. Was there any effort made in your artillery to
reconstitute--for example, I know that some organizations try
to find: out where the people were and put them on the map.
Was anything of this nature done in your battalion?

A. Yes, sir. That one wvillage that I mentioned was
an update of that type thing. I was given by my battalion
commander the location of a village and he wanted me to
circle it and make sure that no grids were ever fired in that
location.

-y
Q. Could this OP order that you got have been just ;:
an overlay giving you the grid and the sequence of fire and o

the time of fire and made out by your ALO rather than made
out by the §3 in an OP order? 1Is that possible?

A. Yes, sir, it is possible.

Q. Did your ALO just frequently give you a piece of
"paper with the grid and any pertinent information like the
time of fire and how lonrg to fire? Was this a normal thing
for VAZQUEZ to do?

A. Yes, sir. I have received them on occasion. On
other occasions I didn't receive anything at all except a
grid by radio that I was to fire.

Q. Who gave you this order? Was it CALHOUN or was

it VAZQUEZ?

A. To the best of my knowledge it was Captain VAZQUEZ.
I don't remember meeting Major CALHOUN that day.

Q. When you got an OP order, who hormally gave it to
you?

A, I normally got it through the ALO, sir, because

he would come through the LZ with the OP order to give me
a copy of it.

Q. If you had killed some civilians in this area,
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even though the grid had been cleared, would that have been
an artillery incident?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. No matter if the grid is cleared, if you killed
civilians there would have to be a Division Artillery
incident report as you remember?

A. Yes, sir. That is my knowledge Any time there
was an allegation they would conduct an artillery incident
investigation, by Division Artillery.

Q. When Colonel HENDERSON spoke, did he ever make a
statement that everybody in this area was a- VC or a VC
~sympathizer?

A. I don't remember, sir. I had heard that statement
made on several occasions. I can't think of the sources. I
had heard that made in that area when I worked in that area,
but I cannot say that Colonel HENDERSON made that statement.

Q. Were you a little less concerned or equally
concerned in firing into this orange area than, let's say,
firing into other areas (pointing to MAP-1)7? .

A. No, sir. I would not be more concerned in that
area. R o v _
I0: Let's put this a different way. . Let's say the

‘area to the east of this would be a VC-controlled area and
you had an artillery incident in there. Would you treat it
the same way or in the same manner that you would treat it
if it happened along .Highway 1 in the no-fire zone?

A, Yes, sir. To the best of my knowledge they would
all be considered the same. I know for artillerymen this
was a big thing. We just didn't want any incidents. Any
time, anywhere it occurred we were liable for a formal
investigation, sir. I was never told that there was any
area that I didn't have to worry about getting incidents in,

Q. You treated any civilian casualty, irrespective
of where they were or friendly forces, as a cause for
initiating an artillery incident report?

A. Yes, sir. To the best of my knowledge, that is
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the‘way I considered it, sir, and I believe that is the way
that everybody else considered it. They never told me anything
to the contrary, sir.

COL FRANKLIN: That's what confuses me a little bit. You have
a lot of double checks in the artillery and you don't want to
.fire into where there are people, r1ght° _ .

A. Right, sir.

Q. So you have got to have some kind of way to know
where the people are. Did you know where the people were in
this orange area or did you have it marked on a map anywhere?

A. We just had a 1:50,000 map of the area, sir.

" Q. Did you have people marked in Pinkville and people
marked in My Lai (4) and people marked anywhere on there, so
"when you got a grid that was in that area, cleared or not

cleared, it would flash a warning light to your fire direction -
officer to double check?

A, - No, sir. He double checked. If they fell into an
area where there were hootches marked -on the map, he would
consider those suspect, but they were not specifically marked
on a map or an overlay, sir.

Q. ¢ You got the report that 69 VC were killed by
artillery? ' T
A, To the best of my knowiedgé, sir, I received a

report that the artillery and the air combined were credited
with 69 enemy killed.

0. - Did you ever plot the grid where these 69 were
reportedly killed and checked that against the grld that you
fired or dld you just take the figure?

A. No, sir. I never confirmed that grid. I don't
rémember if I ever saw a grid on it, sir, but I never checked
it. S '

Q; Has your artillery ever been credited with that big
a kill before? . :

A. No, sir.
Q. ' That was a pretty big thing in youf'battéry?
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A, Yes, sir. This is why, when I met the Division
Artillery commander, I mentioned having participated in this.

Q. I've got just one final question on this operation.
who stayed back and defended Uptight?

A. I don't remember, sir.

Q. Every night, did you always have some infantry
troops there?

A, Yes, sir. I never had to pull my own perimeter
security.

Q. Did one platoon defend Uptight? Could they?

A. I'd say not really adequately, sir, but it could
be done.

COL FRANKLIN: Thank you.

MR MACCRATE: Captain GAMBLE, you indicated that there had
been one artillery incident investigated, that you could
recall., How does such an investigation commence? How is
it started? I understand that it is by the Division
Artillery, but how does it get started?

A, ) Normally, sir, the majority of incidents that I

saw in this general area, and you might say the whole province,
were reports from the ARVN troops to our advisors, the

American advisors, and they forwarded them to division. There

was a report, for example, that ten civilians were killed

the night before by artillery at such and such a grid, and

that was forwarded up through channels by division artillery

and they would send out an investigator to start the investigation,
sir.

Q. But, the report would start with local Vietnamese
sources? :
A. Yes, sir. Either that, or someone visually seeing

it. In other words, on an operation where rounds actually
fell short through an error or something like that, and he
reported it up through our own channels.

Q. Ordinarily it was someone down where the shells
were landing rather than someone from your battery that was
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making the report as to any casualties? You wouldn't be
aware of what was happenlng or if it was hitting the target
area?

A, Right,.sir. I wouldn't normally knew that.
There were areas in this area of Uptight where we could
actually see rounds landing, but normally, if an incident
were to occur, it would be the forward observer on the
ground who would see that the rounds had fallen short and
injured scme of the infantry, our own infantry that was
out there, or that they had injured some Vietnamese
civilians, or a report would be recelved that someone was
injured ozr kllled

Q. If you knew that there had been an incident as <
a result of your firing, what was your obligation under any : =
outstanding orders, as far as you were concerned? What e
was your SOP? o o ' . P
A, I would have to report it back to my battalion.

If I knew that I had fired out and caused an incident, I
would report it through my operations -center to my battalion
commander. S

Q. In this case, didn't you have 1nformatlon that
there was an incident, an artlllery incident?

A. The only indication that I had, sir--like I stated
previously, was my battalion commander telling me that they
were not sure that all the kills were actually enemy kills.

Q. .~ Now, you indicated that this was a whole month
later?

K. It was a considerable period of time.

Q. Was this the first you had heard of anything of
that sort?

A, ~ Yes, sir, that was the-enly thing I ever heard

about it. Up to the time when this whole My Lai incident
broke in the newspapers, that is the only thing I had
heard about it.

Q. - You had never heard of the artlllery belng
credited with 69 kills?
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A. Yes, sir, but not an incident. This was actually
enemy kills. This was not an incident. -
0. There was no guestion in your mind, up *o the time

that your battalion commander said that, that there were any
.civilians involved in that 69°? :

A. No, sir. None whatsoever, because I received no
indication whatsoever that they were not enemy.

MR MACCRATE: I have nothing else at the moment.

I0: Captain GAMBLE, how many radios did you have in the
battery?
“A, The only radios that I had were two VRC-46's in

the fire direction center and I had a searchlight that worked
‘on the hill with me, who was artillery, and he had a VRC-46
on his own net. Those were the only radios that I had, sir.

Q. What stations did you have these turned on?

A, " I was required to monitor my battalion command net
on one, and on the other radio the fire direction net that I
received all my fire missions over.

Q. Why did you monitor your battalion net?

A. If we received anything other than fire missions,
sir--if we received some information from my battalion or v
possibly from the liaison officer that didn't concern a fire
mission, we would receive it on that command net, sir.

Q. Were you attached to Task Force Barker?
A, _ Yes, sir. I was not attached, sir. I was direct
support, to my knowledge. I was not required to monitor any

of their nets, sir.

Q. If you received any command instructions and you
were attached to. Task Force Barker, wouldn't you receive
your instructions from Task Force Barker, rather than your
battalion. :

A. Yes, sir. I was acting in a direct support role,

but my battalion wanted me to maintain communications with
them and I stayed on their command net. All the information
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from the task force concerning fire missions would come over
the fire direction net.

0. You didn't have to stay tuned into this one
frequency. You could always tune into your battalion net
any time you wanted to. We're not talking about a crystal

_set with only one frequency. We're talking about a very
sophisticated radio set. :

A. Yes, sir, but I normally malntalned it on the
command net.

Q. That is certainly unusual. The situations that
I would connect it with, we did not handle it that way.

A. I received 95 percent of my information, sir,
through the artillery liaison officer and he was limited
in radios. He was required to stay on the artillery battalion
- command net, sir, and he would normally pass on information
to me through our command net concerning something about the
task force that I might be required to do. This possibly was
the reason, sir. It would seem odd, but he was limited in
his radios. C

Q. Who was the other "46" tuned into?

A. The fire direction net, sir. I believe at that
time it was the FD 4, fire direction 4 net of our own
battalion. That was so the observers could call in for fire
missions, sir. - All the observers on the ground monitored
that net and they called thelr fire missions in over that
net, sir.

Q. . Did you have any direct communications with your
ALO when he was flying with the task force commander and
.dlrectlng your artillery?

A, ' : Yes, sir.

Q. If you only.had two, one of them obviously had
to be on that frequency, didn't it?

A. - He would call in a fire mission just like a ground
observer on the fire direction 4 net, so he was on the fire
direction net, sir.

Q. You mean for your entire battalion, you have all
your batteries ‘working over the same net7 :

(GAMBLE) 26 APP T-22

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY




. FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

A, No, sir. There were four nets: FD 1, 2, 3, and
4. At that time, sir, I believe I was on FD 4 and that
was for my battery and the observers that worked with my
battery, sir.

Q. How dld you keep track of how the ground forces
were progressing that you weére support1ng7

A. I received the locations hourly from the artillery
liaison officer. They had a grid system and at that time
they would set up reference points and then give me the
location from the reference points hourly and we kept them
on our operations map.

Q. Did you monltor the battalion or. the task force
command net? .

A, No, sir.

Q. Are you sure you didn't?

A. We did for a short time. It was sometime while
I was on LZ Uptight, but this was not normal, sir. I was
required to stay on those two nets -- the fire direction

net and the command net, sir.

Q. Did you ever hear any of the traffic that went
back and forth between the ground elements and My Lai (4)
and the commander that was overhead in his helicopter for
‘a time, or back to fire support base Dottie?

A. No, sir. To the best of my knowledge, I did not,
sir.
0. When was it first reported to.you that up to

about 9 6'clock in the morning, as a result of the
artillery prep, that 69 VC had been killed?

A, I received the information, I believe, sir to
the best of my knowledge around-noon_that day .

Q. : As the artlllery commander providing the support
for this operation you fired the prep for C/1/20 and sub-
sequent to that time you fired a prep for B/4/3, I would
imagine. Is that correct? You also fired a prep for an
air assault of theirs later that morning? : :
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A. I am positive that we only fired one preparation.
I am not really positive that we fired any more. I am
positive that we fired one prep.

Q.  pid you get an operational report or a SITREP at
the end of the day as to the operation's result?

A. I believe, sir, that all the information that I
obtained was from the artillery liaison officer. I am not
really positive that it came from the artillery liaison
officer himself, but it was relayed to me from or through
the artillery llalson personnel, or some of it, I think, was
received from the personnel that had stayed back on LZ Up-
tight and had communications with the ground element, sir.

Q. I am having a hard time fathoming the separation

and the lack of information which your battery had of
operations that they were supporting, in contrast to other
operations that I knew in the highland and throughout the
ITI Corps. They don't seem to go together, because it would
appear to me that if you are going to provide the support,
you have to know these people and how they function and

what they are going to do and be informed of those situations.

A, Right, sir. If I may mention, sir, we received
the locations, which was of prime importance, of the units
as they moved hourly. The forward observers on the ground
maintained contact with us, but because of a lack of radios
that I had myself I couldn't monitor any of the other fre-
guencies, sir.

Q. Even though you couldn't monitor them, Captain
GAMBLE, there are other ways  that information could be

passed on to you so that you would be part of this infantry,

artillery, ard armor team that we keep talking about. If
you are sitting off to the side and firing artillery and
not knowing much about what is being accomplished by it,
or if it is hitting the target, or whether it is killing
any VC, or anything of this nature, doesn't it seem
strange?

A, Well, sir, I had contact with the forward observ-
ers. They kept me abreast of about anything going on be-

cause they may need artillery, and they would give me a
possible grid location. This was the way we kept up to
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date, by talking to the forward observers and their passing
this information on to us of the areas to stand by in, and
the areas that they might receive contact in.

. Q. Did this FO that was with Captain MEDINA keep
you abreast of the casualties?

A. T don't remember his calllng any back, sir. I
don't remember rece1v1ng any from their forward observer,
sir. Of course, he was approaching the LZ when the mission
was fired so he was not the actual observer that adjusted
that mission.

0. I understand that, but within and in accordance
" with all normal procedures, he was on the ground a minute
or .two after the prep had lifted. Isn't that -a normal pro-
" cedure?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. ~ 50, he should have been familiar with the results
obtained from the prep, fairly soon. ‘Wouldn't that be an
accurate assumption? : o

A. Yes, sir.

'Q. And to your recollection he dld not provide you
with any information?

A, - No, sir. To the best of my knowledge, he did
not, sir. . _
Q. On that day, whenever it was, when did you first

.get the word that your artlllery killed 69 VC?

A. . ' Slr, to the best of my knowledge, around noon I
received word that artillery combined with the air that
went into the My Lai area were credited with 69 VC killed.
Q. . What kind of air are you referring to?

A, : They referred to it as "air." In the operation
there would have been both air Strikes, tactical air strikes

and helicopter gunships that worked in the area as a prep-
aration.
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Q. ' Did you ever hear that an investigation was be-
ing conducted of the situation in My Lai (4) which took
place on 16 March?

A, ~ While I was there, sir?

.Q. Yésé |

A. No, sir.

Q. You never heard it or were never informed and no-

body ever came and took testimony from you? You signed no
statement or heard any rumors or anything about an investi-
gation being made of an incident which may have taken place?

A, No, sir. Not while I was in Vietnam, sir. Until
I talked to Colonel WILSON, sir, I received no information
regarding any investigation. I was never approached or
questioned on this, sir. '

Q. Did you ever receive any instructions that you
were not to talk about the situation at My Lai (4)7?

A. No, sir.

MR MACCRATE: When Colonel LUPER visited you in April with
Colonel Mason YOUNG, you described the visit in answer to a
gquestion from Colonel WILSON last June and you said, "I
mentioned that we had gotten 68 KIA's on preparation recently
and the battalion commander commented they were not sure
that they were enemy or not. That is the only thing that
was mentioned about that." Then you went on and answered
to a further question, "I kept my mouth shut after that.
After I mentioned that and my battalion commander said
that, I just didn't say anything." Now, when you say that
you kept your mouth shut, are you saying that you never
thereafter referred to the fact that there had been 68 or
69 KIA's as a result of that operation?

A, No, sir. What I meant there was the battalion
commander —-- When he menticned that and the three of us
were standing together, I didn't say anything after that
in that conversation as .I was never approached about any-
thing concerning this after that. - :
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Q. When you used the term, "I kept my mouth shut,
that sounds like you sensed something that you weren't to
talk about.

A. No, sir. I just didn't say anything -in the con-
versation, sir.

Q. Did anyone, at any time suggest to you that this
was something not to be talked about?

A. No, sir. He didn't tell me to talk or not to
talk, sir.

Q. Assume as a result of the incident of the 16th of
March that there was an investigation into the incident.

. Is there any way that you can imagine such an investigation
being conducted without your being interrogated?

A, No, sir. There would be no way because my
battery would be charged with the incident and they would
have to talk to me. :

Q. They would have to talk to you and nobody ever
talked to you. Is that right?

A. No, sir. Normally they would send out an inves-
tigator from the S3 section of Division Artillery and he
always talks to the battery commander and he would be in the
- FDC checking all the data. That never occurred, sir.

Q. Did Colonel LUPER ever questlon you with respect
to this operation? .
» A; No, sir.
Q. . " He néver.ihdicated that he hadlany questions?
A. No, sir.
Q. And you have no recollecﬁibn df his talking

about this after the 16th of March other than the one con-
versation and observation when Colonel YOUNG was visiting?

A. No, sir. That is the only time.

MR MACCRATE: I have nothing further.
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I0: . .Did you ever hear that approximately 20 or more
civilians had been killed by artillery, gunships and cross-
fire between friendly and enemy elements?

A. No,.sir. .I did not.
Q. Such a report was never called to your attention?
A. No, sir. It wasn't.

MR WALSH: You would have had a forward observer with Captain
MEDINA?

A. Yes, sir.

Q.. You testified that that was Lieutenant ALAUX?

A. Yes. Lieutenant ALAUX.

Q. ' How often did you see your.forward observers? In

other words, after an operation like that, would they come
back to Uptlght’

A, ' It would depend on who was to work out of LZ Up-

tight. They normally rotated the companies on really no
set basis. I would normally see the observers, though. I

would usually see them about once a week

0. ‘ IS_lt your testimony that you don't recall hear-
ing -any discussion of civilians killed during this operation?

A. . No, sir. I sure didn't.

Q. © Do you recall hav1nq dlscu551ons with Lleutenant
ALAUX about the operat10n°

A. No, sir. I don't remember talklng to him
about it at all.

Q. It was a pretty big operation?
A, . Yes; sir. .But as I remember, and I can't guite
remember the date, the task force broke up sometime after

that so the companies that formed the task force, along
with the observers, were moved out of that general area and

I stayed on at LZ Uptight.
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MR WALSH: I have nothing further.

I0: One question about this FoO, Lieutenanr ATLAUX?

A. ALAUX, sir. ‘

.Q. Wee he‘assigned £o you or was he aseigned‘to the
company? '

A. He was not assigned to me. He worked with Charlie

Battery, but he was not assigned to me, sir. Generally,

when they form a task force they work under the control of
the liaison officer so they can keep an eye on the forward

observers. He was actually assigned on paper to Charlie
Battery, 6/11 Artillery.

Q. He was an artillery officer?

A. Yes, sir. He was a second.lieutenant at the time,
I believe, sir.

COL FRANKLIN: Captain GAMBLE, in operations in this orange

area, when you got a fitre request, how would you clear that?
(COL FRANKLIN points to the area in grid squares 82 and 83 of
MAP 1.).

A, That would be cleared the same way as any other
one, sir. I would request clearance through my artillery
liaison section by calling them up and then they would call
me back in 2 or 3 minutes and say I have the clearance,

or. not.

Q. ~ Do.you recall at any time having trouble getting
clearances from or for Son Tinh? Were you ever refused a
. fire request here fox political reasons?

A, . ' I don't remember any, sir.
Q. It was easy to fire in that area?
A. , Generally,'the entire area was fairly easy to

fire. We didn't recelve a refusal on political grounds
very often and I can't really state an instance when we did.

Q. You were refused to fire because of popu-
lation considerations? :

A. Right, sir.
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Q. When Lieutenant ALAUX was the FO, I guess these
people would try to get back and get mail and also personal
things. Did they keep that up at Uptight with these guys
trying to get on choppers and things to come back to Uptight?

A. No, sir. They dldn t use Uptight as a base
They would normally have everything on their back. Any-
thing else they had would possibly be at LZ Dottie, sir.
‘They really could not plan on when they would be back to
Uptight, sir.

- Q. Normally when you fire a very successful mission,
were there a lot of conversations back and discussions be-

~ tween the FO, liaison and the battery? Did you have this

" kind of thing? This being your biggest kill, weren't you
curious and wasn't there a lot of excitement that you caught
them in the open and the first round came right in on top
of them, or didn't that sort of startle you? I think in
your previous testimony you stated that you fired maybe 100
rounds, plus or minus 10 or 20. Wasn't that sort of
.startling that you could kill that many people with just
firing that many rounds?

A, I never got into a conversation about it. No,
sir. - ' o

Q. Weren't you curious?

A. I believe at the time I was, sir, but for some

reason I never got into a conversation about it, and prob-
ably it was because that unit never came back to Uptight. I
didn't see them after that. I really can't recall where
they went from the operation. They may have gone back to
.LZ Dottie. 1I'm not gure. I stayed in the Uptlght area and
"I never got. into any discussion about it.

COL FRANKLIN: Thank you.

I0: Anyone else have any queéﬁions of Captain GAMBLE?
(No fesponse.)n |
Captain GAMBLE, in terminating this particular

part of the inquiry, I would like to again caution you that
you should not directly discuss with others the My Lai (4)
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incident, including the subsequent investigation or report
with persons connected with the incident in any way. This
does not apply, of course, if you are required to discuss
the case in other administrative judicial or legislative
.proceedings as- you may be required to do in official .
duties. Now, before we terminate this, I would like to

ask you and to give you the opportunity to make any state-
ment that you want which may enlighten the situation that
occurred at My Lai (4) on 16 March which, in your judgment,
will assist us in the purpose of this investigation.

A I might say a couple of things, sir. In my own
mind I personally don't think the incident occurred, be-
cause I never heard anything about it. I did not hear any
“talk going on between members of my'battery. I had a very
- small battery and we were a pretty close-knit organization
“on that hill because we stayed there about 4 months.

When the infantry came up there we ran our mess hall and
they ate in our mess hall. We had a very good rapport with
them and information got around pretty good on that little
hill. Yet, sir, I never heard one thing about an incident
occurring, as to the proportions or anything like I read.
That's about all I can say about that, sir.

Q.. Let me ask you a question regarding your state-
ment. Did C/1/20 during the period after the 16th of March--
was 1t stationed at any time on LZ Uptight?

A. I'm not positive that they came back. There

is & possibility that they did not. Normally all the
important information got around. There was never any
problem about getting any news about the task force. Any-
thing of this proposition would have come up, but yet we
never heard anything,about it or I didn't, sir.

Q. ' - Do YOu have anything else to offer?
A. The only other thing is on the map here. The

LZ on the area outlined in green is not the LZ where we
were located. It wasn't there.:

Q. Would you point out the location of the LZ?
A, We were located here, sir. The grid is 728850.
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0. : Do you have anything else that you would like

to bring up at this time?

A, No, sir..

I0: The hearing will recess until 0830 tomorrow
morning. o

(The hearing recessed at 1810 hours, 16
December 1969.) '
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: GELLING, Lewis COL
DATE OF TESTIMONY: 19 January 1970
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon
WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT ON 16 MARCH 1968: Commanding Officer,
196th Infantry Brigade, Americal Division.

1. STATEMENT ON THE DIVISION POLICY FOR TREATMENT OF
NONCOMBATANTS.

The witness heard nothing of the incident or of any
investigation (pg. 12). While the witness was G3, USARV,
he worked under General YOUNG who was at that time anxious
that they stress the importance of not engaging any civilians
unless it was absolutely necessary (pg. 3). YOUNG's
feelings were paramount in the Americal Division and General
KOSTER emphasized his policies concerning the engagement of

civilians to the witness (pg. 3). Firing upon civilian
communities was restricted and subject to very careful
analysis before it was done (pg. 3). General KOSTER would

question even the necessity of destroying a home (pg. 3).
General YOUNG stressed the importance of maintaining good
relationships with the communities to the witness' battalion
commanders when they were visited (pg. 3). He cited an
example where YOUNG did not feel that the presence of
ammunition and black pajamas in an individual shelter was
enough to merit its destruction (pg. 4). The witness re-
called reprimanding through his Battalion commanders,
company commanders who violated the division policy in that

they burned a hootch (pg. 11). The witness stated that when
General RYDER left the division, YOUNG took over as the
ADC OPS (pg. 7). The witness would see KOSTER on an average

of every two days (pg. 7) and felt that one of the ADC's
or the commanding general would be flying over any action
of significance that took place in the witness' AO (pg.9).
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The witness would see Coloriel HENDERSON only at commander's
conferenees which were not held very often (pg. 7).

gFin

2. WITNESS' OPINION ON THE STAFF AND THE OPERATIONS OF
THE DIVISION.

The witness discussed the division from the aspect

of the three separate brigades (pgs. 7, 8). He felt that
the staff did as good a job as possible and assisted him
on two occasions when he had to move north (pg. 8). The

witness stated he could not give any-explanations of

why the event occurred, and felt that "some mental degeneration”
was involved (pg. 10). He felt that probably the incident was
not investigated because it was not known about (pg. 11).

He stated that General YOUNG was a very sensitive person

and the witness felt that YOUNG's concern for this

particular type of incident would have led to an

investigation (pg. 11)

(BELLING) 2 SUM APP T-178

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY




. FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

(The hearing reconvened at 1204 hours, 19 January

1970.)
I10: The hearing will come to order.
RCDR: - The following persons are present: LTG PEERS,

MR MACCRATE, COL: FRANKLIN, and MAJ LYNN.
Sir, the next w1tness is Colonel Lew1s GELLING.

(COL GELLING was called as a witness, was sworn,
and testified as follows: )

Sir, will you please state for the record your
full name, grade, Social Security number, organization and
station?

A, Colonel Louis GELLING, serial numbexr
I'm assigned to Headquarters, Combat DeveloPements
Command, Fort Belvior, Virginia.

I0: Colonel GELLING, have you had an opportunlty
to read the 1nstructlons°

‘A. | Yes, sir.

Q. Do‘you have any questiohsvon them?

A. No, sir. ‘I don't.

Q. Besides me this morningﬂat this investigation,

.we have on my left Mr. Robert MACCRATE, who is a civilian
attorney who volunteered his services through the Secretary:
of the Army to assist me in this investigation and also to
provide legal counsel to me. On my right is Colonel FRANK-
LIN who comes from ODCSOPS and he has been designated by
the Office of the Chief of Staff as an assistant to me. We
have other groups of individuals that are likewise taking
testimony in this investigation. You should know, however,
in the final analysis I will be responsible for putting
together the report, weighing the evidence, making the
findings and recommendations. Even though you have volun-
teered to come before this inquiry you are ordered not to
discuss your testlmony in thlS investigation with others,
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including other witnesses to this investigation, except in
the performance of official duty or as you may be required
to do before a competent administrative, judicial, or leg-
islative body. I use the term legislative because it is
possible that you may be called before one of the ~ommittees
of Congress. For example the investigative subcommittee
of the House -Armed Services Committee. You should know
that individuals who have been cited by the military judge
in the general court-martial case of the United States v.
Calley have been cautioned that their appearance here would
in no way affect either the applicability or effect of the
order issued by the military judge. To the best of my
knowledge you have not been cited by the military Jjudge,

is that correct?

A. Sir, to the best of my knowledge I have not.

Q.. Fine. <Colonel GELLING, will you cite your duty
"assignment with the Americal Division in 1968, and indicate
when you joined the division, and when you departed the
division?

A, - Yes, sir. I joined the division on 1 November
1967 and remained with the division until 3 June 1968.
During that time I was the commander of the 196th Infantry
Brigade which was a part of the Americal Division.

Q. Yes. I understand, Colonel GELLING, that you
wanted to make a statement for the record.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. We will give you. this opportunity to make a

statement and subsequent to that we'd like to address some
questions to you.

y ‘ Yes, sir. Specifically, sir, as I'm sure you're
aware, my concern is primarily for the good name of my divi-
sion commander during that period of time and the involve-
ment of course which I know that he has. I would also like
to cite to you what my feeling of the policies and so forth
were at that time in the division.
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This goes back a little ways to the fact that prior to that
assignment I was G3 of United States Army Vietnam and I worked
directly under General George H. YOUNG, better known as
"Brig" YOUNG. General YOUNG had cited to me, even while

I was G3, on several occasions, that he was very concerned
for the way in which things were conducted. He was very anx-
ious that we continually stress the importance of not engag-
ing any civilian community or any civilians that it wasn't
absolutely necessary to engage. From time to time he emph-
asized this at various meetings and so forth. Certainly his
feeling was paramount in the Americal Division when I went
there. During the first discussion with General KOSTER, he
emphasized his policies concerning the engagement of civilians,
civilian communities, and so forth. I realized very quickly
the restrictions on firing on civilian communities, even
though we had strong reason to suspect that there were enemy
forces in the communities. It was very definitely frowned
upon and, frowned upon is perhaps the wrong word, very de-
finitely subject to very careful analysis before the deci-~
sion was made to engage these communities or to engage civi-
lian personnel at all. On numerous occasions during the
time that I commanded the brigade, General KOSTER, when
flying over actions that were in progress would question
even the necessity of destroying a home or of doing any
damage that wasn't absolutely essential. The division
policies as stated by he and by General YOUNG, I'm sure,
long before this incident occurred emphasized the importance
of maintaining as good a relationship as we possibly could
with civilian communities, and trying to build, in every

way we possibly could, the friendship of these communities.
I know that General YOUNG spoke to my battalion commanders
as he visited them on several occasions in that regard. We
were there to make friends not to make enemies. One of the
ways that we could do this was by never engaging in indis-
criminate firing or indiscriminate engagement of civilians.
That's about the most emphasis that I can put on it, sir,
and about all I can say as far as my statement is concerned.

Q. Yes. Well we have heard of his concern and this
is one of the quandries that we're thrown into. Why, with
such concern did such an incident take place? Why was it
not properly reported and investigated? That's what we're
trying to determine at the present moment.
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I feel that in your command position within the division
that you can be of some help to us to get a feel for what
existed at that particular time. You've already covered

one statement that I wanted, and that was the general pol-
icy on the treatment of noncombatants. Also, the policy

on such matters as burning a home or a village or something
of this nature. I wish you would be a little more explicit
on what the policy of the division was with respect to burn-
ing a home or a settlement--dwellings, hootches, houses,
hamlets, or something of this nature?

A. To the best of my knowledge, sir, no hamlet was
ever burned--authorized to be burned. The basic nature of
burning an individual shelter was that if we could in fact
establish that it was being used by the Viet Cong or by the
NVA, then we would, as a shelter and as a way-station or some-
thing of that nature. Now on one occasion, I remember that
one of the battalion commanders was asked about this by
General YOUNG, and he made remarks back that they found some
ammunition in there, some packs of ammunition, and some black
pajamas and a canteen. - General YOUNG said, "Well, I just
don't think this is quite enough. This doesn't seem to me
to be quite enough in the way of evidence that you should
burn the hut that might be serving as shelter to some poor
family." So from then on, why we even became more strict

in regard to quantities of ammunition that we expected to
find there. If we didn't find 100 rounds of ammunition

that looked like it was in usable shape and had been left
there fairly recently, if we didn't find some web gear or
something that was definitely identifiable as Chicom or
North Vietnamese, the instructions were that they would

not burn the houses. I very frequently, as an implementer
of this policy, tried to follow up every hut that I saw
burning at any time, even in engagements, to make sure that
it hadn't been intentionally set fire. I think we were
quite effective in implementing this policy. You probably
know that in the Que Son Valley there were some real oppor-
tunities for expanding control purely and simply through
friendship and protection. As a result of the division

. policies concerning even the destruction of rice fields and
so forth, we were very, very careful to run vehicles, for
instance, only over those areas that we generally had followed

before unless there was a real mine threat and this sort of thing.
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I can say, looking back on my experience in G3 at USARV,
that I never realized that there would be as much empha-
sis on it at the higher levels, I think the emphasis was
greater at the Americal Division than even the higher
policies reflected.

Q. You've talked about the burning of houses and
hootches and so forth. Now I take it that a lot of your or-
ientation has been toward the west in the Que Song Valley
area and so on? Now was there any distinction in the area
of let's say the Batangan Peninsula or along the coastal
strip? That beach, generally at that time was considered

a VC area as compared to the area further west, along High-
way l. East and west of there was pretty well under GVN
control at the time.

A. When I referred to Que Son sir, I didn't want to
confuse that with Ky Son.

Q. Ye: .

A. Actually it originates with the coastal plains
and then narrows down until it gets to an area that is
referred to as "Antenna Valley." The coastal area there was
initially considered to be VC. During the time that I was
there it more or less changed from one of VC to one of NVA
operations. Instead of the isolated little groups or small
company-size units, larger units attempted to move through
the area and so forth. As you probably know, that entire
area in there had been more or less dominated for about

25 years. This was the circumstance under which we were
operating but the policy applied throughout the division
area and it wasn't any different on the coastal plain than
it was inland.

Q. Were any policies that--

A. (Interposing) We never made any effort to
define a line that was any different.
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Q. What was your relationship with Task Force Barker?

A. None, sir. Really, I don't even believe that I
knew any more than the fact that it was in existence, as an
economy of force effort, I think really. -

Q. " At one time, did they serve under your command?
A, No, sir.
Q. You were located further north? The 198 was imme-

diately to the north of there?

Aa. The 198 would have been to the north of them, yes
sir.

Q. Yes.

A. I had moved up to a place just to the north of

Tien Phuoc in January, early January. Then I moved on up to
just south of Danang, southwest of Danang, in about March.

Q. You werxre pretty well away from the area--
A. (Interposing) That's right.
Q. That we're concerned with, but we're concerned

with generally Son Tinh District of Quang Ngai Province.
A, Yes, sir.

Q. What were your relations with Colonel YOUNG,
General YOUNG?

A, Yes, sir. He was the assistant division commander
there, and of course had been my boss as the deputy chief of
staff for plans and operations. Of course he was more or
less my boss although General RYDER was there as the senior
ADC and was more or less in charge of combat operations.

Q. Well, when you moved north into the area of Danang,
I forget what province that would be, probably Quang Nam
wouldn't it?

A. ' Quang Nam, yes. sir.
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Q. Did you still come under the control of General
YOUNG or did you. see General KOSTER more often up there dur-
ing that time?

A. No, General RYDER left the division and General

YOUNG really took over as the ADC ops. Then I began to see
a lot more of him than I had during that period when he was
more or less in charge of the administration end of things.

Q. Yes.

A, I saw General KOSTER at least every 2 or
3 days. I would say that on an average I could honestly
say that I saw him every 2 days.

Q. All right. During this time did you have any as-
sociation and so forth with Colonel HENDERSON, other than
maybe at a commander's conference or something of this na-
ture?

A, No, sir. I knew him before. We'd been class-
mates at the Armed Forces Staff College. I didn't see him
except at commander's conferences. Because of the great
distances the division was spread over, I didn't see him
very often because we didn't have commander's conferences
very often. The ADCs and General KOSTER came around and
passed out what they wanted done.

Q. From your knowledge of the division, and you were
away from the division for quite a while, how did the divis-
ion staff function at the Americal Division. Was it a good
staff, or was it caught-up in the transition between the
light infantry brigade concept of separate brigades func-
tioning under a division headquarters and transitioning
toward the ROAD division? How well did they function?

A. Sir, at that time, there really wasn't any active
plan that was being worked on in the division to change to a
ROAD division. It was an unusual division, of course, in its
size and in its organization. Three separate, completely
separate, and independent brigades with their own support

and their own artillery and so forth. The division staff
certainly impressed me throughout the period as being what

I thought a division staff under similar circumstances should
.be. Since we had our own supply battalions or support
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battalions and our own little piece of personnel capability
and the other things that you look to division normally for
support, the division was very effective in pushing advanced
support units up to help out. The reaction of the division
I thought was remarkable in most cases as far as the opera- .
tional aspects were concerned, and the aviation support if
one needed it. .On two occasions, of course, I was detached
from the division and sent one time to Danang and another
time up to Camp Evans. The first instance we went with two
battalions and the second instance the entire brigade. The
speed with which they organized the aircraft and so forth
left nothing to be desired in my opinion. The chief of
staff and I were always on, as I say, the very best of terms
and I couldn't have asked for more. As a matter of fact, my
previous experience as a brigade commander in Korea was
certainly no different as far as the support was concerned,
and that was a noncombat situation.

Q. "~ Let's come back for just a minute to talk about
‘General KOSTER and General YOUNG. General YOUNG operated as
the maneuver ADC or the operations ADC?

A. Operations ADC.

Q. '~ Dpid he have the responsipility and authority to
do things or did he as a matter of course have to check with
General KOSTER first and operate in that sort of environment?

A. Well, I'm not really not too competent to answer
that. I really don't know exactly what instructions Gen-

eral KOSTER gave to General YOUNG although I never had any
indication that anybody was restricted in their operations.

If General YOUNG felt a decision should be made, and he felt
that it was within his authority, why he did.on several
occasions, make decisions about plans. I can remember exe-
cution of certain efforts that he had made changes in and
certainly seemed to be supported by General KOSTER. I thought
it a very good team effort frankly. General RYDER on a couple
of occasions made a decision that after General KOSTER knew
about it, made some changes in himself. Usually this was

the case of General RYDER arriving and hearing a briefing

and saying well you ought to do this or do that, and then
General KOSTER would come along a couple hours later and say
well I think you ought to do this and this. But never any
indication at all of any dissention or an absence of auth-
ority.
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Q. During the time you were up north in the area of
Danang and so.on, did you get the impression that General
KOSTER was taking care of the northern area and that General
YOUNG was focusing his attention on the southern area, let's
see Quang Ngai and Son Tinh?

A, No, sir, I didn't. Frankly, I know that from time
to time one of the ADCs would go down there and stay because
of the distance. It was quite a bit easier to get up to where
I was than it was to go down there, and frequently one of the
ADCs would stay down there. General KOSTER would frequently
mention that he had been to Duc Pho. . That was the term he
used of course for the brigade headquarters. I never had the
impression that I wasn't getting as much attention as the
~other or vice-versa, that they weren't getting as much atten-
tion as I. General KOSTER and General YOUNG and General
RYDER and then later Colonel GALLOWAY were constantly in the
area. It was seldom that ‘I had an action of any significance
that at least one of the ADCs and sometimes General KOSTER
was not also flying over me. Of course you have to keep

~in mind, as you know better than anyone in the world, but

for the record, that the battalion commander usually oper-
ates at 500 to 750 feet and everybody else tries to give him at
least 400 to 500 feet on up the levels to keep from getting in
the way of other operations and in particular, the battal-
ion's operation. So it's pretty hard to discern, by the

time you get to the division commander's level, much of the
~fine detail that's going on except by listening on the

radio. Of course you only get one side of the picture then.

Q. I know you were separated from this area and you
were separated from division headquarters and so on, but some
of the things that have concerned us here, recognizing that
something most unusual did happen at My Lai on 16 March,
we've been trying to fathom why it did happen. I under-
“stand all the division policies and so forth. I know at
“that time the division was operating under thée SOP of the
Task Force Oregon because the Americal SOP was in the

process of being prepared, and that it wasn't published

until around the middle of April. But recognizing the poli-
cies that existed within the division, which you indicated

to us today and which you were operatlng under, why did

such a thlng as this happen°
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A. Well, to this moment, sir, I have never really been
able to bring: myself to believe that it in fact did happen.
Or that it happened that way, or in the magnitude, or in the
circumstances; of course all I've read is what's been in the
newspapers and publications there. As I say, until this mo-
ment, until you said this, I have Jjust never brought myself
- to believe it - could happen. I didn't think it.could happen
in any outfit and I certainly didn't think it could happen
in the Americal Division, with the emphasis that was being
placed on this kind of thing. Everybody knew that there was
a tendency, when you got into a fight in a town, to shoot,
and you didn't often worry about whether or not in that hut
that you were receiving fire from there might be a woman or
child. When you're being shot at you just have a tendency
.to be interested in returning the fire and trying to get it
stopped. But to recognize at this moment, that a lot or
even part of what I read in the papers might be true, sir,
the only thing that I could say is there must be some mental
degeneration involved somewhere. I can't imagine any Ameri-
can would ever do anything like this or that Americans would
-condone it for any length of time. One of the reasons I don't
think I ever believed that it really happened that way was
the length of time that went by before. anything was ever
brought out about it. It seemed to me that something like
that would of been brought to the attention of the news
media within a week. I'm talking about by the soldiers in
the outfit. I mean in any company, anywhere, there's bound
- to be enough soldiers in it that know right from wrong and
will adhere to the right. I can see why knowing what you
know about, it must be an absolute dilemma. I certainly
can't figure out the reason that something like this would
occur with all the things that I've known through 29 years
of service, and of the American man alone.

Q. I've certainly not indicated to you the magnitude
- . of this.

A. '~ No, sir, no, no. I say that it was anything like

that.

Q. But I think in all falrness, in order to ask you

the gquestion, the first thing I'd have to do is tell you

that something quite highly unusual did take place. One thing
which is of concern, and you've noticed I've addressed myself
" several times to the burning of houses and villages and things
in this category. Here we found repeated violations of the
division policy so I would ask why thlS happened, why this
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took place? Then recognizing we've asked you the one ques-
tion, why did it happen, the next question that follows is
why was it not properly investigated? :

A. I think I could only speculate about why it hap-
pened, but I would say that the reason that it was not prop-
erly investigated was because it wasn't known,.certainly in
the magnitude or in any magnitude. I would say that because
although we never even borderlined anything like this, sir,
I have on occasions had reason to discipline, through a bat-
talion commander, a company commander, verbally, reprimand
him verbally, for violating what I interpreted the policy to
be. This was in the case of burning a hootch.

Q. Well suppose, for example, even if we talk in terms
of 10 or 11, or let's say we're talking about 20 or 30 civ-
ilians that were killed? .

A. Well I can't even imagine one woman and one child
defenseless, being killed, particularly with the emphasis--
~well I couldn't imagine it anyway. But with the number of
times that General YOUNG~-when I've sat and listened to him.
He used to make the battalions more .frequently than General
KOSTER did, but the number of times he'd talked to battalion
commandexrs before this incident ever occurred, January and
February when we first went up there. Just his background
concern for the fact that he felt that there might be some
of this going on throughout the country, when he was the
deputy chief of staff for plans and operations, and the
number of times that he talked to the battalion commanders
and said, "I just don't want to ever think that any woman

or child or man even is killed here that is, in fact, com-
pletely innocent." Of course, General YOUNG is a very sen-—
sitive person and he was very concerned about women and
.children. To the best of my recollection I never saw a woman
- .dead. We captured a lot of women prisoners, who were, in
fact, armed with a hand grenade and this sort of thing. Small
children carried mines and supported the military operations
of the enemy in other ways. But I never saw a child and I
don't believe I ever saw a woman that might be subject

to some question because of course they all wore the same
kind of clothes. You could easily be looking at a woman and
not know that she was in fact a woman.
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MR MACCRATE: Colonel GELLING, as I understand it, you would
very seldom get to Chu Lai due to your mode of operatlon but
I--

A. (Interposing) I would like to corrcct that,
sir. Ww didn't have frequent commander's meetings, but I

- would say I was in Chu Lai at least once a week, probably a
little bit more than that.

Q. I see, it may be then--
A, (Interposing) To talk to the staff or--
Q. (Interposing) Than my question may be more ap-.

propriate than I thought it might be. I wonder if at anytime.
during the course of the spring of 1968 you were ever aware
that an investigation was being conducted w1th respect to any
operation of the 1llth Brigade?

A. No, sir. I was, frankly was not. I never even heard
~a rumor of an incident of any investigation that was occurring
down in the 11lth Brigade.

IO: Well Colonel GELLING, we very much appreciate your
coming and giving us this information. We have been familiar -
with this but I think it is 1mportant to get your point of
view, since you were one of the senior commanders within the
division, and to your appreciation of the attitude of the
command within the division for this sort of thing. Also I
was interested in your appreciation .as to the effectiveness

of the division staff. If you'd like to enter anything fur-
ther in the record we'll give you this opportunity, or if you'd
like to address any questlons to us, we'll attempt to answer
them for you.

- A. No, sir.. I think that I've done, I hope in the
best.way I possibly can, what I morally -felt I was obligated
to do, and that's the reason I volunteered to come down here.
I do appreciate your seeing me, Sir.

I0: Well, we appreciate thaf; I'm sorry I had to take
so much of your time. I know you have a full day and--

A. (Interposing) No, sir. We have it adjusted
"pretty well now. Thank you a lot, sir.

10: - This hearing will recess.

(The hearing recessed at 1238 hours, 19 January 1970.X
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: GETTYS, Charles M. MG
DATE OF TESTIMONY: 2 February 1970
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon
WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT: Division Commander, Americal Division,
23 June 1968 until 1 June 1969.

1. KNOWLEDGE OF THE MY LAI INVESTIGATION.

a. Original search for information.

The witness testified that his first knowledge of
an investigation came when his chief of staff, Colonel
DONALDSON, was informed by USARV or MACV of the allegations
in April 1969 (pgs. 4, 8). Lieutenant Colonel WHITAKER from
the USARV IG's office visited the division for some two or
three days seeking documents and information (pg. 4). The
witness recalled WHITAKER telling him that he had located
a report, though the report was not shown to him (pg. 4).
These were continuing requests for information from USARV
(ps. 4, 5).

b. Locating of HENDERSON's report.

The witness recalled that in response to a call
from Colonel HENDERSON about April 1969, DONALDSON instituted
another search for documents and located a copy of a report
at the 11lth Brigade (pg. 6). The witness never saw this
report (Exhibit R-1), nor any of its inclosures (pgs. 6, 7).
The report found was a copy, but a search for the original
at the witness' behest was fruitless (pg. 8). The witness
was not familiar with another copy of HENDERSON's report
(Exhibit R-5) found at 1llth Brigade (pgs. 8-10).
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c. Familiarity with other documents.

The witness stated that he had never seen a
copy of the memorandum from the Son Tinh District Chief
to Colonel TOAN (pg. 7). He had not seen the inclosures
to HENDERSON's report from any other source (pg. 7).
He added he had never seen a copy of a letter from KOSTER
to HENDERSON directing an investigation of an allegation
of the killing of civilians by U.S. troops (pg. 10).

2. HANDLING OF DOCUMENTS IN THE AMERICAI DIVISION.

a. Knowledge of General KOSTER's papers.

The witness had no knowledge of the disposition
of General KOSTER's working papers (pg.2).

b. Receipt of papers.

The witness related that he received action
papers from the chief of staff, deputy chief of staff, or
directly from staff officers (pg.3).

c. Administration of the division files.

There was an apparent personality clash between
Colonel PARSON and Major POWELL with the witness. However,
he had no indication that the administration of his
headquarters was lacking in any way (pgs. 12, 13).

3. OTHER INFORMATION.

a. Knowledge of a field safe.

The witness had no recollection of a field safe
ever having been in his office (pg. 14).

b. Stenographers.

The witness stated that his first stenographer,
VAN ABLE, was fairly capable, but his replacement, DEITER
was "awfully stupid” (pgs. 13-16).
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c. Opinion of Captain MEDINA.

Captain MEDINA was regarded an able briefer
(pg. 16).

d. Knowledge of the incident.

The witness knew nothing of a report by
aviation personnel of unnecessary killing of civilians in
a Task Force Barker operation, nor of a confrontation
between air and ground troops (pg. 16).

(GETTYS) 3 SUM APP T-302

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

EXHIBITS

EXHIBIT
NUMBER DESCRIPTION NOTES ) PAGES

Memo for DC, 2d ARVN | R
M-36 Div, 12 Apr 68 Wit had never seen. 7
M-57 Instructions to witness |Read by witness. 1

Wit had never seend 6,
R-1 HENDERSON's Report Mentioned. 9,10
Il
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: (The hearing reconvened at 1617 hours, 2 February
1970.)

I10: The hearing will come to order.
RCDR: The following named persons are present. LTG

PEERS, MR MACCRATE,  COL ARMSTRONG, and MAJ COOP.
The next witness is Major'General GETTYS.

(MG GETTYS was called as a w1tness, was sworn,
and testified as follows:) ' :

State your full name, grade, Social Security
account number, organization, and station, please.

A. Charles M. GETTYS, Major Genera1,

RCDR: And your organizetion and statioﬁ.:'

A. DSCPER, Department of the Army.

I0: General GETTYS, we have been making a practice of

reading quite a bit of the instructions to the witnesses. 1In
your case I prefer to have you read the instructions there and
see if you have any questlons concernlng them.

(MG GETTYS reads instructions, Exhibit M-57.)
A. I have no questions on it.

Q. General GETTYS, aside from myself here this after-
noon I have Mr. Robert MACCRATE who you probably recall is a
civilian attorney who volunteered his services to Secretary
RESOR and also provides legal counsel to me and the other
members of the team. .

I have here on my right Colonel ARMSTRONG who will .
not address questions to you this afternoon. Unless you object
I would have him 51t in in order to have him monitor the testlmony.

Therefore, -it will be only Mr. MACCRATE and I to
address questions to you this afternoon. We, of course, have
other groups like this taking testimony of some other individuals.

It will be, of course, my job to pull together
the report, to weigh the ev1dence and to determlne the findings
and recommendations. -
(GETTYS) 1 f APP T-302
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General GETTYS, will you 1ndlcate what your duty
assignment was with the Amerlcal Division when you joined the
division and when you departed the d1v15;0n7

A. I joined the division on 23 June 1968, as commanding
general. I departed the division 1 June 1969.

Q. Before you took over the division who was ‘in com-
‘mand of the division?

A, Brigadier General YOUNG.

Q. : And how long had he been acting as the division
commander? - ' :
A, To the best of my knowledge, about 2 weeks, not

.much longer than that.

Q.- We are'interested, General GETTYS, in discussing
with you the handling of papers in the office'and whether or
not certain papers were in your office or the office of the
chief of staff or any others when you took over the division?
Did you have any papers which were transferred to you which
had required special handling in terms of papers marked "eyes
only for the commanding general" of special papers of this
particular category.

A. I did'not

Q. Do you by chance know what happened to the personal
files of General KOSTER? .

A. To my knowledge, he must have taken them with him.
Q.. | © Here I am referrlng, General GETTYS, not to his

personal letters or things of that category, but his personal
- official types of correspondence between him and G3 or brigade
commanders or with .the ARVN commanders and things of this par-
ticular category. These are papers of particular interest

to the commanding general.

A. I didn't make an examination of them. I just
assumed that they were closed out because of his desire before
I arrived, and they started, as always, a new file for me.

Q. ‘You didn't see any of these old papers that may
have been retained in the headquarters?.
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A. No. I did not.

0. Who handled your papers? Here I am going to have
to get into various kinds. First, those that came in by the
normal routing through the office of the chief of staff and
came to you; then any special papers you may get i.a which
were addressed personally to you; and then your personal
‘papers which ‘came 'in which were of an official nature, which
may be distinguished from private papers.

A. There are only two or three different ways that
I received papers. The chief of staff, on an important
matter, would hand carry and bring into my office right
through a little narrow passageway between his room and
mine. I think the usual routine for the secretary of the
general staff was to bring in a bundle of them and it
“usually happened when I wasn't there. My routine was to
get an early briefing and get out. When I came back my
‘in-box was full of papers, to my dismay.. I assume that the
SGS brought them in, but it was seldom that anyone brought
a paper in my office when I was sitting there, unless 1t
was a very 1mportant matter.

Q. " Which the chief of staff or somebody would want
to call to your attention?

A. Another method would be dealing with the staff
officers or the G2 or G3. Sometimes they would come in with

‘an important message or important paper. Théey would

- personally hand carry this message in. The personal corres-—
pondence would be done by the stenographer, a male stenographer,
who would type up personal letters and keep a personal flle '
for me.

0. - I understand for a time you had an aide by the name
of DICKENS who served with you until you had selected your own
aide within the division? : :

A. Right. I took him over from, I believe, General
GALLOWAY. He had been General RYDER's and then General KOSTER's.
There was a period of about 2 or 3 weeks I think he was func-
tioning as my aide.

Q. Coming down to April 1969, do you recall receiving
an inquiry from USARV concerning what you might call the "My
Lai Massacre" or the "Pinkville Massacre"?
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A, Yes, I do and that was my first knowledge of any
alleged massacre.

The sequence of events here, as I recall it, this
was April 1969, is that the chief of staff, Colonel DONALDSON,
was called and was informed that there had been som~ letters
written and there were some allegations of a wholesale killing
of civilians.. Did .we know anything about it or did we have any
investigation on it? He walked into my office and told me
this. I think this was after the 5 o'clock briefing. I said,
"Tet's check up and see." I can't remember precisely how much
later, but the IG from USARV came up. He was a lieutenant
colonel, I can't remember his name. -

0. . Would the word WHITAKER?

A. That sounds like it. At any rate, he came to the
CP and asked to see me. I talked to him. He said they had

this inquiry originating from some letters and they wanted to
‘know if we knew anything about it. I said, "No. This is my

first knowledge of any such thing. You have free access to the‘”

staff, and turn the place upside down, if you will." I didn't
see him any more. Although, I think he was there for 2 or 3
days, he didn't ask me any more questlons, and I didn't pay any
more attention to him.

Q. Did you then, from USARV, receive any additional
request for records, reports of 1nvest1gatlon or anything
of this nature?

A. It was a continuing series‘ef inguiries from
USARV as to had we found anything or had we turned up
anything in the file; any knowledge of this massacre.

. My inquiries, and I made one every time I got a
phone call, were replied to that they had received a report,
but had not found a thing as yet.

Q. ' | Before he departed, did Colonel WHITAKER 1nd1cate
to you what he found or what Colonel DONALDSON—--—

A. (Interposing) He came in on a exit interview, as
I recall, and he said that he had found a report. I don't
know the precise way he found it, but it was not in the CP,

as I recall. This report was a very short one, and he didn't
offer to show it to me and I did not ask to read it. I assume
if he wanted me to read it he would have given it to me.

(GETTYS) S 4 - " APP T-302

~ FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



: FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Q. Did he mention this was a report of investigation
or an after action report?

A. I don't think he mentioned it. He didn't say.
At least if he did I didn't pick it up. But I think I would
have picked up an investigation if he would have sa’d that.
I'm not sure. I think I would have been a little more curious
about it. , :

Q. To your knowledge, General GETTYS, did your IG
maintain records of what transpired while Colonel WHITAKER
was there and the activities made by the division in trying
to locate these records, reports, and documents?

A. Well, I told the chief of staff to be sure that
our people gave all the support that he needed. The IG was
Colonel SWAIN and I told him to be sure and extend every
courtesy and be sure he had all the help he needed. Wait a
minute now, SWAIN had gone. SWAIN was there when I arrived,
‘and I'm back now to the fellow who followed him.

MR MACCRATE: Colonel HOWARD perhaps? .

A, , - I don't believe HOWARD was. there in April--yes,
he was. It was HOWARD. HOWARD was the IG at the time. That
is right. ) : '

10: I believe he was subsequently killed?

A. He was killed. Yes, after I left.
Q. What. took place after this? Do you recall any

of the succeeding events?

A. - I know there was a continuous series of calls
about these papers and check by the IG to see if anyone

knew anything about this activity, but I never did get any ,
readout about it. From April on I knew there was a continual
check of trying to locate some information, either from people
that might have been present or some sort of document.

Q. One of the documents--it was certainly one of the
documents they would have been looking for in April was sub-
sequently found. USARV was  looking for a report of investigation
and the answer seems to come up negative continuously. But do
you recall a conversation or telephone call from Colonel
HENDERSON to your chief of staff?
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A. Right, yes, the chief of staff reported to me
that he had a call from Colonel HENDERSON, that Colonel
HENDERSON said there should be somewhere a copy of a report.
Colonel DONALDSON instituted another search based on this
call, and I believe he then called the 1lth Brigade. The
11th Brigade found this report, whatever it was, and I
~believe transmitted it to the headquarters. Then it was
‘given to this IG. That is my knowledge of what transpired
there.

Q. Did you ever see the report?
A. Never saw it.
Q. I'll show you this document in a few minutes.

After this document came up from the 11lth Brigade

_where it was' found, after Colonel HENDERSON had indicated
to Colonel DONALDSON where it should be, do you know
whether or not another search was instituted ih the
Americal Division to find the copies Wthh should have been
in the Americal Division?

A. I'm sure DONALDSON did thlS, because I was told
that it was not the original. Somebody told me that, and I
don't know whether it was DONALDSON or not. There was a
frantic search in the headquarters. '

Q. This is after you received the document back
at headquarters?

A. Yes;:as far as I can recall.

Q. I'd like to show you ‘a report (referring to Exhibit
R~1) which we have entered here. This, of course, is a
photostatic copy. This is dated 24 April 1968, and has been
entered into the record as Exhibit R-1l. I'd like you only

to look at the first page and a half, if you will please,
~General GETTYS. - T :

(General GETTYS reads R-1 as directed.)

A. To the best of my knowledge, I never saw this
document .

Q. That is very helpful. It would have been possible.
You will notice it is addressed to the commanding general.

A. ' That is right. | |
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Q. We know that copies at least were in the headquarters.

Now, if you will turn to the second attachment, not
that one, just go one page beyond that, and I will ask you if
you have seen that particular document in the headquarters?

The reason I am separating it this way, General GETTYS, is the
fact that this paper along with another one which I'll show
you shortly were reported to come into the headquarters
separately prior to the time this report came in.

- A. Was this in the Vietnamese language?
A. Yes. This actually is a broadcast intercept in
Vietnamese. The broadcast was translated and then put into

English which you have here.

The first page may appear quite similar to some of
‘the things you may have seen.

A, Of course, I read many documents that read like this.

0. The second page, however,_ieads differently in
as much as it addresses itself to the ARVN soldier. You will

~ notice the second paragraph from the top becomes somewhat

specific. Had you seen anything such as this, particularly
the second paragraph from the top here (indicating)?

A. I have not seen that, no.

Q. I have here, General GETTYS, another exhibit. This
is Exhibit M-36. One of the attachments is another memorandum
-which was made available to the division, the Vietnamese

and the English copies. This is.from the district chief of

Son Tinh District to the province chief of Quang Ngai dated

11 April 1968. Also, a copy of it went to the 2d ARVN Division
headquarters, and another copy to the MACV Quang Ngai Sector.

Q. _ I have not seen that either.

Q. These two were reported. We have quite a bit of
evidence which indicates that they came in about the middle

of April, prior to the time that the report which you see

here dated 24 April was actually submitted. So, they could
have been separate papers.  Looking at this paper (Exhibit R-1),
again, to the first inclosure. This is a statement which is an
interpretation of what you have just read. Have you ever seen
that piece of paper floating around headquarters by itself?
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FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

A, Never. -

MR MACCRATE: When you told us the first that you heard of

this, General GETTYS, you indicated that Colonel DONALDSON

had received a call about there being some letters that had
been written about a wholesale killing of civilians. I :
‘don't think you indicated from whom Colonel DONALDSON

‘said the call came.

Q. I'm not sure whether it was USARV or MACV. I
do recall sometime later, or it may have been this time,
he got a call from Colonel HENDERSON. At least he told
me he had a call from Colonel HENDERSON.

Q. This is what I was interested in placing
whether this first call to which you refer came from Colonel
. HENDERSON or came frOm USARV or MACV?

AL I'm almost positive that the first'oame from
USARV or MACV. I'm almost certain of that.

Q. You also indicated that after a copy of the
report was found, and you learned that it was a carbon
copy, that a frantic search ensued a definite looking for
the original? - o

A. Righto

Q. Do you know specifically where the search was
directed at that time or did- you get . any report on that°

A, Let me explaln, when I say frantic. The IG

HOWARD told me that he had a carbon and had reason to believe
‘that the original was somewhere around and should have been,
and I told the chief of staff to get with it. Being division
commander, that is why I assume it was frantlc, because it
tshould have been.

Q. I understand that you never had a chance to read
the report, but I wonder if you may have seen what was in

fact to be at the 11lth Brigade at the time. We have recently
brought back with us from Vietnam this document which is
Exhibit R-5 and was found we understand in the 1lth Brigade.
You will note that the report of two pages is followed then by
a copy of the inclosures two of two pages and then by
inclosure one of one page on a green sheet. .Do you by chance
ever recall seeing the document in that form in the division.
headquarters? : '
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A. No, I don't. I confess that my confusion about
this results in the fact that it seems to me that DONALDSON
told me that HENDERSON was trying to get his hands on a copy
of the report, and when they got the copy here, whatever it
was, I thought that would suffice for it. Somehow or other
I put this in mind with HENDERSON's requirement racher than
the USARV or MACV requirement. Although, I realize the IG
‘'was there in an official capacity, that is about all I can
say about that part of it.

Q. It's true that Colonel HENDERSON was anticipating
giving testimony in Washington at or about this time. We do
know that he was seeking a copy of what was in the files of
the Americal Division. We are very interested in ascertalnlng
just what was found at this particular time, because there is
indication that we do not have at the present time a precise
.plcture of what was found in May of 1969. That is why I
inquire whether you saw or were lead to believe there, at

. division headquarters, was the carbon copy that had been
found?

A. No, I was never lead to believe that. They never
reported back to me that they had found anythlng at lelSlon
headquarters.

Q. - Did they indicate that the carbon copy had been
. brought from brigade to lelsz.on'>

A. I believe the chief of staff.told'me that.

I0: Did he say that, Charlle, or -did he say he had

a true copy?

A, He said that he had found ‘a copy, but he did
not say that it was a true copy.

MR MACCRATE: You note that Exhibit R-1 is a true copy.
A, Yes.

Q. Actually, it's not precisely a copy, but it is.
labeled a true copy. It is signed by the S2 of the 1llth Brigade.
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A, Right.:

Q. So, that it is possible that the true copy made
at brigade is what came to division?

A. This could have been. As I said, not h«ving looked
at the document. I . didn't look that close.

I0: It's conceivable. There are many possibilities
we can wind up with. As Mr. MACCRATE has indicated, General
GETTYS, that copy was located in the files of the 1llth

‘Brigade while we were there. Obviously, this copy is the
one that true copies were made from.

A. Yes.

Q. Now, whether this was sent through with the true
copies and that was sent back to be placed in the files or
exactly what transpired. These are the things-we are trying
to put together. '

MR MACCRATE: We also have been'told there were other documents
with R-1.

A. Yes. .

10: I'd like to ask you one question now. Did you
ever see a letter which General KOSTER addressed to Colonel
HENDERSON along about 17 to 20 April 1968, along in that
period in which he said that he had received an allegation
from the then Colonel TOAN, Commander of the 2d ARVN
Division, who had a letter from the district chief that

the Americans out in that area of Son My had killed a large
number of civilians and directed that he initiate an invest-
igation on it. Ever see a letter of that?

A No.

Q. " We have fairly conclusive evidence that it did
happen. '

A. I haven't seen it.
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This letter indicates to you why we are interested in
those files, see?

A. Of course.

Q. Now, may I ask you another gquestion? Wuen you
took over, did you have any reason to have anybody check in-
to the files of the division headquarters to find the status
- of them? Whether they were bad, good, or indifferent?

A. No, I had no reason to do it, nor did I do it.

I had every right to believe or at least believed everythlng
was in good order. I think as any commander would do, I
looked around my desk to see if there was anything in the
office and seeing none of that I made a pretty good assessment
of the staff. I feel they were functioning well and didn't
_see any reason to search the files.

Q. For your 1nformatlon, we have some indications
about this period that the files were not in too good a con-
dition. I may say, we have not been able to find any of these
papers in the Headquarters, Americal Division. We have been
able to find very ‘few papers concerning the incident. The
logs, we have not been able to find those. As a conseguence
we are sort of at loggerheads at the present time. I'm very
concerned because the implication here is the destruction of
all of these files or the loss of these files could imply a
coverup.

A. Right.

Q. I wonder whether you have any knowledge or in-
sight into this? : _

A. © I certainly don't have any insight into the docu-
ment or anything like this. Shortly after I got there I was
not particularly pleased with the chief of staff that was
there .and this was more personal rather than anything else.

He was a very effective man, very smart, very intelligent,

but our personalities sort of clashed. His assistant was a
Major POWELL at that time, SGS. I wasn't particularly pleased
at the way they were functioning. I had my mind made up that
I was going to get another chief of staff, but at the time I
still could not detect any--I did bring in Colonel TREADWELL
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to be the chief of staff and Major HALLMAN to be the SGS--I
"still could not detect any failure of the staff to coordinate
papers or to do what I thought to be proper with the admin-
istration. ‘

-

Being new to Vietnam when I got there, I was con-
cerned with getting on with the war and learning what the hell
was going on. It could have been that the administration was
bad, but it did not come to my attention in any way I can
thlnk of at the tlme I arrived there..

I only bring this point up about the chief of
staff and POWELL because they handled the paperwork and every-
thing else. They weren't there but about 2 or 3 months after
I arrived at the most, I brought in what I considered to be

my team.

Q. I believe Colonel TIXIER filled up the gap in
- between PARSON and TREADWELL?

A. I had TIXIER and Larry JONES, the artillery com-
mander, alternating at that time and between the time that
TREADWELL got on board. As far as the paper work is concern-
ed, I can't recall of any deficiencies that occurred. I
thought they were unusually good about meeting the requirements
and deadlines. I am thinking of the operational reports and
_other reports that we were required to submit.

Q. The key papers that we are looking for are, as I
have indicated, the letter of General KOSTER to Colonel
HENDERSON, the report of 24 April. We know of another report
- which we suspect was also delivered to the Americal Division
which we can find no trace of at the present time, anywhere.
We know enough about it,. that we can certainly describe it
and indicate why it was prepared, but this is why I am ask-
ing. Do you know of any possible reason why the files and
logs should not be intact?

A. . I have no reason for that, no. There should be
a recoxrd of every paper that came in there.

Q. At least if it were a pieee of classified mail
or paper, but even the logs themselves are not available.
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A. I can think of no reason why they weren't. As a
matter of fact, it's something of a surprise that they were

all screwed-up. I was left with the impression that adminis-
tratively we were filling the bill. After all of those visits,
my administration and, of course, being under the operational
control of III MAF my administrative requirements were all
down at USARV. I looked forward to when General MILDREN would
‘come up and I'd say,>"How am I doing administratively?" and he
would say, "okay." I had no reason to suspect that the record
keeping documentation was bad.

MR MACCRATE: Might I inquire how you appraised Major POWELL?
Had you any feedback on problems that there may have been in
the way in which he had handled the position.

A. I felt and I forget what period of time I observ-
_ed Major POWELL, but it was a short period of time, I felt
that he was pretty much like the chief of staff at the time,
“both uptight, tense, and not my type of operator, a tendency
to do the job at hand, right now, okay, and, "what's the next
job," and not methodically approach it and get an overall per-
spective. Although, he was very conscientious and tried to
do his work, he did not do it in a smooth manner that I was
_accustomed to having and later turned out under Major HALLMAN

and Colonel TREADWELL. I don't think the staff under this
system of POWELL and PARSON felt that they had the freedom
that they later had to come into the CG or to the chief. I
think there was a stiff formality about it, but it was not
conducive to smooth operations. I must say again, I didn't
see this reflected or detect it on any failure on the part of
proper record keeplng .

Q. Do you recall the name of . your stenographer when
you took over the position? :

A. I should be able to have it, because he was ‘a
screwball that got into trouble in Hawaii. I can't remember:
his name. I think if given a list of folks I could pick his
name out. As a matter of fact, he extended and stayed over
there for a short period of time to get a job in Hawaii and
got over there and goofed up a llttle blt and they curtailed
him. )

Q. Had he been General KOSTER's steno?
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A. He had been and I inherited him when I got there.

I0: What was his grade, do you remember?

A. . He was an E-5, Spec 5.

Q. Could he take shorthand?

A. Falrly well. |

Q. As T would understand it yeu got in another one who

was an E-47?

A, He came from West Point and was a German boy and
awfully stupid. He could write a letter, but I can't think of
his name. I should be able to remember his name, because

when my wife and I went on R&R we went to see him.  He was

‘having trouble over there. He was working at the R&R Center

~and it was a very plush job, but he got mixed-up and got
fired.

MR MACCRATE: We'll have the list in just a few minutes. 1In

the interim another little administrative matter. Do you recall
whether there was a field safe in your office when you became
the commandlng general?

A. ‘No, I'm almost certain there was not, because I
have the room on my mind very well.

Q We understand that you had a scrambler telephone
installed in September° :

A, nght, and that was right by my desk. That came

in later. My desk was catty-cornered in this corner. The rea-
son I think not, is because before this space was occupied,
when I'd have my evening briefings, there was a couch here

and the chair here (indicating). One of the ADC's use to sit
right in that chair and I know he spilled coffee on my table
over there, I remember that. I'm almost positive. For ex-
ample, I didn't put anything in a safe. "I had no reguirement
for a safe. '

Q. ' . Do you have any recollectlon of hearing that one
had been there and recently removed?
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A. I wouldn't have asked.

Q. If it had been volunteered?
A. If it would have been volunteered, I think I

would have remembered it. I just didn't have any .eed for a
safe. I just told those guys to take those papers in and to
+take them out.- .

Q. Could the man's name have been HERRIS?

A. No. It doesn't sound right.

Q. We apparently do not have aﬁ NCO roster.

A. I may be able to think of this guy's name.

" I0: I think probably if you get away from here and

~ get in touch with us, Charlie.
A. I can think of his name.

MR MACCRATE: Could it be VAN ABLE?

A. '~ VAN ABLE. That's the boy, VAN ABLE.
10: Is he the one with General KOSTER?
A. He was the one with General KOSTER, VAN ABLE. He

extended to get this job in Hawaii at the R&R Center , got
screwed-up, and he came back for a short while and then de-
parted. -

Now, the other fellow, fhé German who replaced
him-- : :

MR MACCRATE: DIETER?

A. " DEITER, that's it.

I0o: DEITER stayed with you?

A. . DEITER was'there when I léft. I'm sure he was.
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Q. I'm g01ng to ask you whether by chance you heard
any of these things. Did you ever hear anything around there
about an aviator from the 123d Aviation Battalion reporting
through the chain of command that he had observed some un-
necessary killing of women and children down in this Task
Force Barker area?

A, No. - i'think I would have remembered . that.

Q. Did you ever hear of a confrontation and pretty
much head-to-head between an aviation element with certain
aircraft in it and a ground element in it to a point where
the aviation unit had its machineguns turned on a ground unit?

A. No, never heard of that.

_Q. Captain MEDINA joined yodr headguarters as a
briefer. ’ :

"A.“ Yes.

Q. Did you ever hear from hlm or any of your staff

members about the dlscu551on,'the fact that he had killed a
woman? '

A. MEDINA, I believe when I got there, was a briefer,
one of the G3 briefers and I was impressed with his brleflng
‘ability, but I never came in contact with him. I'd go in for
the briefing, ask a few questlons, come back and then we'd
have the confldentlal briefing in the offlce.

- Q. | Did you ever have any reason at all whlle you
were there to suspect that something unusual may have happened
in this area around March 19682 :

A. No, absolutely not. I juSt couldn't see why or
if. . . .
Q. . " Well, if you'd like, I'll try to answer any ques-

tions you have or if you would like to enter a statement into .
the record that is permissible.

A. . I have nothing to say. Iitold you about my first
knowledge of this and how it came about. I'll just reiterate
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again, I could not imagine something like this happening and
not knowing about it, really.

I0: I would like to advise you again about not dis-
cussing this, General GETTYS. One point is this matter of
possible appearance before one of the congressional! committees.
This is possible. If it does come about, it will probably

be the investigating subcommittee of the House Armed Services
Committee. So, your appearance here would not prevent your
appearance there or your testimony there in the slightest.

The hearing will be recessed at this time.

(The hearing was recessed at 1712 hours, 2 February
1970.)
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: GRANGER, C.E. LTC

DATE OF TESTIMONY: 14 February 1970
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon
WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT: G3 Americal Division, July 1967 -
20 December 1967.

1. FUNCTIONING OF THE STAFF.
a. Background.

Task Force Oregon was put together with persons from -
38 other staffs (pg. 2). The gquality of the personnel was
"not what one would ask in a division" (pg. 3). Among
the field grade dficers in the G3 section there was only
one major who had graduated from Leavenworth, and there were
only two who had not been passed over for promotion to
lieutenant colonel (pg. 3). Staff relationships were not
established correctly in all instances because the officers
had not trained together and because of unusual rank

situations (pg. 2). It was not until the division's formal
creation that personnel could be obtained on a regular-flow
basis (pg. 3). While these conditions continued through

the tenures of Generals ROBSON, KNOWLES, and KOSTER, the
problems began to lessen as talented officers on brigade
staffs gained enough experience to be brought up to the
division level (pg. 4).

b. Organizational concept.

General WESTMORELAND envisioned the organization
as allowing the brigades maximum operational independence
(pg. 5). Even by the time GRANGER left, the ROAD Division
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concept had not been fully implemented (pg. 13). Thus, the
prigades did much of their own planning and the division
commander would merely approve the plans (pg. 5). .Brigades
could conduct operations in their own AO without prior
approval (pgs. 17, 18). As a result of this independence
there was a lag between the time an incident occurred and
the time division was notified about it (pg. 6). The

special staff functioned according to the manual (pg. 9).

c. KOSTER's relationship with the staff.

KOSTER had a very close relationship with the
brigade commanders and many things were decided without
reference to the staff (pg. 7). However, GRANGER or his
representative usually were present for these planning
sessions in order to keep abreast of the planning and
operation of the division (pg. 7). The G2 section had more
trouble than the G3 because many times intelligence was
evaluated at a lower level and not passed along to division,
and documents took an excessive time to reach division (pg.8).
The brigade commanders often times by-passed the staff
and appealed directly to the division commander when one
brigade's resources were allocated to another for a particular
operation (pg. 10). The disputes about resources were
especially severe in regard to aviation which had been put
under central authority (pg. 11). KOSTER had a tendency to
conceive the operations himself, and, thus, GRANGER did not
do much planning for him (pg. 15).

d. Relationship of KOSTER to YOUNG and RYDER.

The staff was never told how it was expected to
function with the assistant division commanders (pg. 14).
In time it became fairly clear that General YOUNG would
handle administration and logistics and General RYDER would
concern himself with intelligence, plans, operations, and
training (pg. 14). However, this slipped back and forth
and the staff often had difficulty determining whose .
guidance to follow (pg. 14). RYDER had authority to make
small changes and report them to KOSTER at the end of the
day (pg. 15). At times this procedure prevented GRANGER
from knowing what was going on (pg. 15).
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2. OTHER INFORMATION.

a. GRANGER recommended Lieutenant Colonel BALMER
to be his successor because he thought BALMER was the best
of the officers available (pgs. 18, 19).

b. The witness felt that he had good access to
KOSTER (pg. 19).
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(The hearing reconvened at 1430 hours, 14 February

1970.)
I0: The hearing will come to order.
- RCDR: The-follbwing named persons are present: LTG

PEERS, MR WEST, MR MACCRATE, MR WALSH, COL FRANKLIN, LTC PAT-
TERSON, and MAJ LYNN. '

‘ Sir, the next witness is Lieutenant Colonel C. E.
GRANGER, Jr. | -

(LTC GRANGER was called as a witness, was sworn,
and testified as follows:)

Colonel GRANGER, sir, for the record, will you
please state your full name, grade, Social Security number,
organization, and station.

A. Clinton E. GRANGER, Jr., Lieutenant Colonel,
, Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Military
Operations, Department of the Army, Pentagon.

RCDR: Thank you.

I0: - Colonel GRANGER, would you indicate your duty as-
signment with the Americal Division and the organizations
which preceded the Americal Division? When you joined it,
and when you terminated your service? ' :

A, - Yes, sir. My association with the organization,
initially Task Force Oregon, was as an infantry battalion
commander in the 3d Brigade, 25th Division, which later be-
came the 34 Brigade, 4th Division. At that time I commanded
-the 2/33 Infantry

We flrst entered. the operatlonal area on 15 April
1967. I turned the battalion over to Colonel TILLER in June .
of the same year, went on 30 days leave in the United States,
and returned in July to assume the duties of the G3 of Task
Force Oregon. I remained as the G3 of the task force, and
subsequently the G3 of the Americal Division on activation,
until 20 December of 1967.

Q. Let the record show that prior to thlS testimony,

I had notified Colonel GRANGER that I wanted him to testify to
this investigation, to discuss the interfunctioning and the
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interrelationship of the command element with the general
staff, and with the special staff, and with the various senior
command elements of the division. That is the basic purpose
of Colonel GRANGER's appearance here today. Colon=1l GRANGER,
would you indicate for us the functioning--I want to focus on
.General KOSTER and try to relate that back to the two previous
commanders under whom you served. Would you indicate the re-~
lationship which existed between the command element and the
general staff under General KOSTER.

‘A. Very well, sir. I must be a little historical in

this, if I may. I'm sure that you have already received a

great deal of testimony, but Task Force Oregon was put to-

gether from elements of practically every unit in Vietnam.

The division headquarters, as I recall, represented some 38

- other headquarters when we started counting noses, and I could

~ be off on that. At any rate, the diversity of people was
great. '

The headgquarters was put together in a short time,
and functioned as a headquarters almost from its inception.
There had been a plannlng staff, of which I was not a part,
of which I was well aware, because much of the planning staff's
work was passed to me subseguently. I would set up various
SOP's, plans, the organizational headquarters, possible task
organization of the task force, division level task force, and
so on. However, the organization was put together in a very
short time and began to function immediately. And this led
to some problems within the staff. 'We had not had an oppor-
tunity to train together. Of course I did not join the divi-
sion staff immediately. It was 3 months after the task force
was activated that I joined the division staff. But even at
that time there was still some shakedown process going on.

.- The staff relationships, which are a blend of per-
sonalltles in any division staff, had not been established in
some cases, Some of the rank dlfferences caused changes. I
can give you one example. The psychological operations of- .
ficer for the division was senior to me. Normally the PSYOPs
operates under the division G3. Since he was senior to me,
PSYOPs was transferred out as a separate staff, functioning
under the chief of staff. There was close relationship, but
I couldn't rate him under the existing procedures. This was
true in other staff sections. In the G2 section, there had
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been problems which were still apparent. The officer that was
initially assigned to the G2 had not organized the section to
the satisfaction of General ROSSON. He had been replaced by
Colonel DOLSON, who did reorganize the entire G2 chop, and it
really wasn't completed until late November, and there were
.still staff changes that were in progress at that time.

In the G3 section, the quality of the personnel
was not what one would ask in a division, to be perfectly hon-
est. Among the field grade officers there was only one major
in the entire section who graduated from Leavenworth, and of
all of them there were only two who had not been passed over
for promotion to lieutenant colonel. That would indicate
that, in some cases not the highest caliber of people were
being provided Task Force Oregon. This is an understandable
- thing when other units are giving up personnel. It did affect
the operations and did affect them up through December, I
~ know. And since the same people stayed on, I can assume that
there was some impact after that. - :

The special staff relationships, I can recall
nothing that would really be significant that would differ
from pretty much text book solution. -We stayed probably
closer to tactical staff relationships than you would find in
a division which had been functioning together for a long
time, because it was the only basis on which we could put to-
.gether relations. In time, personalities would have changed
this, but there was a constant turnover of people. The prob-
lem was complicated by one other factor. 'As a task force,
Oregon had no basis for reguisitioning personnel. Consequent-
'ly personnel we lost in the initial period, we had no basis
for replacements outside of appeals to U.S. Army, Vietnam.
These appeals were not always met. There were gaps that de-
veloped. It was not until the division was activated formally
.and had a basis for requisitioning that we began to get people
‘on a regular flow through the pipeline. . This in turn created
some problems by having gaps within the- staff.

In all honesty, since the personnel figures will
reflect only Army, there were 18 Marine Corps officers pro-
vided by III MAF, who also functioned within the staff, in
various capacities. Their prime purpose was to coordinate be-
tween the Army at the senior headquarters at Chu Lai and the
‘many Marine elements in the area; two Marine air groups, the
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Marine teams that were functioning with the Revolutionary De-
velopment people, there was quite a tie-in. However, they
performed in other staff functions, My assistant G3 Air in
the G3 shop was a Marine. This is a trifle unusual. I found
it extremely valuable inasmuch as when the Air Force could not
provide air support, I could lean on the two Marine air groups,
. that were handy there at Chu Lai and get immediate reaction.
But these were some of the unusual things that occurred within
the staff. Can I clarify any point for you?

Q. Well, now you're clear back to Oregon.
A. _ Yes, sir.
0. ~ I'd like to move on to the Americal Division with

- General KNOWLES and then into his replacement, General KOSTER.

. As ' All right, sir. These conditions existed through
General ROSSON's period, through General KNOWLES * perlod, and
into General KOSTER's period.

Q. Yes. To varying degrees.

A. Yes, sir. To a lessening extent as the personnel
stabilized and we began to get people through the pipeline,

and as we were able to select--as the units passed to Americal
Division control we were able to control officers from the or-
ganic units, the new organic units. We had some talent that
had served enough time in a brigade or lower unit going into
the staff, so that you had experience and talent for the staff.
This began to have its impact, beginning about the time I left,
about mid-December. This is when the first of the officers
were being brought in from the 1/1 Cav; from the 198th Brigade,
which had been around for a little while at that point; and
from the 196th, which of course was the senior, the old bri-
.gade of the division. None were brought in from the 1lth at
‘that point, of course. The 1llth was just phasing 1in.

Q. How long was 1t that you served under General
KOSTER as the lelSlon G3? _

A, . About two and a half months, sir.

Q. Two and a half months. Recognizing how a, let's
say a ROAD division operates, was it your experience that you
were functioning as the G37? : .
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A, No, sir, to a lesser extent than one would expect.
If I may, that's one thing I'd like to explain, sir.

Q. Well, that's what I'd like you to expani on. All
right. . , '
A, Task Force Oregon was created. It was created

from three separate brigades, or at that time not the three
that we ended up with in the Americal Division, but three
brigades that were operating in separate functions. The char-
ter for Task Force Oregon, which eventually became almost the
charter for the Americal Division, was to retain an organiza-
tion which had capability of splitting up a brigade as a sep-
arate brigade, although I've never received anything either
~ verbally or in writing to that extent. It was transmitted to
me by both General ROSSON and General KNOWLES that the desire
of General WESTMORELAND was to keep the brigades capable of
Jbeing separated from the division and sent off on separate
missions to the maximum extent possible. Now the differences
‘in organization were rather distinct. The separate infantry
brigades had a different organization from the brigade which
is normally organic to a ROAD divisioen. They had their own
engineer company, they had their own armored cavalry troop,
they had some of their own aviation. There were rather dis-
tinct differences within their staff organization. But these
are really small points in comparison to what the prime thing
was, that they were accustomed to operating as an independent
brigade, and to a very large extent, continued to attempt to
operate as an independent brigade, with not treating them-
selves as a part of the division, but considering themselves
as a separate entity. Under General. ROSSON, this was of
course the manner in which it was put together. It was still
a task force. Under General KNOWLES we were beginning to go
through something of a transition. But General KNOWLES still
-understood the charter to be to retain the separate identity.
So he nevexr did push the brigade commanders quite as far as
you would with an organic brigade. Against the--a suggestion
from the division G3 didn't accomplish with a brigade 3 what
it would in a standard division, and the same relationships
wexre true of the rest of the staff.

0. Well then, would it be that the brigades did much
of their own planning and that the division commander would
go out, let's say, and approve their plans?

A. . That's correct, sir.
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Q. And they operated rather independently.
A. They did indeed, sir. .

Q. Yes. Now, were you always kept informed? I'm
.talking only-about this latter period now. :

A. No, sir.

Q. As to exactly what the situation was and how the
operations were, Or were you trying to pick up the pieces?

A, I was trying to plck up the pieces. That's a good
way to put it, sir. Shortly before I left, and I had talked
to both General KOSTER and the chief of staff, at that time

" Colonel MUSSER, about the problem of retaining some flow of
information. And to prove my point, I had gone through my

" journal from my tactical operations center to determine the
time lag between an incident, whether it be an aircraft being
fired on, or an engagement on the ground, or anything else of
any significance, and I found that the average time was be-
tween an hour and an hour and a half, between when the inci-
dent occurred and the time the lelSlon was notified. To me
this was an unacceptable time lag, because it prevented me
from telling the division commander what -the information was
so that he could react to it. In time, I understand that some
corrective measures were taken on this. But it's indicative
of the fact that we were not as fully 1nformed as we would
have liked to have been. -

Q. - Thls was the lack of responsiveness on the part.
of the brlgades then, to the desires . of the division.

A. That's correct, sir.

Q. Back at. the division headquarters itself, did- you
feel that you were functioning as the G3 in terms of doing
the planning and presenting proposals for operations and so
on, to the commanding general, or were those things held in
the command building?

A. - I wouldn't--to be accuraté; I can't say exactly

one or the other, yes, I did present proposals. I was given
general guidance and came back with proposals for operations,
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proposals for changes in operational areas. However, the re-
lationship between General KOSTER and the brigade commander
particularly was a very close and personal thing, and many of
these things were decided without any reference tc¢ the staff.
This was understandable if he chose to operate this way. Then
- I would cooperate as closely as I could with the brigade 3, so
that we would have realistic boundaries when we would shift a
brigade's boundary, for instance, so that the artillery and
everyone else would be informed of what was going on.

Q. Well of course I would have to ask you that ques-
tion as to whether or not--and this is quite logical too--
either you had to be with the commanding general or you had
to have a representative with him, or you had to have some

- mechanism established whereby you could get an immediate feed-
back on what transpired in order to keep abreast of the plan-
- ning and the operation of the division.

A, Either I accompanied him or I had one of my of-
ficers accompany him. Well, there were a few exceptions, but
this was the general rule. :

Q. Yes. Now what about the other general staff sec-
tions? Some of them you could almost discount, the Gl and the-
G4 for example, the 1 being adminlstratlve, the other being
logistics, but I'm thinking in terms of the G2 and the G5.

" Were they in about that same 81tuatlon'>

A. Yes, sir. If anything, the G2 had more difficul-
ties than I did. And the G5 operated relatively independent-

ly.
Q. - Who was the G2 at that tiﬁe?

;A. We actually had two, sir. ‘The first was Colonel .
DOLSON. . : =

Q. DOLSON?

A. DQO—L—S—OeN, yes, sir. ‘A lieutenant colonel at

the time I joined, promoted to full colonel, as I recall, in
late August or early September, and remained on as a full
colonel. And his replacement was Lieutenant Colonel OWENS,
O-W-E-N-5, Garland OWENS.
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Q. You wexen't there when Colonel TREXLER came on
board? : .
A. No, sir, I had known Colonel TREXLER at Fort Hood,

and I greeted him when he arrived at Chu Lai in the 198th, but
. he had not joined the division staff at the time I departed.

Q. Can you explain for the benefit or--let me just
stop right here. I've been very remiss. I have not intro-
duced the other members of the group here. Mr. MACCRATE on
my left; Mr. WALSH, the second individual down, are civilian
lawyers, they have volunteered their services to Secretary
RESOR to assist us and also to provide legal counsel; Mr.
Bland WEST is an assistant general counsel; and on the far
right, Colonel FRANKLIN, whom I think you know, from the Off-
fice of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations. All these
individuals, of course when I get through talking, I'm sure
they'll have some questions to address to you. But for their
benefit, would you explain how you think the G2 was cut out
to an even greater degree than yourself?

A. - In many cases, sir, items.that were introduced
into the normal intelligence flow, either by, let's see, do
we have a limited confidential, sir?

Q. I wouldn't--

A. (Interp051ng) Special'intelligence.

Q. I. would just say 1nte111gence.

A. i Vexry well, sir. . |

Q. | For the record.

A, For the, record sir, the intelligence flow of nor-

mal 1ntelllgence enterlng into the system was slow, but it

did not pass through the normal channels. The evaluation of
the intelligence was made directly in many cases, from batta-
lion to brigade to division commander, and there was no record
at any of the lesser echelons that it was passed to division.
In some cases, intelligence information, I'm thinking specifi-
cally of documents, took an excessive time to get from time
0of capture to the point where they could translate it at divi-
sion, with facilities existing.
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0. That was because of the organization at the divi-
sion rather than the command restriction.

A. Yes, 51r, this was the organlzatlon.

Q. nght Well were there any comparable problems
in the G5 area?

A. Not to my knowledge, sir, but I must édmit that I am
not as knowledgeable in the G5's problems as I might have been.

Q. Now, what are your observations with respect to
the special staff? .

A, Special staff functioning was pretty much accor-
ding to Leavenworth, sir. As I indicated there was no chance
to build up the personality relationship which you will find
in a headquarters that has existed for a long time. Hence,
when there was any question about who did what and what func-
tion, it was always referred to 101-5, FM 101-5, which is the
‘bible for staff work, sir.

Q. Well, shifting off the problems at command and
staff coordination, looking at the organization itself, as it
was when you departed. Would you discuss some of the problems
that you had in the organization as far as being able to op-
erate with that kind of organlzatlon'>

A. Yes, sir. The fundamental problem, and I alluded
to it earlier, was that of the individual brigades believing
that they were still to retain a separate identity and not be
a real paxt of the division. 1In the final weeks before my
departure, I fought to remove the engineer companies from the
.brigades and place them under the division engineer's control.
'I fought to remove the military police from the brlgades and
place them under the Provost Marshal's control so that we
would have full utilization throughout the full division area
rather than have them piecemealed out at the whims of the in-
dividual commander, feeling that the resources were limited
and we'd get better use by having them all together. The
engineers, I was unsuccessful. The military police, we did
accomplish. The armored cavalry troops remained under bri-
‘gade control.
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If I can put it halfway in between, I did achieve
some closer grasp of their operﬂt¢on, was able to pull them
away from the brigades to use with ancther brigade on certain
specific occasions, without too imach conflict from the brigade
.commanders. ' I think that really pcints up the problem.

Q. If I'm not mistaken, however, you just cited a few
of them when you're really talking about brigade slices, that
which the brigades normally functioned with, as separate bri-
gades. And I think T could add a little hit to it that would
compound the problems, in terms of support commands.

A. Yes, sir, quite true.

Q. And I think another tremendous problem had to do
with division artillerxry. '

A, Yes, sir.

Q. As to who they were assigned to and to who they
were responsive to.

A, You're guite correct, sir. Anything tha*t the bri-
gade owned outright, and the szparate brigades did e i
own artillery battalion. I would like t ctat— that, the bri-
gade commanders felt that they were their sources and they
belonged to them. &And there was a confligt between the bri-
gade and the division as to who was actually going to control
it. And it got to the point where you were going to take the
resources away from the brigade, not just tell them how to use
them specifically, but take them away and use them for another
brigade, and very frequently, in fact almost as a matter of
course, you find the brigade commander appealing to the divi-
.sion commander around the division staff, which is his perfect
‘right within the way the command arrangements were set up.

But it did make the whole system rather cumbersome.

Q. Yes, and did you not at this point of time, about
the time you were termiﬁating your.service, have another pro-
blem which was created in the development of your aviation
battalion?

‘A, Yes, sir. The separate brigades did have some
aviation of their own, and the restructuring, of course,
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brought the aviation under a central authority. I had achieved
this to a fairly high degree before I left. And to be perfectly
honest, it got to the point that I--in order to be able to mass
enough aircraft for say a battalion-sized lift so that we would
.not have everything piecemeal to all of the brigades--I would
get in a daily requirement from each of the brigades for avia-
tion, and the aviation battalion commander and the division
aviation officer appeared to be~-they could not resolve it with
the brigades. I made the resolution every night of who was
going to get how many airplanes the next day. And it was
appealed about 50 percent of the time. The chief of staff would
back me, and we would go through a normal evening routine of
arguing with the brigade commanders as to how many airplanes
they were going to have the following day. By December the

- brigade commanders pretty well accepted the fact that division
was going to have to control the aviation, but there was still
a good deal of conflict. '

Q. Who in division controlled the aviation?
A. + I did, sir, personally in .this case, because

the aviation officer could not argue adequately with the
brigade commanders. .

Q. Yes. Well gdid you have the final decision, or
did the-- ' : :
A. (Interposing) As far as the staff went, sir, I

did it for the chief of staff and division commander if the
brigades were unwilling to accept it. :

Q. I have been led to believe that during or at

least the early part of 1968, that there was an evening ses-
.sion after the staff briefing at which the aviation officer
presented his recommendations to the commanding general as to
the allocation of aviation assets for the following day.

A, That may well have developed after my departure,
sir. : A

Q. ' Yes.

A. As of the time I left, I was still working out

the breakdown. I would advise the chief Qf staff, because
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there was so much conflict as to what I was doing. But that
was something I could generally resolve without having to

bother everybody on.

Q. I think it is very important for me to get the
benefit of, well, your experiences and your opinions, because

I happen to know, of course, exactly what you did. Having
served with a ROAD division; then having served as more or less
an independent brigade in the southern part of Quang Ngai; and
then having joined this organization, which is an ad hoc
arrangement in the beginning with separate brigades. How would
you compare the effectiveness of the--I'm just talking about
the staff now--I'm not talking about the capabilities of the
individual soldiers or battalions or anything--but the brigade
 headquarters to control and coordinate the activities of the
brigade as compared to, let's say a conventional ROAD division?

A. The brigade doesn't have the resources to control

to the same extent that a division would. I think I can cite
an example, sir. When the 198th Brigade arrived in country,
‘there was one ship which had sailed from San Francisco in
September, which arrived in early December. Only by stripping
communications equipment from the entire division, were we _
able to make the 198th operational. And not just communications.
We had to set up artillery, communications, vehicles, there
were a lot of things that were on that one ship. You can't

do that in a brigade. You do not have the resources to shuffle
to that degree. At a division, you can. You don't have the
extra people to command things that come up. We could set up

a jump CP, a tactical CP, away from Chu Lai using division
resources. It stretched us. There's no question about that.
But we could do it. And it was done in June, and--well late
May and early June by General ROSSON, who had a tac CP that

-he put at Duc Pho, a.small staff. A brigade doesn't have this
‘capability when you give them a separate.brigade with its aug-
mentation, not and conduct 24 hour operations, which is of
course, 1s a necessity.

Q. I think it was during the latter part of your ten-
ure as the G3 that the division started pulling certain of

the assets from the brigades to move toward the ROAD concept

in terms of the JAG's, for example, bringing them in. Getting
the AG section set up to function, to handle all the personnel
within the division. So you were familiar with the transition?
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A. Yes, sir. May I elaborate a little on that, sir?
0. Yes.
A. The division had an average strength of American

_Army 27,000.. .Now this is a. tremendously large  organization.
It stretched in an area 140 kilometers long and all the way
from the sea to the Cambodian border. The area was extremely
large. There were varied commands within it. The problems
we faced were tremendous Communications problems were some
of the worst. :

When we started to put it together and take 27,000
people and organize them, less the brigades that would depart
eventually, into a division, we ran into a distinct problem
" with U.S. Army Vietnam. We did not have the spaces authorized
by the U.S. Army Vietnam to put together a division headquarters
in a conventional ROAD sense. The slice of the division staff
that we normally would have had, that was in the brigade, was
to remain in the brigade. I did a great deal of horse trading
during the months of Septembér and early October with the USARV
staff on spaces to build the division up to the point where
it could perform the functions of a ROAD divison staff, and
still try to stay somewhere in the framework of keeping the
brigade as a separate brigade, so it could be sealed off in
accordance with the the initial guidance.

Finally this initial guidance began to take less
and less effect. .It had less impact on our thinking and appar-
ently General WESTMORELAND accepted this. As we began to pull
the resources in and place them under division control. But
it was an evolutionary process from a task force to a ROAD
division, and I did not see the completion of it by any means.
We were still a very long way from reaching a normal division
,structure at the time I left. The problem, fundamentally,
‘was one of spaces.. If we had been authorized to go to full
division headquarters strength, initially, it would have placed
us tremendously over the average division, something like 4,000
people represented within the resources of the brigade.

Q. You were already considerably.larger than any divi-
sion I know of, because most of us were around of 17,000,
18,000, 19, 000.
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A. Well, sir, during this period we had five brigades.
Q. Yes.
LA Of course. that in turn stretched our command and

control facilities. That was another of the problems that
we faced. Initially we had the 3d Brigade, 4th Division,

" initially the 3d Brigade, 25th Division actually, but we're
speaking of the same brigade. And the 196th.

Q. Yes, but toward the end of your period you had got

down to your three brigades which were the organic brigades

eventually. I know there was the 196th, the 198th, and the 1l1lth.
I believe that's correct, isn't it?

A. Yes, sir, at the time I left we still had the 34
" Brigade, 4th Division, 196th, 198th, 1lth was arriving. We
had the 3/1 Cavalry, and the 10lst had just departed. The
subsequent withdrawal of the additional units was after

my departure, sir. That's why I cite this 27,000 figure.
This is during my period. .

Q. Now under General KOSTER, I believe you had two

ADC's, did you not? General RYDER and General YOUNG?
A. Yes, sir, thaf's correct,'sir.
Q. Can you explain the relatlonshlps between General

KOSTER and General RYDER, and between General KOSTER and Gen-
eral YOUNG? What authorities and what responsibilities did
they have? ‘ ,

A. Yes, sir, I'm summoning my thoughts. This is a
.difficult one to answer, because I don't believe the staff
‘ever really knew what the relationships were. In time it be-
came fairly clear that General YOUNG would handle administra-
tion and logistics while General RYDER would concern himself
with plans, operation, and training, and with intelligence,
although this slipped back and forth. The lines were not
clearly drawn, and there was never any real statement as to
how we were to function with the assistant division commanders.
We had functioned without any dssistant division commanders
prior to that time, and the introduction of two additional
general officers for awhile made it verxry difficult for the
staff to operate. We were not sure whose guidance to follow
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and it wasn't always constant while we were sorting out who
was to do what. I can only go on hearsay as to what happened,
which was the resolution of the problems after I left, but it
was not resolved by the time I left.

Q. No, I only asked you about the time you were there,
I think, Colonel GRANGER. But my guestion would be to that
which existed between General KOSTER and General RYDER in par-
ticular, since General RYDER was performing in the capacity of
the, let's say, the maneuver or the operational ADC. Did he
have authority to make a judgment on his own, or was it one
of these things of having all kinds of approval from the divi-
- sion commander before the title would be put into effect, so

to speak? : '

A. On anything this big of course he]would consult

" with General KOSTER. For minor changes of boundaries, either

small attachment changes, directions on artillery support and
's0 on, General RYDER would make a correction or changes on the
ground at the time and then report to General KOSTER at the
end of the day, as a rule. I would find out when my G3 rep-
resentative came back, so there was sometimes a lag of a few
hours, before anyone was aware of what had happened.

Q. : We have heard that there was a tendency to cen-
tralize operations, let's say, in the command building. And
‘as a G3 of the division with General KOSTER, could you comment
on that?

A. - Yes, sir, I think it's a fair statement. I can-

not, of course, comment on the way anyone else reacted. I

found that instead of planning for General KOSTER and presen-
ting to him a finalized plan, that I was getting rather detailed
~guidance, and that he had in many cases, already conceived
'pretty much., a complete scheme for an operation w1thout any
priox consultatlons :

Q. Did you have any problems living within this sit-
uation? : : :
A, ’ Sir, he was my commander and I just supported

him the best way I could.
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Q. I think that as far as the organization is concerned,
what you've indicated is that we did have the problems of this
strange organization, of having separate brigades ~<ommanded by
a division headquarters that really wasn't a division head-
.quarters as yet. 'And then, being in the transition between
that kind of an organization and to what you and I might call
a conventional ROAD type organization. Would that be a fair
brief statement of this?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. MACCRATE?
MR MACCRATE: Colonel GRANGER, you indicated that General

'~ KOSTER would have a special kind of relationship to his bri-
gade commanders, because of this organizational structure, that

" he maintained very close contact with them. Then you indicated

at the same time some question as to where the ADC's fitted
into the picture, when they arrived on the scene. Was there
something of the same problem, to the extent that you could
observe it, in their relating to the ‘brigades and their res-
ponsibilities in relation to the brigades?

A, Yes, I thlnk that's a falr statement, sir. I'm
-sure they had problems, from what 'I observed. And those times
I was accompanying an ADC, there was some reluctance to make
a decision without consulting with General KOSTER on anything
of any significance, in the initial period especially. This
was understandable during--let's see, General RYDER was only
there about a month  before I departed, and General YOUNG about
the same length of time. It was not:-too long a period, and
they were still feeling their way as to what their responsi-
bilities and duties would be. They were on strange terrain,
.operating with strange forces, against a strange enemy. I
think it was an understandable reactlon at that tlme, but it
did exist. :

Q. Well, is that quite--you must think about General
RYDER just a little bit though, because he was a pretty much

of an old hand in this business having been down in III Corps
and spending most of the tour commanding an independent bri-
gade. Then having been with the division, and then coming down
‘to the Americal. It wasn't exactly strange to him.
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A. Oh, no, sixr. War was not strange to General RYDER
at all. He had had an awful lot of experience, and so had
General YOUNG. But the terrain was different. Th=y were not
familiar with the enemy in this particular area. They had not
-achieved a rapport with the .local ARVN units. -The 2d ARVN
Division was in the middle of the Americal Division area.

They had not achieved any close working relationship with the
commander of the ROK Marine brigade. They had yet to learn
some of the idiosyncrasies of operatlng within the Marine's
area of operatlon.

The enemy was a little different than in some of
the other areas. This was, to my experience, a much more
hard~-core area than anything I had seen before. And I was
" completing a 2-year tour in Vietnam at this.time, which
covered III Corps, II Corps, and the southern part of T Corps.-
- They were certainly a far cry from General RYDER's experience
on the Cambodian border, which I was present for in part,
where if you saw someone, he was elther yours or an enemy when
you were well out on the border. This created some different
problems. All of a sudden you had population centers and you
had people that could not be identified, and you had all kinds
‘of problems. I'm sure this created some difficulties for people
coming into a strange operational area.

_ As far as the terrain, yes,"there were decided
differences in the terrain. We could make very effective use
of our armor on the coastal plain. “Of course it would have
been impossible in the triple canopy jungle west of Pleiku
where General RYDER had been before. They were able to use
direct fire weapons with much greater success than we had,
where the visibility was from here to the far side of the room
in general. And this is the first time that I, as a battalion
.commander, been able,to unpack my 106 recoilless rifles, and
‘use them effectively. So there were some tactical differences
that would have effected anyone's thinking, coming in as a
stranger here.

MR WEST: This may be a little repetitious, but while General
KOSTER was the division commander, could a battalion-sized

or largex operatlon be undertaken without his prior personal
approval? .

A. Yes, sirxr, within the area of operation in cognizance
of a brigade, a brigade would conduct its own.operations in

(GRANGER) _ 17 | | ~ APP T-367

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY




" FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

advising division of a sweep to be conducted in a specific
area, provided there was no coordination required in an adja-

cent brigade.

~10: Let me ask a gquestion here first, before you finish

this. What were the levels of command when those brigades
joined? I know when the 1llth came in, for example, they had
a brigadier general in command. What about the 196th and
198th when they first joined?

A. All right, sir. The l96th came in commanded by

General KNOWLES, then a brigadier.
Q. Yes.
A, He was: relleved by another brlgadler, the command

flnally passed to a colonel. The 198th came in under a full
colonel, Colonel WARE. The 1lst Brigade, 10lst Airborne
Division was commanded by a brigadier general, General
MATHESON, who acted as the division commander in the interim
after General KNOWLES was evacuated and before General

KOSTER assumed command. The 3d Brigade, lst Cavalry Division
was commanded by a colonel.

Q. Well, doesn't that set up a dlfferent set of con-
ditions then? .
A. Yes, sir.

Q. . Theh when we get down to the 196th and the 198th

and the 1lth all being commanded by colonels.

A. ' No question, sir. We had general officers and
.general officer relatlonshlps here, which is almost like es-
-calatlng 1t from a division to a corps level.

COL FRANKLIN: What about this, Colonel‘GRANGER? You described
a situation where the premium or the key post is to my mind
infantrymen. And right after you left to get a chief of staff
"and a G3 artillerymen. Do you have any idea of how this hap-
pened? Did you have anything to do with picking your successor?

A, Yes, sir. 'I recommended Colonel BALMER be my suc-
cessor, as a matter of fact. This was two bases: (1) I had
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examined the lieutenant colonels within the division and thought
he was one of the better ones. I actually had four names, as

I recall, to discuss with General KOSTER. The prchlem was again
that we could not levy the brigades that were not a part of the

.Americal Division. for personnel. I thought that Colonel BALMER

was. the best from the officers available.

Q. Did you know at that time you were getting an ar-
tillery chief of staff?

A, Yes, Colonel PARSON had reported for duty and had
moved a desk into Colonel MUSSER's office so he could under-
study him.

Q. I think you see my point. This is a real infantry
- war with all these infantry brigades. The problems are all
infantry. What was your relationship with General KOSTER?
Could you go in and see General KOSTER anytime and discuss
problems or bring up, say in different brigades different
things that were going perhaps not as well as they should or
was it--you had three generals you were working for. Was your
relationship~-I'm talking about accessibility, ability to
speak your mind with General KOSTER. Was it as free and easy
as with the other two generals° : :

A. : I think my accessibility to General KOSTER may
have been greater than my accessibility to the ADC's. I felt
no hesitancy about voicing an opinion. ‘ :

I0: How long had you been down in the I Corps area at
this time and operating there before you became G3?

A. About 3 months, sir.
Q. Three months. That was with General ROSSON and

with General KNOWLES. So how long had you been G3 by the
time General KOSTER arrived on the scene?

A. About two and a half months, sir.
Q. ' Two and a half months?
A A little short of 3 months.
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Q. Yes. So you were completing a 2 year tour, the
last 6 months of which, generally speaking, you spent in I
Field Force area?

A. In the last 8 months, sir.

Q. Eight months?

A. Because I was commanding a battalion in there
earlier. '

0. Well, I'm including that when you went down to
the--
_A. (Interposing) That would have been December 20th,
sir. _ _ .
.Q. You're pretty much an old hand in I Corps about

this time.

A. ~ As old as any Army péople Were, sir. I took the
first battalion into Duc Pho, and that was 2 days after the
initial Army launch went into Chu Lai.

Q. We went down to see where you took them into Duc
Pho. Anybody else have any questions? Colonel GRANGER, we
‘appreciate very much you taking this time off. You recognize
the problem that we're faced with here, in investigating this
situation and some of it does get down to the effectiveness of
the division organization. It also gets down to a degree to
the inner relationships of the various people, the commanding
general with the chief of staff, with the ADC's, with the gen-
eral staff, with the special staff, and then their relation-
ships with the brigades and all this inner functioning. If
‘'you can.think of anything that's germane to what we're doing
here, to arrive at some findings and recommendations on this
particular incident, we'd appreciate having your opinion and
your thoughts on it. If you have any questions or if you'd
like to make a statement for the record at this time, we'd

be very happy to let you do s0.

A. I'm trying very hard to think of something con-
structive, sir, that I haven't already said. We did have
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problems. You're gquite correct. We had problems that were
created by the organization, the fact that we went initially
from a task force with vague command relationships in a sense,
to a division with an uncertain charter as to how the brigades
were to be in relationship to the division itself, separate
brigades or brigades that were organic in their relationship.
We had problems in the turnover of units. There was always

a little bit of uncertainty as to our relationship with the
next higher headquarters, to the III Marine Amphibious Force.

IO0: And USARV, I might say.
A. Yes, sir, and definitely the USARV, because I--
Q. (Interposing) I, for one in some cases, would

not know who to report to.

A. We reported to both, as a general rule, sir. I
think the SITLEP is a good example. SITREP is a daily sit-
uation report. Instead of just sending it to the next higher
headquarters, we sent in two directions so that no matter who
wanted to know what was going on, we had it covered. It may
sound a little ridiculous, but in some cases we were unable

to ascertain or determine by checking with either headquarters
who was going to give us the guidance on some things. We

were able to turn it to our advantage in some cases.

, As a matter of record, I might as well admit it.
Anyone could figure it out anyway. We complained to USARV
that we did not have adequate engineer support and complained
to III MAF that we did not have adequate engineer support,
while in effect the division had its own battalion, had three
engineer companies, the equivalent of a battalion. USARV was
kind enough to let us have the use of an engineer battalion
in the southern part of the zone, a group in the II Corps
area. But I think it points out the fact that some of these
things were a little vague. 1In effect, we had six battalions
of engineers working within the area. Now the degree of con-
trol that you can exercise over say, a Sea Bee battalion, even
when it is in your area depends on your personal relationships.
And I might go down and have dinner with a Sea Bee battalion
commander in order to convince him he ought to go there and
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work on thé road in the 1llth Brigade's area to help them build
the area when they were coming in. It was not as clear as it
sounds.

I0: I think you had another problem that you haven't
touched upon, but you just started getting into it about the
time you'd departed the division. But I'm sure that you had
done a whole lot of prior planning on, and that is the infu-
sion program.,

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Which had drastic effects upon every organization.
A No question, sir. We were starting--we had

29en

brought people in the 198th. The 196th, of course, was the
old brigade and that was where the people came from initially.
They had fewer problems. We let the 196th alone after pulling
people from them to benefit division, not to benefit the infu-
sion program. The 198th was the first of the brigades which
was really tapped in order to stagger the departure dates of
people within the brigade.

At the same time we wanted to bring some quality
into the division staff and cover the losses there, because we
had not been fed through the pipeline and division staff was
getting smaller. Finally the 1llth, the plans were very order-
ly to have an infusion program there, because at this point
division was receiving replacements. The llth was receiving
replacements, and we had the capability to be more flexible,
and now we can do.it, so that now the brigades will not be
hurt and would actually gain from some of the people. In the
198th particularly, who had been around a little length of
time at that point, and at least could handle the basics.
196th we left alone to the maximum degree possible, since they
already had staggered departure dates. The 198th and the 1llth
represented the two we worked with the most. Certainly this
impacted on all operations.

Q. When you put all this together, you've got some
real problems, haven't you? .

A. o Sir, this was an interesting one, but it was a
difficult one to operate, no question about it. The school
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solutions did not fit in the situation. And regardless of
the fact that everyone worked real hard to make things work,
they didn't always come out the way they were planned.

I0: Well, we are investigating a situation :that al-
most is beyond description, and I think that your giving us
‘a little bit of the insight into the degree of effectiveness
of this huge division structure which is almost twice the
size of an ordinary division, and with a lesser capability
than even the ordinary division would have, both contribute
significantly. '

And we're very appreciative that you did come in.
I would caution you that you're not to talk to anybody about
your appearance here and about your testimony, particularly
~to those who have appeared as witnesses here or who may ap-
pear as witnesses. And I should also tell you that aside
from the group you see here, we have other groups that are
likewise taking testimony. In this regard, as far as who
you can talk to and who you cannot talk to, you can talk with
others in terms of official duty, or if you're required to do
so before a competent--let's say administrative body, a
judicial body, or a legislative body. For example, it is con-
ceivable, since you'll be on the roster of people that have
been interviewed here, that you may be called before one of
the congressional committees. More specifically the investi-
gation subcommittee of the House Armed Services Committee, in
which event, your testimony here or your appearance here would
in no way preclude you testifying before such a body. Anybody
have anything more? The hearing will recess at this time.

(The hearing recessed at 1525 hours, 14 February
1970.) _ : o
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: HALLMAN, Rodney G.

DATE OF TESTIMONY: 2 February 1970
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon
WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT: AG Section, Americal Division, 27 August 1968 -
10 September 1968, Assistant Chief of Staff, Americal
Division, 10 September 1968 - 4 July 1969.

1. KNOWLEDGE OF THE OPERATION.

While HALLMAN had not seen HENDERSON's report of
24 April 1968 before, he had seen a document similar to the
VC propaganda leaflet (pg. 34). He was not sure that the
inclosure to HENDERSON's report was the same one he had
seen (pg. 34). He heard no rumors, reports, or conversations
alleging the unnecessary killing of women and children
by Task Force Barker in the Son Tinh District (pgs. 36, 37).
He heard nothing about a confrontation between air and
ground personnel or a report of a captain shooting a woman
(pgs. 37, 38).

2. KNOWLEDGE OF REPORTS ABOUT THE MY LAI INCIDENT.

a. HENDERSON's report.

He received no "eyes only" documents from Major
POWELL, his predecessor, at the time he took over (pg. 16).
The witness believed that such a document would have been
in the chief of staff's safe for which HALLMAN was
responsible (pg. 23). He did not remember receiving a written
request to locate papers concerning an investigation of an
operation by Task Force Barker, but stated that Colonel
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DONALDSON, the chief of staff, received a phone call from
Colonel HENDERSON about it (pgs. 23, 26). HENDERSON
indicated it could be found in the 1llth Brigade (pg. 26).
HALLMAN was unable to find the report in his safe (pg. 24).
He looked for the document by going through the subject

contents (pg. 24). He did not look through the classified
documents log in his search for the report because that log
was in such bad shape (pg. 25). It was incomplete and

did not contain all the confidential material (pg. 26).
HALLMAN did not remember receiving any communication from
tne 1llth Brigade in reference to the matter and he did not
follow up on it (pg. 27). The report was delivered to
DONALDSON, but the witness did not see it and did not know
its contents (pg. 27). He did not know how thick it

was (pg. 27). He could not recall how he was informed that
DONALDSON had it (pg. 31). DONALDSON handled the document
on a close hold basis (pg. 28). The witness did not know
how the document was transmitted or what DONALDSON did
with it (pgs. 28, 29, 31). A copy was not retained at
headquarters (pg. 31). There was concern in division head-
guarters about the inability to find a copy of the report
(pg. 30). He did not know how the report was transmitted
to HENDERSON after it was found, and he saw no cover letter
(pg. 39). He never heard any discussions or conversations
relating to the contents of the report (pg. 40).

3. OTHER INFORMATION.

a. Conversations about the incident.

HALLMAN has had no conversations with anyone from the
Americal Division concerning the My Lai incident since the
matter came to the public's attention (pg. 2).

b. HALLMAN's duties.

All correspondence that came into headquarters came
into the administrative NCO who processed it and brought it

to HALLMAN (pg. 6). HALLMAN sent the correspondence to the
chief of staff and routed return mail to the appropriate
staff section (pg. 6). Not all correspondence was logged
(pgs. 6, 7).
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c. Location of commanding general's papers.

The CG's steno kept a log of the general's daily
correspondence and copies of the correspondence would be in

that log (pg. 9). File copies of all the commanders meetings
would be kept in the safe in the chief of staff's office
(pg. 10). Copies of notes made by the general at a III MAF

commanders conference were maintained in the chief of staff's
files (pg. 10). Classified material was kept in the chief

of staff's safe (pg. 12). There was no chronological file of
daily correspondence (pgs. 13, 14). Classified reports of
investigation would not be logged if they were retained at
headquarters (pg. 14). The witness opined that the CG's
secretary kept a copy of reports transmitted by the general
(pg. 19). At the time the witness arrived the files were

in very poor shape and nothing could be found (pgs. 11, 15).
This was straightened out by the CG's personal stenographer,
put the witness did not think anything was thrown away

(pg. 11). At the time of the change of command from General
GETTYS to General RAMSEY the papers were not relocated and
they stayed where they had been previously (pg. 12). To his
knowledge there was no small field safe in the commanding
general's office (pgs. 16, 17). Later on there was a safe
containing materials for the CG's secure telephone (pg. 17).
He knew nothing about a field safe being removed prior to
the time of his arrival (pg. 17).

d. Document inventory.

At the time Sergeant LOFTIS and Sergeant DROSDICK
changed places there was an inventory(pg. 20). Although the
witness was responsible for the papers, he did not go
through them at the time of the inventory (pg. 20).
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EXHIBITS

EXHIBIT i |

NUMBER DESCRIPTION NOTES - PAGES
Memo for DC, 2d ARVN Wit had not seen

M-36 Div, 12 Apr 68 before. 36
Drawing of command Wit identified this

0-7 building, Americal Div as office set-up. 21
True copy of ] Wit had not Séeen

R-1 HENDERSON's report before. 34
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(The hearing reconvened at 1430 hours, 2 February -

1970.)
1o0: . The hearing will come to order.
RCDR: The following named persons are present: LTG

PEERS, MR MACCRATE, COL ARMSTRONG, and MAJ COOP.
The next witness is Major Rodney G. HALTMAN.

(MAT 'HALLMAN was .called as a witness., was sworn,
and testified as follows:)

Would you state your full name, grade, Social
Security number, branch of service, organization, and station?

A. Rodney G. HALLMAN, Major, DCSPER
Washington, D.C.

IO: Major HALLMAN, on my left is Mr. MACCRATE. He is
a civilian attorney who has volunteered his services to the

~ Secretary of the Army to assist us in the conduct of this in-
gquiry. He also provides legal counsel for me and other mem-
bers of the investigative team. On my right is Colonel

- ARMSTRONG designated by the Office of the Chief of Staff to
be an assistant. Both Mr. MACCRATE and Colonel ARMSTRONG may
ask questions of you this afternoon as well as myself. There
are other groups such as this that are taking testimony from
other individuals. It will be my job to get together the re-
ports, weigh the evidence, and determine the findings and re-
commendations. Have you had an opportunity to read the in-
structions? . ' :

A. Yes, sir.

Q. - Dé fou understand them or do you have any guestions?
A. . 'Yes, sir. I understand tﬁeh.

Q; Major HALLMAN, would you. indicate your duty as-—

signments within the Americal Division, any changes of as-
signment you may have had, the approximate dates of such
changes of assignments, and of course, the time that you com-.
pleted your service with the division?

A, Sir, I arrived at the Amerlcal approximately 27 or
28 August 1968. I worked in the AG Section for approximately
2 weeks, and I moved up to be the assistant chief of staff at
division headquarters. I departed the Americal 4 July 1969.
(HALLMAN) : 1 - . APP T-301
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Q. You remained in that capa01ty from, ba51cally then,
the end of August 1968.

A. No,151r. About mid-September or the latter part
of September.

Q. Who preceded you in that job?

A. Major Jamo POWELL.

0. P-0-W-E~L~L.

A, Yes, sir.

Q. ‘ What's his first name?

A. Jamo, J-A-M-0.

.Q; How long had he been in fhat job? Do you know?
AL I'm not sure, sir. 1'd say apprékimately 4 or 5

months, but I'm not positive. We were only there a short per-
iod of time together. : :

Q. - Who repiaced you?.

A Major LEBEAU.

0. | LEBEAU?

A. LEBEAU.

Q; Now, we'll get around to some of the other people

" that you had working in there with you a little bit later.

The so-called My Lai incident of 16. March 1968 became a matter
of public knowledge about 4 or 5 months ago, the latter part
of September or early October 1969 when it came out via the
newspapers, magazines, radio, television, and so on. Now,
since that time, have-you had any discussion with anyone from
the division or attached to the division concerning the inci-
dent itself? '

A, No, sir, not anything other than what I read in
the papers, just normally what you read in the papers.

Q. Concerning any of the inveStigations or the fil-
ing of reports or anything relating to it?

(HALLMAN) 2 . aPP T-301
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A. Only what I read in the papers.

Q. Now, you took over as the assistant chief of
staff. I believe that's the title they used for you?

A.' Yes, sir.

-Q. Somé péopie also éall it the S8GS?

A. Either one. |

Q. Was there an inventory then conducted of the files?
A. Of the files? Only the cléssified documents .

But I was not signed for the classified documents, sir.
Q. ‘ Who was? |

A We had a Sergeant SAIMONS working for me at that
time. : ' : o

Q. ~ Sergeant SAIMONS. Now, what do you call his--

A. | (Interposing) He was the.édﬁinistrative NCO, sir,

for the division headquarters. He worked directly for me.
Q. When had he joined? Do you know?

A. I don't know, sir. He'd been there approximately
5 or 6 months. I'm not positive, because he only stayed for
approximately 3 or 4 weeks or a month more, and then he trans-
ferred to MACV headquarters. :

Q. - Yes. Had there been or wés there a Sergeant
LOFTIS in the headquarters?

a

. : _ Yes, sir. He worked for me. -He took Sergeant
SAIMONS' place. '
Q. He took SAIMONS' place?
A; ' Yes, sir. | |
Q. About when? Do you‘know?
(HALLMAN) S 3 - mpP T-301
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October.

0.

A.
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Either the latter part of September or early

How long did LOFTIS stay on?

He worked for me until he rotated which was prob-

ably January, I think. I'm not positive, sir.

Q.
A.
0.
A.
Qs
A.
:Q-
A.
.
A.
Q.
A..
0.
A.
Q..
A,
Q.
A.
Q.
A.

(HALLMAN)

Januafy?.

January, yves, sir.

19697

Yes, sir. The dates I'm not positive on, sir.
Then who replaced him?

Sergeant DROSDICK.

DROSDICK?

Yes, sir.

" D=R-0~=S-D-I~C~K?

Yes, sir.
What's'his first name? Dé you'knqw?
William;
Wiliiah?
Yes, sir.
Did he stay on untii your‘services terminated?
Right, sif.
Do you remember who preceded Sergeant SAIMONS?
No sir, I don't knowf Pféceded?
Preceded SAIMONS?
No, sir.
4 . ApP T-301
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MR MACCRATE: How did Sergeant SAIMONS spell his name? Do you
recall?

A. I believe it's S-E-S—-A-M-E~S (sic), I believe.

I'm not positive.

Q. Let me hear that again?

A S-E-A-S-E-A-M-S (sic), I believe, sir, but I'm not
positive.

0. SEASEAMS ?

A. Well, he pronounced it SAIMONS.

0. ' He had the extra S in there, huh?

-A.' I know-it was a weird pronounCLatlon as far as

-the spelling. I recall that.

I0: Is he still in the service?'

A. | . To my knowledge he.ié, sir,

Q. What was his grade then? |

A. - E~7, sir.

Q. E-7. When you took overjfroﬁ Majdr PCWELL, did

he have any papers which were special papers, such as "eyes
- only" papers and so on which he called to your attention, that
these are for the commanding general's only?

A, - No, sir.

Q; Any personal papers?

A; ' y Personal other than the notmal'routine?f

Q. Personal papers of the comﬁanding general?
“A. No, sir, not to my knowleaée.'

Q. _ Or the ADC's, Qr the staff;s, or anybody's?
(HALLMAN) | 5 - mepo-301
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A l‘&@i}w,rﬁo_ﬂ% knowleddgea-t of September or earliy
Q. I think it would be helpful for us if you would

- explain your duties, how you functioned in there and what you
did?

A. . : Yes, 51r. All. corresponsdehpe_that cam=e into the
‘headquarters came into the admin NCO. He, in turn, processed
them and brought them in to me. I, in -turn, sent them either
to the chief of staff or through the chief of staff to the
'approprlate ADC or the CG. Then after the chief of staff or
the ADC's or the CG had seen the corresponsdence, it came
back out, and I routed it back to the appropriate staff sec-
tion. ' ' : '

Q. Now, papers coming into the headgquarters, what
happened to them? .  Were they logged in?

A. Well, certain items were logged in, efficiency

‘reports. Not all corresponsdence were logged in, sir. Pri=
marily efficiency reports, awards, and et cetera.

‘Q, They weren't logged in?

A. , © They were.

Q. They were logged, but the other papers that may
have come from brigade commanders and things like this?

A. Somefhiné coming from a brigadercomhander?

Q. Yes. - |

‘A; : Very.p0551bly the brigade commander wouldvcarry.

it in to the chlef of staff himself.

Q. Well, 1f he did then and the chief of staff was
through with it, would it not come back to you?

A. ' ' nght, or it might go to the approprlate staff
section that would be involved, sir.

Q. Somebody, or somewhere or:another there would
have to be some control here. They just don't go willy-nilly?

A, : You don't log all correspondence, sir,

(HALLMAN) | | 6 o APP T-301°
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Q. ‘ Well, what do you log?

- A, Well, you log efficiency reports, awards, or
something like that, investigations even. But normal everyday
correspondence, you do not log all correspondence.

Q. ' It seems to me you would have a hell of a jOb
frankly, if you don't mind my saying SO, trying-to log in all
awards.

A. Well, they were--

Q. (Interposing) You get them in there literally by
the hundreds--

A. (Interposing) Well, let me explain our system.
The system was--you'd have a board number. Board number 58
might have 30, 40, or 50 awards, so it was one packet It
~wouldn't be 58 separate awards, sir. : :

Q. . But you would log those?
A. Right.
Q. If the commanding general sends a directive to one

of the brigade commanders, would the outgoing--would there be
a copy of that entered into the log? :

A. Yes, sir. What do you mean by directive, sir?
Q; I mean ‘-a letter-- :

.A. : (intérposing) ‘Letter, right. Or the general
would also have a file copy of it, sir, in his files.

Q. | Who keeps his files? ’__ '

A _ _ His steno.

Q. Well, now, tell me who thé division commander's

steno is? What was his name when you were there?
A. . When I was'there, sir?

Q. : Yes?

(HALLMAN) - 7 . aPP T-301
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A. A'SP5 VAN ABLE. He was replaced by another SP4
DIETER, I believe his name was. He was there when I left,
sir.

Q. Who preceded VAN ABLE?

A. I have no knowledge, sir. He had been there a-
bout 4 or 5 months when I arrived, sir.

Q. Was he a steno or was he just a clerk?

A. Well, he was a court reporter by trade, but he
could take shorthand

Q. He was able torhandle shorthand?

A. Yes, sir. |

Q. -Now, where did he keep the general's files?
A, In the-filing cabinet outside the general's

office, sir.

0. There was a safe outside of the general's office?
A. ' | Fiiing cabinet, sir.

Q. Weil now=-—

A, (Interposing) Are-we taiking about classified
or unclassified7 .

Q. His personal papers. I'm not talklng about hlS
letters to his wife and things llke that, you see?

A. . I realize that, sir.

Q. I'm talking about letters to brigade commanders,

receipts and. correspondence with the Commanding General, 2d
ARVN Division, and any letters he might write to General
CUSHMAN or letters he might get from General ABRAMS and
things of this category?

A. Well, you're talking- about a letter that went to
the 2d ARVN Division commander. The principal staff section
that prepared the letter would keep the file or the file copy
of it, sir.

(HALLMAN) 8 S APP T-301
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A letter that he gbt from the 2d ARVN commander?
Not that he got from his.

Yes?

One that he prepared to--

(Interposing) Well, if he signed it, didn't he

keep a dopy-of it?

A.

He would have a copy, but it wouldn't be the

file copy of all the back copies which--

(Interposing) I'm talking about all the action

that goes through him as the commanding general. There must

be

a file that says what the commanding general does. I know

what my files look llke.

- A .

You're talking about logs for each day°

Q. Yes.

A. Well, the steno kept that, sir._

Q. You know that he kept if?

A. To my knowledge he kept'aliog'of what thé'genefai
did daily. : _ .
Q. | Andiwould.copies of the correspondence be>in there?
A. It should be, sir. | .
Q. You werxe not there. when you had a change of gener-
al officers at any time in the command, were: you7

A, Right, sir.

Q. What deo you mean, right?

A, I was there, sir, when we.had a change of command
of general officers.

Q. From whom to whom?

(HALLMAN) . 9 ' | " . APP T-301
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A. _ General GETTYS to General RAMSEY, sir.
Q. And that took place when?
A. The lst of June 1969, sir.

Q. Yes, at that time what happened to the files of
the outgoing commanding general? ,

A, .His personal files he took them with him, sir,
to my knowledge. You're talking about official or personal?

Q. I'm not talking about his. letters to his wife,

his personal papers. I'm talking about correspondence. He

had all kinds of correspondence which he normally will have,

where he'll be writing to a province chief, or he'll be writ-

ing to General CUSHMAN, or he'll be getting letters from him,

or he'll be making statements and so forth before commanders
meetings, and all of this sort of thing?

A. ' Well, therfile copies of all the commanders
meetings would be held in the chief of staff's office in the-
safe.

Q. . Well, I'm talklng about what he might have in the
'safe, hot at his own commanders meetings, but what he might
have to say, for example, down at MACV to a briefing. he may
have had to put on down there?

A, Well, those were malntalned in the chief of staff's
files, say he went to a III MAF commanders conference. :

Q. Yes?

‘A, Then copies of his. notes of the commanders con-
ference at III MAF were retained in the chief of staff's
files. :

Q. Did you ever have an opportunlty when you were
there as the assistant chief of staff to look over the files
that were maintained by those secretaries?

A. ~ Yes, sir.
Q. What kind of shape were they in?
(HALLMAN ) | 10 . . .. AaPP T-301
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A. When I first got there?
Q. ' Yes?
A. Pretty poor shape, sir.

0. Would you explain that to me so I will know for
sure what you mean?

A. | Well, basically,‘the'files weren't set up to where
you could find anything in the file. It was just a mishmash
of paper. '

Q. This was in what month, September?

A. . Right, sir, near or the latter part of September,
sir, 1968. ,
Q. - What happened to those files?

A. We straightened thenm out the best we could.

Q. | Did you stralghten them out or did--—

A. . ; (Interposing) The sergeant did.

Q. The sergeant who was the personal stenographer of

the commanding general?
A. Right.

Q. What happened to any.extraneous material he may
have had? -

A. As far as I know, he checked with anyone before
he did away with any of it, but I don't think any of it was
thrown away, sir. To my knowledge, it wasn’ t.

Q. - Aside from that flrlng cablnet, dld he keep his
official papers in that cabinet outside of his door?

A. .~ Not anything that was classified, sir.

Q. Well, suppose it was classified. What would he do

with the paper?
(HALLMAN) 11 : _ APP T-301
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A. | It went to the chief of staff's Safe,:sir.

Q. ' Who kept the Chlef of staff's safe?
A. Sergeant LOFTIS. It was in my offlce, but Ser-

geant LOFTIS was signed for all classified, or Sergeant
DROSDICK, was signed for all cla551f1ed documents, sir.

Q. _ Who's DROSDICK?

A, He replaced Sergeant LbFTiS.

Q. - And this is the one that SAIMONS.preceded him?
A. Right, sir. -

MR MACCRATE: At the time of the change of command from Gener-
al GETTYS to General RAMSEY, what happened at that point to
the file maintained by the commanding general's steno that

you referred to as a log of the general, those things that
Just gave the daily work product of the general?

A. To my knowledge they stayed tuere, sir.

Q. So that those thlngs that recorded what General
GETTYS had done would remain with the steno who picked up
for Geheral RAMSEY?

A. Right, yes, sir.

Q. Thére was no attempt to collect the papers of the
general officer and put them aside and say, "These are the
'papers for the period of General GETTYS' command"?

A. No, sir, not to my knowledge. You're talking
“about just during the period .of command. These were semi-
official, not personal? S

Q. Not the personal, you keep gettlng over to the
personal type, but I'm talking about the kind of things that
General PEERS was speaking about, communications with, for
example, General LAM or one of the province officers, dis-
trict officers?

A. '~ No, to my knowledge they were left in the safe

of the filing cabinet for General RAMSEY, sir. The same
steno who was there for General GETTYS remained, sir.
(HALLMAN) ' 12 o APP T-301
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Q. ‘ You remember the sYstem of filing that was fol-
lowed?
A. Just the normal filing by subject content, basi-
cally. ’
Q. And all correspondence of the Commanding General,

2d ARVN Division, would be together9

A. ‘-nght, sir.
Q. - And Jjust by recipient to be filed.
I0: You sure you didn't filelchronologically?
A. . We maintained a ldg, sir, daily log of what thé
CG—--
Q. _ (Interposing) I know what a lpg,is,
A. Right, sif.
Q. But if you maintained itbéhronologically—-
A. (Interposing), ‘By mohth;_
Q. 2nd then just go down one, two, three, and so-

fourth, and then you have got a log right with it. Didn't
they maintain it in that fashion?

A. Not to my knowledge, sir.

MR MACCRATE: My secretary maintains a complete file dflevery
letter I write in chronological oxrder..

A. By what?

Q. - Just~-

A. | (Interposing) Daily, I mean by wﬁat?

Q. - She does it aaily. It's been going on for many,

many years, and I thought this was quite common. Didn't the
general with your experience have a file that just was a col-
lection day by day of all his correspondence?

(HALLMAN) ' 13 SR APP T-301
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A, No, sir. ©Not a daily separate file, no, sir.

Q. Well, you could put tomorrow's on top of todays,

but by the time you were through, you would have a collection
in chronological order of all of his outg01ng correspondence

in a particular month?

A. It was in the folder. It wasn't bound together,
and you didn't have a log of each by day and what the sub-
ject content was. _

Q. But a carbon copy would be there for each thing
you had written. That kind of material is what I'm speaking
about. Would that be left in the possession of the steno at
the time of the change of command?

A. | Yes, sir. This stuff, to my knowledge, was
not bound. It would just have been in a folder.

I0: What would be logged in by Sergeant LOFTIS? You
have indicated efficiency reports and this, that, and the
other. But did he log in anything other ‘than that unless it
was classified? '

A. . No, sir. All the cléssified, he would log that
Q. What did he log in that‘waé classified? What did

it have to do before he would .log it?

A, Well weekly summaries which were cla551f1ed--oh
"you're talking about what he would log other than classified,
other than awards, and other than-- '

Q. (Interposing) - Did.he-log, for example, confiden~-
tial? , e

A. No, sir.

Q. Even if it was a report of investigation, he wouldn't
log that? : '

A. A report of investigation, if it was a copy for

the division, would be retained at the headquarters. We're
talking about the things that would come in and go out of the
headquarters.

(HALLMAN ) ' C 14 ST APP T-301
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Q. Maybe. I can't get it in or I can't get it out
to be very honest with you. That's what I'm trying to find.
I find, back at the period we're talking about, an absolute
dearth of anything and-=-

A. (Interposing) What time frame, sir?

Q. I'm talking about March, April, May, and possibly
June. . .

MR MACCRATE: Did you ever have occasion to look for papers
shortly after you arrived back in that time frame?

A. No, sir.

Q. - Would you have any impression that the files
were in pretty bad shape?

A. Yes, sir. After” I had been there about a month

- and got into the files.

10+ Once you got into them, did you have an inventory
made to find out what you had?

A, No, sir. The sergeants went through what they
‘had, sir. _ ' o
Q. | What did they do?

A. Like I say, put the flles in order, 51r, and 1n—

ventory them the best they could.

Q Well, supp051ng they had some material that’ they
decided that they didn't need? .

FA. No, they'd check with me before-they threw that
away. - ' .

Q. What's that?

A, They would check with me prior to throwing any-
thing away. '

Q. ~ Well, then, let me ask you, did you ever see some

envelopes or an envelope that was marked, "Personal, eyes only,"
addressed to the commanding general, that was brought to you
by LOFTIS?

(HALLMAN) o 15 o APP T-301
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A. No, sir. The only'thing that we had that--
Q. (Interposing) Or SAIMONS?
A. No, sir. The only thing that we had in the safe

that was personal, eyes orly, was an IG investigation on an
incident of racial tension, the only thing in the safe when
I got there, sir, of that nature.

Q.. .Well, I get the idea that somebody cleaned these
files out, and I want to try to figure out who did it and why,
because we know these papers were delivered. We know that,
but we can find no reference to them. '

A. You're talking about March, April, May, and June;
That was the only thing that had eyes only in the file when
I got there. .

MR MACCRATE: Did you actually look in this-folder?

A. : I asked someone what it was, ana they told me to
go ahead and look at it, and that's what ‘it was, sir. It was
a small investigation, something that the IG had investigated,
sir. ,

Q. Do you recall the title of the file in which this
was found? : o

A. This was an envelope just laying in the safe, sir.
The reason that it was brought to my attention--if it had been
down in the files itself I would more than likely unless I was.
" specifically looking for something, I would never have found
it.

Q. Was 1t in a section of the flles that was in any
way labeled to identify it? -

"A. No, sir. The best I can recall 1t was' just laying
in one of the drawers in the safe, sir. Well, I got .there

the last week of August. It was mid-September 1968 before I
went to division headquarters.

Q. . When you arrived, was there a small field safe in
the office of the commandlng general?

(HALLMAN) , RS o APP T-301
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A. Not to my knowledge, sir. When I got there, the
best I recall it, nothing was in there. Later on when they
put the secure phone in, there was a safe that the phone sat
on which contains all of your cards for your scrambler, the
secure phone which was in the CG's office there. :

0. Had you ever heard that in the location of that
secure phone there had previously been a field safe?

A. "No, sir.

Q. Does that safe on which the secure phone rest
have the cards for the secure--

A. (Interposing) It looks=——
Q. (Interposing) Does it look like a field safe?
A. . It looks identical to a field safe, sir. It's

- about 30 inches or 36 inches tall, probably about 30 inches
tall. It looks like a safe to be what it is. The man who
ran the secure phone had to have the combination. to get into-
it and change the card, sir. It was a safe, but it was
strictly-- :

I0: ' (Interposing) Well, that's part of the telephone
security-- o . :
A. _ (Interpesing)_ Right,'sir;.

Q. We're not talking about a field safe--

A. - {Interposing} No, sir, that's--

Q. (Interposing)  We know what a field safe looks
like~- : . -

A. ' (Interposing) VYes, .sir. This is theaenly thing

that was in the office, sir.

MR MACCRATE: Had you evér heard about the field safe that

had been in the office and recently removed prior to the time of
your arrival?

A. No, sir.

(HALLMAN) . 17 . aPP T-301
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Q. Who handled the inventory that was made in January
1969 or thereabouts? Do you remember an inventory being taken
at that time of documents in the headquarters?

A. It would have been basically betweenvSergeant
LOFTIS and Sergeant DROSDIZK, I believe, sir, at that period
of time. -

I0: » What I can't understand is the fact that we have
NCO's totally in charge of all these papers up there and no
officers really responsible?

A. Sir, our classified documents, NCO's were signed
for them, sir. However, all the correspondence that came in
either went into one of the ADC's or chief of staff or the.
CG. Then when they came back out, they went to one of the
primary staff sections for actions, sir.

Q. | - What about the routing slip and so forth on them?

A, They came.through me , sir.

Q. Did they have any--

A. (Interpesing)"I put'the_slipF—pardon, sir?

Q. . Did they have any internal routlng slips. for the

command section?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. What happened to those? Once the document went
out, what would happen to it? »

A It should have stayed on the document and went
back as far as the file copy when it went back to the primary
staff, sir.

Q. | . Well, suppose it didn't go to the prlmary staff
Suppose it went out of the headquarters.

A. - S8till, if it was prepared in the CG's office, he

kept a file copy of it, sir. If it was prepared by a staff
section, they retalned the file copy of it.
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Q. (Interposing) Eveh if the CG's office would also
retain a copy of it?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. I don't undersi.and why, because I would like to
know who could tell what the commanding general ever did, if
you'd have to look over the whole headquarters to find out who
was doing what. He could have a letter prepared for him by
the aviation battalion. If you have to go along and look
through the headquarters to find out what a commanding genexr-
al did, this seems like a wasted exercise. Just because
somebody else prepared the correspondence is no reason why
they shouldn't jerk off a second copy there in the general's
office or in your office, one of the two? ' ‘

A. Well, everythlng that was prepared by the chief
I had a copy of, and it's vexy possible that the steno had
a copy of everythlng that the general signed, but I kind of
doubt it. The records that were sent out, if the general
signed them, he would have them, sir. And letters that the
steno typed, he would have a copy of. . Eut a normal report
that was sent forward to, say, III Corps, and the G3 pre-
pared it, and the general signed it, the.G3 would have the
file copy of the master of it. :

Q. - The G3 would undoubtedly have a copy, but that
part which the commanding general transmitted forward, his
secretary would undoubtedly keep a copy of that.

A. . It's very possrble. I can't say that he definitely
didn't keep all of them, but I know that things the general

personally Slgned he had copies of or he prepared in his of--
fice.

Q. Suppose one of these noncoms had turned up with
~some missing documents, who would have been respon51b1e7

A - I was. We're talklng about secret documents?
Q. Classified documents or any that were logged in,

let's say. If they were important enough to log in, they're
important enough to keep track of?
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A. Well, we would know where they were, because
either myself or Sergeant LOFTIS or Sergeant DROSDICK
moved all correspondence within the headquarters.

Q. Where 1is the permanent record of it?

A. The originating office would have a permanent
record of it until it had been approved. :

Q. . You see, you always keep going back to the other

offices. I don't care about those other offices, but I want

you to understand what I'm interested in is when a paper ar-

rived at your office, and your office is the one that is re-

- sponsible for handling that. That's the point of interest
that I'm interested in. ’

A. | My office was responsible for handling it?

Q. | Yes.

A. _rFor all aetions, sir?

Q. For processing it in the eemmand section.

A. We would have-a copy-of,it, sir.

Q. All rlght. That's what we're getting at. Now,
if in the process of one of these inventories something turns

up missing, who's responsible?

A. I would be responsible, bécause the NCO worked
“for me. '
Q. But you know that an inventory took place, but

-you're not too familiar with it, huh?

A. An 1nventory took place when Sergeant LOFTIS and
‘Sergeant DROSDICK changed places there. ' :

Q. Yes, did you look at the papers at that time?

A. - Right, they were in the safe, sir. I didn't go

through all the documents, no, sir.

Q. You let them ]ust go—-how. many papers did you
keep in that safe?
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A. Probably two and a half drawers or two drawers.

Q. Now, what other officers worked in that office
with you?

A. The command section: myself, chief of staff, two
ADC's, and the general, and the three aides. The office I
worked in myself, I was the only officer,,sir.

Q. .Well, we know that from time to time there was
some other offlcers sitting in there, maybe before you ar-
rived. For example, General GETTYS aide worked in there for
a little while. '

A. Prior to my arrival, I don't know, sir.

Q. Now, who were the enlisted personnel that worked
for you? How many besides SAIMONS and LOFTIS and this other
man that you mentioned? How many other people were in that
office? ’

A. All that worked in the headquarters were-—-Ser-
geant SAIMONS and Sergeant LOFTIS or Sergeant DROSDICK worked
directly for me. _

Q. o How many other ?eople were around?
A. | - The stenos, sir.
0. who had the stenos?
“A. Both ADC's had stenos, sir. The chief of staff

had a steno and the CG had a steno. You want all the people .
in the headquarters?

Q. Yes.

"A. . That physically worked in there. The rest of
them were drivers that worked in the headquarters, and they
were strictly drivers. : '

Q. " Yes. I have here an exhibit which has been en-
tered into the record as Exhibit 0-7. I will ask you to look

at this drawing and see if this was the set up of the Qffice
when you were there as the assistant chief of staff?
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(The IO handed Exhibit 0-7 to the witness.)

Yes, sir. That's the basic set up of the office,

Now, look at the people that are entered in there?

When I was there, it was another clerk in here

-Yes.

Out from the chief of staff's office that worked
right here, sir.

Yes, out from the chief of staff?

Yes, sir.

AL

For this ADC?
Yes, sir.
What about this ADC, where was his clerk located7

Right here, sir. ThlS is where the admin NCO was

‘at, and then it would be the aide that worked for this ADC,.

Q.
A,

0.
here in the

‘A.
Q.
MR MACCRATE:

A.

In the same office then7
Yeé, sir.:

And where was the commanding general? Was he up
same area with the aide?

Yes, sir.
Yes.
I think this is a'counter?

Right, sir, it's not phy51cally an office, sir.

Beside the counter there's an opening here.

I0:

Now, what we are trying to find in this head-

quarters are some papers that we know were delivered there

(HALLMAN)
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supposedly in an "eyes only" envelope addressed to the com-
manding general, classified confidential. Now, when he got
through with those, where would they normally have gone?

A. Well, if he wanted to keep them they'd normally
go in the safe in the chief of staff's office if he kept
them.

Q. There was another safe in £he'chief of staff's
office?

A. No, sir. It was the chief of staff'e safe.

Q. That aside from your safe‘then?

A. . No, sir, my safe. When I refer to the chief of

staff's office that was the safe that was used for the chief
of staff's papers, my safe. It was physically one safe, sir..

C 0. | So everything one way or another would go in
there? ' ‘

A, Yes, sir. If it was confidential, it had to be
locked up.

Q. In the spring of 1969, along in about April, did

you received a request addressed to the headquarters. to try to
find certain papers concerning a report of investigation or
papers relating to an coperation of Task Force Barker into the
Son My Village, the area which is referred to as Pinkville?

"A. I don't recall receiving a written communication.
I know that the chief of staff at that time recelved a phone
call.

Q. Well, you remember a message being sent up from
USARV, requestlng that a search be made, that came in a mes-
sage form? .

A. To the best of my knowledge, it dld sir. Also,

the chief of staff received a phone call about 1t

0. . And who was the chief of staff at that time?

A. Then Colonel DONALDSON, now General DONALDSON.
(HALLMAN) , o 23 | .+ APP T-301

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Q. , And were you told to lock for anything?

A. At that time, to the best of my knowledge, sir,

we looked for one. The IG, I believe it was, looked for an
investigation. I could rot find anything in my safe, and to

my knowledge, the IG did not find anything in his flles.
This was the latter part of April 1969

Q. _ Did you make at that time a personal search of-thé
files? :

A. Right, sir. I went through my files, sir.

Q. You went through it paper by paper?

A. : Well; I didn't inventory each sheet, but I went
through the subject contents. _ o
Q. . What else do you know about this search for these' » Eg
papers? You say you didn't find anything? : i
A, No, sir.

Q. Did you look on the log?

A. ' In the time frame that they were. talking about,

there were no logs to look on. o _ ,

Q. Why is this, do you wonder?

A, I don't know,‘sir.

Q. How far back did the logs-go?

"A. When you're referring to logs, do you mean filing

by year or physical log of each sheet?

Q. - Physical log, where it says what the document is, °
and if you want to go right straight down, you indicate when
it entered the headgquarters, the date and the title of the
document and the classification and any number and so forth
that it may have had on it?

A. I think it would have been back in the latter part
of September, sir. .
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Q. What's that?

A. I believe it would have been the latter part of
.September 1968, the file or the log that we had, to the best
of my knowledge, sir.

Q. Well, did you look for the other log?
A. When I cane, sir?
0. 'No. I mean at that time, did you try to find the

logs and to see if there were any--

A. (Interposing) There were no logs when I arrived
in the office other than-~-well, there was a log of classified
documents only, sir.

Q. . Back to when?

‘A ' The exact date I couldn't tell you, sir. I'd say
the early part of 1968. I'm not sure.

Q. Well, did you loock in that log to see if there
were any papers in there for March or April, along in akout
that time period of 1968, to see 1f it pertained to this sub-
-ject matter?

A. No, sir. I went through what I had looking for.
it, but I dldn t go back 1nto those loga.

Q. Loglcally, that would be the ndrmal place to look, .
-wouldn't it? If you really wanted to pick up something in a
hurry, you would just flip that log open and just take ‘a quick
check through it, and you'd have a pretty good idea what was
in it.

A. You'd have to know the log to appre01ate why I

~didn't look into it.

Q. | Well, now, this is what you mean so pooriy main-
tained?

A. - Right, sir. 1I'd look through the files themselves.
I0: You- have any more on this_point, Mr. MACCRATE?
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MR MACCRATE: With respect to the log of classified documents,
did this include Jjust top secret and secret, or did it also in-
clude confidential documents?

K. Just secret and some confidential, sir, not all
of them. ‘
Q. And it was this incompleteness that.discouraged

you from locking at it?
A. ' .Right.

Q. You indicated that in: addltlon to the inguiry
that was being made by the IG that Colonel DONALDSON received
a telephone call?:

A. - Right, sir.
Q. . From whom did that call come?
A I belleve it was Colonel HENDERSON, sir.
Q. | And what was. the subject of tae telephcone call?
A. Reference looking for an investigation. I beliave

they call it Pinkville.
Q. Did he indicate where that could be found?

A. Well, to the best of my knowledge he said that

it should be a copy in the 1llth Brigade, sir. I wasn't privy
to the telephone conversation. I know after the conversation
‘I was told to look and see if I could find a copy of it,
though. R

0. Had you already been looking for a copy before
the telephone conversation? :

A. . Yes, sir.
Q. You don't recall that--~
A, " (Intérposing) Well, we received a TWX from USARV,

but I can't recall or correlate the two times. I know I
loocked for it one time, but I can't correlate the same time
the message arrived and the phone call. I know they were both
the latter part of April.
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0. But when you received the communication from Colo-
nel HENDERSON and then Colonel DONALDSON received a telephone
call, did he ask you to do something at that time?

A. No, sir. I believe he called 1lth Brigade on it,
sir. _

Q. Did you have any communication with the 1llth Bri-
gade at that time? . :

A. 'No, not reference that.

Q. ) Did you do anything by way of followup there-
after?

A. No, he personally called someone at brlgade. I'm

not sure who he called at brigade. He was handling it him-
self. :

Q. ~ And you have no further knowledge or acquaintance
w1th that aspect? ' :

A. To the best of my knowledge, the report was de- .

livered to him, andrfrom there on I don't know what happened.
I0: - Did you ever.eee it?

A. No, sir.

Q. Do 'you know how thlck.lt ig? This thick (indi-

cating approximately 3 inches)? Or did anybody ever describe
‘it to you? :

A. It wasn't a thick document probably like that,
but I'm not positive how thick it was..

MR MACCRATE: How did it come from Duc Pho to Chu Lai?

A, I'm sure it would have been hahdecerried,.but I'm
not sure who even took it in to Colonel DONALDSON, sir. I
know it did not come through me.

Q. Well‘ after it was received when you were picking

up papers at the end of the day, did you pick up anything re-
lating to that? ,
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A. No, sir.

Q. - This was handled on a close-hold basis by the
chief of staff? :

A. Right, sir. He received it.

I0: How did he received it without it going through
you? : ' '

A. Whoever had it must have hand-carried in to him,
sir.

0. What about the courier? Suppose the courier

brought it up?

A. The courier would have come through us, sir.
Anything the courier brought would have come through us.

A lot of times the chief of staff would direct the brigade
" commander or someone to investigate something, and they'd
bring it directly to him. I wouldn't see it until after,
if I got to see it. ' S

Q. We're not positive how it came up. We'wve had
some indications that it was sent up by courier.

A. - In April? Well, we're talking about May l969.'
MR MACCRATE: It would probably be the end of May. |

A, Not to my knowledge, sir. If it would have been
"courier it would have come through us.-

I10: Suppose-it’came through the courier, but it was
‘marked, "Attention: Chief of Staff"? -

A. If it was marked "Attentidn:_ Chief of Staff" and .
Mpersonal'? : _ , o . -
Qo I don 't'-_

A. (Interposing) Well, if it was "Chief of Staff,"

"Personal," I would just send it on in to him. I wouldn't
open it. ' '

MR MACCRATE: But then what did he doiwith it at the end of the
day? He didn't have any safe. The only place where he could
store anything, as I understand it, was in your office.
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A. Well,"his in box was locked up at night, sir.
Q. And you locked up the in box?

A. Right, sir.

Q. ‘ Well, did you include that:in what you locked

up any time?

A. .The specific report, I couldn't say that, sir.
It could possibly have been in his in box, but I didn't go
through his in box every night. It's possible that it could
have been locked up, but if it had been locked up and he re-
tained it, it would have been in the files.

Q. . If he prepared a memorandum and transmitted what
ever he obtained, would that memorandum have come to you7

A _ Yes, sir, if it was prepared on -a memorandum.

Q. And if he sent it over, for example, to the IG
for transmission, what kind of logging out freom your office
would it have received?

A. If he personaliy callea'the IG over to come pick
‘it up and he personally handled it, I would never have seen
it, sir.

0. There would be no record of that in the chief of
staff s office?.

A, No, sir. But if the IG sent it out, he would have
a copy, sir. You are talking about something that was hand-
led personally, right? :

Q. We don't know. We see no reason why it should be
handled personally. There is no reason in the world why this
'should have received such persconal handling that you would be -
unaware of it. : .

A, No, I was aware that that report--we received a
call, and I was aware the l1llth Brigade was queried to find

it. So we did not have a copy of it in division headquar-

ters. To my knowledge, a copy of it came in.

Q. And wasn't this source of .considerable concern
at this time, that you didn't have a copy at the division
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headquarters of a report received by the division commander?
A. Right, sir.

Q. And I would assume that there had been consider-
able discussion about the absence of such a report?

A. Well, there was a dlscu551on of the absence of
the report on Plthllle, yes, sir..

Q. : "And then when a copy was located that must have
come as a matter of some interest to everyone. Here you were
1ook1ng for something and couldn't £find it., = A telephone call
comes in and says, "Look down at brigade," and there it is
found, and a copy is brought up. When it was brought up, you
were just not informed of it at all?

A, _ Not to my knowledge. A copy of it was brought up,
sir. _

Q. : Well, how do you have knowledge of that?

A. Well llke you say, the 1nterest that was mounted

looking for one. If it had not been found, I'm sure someone
else was——to my knowledge a copy was brought in.

Q. Well, all right, if you had that knowledge—-

A, (Interposing) There was a copy brought to lelSlon
headquarters, to my knowledge, yes, sir.

Q. (Interposing) How do you know a copy was brought
in to divison headquarters?

A. I didn't physically have it.

Q. But someone must to have told you this. What I'm
interested in finding out is what you were told and by whom7

A. It's trying to go through my mind. To the best of
my knowledge it was sent . up directly to the chief of staff from
the 11lth Brigade and the chief of staff had it, but I do not
know what he did with it.

Q. He told you he had it?
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A. We're talking about in May 1969. There was some
type of investigation-~-now I don't know how much, or how large,
or what it looked like--that came up from the llth Brigade,
reference Pinkville.

0. Well, did Colo..el DONALDSON tell you that?

A. To the best of my knowledge, he told me that there
" was a report on Pinkville. I don't know if it was the one
that they were looking for, but it was the only one we could
find.

Q. : I can't understand why you can say with such as-
surance that you'd got a copy of the report from the 1llth
Brigade, and you can't say where you got that information.

A. | The chief of staff received a copy from the 1lth
Brigade on the Plnkv1lle incident.

Q. ' He told you that?
A. Or I saw it when he had it in the envelope. He

didn't purposefully tell me, "This is that report, reference
Pinkville." - .

Q. o Did he indicate what he'was going to do with it?

A, No, sir. All I know is he had a copy of ‘the report
I don't know what he did with it, but I know I didn't get 1t,
and to my knowledge, I don't thlnk the NCO' S got it or any in-
structions. It's very possible he could have instructed one.
‘of the NCO's to do something with it.

Q. Was any copy of it retained at your headquarters?
A, It was not retained in the chief-Of staff's office.
Q. Well, if it was not retained in' the chief of staff s

office, if it stayed in the headquarters building at all, it
would have had to have been the commandlng general or one of
the ADC's.

A. . Right, sir, if it stayed in the headquarters
itself. But it could have been in the IG's files, be~-

cause to the best of my knowledge--I may be wrong on thlS, but
the query from USARV was from the IG 51de. I believe, sir,
this is correct.
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I0: . ‘ You remember a Colonel WHITAKER coming up there?

A. : Yes, sir.

Q. Did he come over and go over your files with you?
A. No, sir. He didn't come in and go throuch my files

with me. No, sir. He went up and saw the IG. I know the IG
spent all the time with him,

Q. . How many days was he there? Do you know?

A, Three--two, or three, or four, or something like
that. I'm not positive, sir. ,

Q. ~ Subsequent or prior to his arrival that Colonel
DONALDSON got this telephone call from Colonel HENDERSON which
indicated a copy should be in the 1llth Brlgade'>

A, ' I honestly can't recall, sir. I know it was in the

same time frame, but I can't tell you whether it was prior or
after, sir. ,

Q. Well, after Colonel DONALDSON finally got a copy
up there in the headquarters, whether it went to the IG or
not, he knew at that time what the report looked like?

A. He should have, sir.

Q. aAnd he should have known who the report was address~
ed to, right?

A. Right, sir.

Q. Did somebody around the headquarters really start
to look to see if they could find that document at that time,
if they knew what it looked like and they knew the contents
‘of the document, to see if they could find. out where in the
headquarters the file copies were located, or where the re-
cords were that logged these things in? '

A, " To my knowledge, they would look in the 3 shop,
and the IG went through thelr files.

Q. Well, now, I'm talklng about after they got the
report out. I'm not talking about the look-see or the search
(HALLMAN) | 32 S APP T-301
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in response to USARV, but I'm talking about when this report
came up. You said Colonel DONALDSON showed you an envelope
or something. Now, after that time were you, for example,
directed to look through your files to see if you had a copy
of this particular report in your files?

A. No, because I had already went through them prior,
sir. ‘

Q. But you didn't really know what you were looking
for up to that time? _

A. Well, it was in reference to an investigation of
Pinkville. T

Q. . Well, I would challenge anybody to associate Plnk-

ville with the piece of paper I am going to show you in a
minute?

" A. '~ That was it. I looked one time. I didn't look a-
gain, sir. : ‘

COL ARMSTRONG: Did the chief of staff show you or have this
piece of paper in his hand? Did you by any chance say, "Give
that,to me, sir, so I cah make a copy for our files"?

A. . No, sir. It was an envelope. To the best of my -
knowledge, it was Stlll in an envelope, sir.

Q. Well, if everybody had gone into a tizzy trying to
find a copy of 1t before, and it was addressed to your head-.
‘quarters, and you should have had a copy of it, I should think
one of the first things your administrative people would want
to do is make a copy for their files?

A. Right.

Q. . This apparently didn't occur to-anyone?

A, Well, I would have told them to make a copy'of it,
sir. : ,

Q. You certalnly didn't wrestle with the chief of

staff and take 1t away from him so you could.

I0: I have here a paper entltled "Report of Investlga—
tion," dated 24 April 1968, whlch has been entered into the
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record as Exhibit R-l1l. I will show you that paper and ask, in
looking through your files or in the headquarters while you
were there, if you saw that piece of paper or any of the at-
tachments? First, whether you saw that paper without the true
copy, in its original form, before a true copy was made by
Major COX?

(I0 hands Exhibit R-1 to the witness.)
A. ' .Not to nmy knowledge, sir.
Q. Look on then to the first inclosure which is a
statement, dated 14 April. Have you seen that particular

piece of paper, the one you just looked at?

A, ~ Not to my knowledge, sir. I've seen this one,
though, propaganda sheets G2 had.

Q. - Well, I-d—llke_for you to read_on before you--

A. (Interposing) Oh, okay, wait a minute, okay.

Q. Have you seen this particular piece of paper?

A. . I've seen something baeically'like this propaganda

sheet. I wouldn't say it was this same sheet of paper.
Q. , - Did you have it in the headquarters?

A. No, whéere.I saw it, it was a report to the G2 sent
over on propaganda leaflets that they had found or had a file
‘of. It had some of this same stuff in it. ©Now, I'm not pos-
itive this is the same sheet of paper, no, sirxr, but it had
about the looting of people in Salgon, Binh Tay, and et cetera.

Q. Well, had you read 1t° In this specific instance
the piece of paper that you saw, did it also focus on Son Tinh .
District? : - '
A.. It's possible. I can't be specific, sir.

Q. '~ Well, we know, for example, that this particular

piece of paper came into the headquarters by itself. It did
not come in as part of this report at a later date, but ini-
tially it came in by itself in this form. I don't know wheth-
er this is the same one. That is why I'm asking whether you
read it, to know whether or not this is the same one or not.
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A. I couldn't spec1f1cally say it's the same one
form the one that I saw. It had about the American devils

or something to that effect with a propaganda sheet that

the G2 submitted one time. He had a report of different pro-
paganda that was used in ‘the area, sir, but I couldn't say it
would be this specific cop,, sir.

Q. The G2 had it. Would he be the logical one to
pick up VC propaganda7 - ‘

A, Yes, sir. That's who had the report.

0. What time was this thét they sent it in?

A. I'm not sure, sir. It would be April or May 1969,

somewhere in that time frame. But this wasn't one sheet of
paper. It would have been within a report of different mater-
ial, sir. '

Q. . Would thaf have been logged in?-

A. This?

Q. No, the report. from the G27?

A, o No, sir. If it was confidential, it would have.

I can't recall whether the report was confidential or not. It
was just an information copy for the chief of staff. It wouldn't
have been logged in. S

Q. May or June?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Well, although it's looked upon as VC propaganda——‘

and in effect it is propaganda--it's not a leaflet. It is a
broadcast intercept in Vietnamese which was subsequently trans-
lated and typed out in English. This is basically the form that
‘was delivered to the headquarters down there. . Of course, you
recognlze that the reports are on standard page instead of the
legal-size pages?

A, Right, sir. This is all that I_recall, sir.

Q. But this first page rings, huh?

A. » Yes, sir.
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0. At the same time thlS particular item came into

the headquarters, we have another document that came into the
headquarters. The Vietnamese is on the last page; this action
is the next to the last page. I would ask you to take a look

at these two documents (pages) and see if you have seen either
of them? This is entered into the record as Exhibit M-36, which
is an attachment to it.

(Witness handed Exhibit M-36.)

A. This one doesn't ring_a bell.

Q. You don‘tbremember ever have seeh them?

A, : No, sir.

Q. | In the files, Major HALLMAN, did you ever. see a

letter addressed to the Commanding Offlcer, 1l1th Brigade,
signed by the commanding general, which tells him about the
allegations from the district chief, that some people had
been killed, and directing that he look into it, to investi-
gate it? ‘

A, No, sir.

0. ' This would have been about the time perlod of per-
haps, a little bit after the middle of Aprll7

A. . No, sir,

Q. 1968? When you were in the headquarters, did you
ever hear any discussion concerning either statements, or over-
hear a conversation, or rumors to the effect that something un-
usual had taken place at My Lai or Son My or in this area,
‘Pinkville, along about the middle of April 19682

A. No, sir.

Q. When you were the as51stant chief of staff, dld the
Americal Division ever undergo an IG inspection?

A. No, sir. They had one, but it was before my time
period, sir. They had an IG investigation a week after I left,
Siru : ‘

Q. IG inspection?
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A, . Right, inspection, sir. They had had one prior
to my arrival.

Q. Do you recall about what time it would have been?
A. It would have been in Jﬁly 1969, sir. Tﬁey had
one in 1968. I don't recall what month it was, sir.

Q. Well, that's the one I'm inte&estéd in.

A. .1968?

Q. Yes?

A. No, sir.

Q. | Well, when you came in, I understand that} But

there are also these followup reports which you have to make
out. You give time to take corrective action and so on, so
- you remember those coming back through from USARV, and from
the IG coming to the commanding general and going down to
USARV and saying, "These specific points, these are the cor-
rective actions which have been taken." They normally give
you about a 3 months time span to do it in. You came in in
September, so if one had taken place in June or July you
would have been still--

A, (Interposing) It's possible. I don't recall see-
ing it. The only thing I saw was the file copy, you know, as
you always keep the previous one to bring up for the upcomlng
IG .

Q. When you were in the division, did you ever get any
‘rumors, comments, or discussions concerning a report which a
‘helicopter pilot had filed via his command channels to the ef-
fect that some women and children were unnecessarily killed
down in this Son Tinh area by Task Force Barker?

A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever hear of a confrontation between an
aviation element, a helicopter unit, and one of the ground

elements to the degree that one of the helicopters had 1ts

guns trained on U. S personnel?

A. No, sir.
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Q. Now, you were in the headquarters when Captain
MEDINA was there, weren t you°

A. nght, sir. He worked in G3.

Q. Did you ever hzaar any dlscu551on concernlng Captain
MEDINA and how he shot a woman?

A, , No, sir.

Q. .You never did?

A. No, sir.

Q. He never mentioned it to YOu?

A, . No, sir. The only time I ever saw Captain MEDINA
was sometimes he briefed the CG in the mornings. I believe he

. was on the night shift of the TOC, sir. That's the only time
" I ever saw the individual. ,

MR MACCRATE: Major HALLMAN, do you rememoer who was the liaison
officer between the 1llth Brlgade and the Americal Division in
the spring of 19697 : : :

‘A. o No, sir, I can't recall. It was.a lieutenant, but
I can't recall. ' "

0. Lieutenant BROWN? .

A. It rlngs a bell, but T wouldn't say Was he a
‘Negro officer?

Q. Yes, I believe he is. Do you recall him delivering
-this report of investigation to Colonel DONALDSON7

A. It's very possible. I don 't know because Colonel .
DONALDSON was the prior 1llth Brigade CO. The liaison officer
would talk to him quite frequently about something, but I
couldn't say that Lieutenant BROWN physically gave it to him,

Q. - I'd like to show you the last page of Exhibit R-1,
a copy of the letter from Colonel HENDERSON to the IG here in
Washinton, D.C. You note that Colonel HENDERSON indicates
that he has received from the Americal Division a copy of the
report. Can you explain how that was forwarded to Colonel
HENDERSON?
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A. I would presume, sir, it was mailed.
Q. Well, was it processed by you?
A. No, sir. I didn't mail it. It's very possible

that the envelope was handed to Sergeant DROSDICK, and he was
told to mail it, but I did not mail it, sir.

Q. Well, there would be a covering letter presumably.
There would be a covering letter, would there not?

A. Well, it's possible unless they handled it on

an informal basis, because he received a phone call, yes, sir.
It's very possible that it was on a handwritten letter. I

do not recall ever seeing a letter on it, sir.

Q. You never remember seeing a covering letter for-
wardlng that report to Colonel HENDERSON?

A. No, sir.

Q. Wouldn't it be hlghly unusual for the chief of
staff to write a handwritten letter rather than have a steno
type a letter? Wasn't that the customary way for sendinng
things out of headquarters?

A. Yes, sir. I'm not saying that he didn't, sir.

Q. But the chief of staff would also turn over to you
the file copy of any outgoing correspondence, wouldn't he?

A. : Correspondence? His steno would file it.

Q. Right. And so far as you know, you never saw the
letter forwarding a copy of the report to Colonel HENDERSON?

A, No, sir. I did not, sir.

I0: I might say it's conceivable that his personal
steno would just go ahead and get it all prepared and type
out the letter, put in an envelope, and have it ready to go,
but he would retain a copy in his own files.

A, Personal?

Q. That's what I mean. DONALDSON should have a copy
of this? '
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A. He would also, like General PEERS stated, have a
personal file. It's very possible he had his steno or Ser-

geant DROSDICK mail it.

MR MACCRATE: Subsequent to the time that this report was
found, you will see that prior to the lst of June and while
you remalned for the next month and a half or more at the A-
merical Division, was the matter of this report of investi-
gation ever referred to in your presence?

A. ' Basically, the only thing I ever heard them refer
to was the Pinkville incident. No specifics were ever dis-
cussed on this, sir.

Q. But you did hear some discussion about the Pink-
ville incident after this report was found?

A. It was discussed that there--I know when the IG
was up there when they were discussing investigating the Pink-

ville incident. That's basically all I ever heard of that, sir. :’

Q. My question is directed to the period following
the finding of this report. You were around the headquarters,
and there was the--

A. (Interposing) I can't recall any specific discus-
sions about the incident, no, sir, not in my presence.

Q. You never saw the slightest interest on the part
of anyone there to make any further search of headquarters
to see if it could be found?

A. To my knowledge they had the G3 and the IG see

if they could find any copies of it.

Q. But you were never asked to trouble yourself again?
A. Not after I looked once.

Q. Had you looked before you knew what was in the re-
port?

A. Well, I didn't know what was in the report until

after they found it.

Q. And no one ever gave you enough information so you
could look again?
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A. No, sir. There was an investigation reference
atrocity incident with the Vietnamese civilian populace, and
I went through my files, and I didn't find anything on it,
sir. I was never told to look for it again.

Q. ' Did you keep a file on communications Wlth the
province chief of Quang Ngai Province? »

A. I don't recall. There. were méybe'two or three
items of correspondence, but I don't recall any volume about
this period of time,

Q. You remember hearing in June 1969 from the pro-
vince chief that U.S. Army representatives were coming to
question him and inquiring what he ought to do about it?

A. No, sir.

Q. ~ Nothing came into division headquarters concerning
- Army representatives who were going to see Colonel KHIEN?

A. I don't recall anything, sir. It's very possible
it came in, but I don't recall. '

MR MACCRATE: I have nothing further.

I0: . Well, Major HALLMAN, we appreciate your coming'in,
and based upon this line of questioning which you had, you can
see that we're trying not to leave any stone unturned.

A. ‘ I realize'that.

Q. We want to find out specifically what transpired

and where these papers went within the Americal Division. This
.is highly significant to us, because, among other things, we are
to determine the sufficiency of any investigation, the adequa-
cies of any reviews, and whether or not there S been any at-
tempt to cover this up. :

A. I realize that, sir.

Q. - Now, as a consequence, 1t is of prime importance
to us to know what happened to the copies of these documents
that arrived at the Americal Division headquarters. If any of

these answers do come to mind after you have departed or any
time in the not too distance future, we'd like you to get in
touch with us. 1In addition, if you know of any documents or
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anything that would be of assistance to us, we would like
very much to hear about those. I give you this opportunity
to ask any questions you may like to ask or if you would
like to enter a statement into the record.

A. No, other than it's very hard to recall all this
over a periocd of a year. :
Q. ‘We understand that. We know we're going back--
A. (Interposing) If some of my answers were vague,

it wasn't to try to elude you. That's the only thing I have
to say, sir. : _ '

I0: I would again caution you to the fact that you're
not to disclose your testimony to others, including individuals
who may appear before this investigation, except perhaps before

.. competent administrative, judicial, or legislative body. I

think you know that it is possible that you may be called
before one of the congressional. committees, and more speci-
fically, if you are called it will probably be before the
investigating subcommittee of the House Armed Serv1ces Com-
mlttee. Do you have anything further7

-A. No,’51r.

10: ' The hearing will recess at this time.

(The hearing recessed at 1610 hours, 2 February
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: HANCE, Wilmer J.

DATE OF TESTIMONY: 29 January 1970
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon
WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT: Aide to Brigadier General GALLOWAY from
25 March 1968 until 3 November 1968.

1. BACKGROUND INFORMATION.

The witness joined the 196th Light Infantry Brigade
on 3 November 1967 and served as rifle platoon leader
for three and one half months (pg. 2). He was in the
hospital from 29 February until 23 March (pgs. 3, 13).
The week of his discharge he was interviewed to be the
aide for General, then Colonel, GALLOWAY (pg. 13). A
week or two later he moved to the division headgquarters
area spending the first few weeks on crutches and beginning
to function as the General's aide at the end of April
(pg. 13). He returned to the United States on 3 November
1968 (pgs. 2, 3). As General GALLOWAY's aide he was aware
of Task Force Barker and sat in on briefings which concerned
its operations in the beginning of April (pg. 3). He
accompanied General GALLOWAY to LZ Dottie and remembered
Colonel BARKER when he was in the 1l1th Brigade headquarters.

2. HIS KNOWLEDGE OF THE INCIDENT AT MY LAI.

The witness first became aware of the body count in
the division daily news letter and that was the only time
he heard about it (pg. 4). He did not hear General GALLOWAY
discuss any of the activities in that area (pg. 5). He did
not recall a discussion between General GALLOWAY and Colonel
LEWIS or the chief of staff concerning the unnecessary killing
of noncombatants (pg. 6). He was not aware of an investigation
being conducted by the division, of a complaint concerning
the unnecessary killing of civilians, of a confrontation
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between an aviation unit and ground elements, of reports
from the village chief of Son My, or of a VC propaganda
concerning the incident (pgs. 5=7).

3. OTHER INFORMATION.
a. The witness drew and explained a sketch of

the Americal Division command building which was marked
as Exhibit 0-7 (pgs. 8, 9, 12).

b. The witness stated that he knew General KOSTER's o
clerk, named HERRIS, but did not recall his first name W
(pg. 7). He stated he may have that clerk's address and o
would check and send it to the committee (pg. 8). o

c. The witness stated that either he or Specialist
VANABLE handled the General's papers. Ordinarily he would
clear the papers from the General's desk, taking any
confidential material to Sergeant SAIMONS and Sergeant
LOFTIS (pg. 10). This material was normally stored in
Major BEASLEY's office in a safe (pg. 12).

d. The witness stated Major BEASLEY was replaced by
Major POWELL who was replaced by Major HALLMAN. He did not
recall the first names of either of the replacements (pg. 11).
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EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT .
NUMBER DESCRIPTION NOTES PAGES

Sketch of the layout of (Wit drew and

0-7 the Generals' offices. described the

- sketch.

8,9
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(The hearlng reconvened at 0945 hours, 29
January 1970.)

I0: The hearing will come to order.

RCDR: The following named persons are present,
LTG PEERS, MR MACCRATE, COL ARMSTRONG, and MAJ LYNN.

Sir, the next witness is Mr. Wilmer»J. HANCE.

(MR HANCE was called, sworn, and testified as
follows:) ‘

RCDR: Mr. HANCE, for the record, will you please state
your full name, occupation and residence?

A, Wilmer J. HANCE, computer programmer trainee of
the Navy Department, 5021 Seminary Road, Alexandria, Virginia.

I0: Mr. HANCE, have you had an opportunlty to read -
the instructions (Exhlblt M=-5)? - .

A.- ' Yes, sir.

Q. Do you have any questioﬁS con¢erning them?

A, No} sir. |

Q. On my left is Mr. MACCRATE. Mr. MACCRATE is an

attorney from New York and he has volunteered his services
to Secretary RESOR to assist us in the conduct of this in-
vestigation and also to prov1de ‘legal counsel to me and
other members of the inquiry team. :

. On my right, is Colonel ARMSTRONG who has been
de51gnated by the Office of Chief of Staff to work with
this investigation and is an assistant on this team. We
have other groups comparable to this who are taking testi-
mony from other individuals. It will be my task to assemble
the report, to weigh the evidence and determine the findings
and recommendations. For your information we are directing
that military personnel appearing before this investigation
not discuss their testimony with others. In your case, of
course, since you have returned to civilian status, we
cannot any longer direct or order that you not discuss your
testimony, but we can request that you not -discuss your
testimony with others, including any others who may appear
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‘or may have appeared before this inquiry as a witness, except
of course, as you may be required or requested to do before

a competent administrative, judicial or legislative body. I
use those terms because tuere is a possibility that you may

be requested to appear before one of the congressional com-
mittees. The one most likely would be the investigative
subcommittee from the House Armed Services Committee. If

you are so requested, your testimony and appearance here would
in no way preclude your appearing before such a legislative
body. :

I don't think that vou have been cited or cautioned
by the military judge in the court-martial case of United
" States v. Calley, is that correct?

A, ' Yes, sir.

Q. The possibility to me would seem quite remote but
in the event that you are so cautioned or cited, your appear-
ance and your testimony here would in no way change either the
~effect or applicability of such an order. Now do you have any
questions concerning the additional instructions which I have
provided? -

A. No, sir.

Q. Mr. HANCE would you 1nd1cate your duty assignment
within the Americal Division, indicating when you Jjoined, any
change of assignment you may have had and the approximate ’
dates, and when you flnally completed your tour with the di-
vision?

A, Yes, sir. I joined the Americal Division approx-
imately November 3, 1967. I was assigned to the 196th Light
~ Infantry Brigade in which I was a rifle platoon leader for

. approximately three and a half months. I was in the hospital
for approximately one month, the hospital in the division
area.

Q. | For wounds?

A, : Yes, sir. I became aide to Brigadier General
GALLOWAY, approximately the last week of March. I was his
aide for about 7 months up to November 3, 1968, at which
time I returned to the United States. .

Q. S Until when, November?
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A. . November 3.

Q. The My Lai incident of 16 March 1968, as it is

now commonly referred to, became a matter of public knowledge
about 5 months ago, towaid the end of September or early
October, through radio, television, newspaper and so on.
Since that time, have you had any discussion with anybody
from the Americal Division .or anyone who may have been
associated with the incident about the incident itself,

the reporting of the incident or any 1nvest1gat10ns of the
incident?

A. No, sir. I haven't. Just talked this morning
with some fellow officers who were there at the time but -
nothing was discussed on the incident, just the fact that
we were all here.

Q. . You had left the 196th in March. Of course
you indicated you were in the hospital for a time. Was this
toward the latter part of February and end of March?

A, Well, from February 29th until March 8th and from
March 9th until approximately the last week in March.

Q. ' Yes. When were vyou 1nterv1ewed for becomlng the
aide to General GALLOWAY? S :

A. It was somewhere around March 24th or 25th. I
believe it was sometime in the last week af March.

'Q; Now as the aide to General GALLOWAY or in your
duty w1th1n the l96th were you aware of Task Force Barker? '

A. I was aware of Task Force Barker as General
GALLOWAY's aide, not as a member of the 196th.

Q.- Do you recall how you became acqualnted Wlth Task
Force Barker? :

A, Yes, sir. As General GALLOWAY's aide, I flew in
the helicopter with him daily, and we visited the various
commands. I sat in on the briefings that he attended on the
operations of Task Force Barker, probably the beginning and
sometime around the second week of April, approximately.

Q. Do you remember when Tasx Force Barker was dls~
establlshed7
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A. | No, sir. T don't.

Q. Well, the Task Force was disestablished on 9 April
and companies which weré assigned to the Task Force returned
to their parent organizations. You had evidently been down
with him. Had you been down to LZ Dottie with General
GALLOWAY? : , .

A. -Yes, sir.
Q. Do you remember Colonel BARKER?
A. Yes, sir. I remember Colonel BARKER, but I think

that at the time that I saw him, he was in the 1lth Brigade
headquarters. I'm not sure.

Q. : Well, this is highly p0551b1e because after the
- Task Force was dlsestabllshed he in turn became the executive
‘officer of the brigade. Do you recall that?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. When you were briefed on the operation of Task
Force Barker, were you briefed with General GALLOWAY? Were

- you briefed on the operation of the Task Force into this area
which we have on this blown-up map here?. Notice Quang Ngai-
City, down in the lower left-hand corner. To the northeast

of it this general area of Son My Village and is the AO
extention which they obtained from the ARVN to operate in this
area, which we have outlined in. orange there. Were you fa-
mlllar with that? '

A, ' No, sir. I was familiar'with'Task Force Barker
but I can't remember any- of the operations down in this area.
However, I don't think I was in on this partlcular operation.

Q. - Well, this was the biggest operation that the 1lth
Brigade had had up to that time. They had never had a.body
count that approached 100 and exceeded 100 somewhat. Maybe
in reading the newspaper and so forth, you might recall the
figures which came out in the division daily newsletter,
which is 128 enemy XIA, two U.S. KIA, 11 U.S. WIA and

3 weapons captured. Now do those go together in any

sense? .

A. I believe I read the same newsletter but that is
the only time I remember hearing about it. :
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Q. In the time that you were at Dottie, or any of
these other fire bases in this area, or when you were down
"at Duc Pho, the headquarters of the 1lth Brigade at L2
Bronco, did you hear or did General GALLOWAY discuss any-
thing concernlng activities in this area in March or any-
thing concerning thlS area?

A. No, sir, not that I remember. When I visited
LZ Dottie,- it was at variouns times throughout the tour.
Approximately once a week we made trips to various bat-~
talion fire bases. In regards to this particular incident,
there is nothing I could remember. ‘But I have flown over
just about the entire division area with General GALLOWAY.

Q. . Now at that particular time, General YOUNG was

the ADC for maneuvers or operations, I think, and General
GALLOWAY was responsible- prlmarlly for the support act1Vlt1es
and logistic act1v1t1es, is that correct? -

A. Yes, sir.

Q. So I would assume a great portlon of his time was
spent at Chu Lai itself? -

A.- ' Yes, sir.

Q. Along the LOC's?

A, Yeé, sir.

Q. While you were with GeneraerALLOWAY at any time

during this period, did you ever hear of an investigation
belng conducted by the lelSlon°

A. No, sir, not that I can remember.

Q.- Did you hear anything concerﬁing‘a comﬁlaint or
an allegation, it could be put in either term, which had
been made by one of the aviators to the effect there had
been some unnecessary killing of civilians?

A. No, sir.

Q. Did you hear talking about a confrontation between
an Army aviation unit and some of the ground elements?

A. . No, sir.
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Q. Did ‘you go to church?

A Yes, sir.

Q. You know the'chaplain real well?

A. You mean when I was in Vietnam?

0. : In headquarters there with General GALLOWAY.

A. Sometimes I went to church, sometimes I didn't.
I knew a later chaplain, I believe 1t was Colonel DONOVAN
at this time, I don't know. -

0. The chaplain at that time was Colonel LEWIS. Do

you remember Colonel LEWIS talking to General GALLOWAY or to
the chief of staff or anybody else concerning possibile
unncessary killing of noncombatants? :

A. No, sir. I don't.

Q. pid you ever hear of a report from one of the
village chiefs, actually the village chief of Son My, to the
district chief of Son Tinh? Son Tinh is the district which

_ is immediately to the north of Quang Ngai City, east and west
from it, located on the map approximately to the north of
Quang Ngai City. Did you ever hear of such a report belng
filed?

A. No,'sir

Q.. Was there any report from the district chief to
the province chief?

A, No, sir.

. Q. Did you ever hear of any VC propaganda which may
-have come out in broadcast form? ' :

A. No, sir. I didn't.
Q. It could have come out in leaflet form and also
there are indications there were slogans. -In addition there

may have been armbands or designations on the uniform, posters
and all forms of propaganda which may have been focused on
gaining revenge for something that may have happened in Tu
Cung or in Son My or generally the area which we refer to as
Plnkv1lle° :
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"A. No, sir, nothing that I can remember.

Q. At any time, <¢id you ever hear of anythlng whlch
may have transpired which you might say was a comment,
statement, or rumor, or anything like that which would cause
you to suspect that something unusual had happened?

A. . No, sir.

0. ' How close did you work with Major BEASLEY and in
the chief of staff's office?

A. Well, sir, I was, when General GALLOWAY wasn't
around, more or less under the control of Major BEASLEY

who had control of all the headgquarters office personnel.
If ever he had any request for work to be done, I'd be one
of the ones to do it. All of my personnel, all of General
GALLOWAY's personnel, such as the driver and his secretary/
stenographer, usually remained under the control of Major
BEASLEY. Other than that, the administrative work would be
nothing other than to see him during the day.

0. ' You are talking about the secretary of General
GALLOWAY. Did he have a stenographer that could take short-
hand and so on? :

A, - Slr, I can't remember if he could take . shorthand

‘If there was any dictation, he mlght work on it.

Q. He could take dictation though?

A. Yes, sir. Type it. |

Q. Are you familiar with General KOSTER s clerk?
A.' Yes, sir. I can't remember hlS name but I was'

familiar with all the personnel that worked in headquarters
office at the time that I arrived. :

Q. Would_the name HERRIS come.to mind?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you remember hlS flrst name by chance°

A: . No, sir. I don t, but I talked with him several
times.
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‘MR MACCRATE: Do you happen to have a list of the personnel
in the office at that time?

A. I could remember them.

Q. Well, we are interested partioularly in Mr. HERRIS'
first name.

A. Oh, I'm sorry, I wouldn't know. I did have his
address once upon a time in California. I might have his first
name. I don't know if I still have his address or not.

Q. . Would you check that when you get home?
A. - Yes, sir.
I0: | Well, if you do have his address, I wish you'd get

his full name and so on. We'll ask Major LYNN to make sure
he knows how to get in touch with you s¢ you can provide him
that information. Do you recall whether HERRIS was able to
take dlctatlon or not? o _

A, No, sir. I don't.

Q. Well, first, would you mind just sitting there and
making a dlagram for me about how the offices were organlzed
and who was in what office and so forth; where the two ADC's
were, when the commanding general was in the command building,
‘where the chief of staff was and where Major BEASLEY's offlce
was located and also where the aides were located?

(The witness made a sketch which was later redrawn
and received in evidence as Exhibit 0-7.)

A, The front of the headguarters was -right here and
here, approximately right here, coming into the door, General
GALLOWAY's office, something in this manner. General YOUNG's
office was right next to General GALLOWAY's office. I was
located in this general area right here.

Q. In that doorway

A, Well, it was divided off at that time just a little
bit. Major BEASLEY's office was over here. Colonel PARSON,
who was chief of staff at that time, was in here. The steno-
grapher or secretary typist for General YOUNG -and Colonel
PARSON were located in here, I believe, in this location.
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Lieutenant WHITE, who was General YOUNG's aide was located
.in this location right here.

Q. Now where is the main street that turns in front
of the building?

A. Right here, sir.
MR MACCRATE: Was there a side entrance over here?

A. Yes, sir, right here. There was a street going
up this way. ‘

Q. And the court house is right here?

A. ‘ Yes, sir. The sergeant major's house is right in
here too. '
I0: This can't be the front street if that S the gate,

because the front street would be here, the big paved road and
this would be that big parking area.

A. Well, it depends on what you mean by the main
street, sir. The parking lot was right here and the street
comes around this way.

MR MACCRATE: Where is the men's room in your diagram herev?

A. My desk was rlght in here and the men's room was
. Just around the corner, right in here. : '

Q. I know where you sat.

I0: When you came in this door, was there something
blocking this off. Is this Major BEASLEY's office?

CA. ~ Yes, sir.

0. Colonel PARSON, General KOSTER, General GALLOWAY,
General YOUNG and then the aide was sort of in the middle like
this and the clerical personnel? - »

A. ' Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. Now for General GALLOWAY, how were his papers
handled? Who took care of the papers that were g01ng in and
out of hls office? .
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A. It was either handled by me or Specialist VANABLE.

Q. Well, would you clear his desk in the evenings and
lock up his papers? :

A. - Ordinarily, the papers that I handled were in his
in box or out box. If there was any confidential material,
that would be returned to the sergeant who handled the con-
fidential material. :

Q. What was his name? : . ." -
Co

A. Sir, in the beginning I can't remember, at the 3
end it was Sergeant SAIMONS, he was an E-6. : )

Q.. How do you epell his name?

A. . $-A-I-M-O-N-§.

Q. He's an E-6?

A, . . . Yes, sir. |

Q. ' Staff sergeant.

A. And Sergeant LOFTIS, who also handled General

GALLOWAY s typing. At various times, I believe they changed
Specialist VANABLE towards the end of time, back to one of
the other officers. Sergeant LOFTIS took over his place,
this was sometime in 1968. I don't remember when.

Q. As the stenographer for General GALLOWAY?

A. . I can't remember if he took shorthand. But any
typing that was to be done or memos to be sent out to .com-
manders, was either handled by Sergeant LOFTIS, or Spec1allst
VANABLE. If there was a lot of work, at times Specialist HILL
who was General YOUNG's and Colonel PARSON's typist or clerk.

Q. But as far as you know, the first one you can
recall, his name is SAIMONS, E-6 SATIMONS who handled classi-
fied materJ.al'>

A. : I believe just before him, Sergeant LOFTIS han-

dled it, and Sergeant LOFTIS was changed to a different function.
Sergeant LOFTIS probably didn't get there until the summer,
around June or July and before that, I can't remember who

was in charge. : :
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Q. | Who did he work for directly, for Major BEASLEY?

‘A, Yes, sir. Well, at that time it could have been
Major CAMPBELL, I'm sorry, Major POWELL who I believe replaced
Major BEASLEY.

0. When would that heve been, do-you know?

A. | *Sir, it was in December.

Q. It was at the end of the summer?

A, I presume, sir. |

Q. - CAPMBELL~-do you remember his first name?

A. ' No, sir. I don't. Major POWELL replaced Major
. BEASLEY and Major CAMPBELL replaced Major POWELL.

Q. Do you remember the’ flrst names of either POWELL

or CAMPBELL? .

CA. No, sir. I don't.

Q.; . Do you know where CAMPBE@L had come from?

A. I believe he was in the Engineer Corps, bﬁt I can't

remember. As.a matter of fact, I happened to see him down
stairs this morning.: . ‘ :

Q. Major CAMPBELI?

A. Yes, sir. If I have his name right. So, no, I'm
sorry. It is Major HALLMAN, H-A~L-L-M-A-N.

Q. So it was BEASLEY, POWELL, and HALLMAN, as far as -
- you can recall but Major BEASLEY stayed there sometlme in .
December? :

A, . 8ir, I don't know when he left. He was there when
I first got there.

Q. Now assuming you had some classified materlal in
the evening when General GALLOWAY had departed and so on, how
was that handled? Did you pick it up and carry it in or did
somebody from the security section, which I assume this NCO
was in charge of registration and logglng of documents and
security and so on?
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A. ' I wouldbpick it up and take it to him or Major
BEASLEY or to Major BEASLEY's office and let Major BEASLEY
know I was returning it, lots cf time.

Q. Where was this material stored?

A. In Major BEASLEY's office. |

0. How many safes did they have in there, do.you
recall? :

A. Sir, I know thefe was at least one. I don't re-

call if there was another or not.

Q. Did they keep the officer's material separate,'
one drawer for one officer and so on?

A, I don't belleve so.

MR MACCRATE: Where in your digram, which I‘have resketched
there, was Captain DICKENS? Maybe he.was a lieutenant at that
time. | .

A, - Yes, sir. When I first got there Lieutenant DICKENS
had been at that time, Colonel GALLOWAY's aide. Then Lieutenant
DICKENS moved into Major BEASLEY's.office which would be in

. here, and he was the junior aide to General KOSTER, waiting
~until Captain ROBERTS returned to the States. Then Lieutenant
DICKENS replaced him as General KOSTER's aide.

Q; Where did General YOUNG s aide 51tuate himself?

A. The latrine was more or less right here, being able
to see General YOUNG's office which was right here. The latrine
was right here, right in here was the-stenographer; I believe
Specialist HILL at that time and Lieutenant WHITE's desk was.
probably right here with the doorway to the chief of staff

back this way. .

I0: Well, we are vexry appreciative of you coming in

Mr. HANCE. You should know that we are trying to put all these
pieces together, so we know specifically what is happening in
all of these places. This diagram (later Exhibit 0-7) will

be helpful to us to know where you sat with relation to where
you worked, with relation to the general officers and the chief
of staff and the a551stant chief of staff. - :
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Now based upon our line of questioning, you nay
have other things that ¢ould conceivably come to mind. If
you do, we would appreciace it if you would get in touch
with this office so we can take advantage of such. We
are interested primarily in any information of the incident..
We are interested in the reporting of the incident and any
investigations relative to it. Additionally if you can think
of any documents you have, may have, such as memoranda, di-
rectives, maps, photographs and so on which more or less focus
on this, we would appreciate knowing about them too.

At this time we'll give you an opportunity to ask
any questions which you may like to ask or if you would like
to enter a statement into the record.

A, Sir, I'll just enter a statement into the record.
I'm not sure on the dates I have given. I remember I got out
of the hospital, the brigade support hospital for the 196th
on approximately March 23rxd. 1t was prupably that weexk that
I interviewed with General GALLOWAY. However, 1t was pro—
bably not until a week or two later that I moved to the
division headquarters area and I was on crutches. I was
kind of taking it easy for the first couple of wesks, and

as his aide wasn't really functionihg in full capacity until
the last of April. I had no knowledge of the My Lai inci-
dent until the American public--everyone over here did.

Q. Well we recognize very well that it is very dif-
‘ficult to remember what yvou did specifically on each dav 2
years ago. We are not at all trying to hcld you dcwn to
specific days and so on but it is important to know who filled
these positions. We're familiar with when General GALLOWAY,
then Colonel GALLOWAY joined the brigade took over the logi-

~ stics ADC task from General YOUNG who then moved into

. General RIDER's slot to take over the new. ADC.

(The hearing recessed at 1003 hours, 29 Janﬁary
1970.) '

(Tne sketch of the Amerlcal Division command buil-

ding provided by MR HANCE was redrawn following the recess
and then received as Exhibit 0-7.)
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: HARRINGTON, Wayne C. MAJ
DATE OF TESTIMONY: 3 February 1970
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon
WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT ON 16 MARCH 1968: Headquarters Commandant,
Americal Division from 28 July 1968 until 28 February 1969;
S5, 11th Infantry Brigade, from 1 March 1969 until

11 May 1969; Commander, 1lst Battalion of the 20th Infantry
from 12 May 1969 until 11 July 1969.

1. KNOWLEDGE OF THE INCIDENT AND THE REPORT.

The witness could not recall seeing a field safe in
the division commander’'s office (pg. 4). He knew nothing
of an incident or an investigation (pgs. 5, 6). He had no
knowledge of documents being destroyed prior to an IG
inspection in mid-July 1968 (pgs. 6, 7). The witness stated
that when he was S5 of the 11lth Brigade, he never received
a request for information concerning Task Force Barker or
civilian casualties (pgs. 8, 9, 11, 12). He asserted that
Colonel CROWE never requested any documents concerning
Task Force Barker (pgs. 11, 12).

2. OTHER INFORMATION.

a. Persons spoken to about the incident.

The witness had spoken to a Major COX and a Major
MELTON about the My Lai incident. Neither had any knowledge
of the allegations (pg. 3). COX did mention that a sought
after report had been found in his safe when he served as
S2 of the brigade (pgs. 12, 13).
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b. The witness' predecessors and successors.

The witness replaced:a Colonel CHAPMAN as
commanding officer of 1/20 (pg. 2). He followed a Major
Charles BRYCE as Americal headquarters commandant (pg. 3),
and a Major Russel COX as S5 at the 11lth Brigade (pg. 3).

c. Personnel in the 1llth Brigade staff.

In April and May 1969 Major HAYDEN served as S1,
Major COX as S2, Major BOYTON as S3, the witness as S5,
Colonel CROWE as X0, and Colonel TREADWELL as CO (pg. 10).
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EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT -
NUMBER DESCRIPTION NOTES i PAGES
M-57 |Instructions to witness Read by witness. 1
Wit could not re-
R-1 HENDERSON' Report call. 11
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(The hearing reconvened at 1005 hours, 3 February

1970.)
10: The hearing will come to order.

RCDR: The following named persons are present:  LTG PEERS,
MR MACCRATE, COL ARMSTRONG, and MAJ LYNN. -

.8ir, the next witness is Major Wayne C. HARRINGTON.

(MAJ HARRINGTON was called as a witness, was sworn,
and testified as follows:) .

Major HARRINGTON, for the record, would you please
state your full name, grade, Social Security number, organi-
zation, and station.

A. . Wayne C. HARRINGTON, Major, ~, Office of
"~ the DCSOPS, Headguarters USAREUR, APO 09403.

I0: Major HARRINGTON, on my left is Mr. Robert MACCRATE.
He is a civilian attorney who has volunteered his services to
Secretary RESOR to  assist in this inquiry. He also serves as
legal counsel to me and other members of the inquiry team.

On my right is Colonel ARMSTRONG, an Army colonel de51gnated
by General WESTMORELAND and his offlce as an assistant in this
inguiry. Aside from myself, both Mr. MACCRATE and Colonel
ARMSTRONG may address questions to you here this morning. I
should tell you.we have other groups such as this that are
likewise taking testimony. When we finally wrap it up, it
'will be my job to put together a report, weigh the evidence,
“and to determine the findings and recommendations. Have you
had an opportunity to read the 1nstruct10ns (EXhlblt M-57)7?

.A. . Yes, sir, I dld

Q. . | Do you understand them'or,do'yoﬁ-ﬁaveiény questioné?
A. | Yes, sif. I understand them. . |

Q. '.Major HARRINGTON would you indicate your duty as-

signment within the Americal Division, when you joined the
division, any change of assignment that you may have had, and
when you terminated your service?
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A. Yes, sir. I arrived in Vietnam 21 July 1968 and
. I think T arrived at the ‘Americal Division the 23rd or 24th.
~I'm not sure of the exact date. I took over as headquarters
commandant 28 or 29 July. I'm not sure of the exact date. I
remained the headquarters commandant until about 28 February

1969, at which time I went down to-the 1llth Brigade as the
brlgade S5 until 12 May 1969, at which time I became the com-
mandlng officer of the 1/20 untll I believe it was 11 July.

Q. And how long did you remain in command of that?
A. - Two menths, sir, lacking one day.

Q. ' Who did you replace? This was in 19697?

A. | Yes, sir. I replaced a Colonel ‘CHAPMAN,. He was

"~ the battalion commander before me.

Q. Who was the headquarters comnandant before you
arrlved in July 19687

A. I'm trying to thlnk of hls name. He was an armor
officer. He went up as the S3 of the l96th after that, I
believe, when he left there, but I can't think of his name.

I can picture him, but I can't thnk of his name offhand.
BRYCE Charles BRYCE :

Q. | Major?

A; Yes, sir.

Q. And wheh you ieft in February; who relieved you?
A. sir, I can't recall his name. ﬁe-came up from

one of the battalions of the 1lth Brigade,.I know.that.

Q. What position had he had?

A. " I believe he was X0 of the 3/1.

Q. aAnd that would be at the end of February?

A. : Yes, sir.
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0. Who would have been the 85 of the llth Brigade
prlor to your taking over the job?

A. Major Russel COX.

Q. Major Russel COX?

A. _ Yes, sir.

Q. .And who succeeded you?

A, When I left to take oter the battalion, nobody

immediately. The next day or two I think they brought in an-
other major who had just been assigned to the brigade. He
was sort of working special projects for the S3, I think,

on defense of the fire base at that time. He took over,

but I don't recall hlS name. '

Q. The so—called My Lai incident of 16 March 1968
became a matter of public knowledge in the latter part of
‘September and October of last year througl radio, television,
.and other media. Since that time have you had any conversations
with anybody from the division or the brigade concerning what
may have hapvened at My Lai, concerning the reporting of any
such incident or the investigation of any such incident?

A. I just talked to Major MELTON. He was the adjutant
of the brlgade when I went down as the S5, and I talked to
Major COX. I've know. Major COX since way back in 1959, but
nothing other than what I've talked to him this morning. Major
‘MELTON didn't know anything, and it really surprised us. when
this thing came out, because we hadn't really heard anything
about it prior to that time. In fact, it kind of surprised

‘me. : : :

Q. Now, g01ng back to the time when you were headquarters.
conmandant, do you remember a field safe belng in. the office of .
the commandlng general.

A. - Sir, I'm not ‘positive. I've been in his office a
couple of times. The only thing I can really remember in
there was the secure communications system he had by his desk.

Q. Were you responsible for putting in that "secure"?
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A. . No, sir.

Q. , Well I understand that, but I mean making way for
it. .

A. ‘ No, sir, I wasn't. The communications peopie did

that, sir. The only thing that I know 1s it was put in there.

0. : We understand that where the secure communications
is located is where the field safe had previously been located.

A. Sir, I'm not positive of it. I only remember going
in General GETTYS' office about once or twice. I don't re-
member exactly where the field safe was.’ :

Q. General GETTYS was in command all during the time

you were there at the headquarters? c

A, Yes, sir. £
: : N

Q. ' You don't remember happening te - pick up one of

these field safes, or what you did with lt or trying to get
it open or anything like that7 '

A. - No, sir.

Q. When you were there in the headquarters and you
were headquarters commandant g - if you were like all other
headquarters commandants you were probably sticking your nose
in everybody's business, which you have to do’in order to do
your job. You have to know a little bit about everything
“that's going on. Did you ever hear of a report which was’
supposed to have come.from a warrant officer, reporting through
his own command channels, that down in this area of Son My,

My Lai, Pinkville, that Task Force Barker may have killed un-
necessarily some 01v1lians that day, about the middle of March
19682

A. No, sir, I did not. I went to the briefings at
5 o'clock every afternoon. . Usually it just summed up the
daily operations, and that's really about as close as I got
to actual operations.

Q. I'm not talking about whether you heard if officially.
or not. : . :
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A. ' I hadn't heard it unofficially either.

Q. Did you ever hear of a confrontation which took
place between one of the aviation elements and one of the
ground units, to the point where one element had machineguns
trained on the other?

A No, sir.
Q. .Did you know Captain MEDINA?
A. No, sir. |
Q. In the headquarters there?
A. | Well, when I first heard his name, I thought I

mlght have known him. When I saw his olcture, I didn't recog-
nize him. I might have seen him, but I don't recollect. BAs

I say, when I first saw his name in the paper I thought I might

have known him.

Q. Well, at that particular tlme he was one of the G3
briefers foxr headquarters of the Americal Division.

A, ' Maybe that's where I recognize the name. But when
I saw him in the paper, maybe he had grown a little thicker
or something. I remember a colored officer who used to brief,
and I wouldn't even know his name. They changed off every so
often, but I don't really recall him.

Q. You never heard anything about MEDINA, about him

killing a woman or anythlng of this nature?
A No, sir.
Q. Did yon ever hear of an inVestigation being con-

ducted on the U.S. side about anything that may have happened '
down in this area?

A. The only thing that I know is when I sat on a gene-
ral court-martial. I think the people were out of the 1lst Cav,
where a SP5 was accused of murder and rape of a Vietnamese
woman. There were two people accused, and I was challenged

off pre-emptorily. That was a general court. I was a member
of the board. 2And the second one, the first boy, I don't
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recall his name, or the second one either, except I know on
the second one I sat through the full court. I believe one

of the units was in the night laager position when it happened.
That's the only incident that I knew of where there was kil-
ling of civilians, alleged or anything of this nature.

0. The first one you're talking about, d4id that take
place some time in about August, the incident itself having
taken place and being investigated in June, starting in June?

A. I don't remember the exact dates that the people
were accused of, or the time frame of it. I do remember that
the one SP5 was in the lst of the 1lst Cav. Exact location

I don't know. It was the name of a village. That was all I
recall. . '

. 'C_;
Q. Do you know the name of the village? -i?
: &

A. No, sir. I Jjust know they called it one of the
village names. : '

Q. ' Did you ever hear of an 1nvest19atlon being made
by the government of South Vietnam or by the ARVN on some-
thing that may have taken place here?. .

A, " " No, sir.

0. Did you ever hear of any VC propaganda whlch may
have been focused on this area in terms of broadcasts or leaf-
lets or slogans, posters, anything of thlS nature?

A, - No, sir, I don't.

-Q; When you were the headgquarters. commandant, did you
have an IG inspection about that time?

A. We had one just orlor to my assumlng the headquarters
commandant's duties. . L

0. That would have been in early or mid-July?

A, It was around the first part of July or the end of
June.

Q. Had there been or do you know whether there had been

a, you might say, a cleansing of the files at that time?
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A, There was none to my knowledge.

Q. Well, I;m talking about papers being destroyed that
weren't required, retiring other papers, documents?

A. No, sir. Not that I know of.

Q. Did this ever happen during the time you were head-

~quarters commandant, to your knowledge?

A. No, sir, other than things that were outdated, SOI's,
things of this nature. That's about all I kept in my safe, my
sare in my office. :

Q. . Where was your office located?

A, : When I first came into Chu Lai, they had my office
down on the paraae grounds which is now the IG office. That
"used to be the o0ld heaaquarters commandant's office. My of-
fice moved over across the street in headquarters company, bet-
ween the division headquarters and the big generator shed, to-
ward DIVARTY going nortn.

MR MACCRATE: I believe- you became ‘the brlgade S5 at the end
- of February 19697 ,

A. Well, when I left the headquarters commandant's
office I went on R&R to Taiwan. I came back about the 8th.
I think it was the 9th or 1l0th that I actually became the
brlgade S5,

Q. After you became the brigade S5, do you ever recall
receiving a request to search your files for some material
. that was being sought relating to Task Force Barker?

A. ~ No, sir. _

jQ. ‘ _ This would be along around Aprii 6? Méy;1969f

A. No, sir. |

Q. You were at Duc Pho?

A, Yes,-sir. ‘
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L Q. In this time frame? -
A. Yes, sir. |
Q. You were the S57?
A. - That's right.
Q. Do you have any recollection of talking with Major

COX about a search that was going on to locate a report of in-
vestigation?

A. No, six. I don't recollect it at all.
Q. No one ever spoke to you about this?
A. ‘No, sir. The first I had heard of the My Lai in-

c¢ident was when it came out in the newspaper.

Q. You keep talklng about the My Lai incident. For-
get the My Lai incident. I'm talking about were you asked,
back in this time frame, to look through your files to see
what you could find relating to an investigation of Task Force
Barker? :

A. No, sir, I do not recall anyone ever asklng me
about Task Force Barker or a report.

Q. Do you have any recollection of belng asked for
what you had in your files relating to a report on civilian
. casualties in the Son My Village area or in the Pinkville area?

A, No, sir, I don't. The only report ‘that I know

that somebody was looking for was a couple of engineers had
allegedly shot a couple of civilians in the rice paddies out
there in connection with a mine incident which -happened just
north of Duc Pho. This is the only report I ever remember some-
body looking for. This was only to pay the family a solatium,
which they didn't claim through the Quang Ngai Province chief.

Q. Were you on R&R at any time_during April and May
19697 ' o
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A, No, sir.
Q. You were at Duz Pho through that period?
A, When I came back from R&R I was at Duc Pho straight .

through except maybe for a couple of visits to division head-
quarters for a day or two to pick up the solatium money.

Q. During April and May 1969 was Colonel CROWE the
executive officer of the brigade?

A. Yes, sir.

Q.  And you have no recollection of Colonel CROWE ask-

ing you to examine your files to see 1f you can locate a re-
port of 1nvest1gatlon°

A, No, sir. I sure don't.

I0: Let me put it a little different way which may stick
in your mind a little clearer. Colonel CROWE leaves no doubt

in anybody's mind that he assembled the responsible people and
told them that thev were looking for some papers which were
required by the Americal Division, but had been asked for by
the IG of Headquarters, USARV. Now, does that ring a bell?

A, I remember the IG from USARV came up.

Q. Well, he didn't come up just to talk to you, you
know.

‘A. Well he talked mostly to the people at the dlstrlct

headquarters, and I can't remember exactly what he had. Son
My or Pinkville or My Lai, I don't connect that with what he
came. up for. I'm-just trying to think exactly what he came .
up for.

MR MACCRATE: Prior to the time that I believe you were think-
ing of when the IG from MACV or USARV came to Son Tinh Dist-
rict and to Quang Ngai Province, did you not receive such an
inquiry that came to the brigade after the IG from USARV had
been up to Chu Lai? Does this begin to ring any bell?
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A. I do remember a paper from the .IG at USARV. I'm
~trying to think what it was in connection with. It sticks in
my mind that it was something to do with the engineers, not
the particular incident I'm talking about, but it doesn't
joggle my mind exactly what it was. But it doesn't ring a
bell with me that it was essociated with Son My District or
anything of this nature. It had to do something with the Duc
Pho District, because I know the individual who came up, and
I don't even know who it was. I believe it was a major from
USARV had gone down and talked to the district people, I be-
lieve, at some length, the district chief and the district
advisor in the Duc Pho District. .
Q. In this particular matter, the representative of
the USARV IG was Colonel WHITAKER. We have no indication
that Colonel WHITAKER actually came down to Duc Pho, but
Colonel HOWARD, then the IG of the division, we understand
did from time to time come down to Duc Pho.

AL As I say, I do not recollect 1t.

(I0 withdrew from the hearing at 1030 hours.)

Q. Now, during this time frame of April and May 1969,
the Sl was Major HAYDEN?" Is that right?

.A. . Yes, sir. I think Major MELTON was Sl--

Q. ' (Interp051ng) Until the end of March. He was re-
placed by Major HAYDEN. And the 522

AL Was Major COX.

Q; And the. S3?

A. Was Major BOYTON.

Q. . And you were the S5?

A. . Yes, sir.

Q. And Colconel CROWE was the executlve offlcer, and
Colonel TREADWELL was the commandlng off:Lcer'J

A. Yes, sir.
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Q. I'd like to show you Exhibit R-1, which was obtalned-
from the 1llth Brigade during this period. You will see that
it's a true copy, certified by Major COX, and ask you if this
doesn't refresh your recollection about a search that was

made in the files of the ‘brigade along in April or May 19697

A. I don't remember the report.
Q. Do you remember any questlons belng addressed to

you by Colonel CROWE asking you to look in your files to see
if you could locate such a report° ‘ -

A. I don't recollect it to tell yoﬁ the truth, I really
don't. :
Q. . The curious aspect of this is that those who were

serving with you at the time, some of them actually thought
that this report had been found by you in the S5 office. We
have since ascertained that that was not the case, but that
" it was found in the S2 office. But in the light of the tes-
tlmony that we have already had from those serving with you,
it is really guite unexpected that you have no recollectlon
of the search for this document.

A, I just don't ever remember searchlng for any par-
'tlcular document or investigation.

Q. Colonel CROWE explained that it wasn't found at
first, and he attributed this to the fact that he had been
looklng through. you presumably in the S5 office rather than
in the 82 office. And it was Major WHITE's recollection that
"it had been found in the S5 office, indicating an awareness
that at least there were queries being made and that they
thought a search was belng made there._

A, I just don't remember them ever asking for this
thing. I don't remember ever tearing the office apart looklng

for any report. That's why it kind of surprised me when you
asked me if I had heard about a report and I hadn't. -

(HARRINGTON) 11 S APP T-304
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COL ARMSTRONG: Major HARRINGTON, did you have an assistant?

A, Yes, I did, a lieutenant. You don't have a roster
of the brigade do you? I don't know what his name was.

Q. What about an operations sergeant or chief NCO?

A. Yes, sir, I did. I had an NCO that worked there.
I don't remember his name. Actually the lieutenant was the
PSYOP officer of the brigade. I can picture both of themn,
but I can't remember their names offhand. I can't recall
them ever asking for this particular report. I'm trying to
recall when Colonel CROWE would have asked me. As I say, he
could have asked me and it didn't strike me as knowing any-
thing about it, and I said no, because Son My was out of our
area. I would imagine, just speculating, my immediate re-
action would have been, "That wasn't in our area."

Q. . Well, it had been the area of the llth Brigade.

A. Back at that time, right. But I just don't re-
member him asking me for this report. 1Ii he really remem-—
bers asking me, I don't remember it. I say he could have
asked me, but I just don't remember looking for any particu-
‘lar -report. I remember searching the files for the inci-

dent where the family had written to the province chief ask-
ing for solatium for their two sons because the englneers ‘
had a truck blown up and they were killed in the rice paddies,
and I looked for a report on that but never found anything.

0. ' When did you speak with Major COX about what has
been called the My Lai incident? You indicated that you had
had conversatlons w1th him. '

“A. I called him on the phone" last nlght.
Q. You had not spoken with him prlor'to that time?
A, No, sir. He was Stlll in Vietnam- when I left.. I

went from Vietnam stralght to Germany.

Q. Did he allude to the fact that he knew about such
a report?

A, Yes, sir, he did; "I do not recall ever being asked
to look for it.

Q. What did he tell you about the report?
(HARRINGTON) 12 APP T-304
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A. He said they were looking for a report and it was
found in his safe. That's all.

Q. Do you remember Sergeant GERBERDING?
A. Sergeant GERBERDING.
Q. G-E-R-B-E-R-D-I-N-G. He was the intelligence ser-

geant who may have left just about the time you arrived.
Do you remember Sergeant CAMELL?

A. _ Yes, sir.

Q. You have no recollection of Sergeant. CAMELL or Ma-
jor HAYDEN or Major COX or Major WHITE involved in a search
for a report of 1nvest1gatlon that Colonel HENDERSON had in-
dicated could be found in brigade? _

A, I don't remember it. I really don't. It seems
like I should have if they had a great big search for it, but
I don't remember any big search for a report. And as I say,
on this IG thing, I don't remember what the - -IG came down for
"~ from USARV. : : o

Q ' Now, you became the battalior commander of the */20
in July 1969.

A, No, I left there in Ju¢y 1969. I took over the
battalion 12 May. _

0. 12 May? This maybe explains why you would not
know about this search of brigade. You left brigade 12 or
11 of May. ) ' '

Al 12 or 11 May, one of those 2 days. That's when I
took over the 1/20. : :

Q. Thls is helpful to us. in a sense, because your com-
plete void of information here suggests that. any inquiry of
the brigade only came after you departed, and this may be the
explanation that you have no recollection..  Now, who took your
place as the brigade S57? ' B '

A. I can't remember the major's name. He just came
in and had just finished a career course, I remember, and he
took over special projects. I think he was working on a de-
fense of the fire base of all the 1lth Brigade. They had

a little operations center there up on top of the hill where
they maintained communications with the bunkers around the
fire base. Then when I unexpectedly went up to the battallon
and took over,
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he came down the next day or two and took over my job. But I
don't remember what his name was. I know I talked to him
several times, but I just don't remember his name.

Q. During the period that you were commanding officer
of 1/20, did you at any time hear that a company was the
subject of an investigation?

A. . No, sir. I sure didn't.

Q. Major HARRINGTON, we apprec1ate your coming in to
see us. We have had indications that you mlght have some of
the information that we are seeking, but we, in this search,
have to establish some negatives as well as some affirmatives.
And it appears to me that you have established some néegatives
for us as to what did not take place. And this has been help-

"~ ful to us. If you have any questions that you would like to

direct to us or any statement you would like to make for the
record, we'd be happy if you did so at this time.

A. I have no particular questions. I'll just say if
somebody had said something about this before, I don't re-
‘collect ever looking for any particular report with any big
urgency on or anything like that. It just sort of struck me-
cold. You get asked a lot of questions for this and that and
pieces of paper here and there, but I don't ever recollect
this'. First I ever even heard of this thlng was when it was
blasted in the papers. I'm as anxious as everybody else, I
"guess, to find out what did happen because havlng had the
battalion for a while, I just don't find GI's doing that,
that's all. ‘I have a lot of confidence in the American
-soldiers to do a good job.

COL ARMSTRONG: You're reminded, Major HARRINGTON that you
-are not to discuss this with anybody except from an official
standpoint, in front of an official body making an investi-’
gation. The fact that you appeared before this board is best
kept under your hat, and-don't discuss it with any witnesses
we may havée seen here.

(The hearing recessed at 1045 hours, 3 February
1970.) o ' o
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SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

WITNESS: HERRIS, William P.

DATE OF TESTIMONY: 12 February 1970
PLACE OF TESTIMONY: Pentagon
WITNESS SUSPECTED OF: N/A

COUNSEL: None

DUTY ASSIGNMENT ON 16 MARCH 1968: Major General KOSTER's
secretary.

1. KNOWLEDGE OF TASK FORCE BARKER AND THE OPERATION
OF 16 MARCH 1968.

Mr. HERRIS vividly recalled the term "Task Force
Barker." However, he could not relate Son My, Pinkville,
or My Lai to a Task Force Barker operation (pgs. 7, 8).
Task Force Barker was a "household word" around division
headquarters because of its success. HERRIS heard no
derogatory comments regarding the task force (pg. 26).

2. KNOWLEDGE OF INQUIRIES OR REPORTS.

"HERRIS' job entailed an intimate knowledge of KOSTER's
activities, e.g., every day he prepared a schedule of the

general's activities (pgs. 3, 4). He recalled no
investigation or report required as a result of an
operation in the Son My area (pgs. 7, 8). However, he did

recall a visit by Colonel TOAN with KOSTER in mid-April.

It must have been an unscheduled visit because the general
cancelled a planned trip to the field to meet with TOAN

(pg. 8). TOAN was accompanied by another Vietnamese officer
who the witness recalled might have been Lieutenant Colonel
PHO (pgs. 8, 9). An American advisor whom HERRIS could not
identify also was with TOAN (pgs. 9, 10). HERRIS did not
relate TOAN's visit to a brief document addressed to the
unit commander (pg. 10), nor did he recall ever preparing

a document ordering HENDERSON to investigate propaganda

(HERRIS) 1 SUM APP T-357
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allegations (pgs. 22, 23). The witness related that he would

not see an "eyves only" document (pg. 12). Regarding
Colonel HENDERSON's 24 April 1968 report, HERRIS recalled
talking with Colonel PARSON's secretary, HILL, about a
letter with attached VC propaganda (pgs. 12, 13). He did
not recall PARSON being involved with this documentation
(pg. 13), nor did he connect KOSTER or Brigadier General
YOUNG with any task related to the VC propaganda that the
witness and HILL had discussed (pg. 14). HERRIS could
not remember seeing any document concerning a helicopter
pilot's complaints (pgs. 17, 18, 23). The witness never
saw BARKER's purported report (pg. 23).

3. FILES AT DIVISION HEADQUARTERS.

The witness assisted in clearing out KOSTER's
personal papers when the general left the command
(pg. 15). However, he had no recollection of the
disposition made o KOSTER's files maintained by Major
BEASLEY, the assistant chief of staff (pg. 16). However,
HERRIS maintained a "working file" which he turned over to
PARSON when KOSTER left (pgs. 25, 26). Most files at
headquarters were maintained by PARSON's secretary

(pg. 27).
4. OTHER INFORMATION.

a. Since the My Lai (4) incident became a matter of
public knowledge, HERRIS had had no conversations.
or other communications with anyone associated with the
Americal Division regarding that topic (pgs. 2, 3).

b. The witness recalled HENDERSON visited the division
headquarters while his leg was in a cast (pg. 20). This
visit was in addition to the one made upon HENDERSON's
assumption of command (pg. 20). He was sure that PARSON
participated in this meeting (pg. 21). .

c. The witness recalled that KOSTER and Lieutenant

General DOLEMAN left the division headquarters on the
morning of 17 March 1968 (pg. 22).
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EXHIBITS
EXHIBIT _
NUMBER DESCRIPTION NOTES - PAGES
Signed statement by CPT Wit did not recall
M-30 |RODRIGUEZ, 14 Apr 68 seelng. 13,14
Census Grievance Report, |Wit did not recall -
M-31 |18 Mar 68 seeing. 14
VC propaganda leaflet Wit did not recall
M-35 |dtd 28 Mar 68 seeing. 13,14
G2, 2d ARVN Memo to TOAN [Wit could not re-
M-36 |with attached VC call having seen 11,12
: propdaganda M-36, preparing a
copy of M-36, or
typing anything
ordering an
investigation from
KOSTER. .
A carbon copy of Wit recalled talk-
R-5 HENDERSON's 24 Apr 68 ing with HILL abouy 12,13
report VC propaganda
attached to a
letter.
(HERRIS) 3 SUM APP T-357
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(The hearing reconvened at 0830 hours, 12 February

1970.)
I0: The hearing will come to order.
RCDR: The following named persons aré present: LTG PEERS,

MR MACCRATE, MR WALSH, COL ARMSTRONG, and MAJ LYNN.
Sir, the next witness is Mr. William P, HERRIS.

(MR HERRIS was called as a w1tness, was sworn, and
testlfled as focllows:)

Mr. HERRIS, for the record, would you please state
your full name, occupatlon and re51dence.

A. William P. HERRIS, Jr., salesman for 3M Company ; i
live at 20105 East Eight Mile Road, St. Clair Shores, Michigan.

. TI0: Mr. HERRIS, on my left is Mr. Robert MACCRATE, who is-
a civilian attourney. Mr. MACCRATE has volunteered his services
to- Secretary RESOR to assist in the conduct of this investigation.
He also provides legal counsel to me and other members of the
inquiry team. On my extreme right is Mr. WALSH who is also a
civilian attorney .and he, comparable to Mr. MACCRATE, -has volun-

_teered his services to assist in the .conduct of this investi-
gation and assist in providing legal counsel. On.my right is
Colonel ARMSTRONG who has been designated by the Chief of Staff

"as an assistant in the conduct of this investigation.. Besides

myself this morning, any to these gentlemen seated at the table

may address guestions to you. We have other groups that are
likewise taking testimony from other individuals. I have the

task of insuring that the report is put together, the evidence

is weighed and flndlngs and recommendations are properly submltted

Have you had an opportunity to read the ;Lnstructj_ons'>

A. Yes, sir, I_have.

Q. ' | Do you understand them or do you have any questions?

A. No, sir. |

Q. Mr. HERRIS, would you.indicate what your duty assignment

was with the Americal Division. I know you go back a.little ways
to Task Force Oregon--when. your service began, any change of

(HERRIS) | f | APP T-357
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'aséignments you may have had within the assignment there,
and when you terminated your service with the division.

‘A, I originated when the task force was first formed,
out of USARV in Saigon, I don't remember the exact date. There
I was assigned to the Gl as a steno, assistant to Colonel WALBY
who was then appointed the Gl by General--I can't remember his
name now, who headed up the original task force.

Q. General‘ROSSON?

A. Yes,

0. ﬁe remembers you.

A, I remember him, now that you mention his name. Then

we. activated and moved into Chu Lai where I stayed with the Gl
for approximately 2 months until Ssituated, At that time he

. moved me to the G2 to work with the FAC's ¢n air control because
- there was a slot there which enabled me to get a promotion. I
worked with the G2 for approximately -3 months. Then the chief
of staff's secretary, Colonel POOL's secretary, was leav1ng

the Army and he needed someone to replace him.

RCDR: Could you spell that, please?

A. : P-0-0-L Then I was requested to go to Colonel POOL
with the purpose in mind of interviewing for a job as secretary
to Colonel PARSON. I took his place. I was accepted for that
job, started there in January, or December of 1967. I took a
30 day leave; I had extended my tour, and I came home and
returned on the 6th of Januwary 1968. At that time General
KOSTER headed -the division and his secretary was being relieved
for some reason. I don't know, but I was told I was taking

his place. 1 February I assumed the position of secretary to
General KOSTER. I worked with General KOSTER through 3 June
1968 when he was appointed commandant at West Point and left
Vietnam. I terminated my service on 6 July 1968. I left
Vietnam and was discharged the 12th.

Q. This so~called My Lai incident of 16 March 1968 became

a matter of public knowledge 4 or 5 months ago, toward the latter
part of September, early part of October 1969. Since that time
have you had any conversations with anyone from the headquarters
of the Americal Division or from the division which may have had

(HERRIS) ' 2 j ~ APP T-357
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to do with what may have transpired at My Lai or Son My, the
reporting of it, the investigation of it, or any:thing related
to it?

A. No, sir. None whatsoever.

Q. Have you received any telephone calls or communications:
A. No, sir.
Q. Specifically, forgetting about the other jobs, but

specifically with respect to General KOSTER, would you outline
for us what your duties were. How did you perform them?

A. I was responsible for General KOSTER's office, main-
taining it. And also keeping his files, typing any personal
letters that he had asked that I do for him, general work,
helping arrange his schedule, helping aides, at that time
Lieutenant DICKENS and--

Q. (Interposing) I think it was ROBERTS who proceded
DICKENS.
A. Yes, Captain ROBERTS. Other than that just acting as

a go-between for the aides and the general and the staff,
arranging meetings, seeing that the general's schedule was in
order.

Q. = Do you take shorthand?

A, No, sir, I didn't at that time. General KOSTER liked
to write out his own letters. I did take speed writing which
enabled me to get the job with the chief of staff, but I never
had to use shorthand for General KOSTER.

Q. I think Mr. MACCRATE has been working in this partic-
ular area and will get you to answer some questions.

MR MACCRATE: Mr. HERRIS, going back, if you will, to this
period in the spring of 1968 and particluarly to the months

of March and April 1968, would you, in the course of your daily
work, know anything about where General KOSTER was going?

_What he did in the office, his visits there? To what extent did
you get involved in sending word that he was going various
places?

(HERRIS) 3 APP T-357
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Every day I had to type a schedule for General KOSTER

himself and for his aides and for the staff, keeping the chief
of staff informed of where he was going to be, any appointments:
that he may have, what areas of the AO he planned on visiting.

had to call for his helicopter.

I think every day I knew gener-
ally where he was going to be if he was going to be in the field

or in the office, what part of the AO he was going to visit.

Q.

changes in

on the schedule you had typed°

the end of

A.

You typed these schedules. At the end of the day,
some of the things he had undoubtedly done, there had been

the course of the day. Would such changes be recorded
Would you keep those sheets at

the day?

No, I wouldn't at all. Any changes that were submitted

to the general's schedule always were handled through the TOC.

They would in turn keep me posted or I could request information

from them, but the schedules that I typed were kept by the TOC
and the aides and the chief of staff.

Q.
a file?

A.

Qo

Do you know if there was any preservation of these as

Not in our office, as far as I knew, unless there was
a copy maintained in the TOC. C '

You prepared this sheet and retained it during the day?

What did you do with it?

A.
Q.
A.

Q.

A.

Q.
to the TOC?

(HERRIS)

Burned it.
You mean you destroyed it?

Yes, sir.

I

I've come to understand that there are two things that
the word burnlng means in the military.
also is burning,

I destroyed it.

To make a copy of that

But there would be another copy of this that had gone

4
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A, Yes, sir. I made up the itinerary in four copies.
I kept one, the general received one, the aide i1ook one to
the operations center, to the best of my knowledge, and the
chief of staff had one.

Q. Do you know if either the general or the chief of
staff preserved their copies?

A. ' I know the general didn't because I normally got
that when he came back. The aide would give that to me, and

I would just destroy it with the other things I had to destroy
at the end of the day. Whether the chief of staff kept copies,
I couldn't say. When I worked for the chief of staff we didn't
keep copies at that time, of General ROSSON's schedules, but
Colonel PARSON may have required his secretary to keep copies.
If he did, I was unaware.

Q. - Do you have any recollection of the operation of Task
Force Barker and what was called the AO Muscatine, Muscatine AO?

A. The term is very familiar; it almost became a house-
hold word around headquarters at one time when I was there,

Q. v Do you recall it was headed by Lieutenant Colonel
BARKER?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. It was established out of units of the 1llth Brigade,

as sort of an ad hoc battalion. One company was taken from

each of the three battalions, and it operated at LZ Dottie,

from there, it had its headquarters. It was established in
January 1968. Do you recall how long it continued?

A, I'd say about 10 weeks.

Q. That would be quite accurate. It was dissolved around
9 April 1968. At that time Colonel BARKER went back at XO of

the 1lth Brigade.

Do you recall who was the commanding officer of the
1l1th Brigade?

A, Not offhand, no, sir.

(HERRIS) 5 APP T-357
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Q. Colonel HENDERSON?

A. Colonel HENDERSON was. =

Q. And do you recall his S3, Major MCKNIGHT? 2;
. 5o

A. Yes, sir. I do.

Q. And his S2, Colonel BLACKLEDGE?

A, I don't think I ever had an opportunity to meet

Colonel BLACKLEDGE. No, that name isn't familiar to me.

Q. ' Did you ever have an opportunity to meet the province
advisors, Quang Ngai Province? Colonel TOAN was the 2d ARVN
Division commander, and then you had an advisor to the 2d ARVN
Division. There were two colonels during this period; they
actually changed 1 April. There was a Colonel ULSAKER and a
Colonel HUTTER. And HUTTER came in--

A. (Interposing) After Colonel ULSAKER.
Q. That is right. Then you had at the province level,
do you recall Colonel KHIEN? Do you ever recall him coming

to headquarters?

A. No, sir, I don't.

Q. How about his advisors, the civilian province senior
advisoxr?

A. Yes, a real tall fellow.

Q. James MAY?

A. Right, Mr. MAY. He had been in Vietnam for a good long
time.

Q. Do you remember him coming to headquarters?

A. Yes, very often. At least every 3 weeks he was there

for some reason or another.

Q. Do you recall his deputy, who was a military man?

(HERRIS) 6 APP T-357
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" A, I believe it was a major.
Q. I think it would be a lieutenant colonel. His name
was GUINN. '
A. _ Lieutenant Colonel GUINN? :
Q. Yes. Maybe you're thinking of the district advisor

of Son Tinh District; both Son Tinh and Binh Son had advisors
who were majors. :

A, I think that's why I'm gettlng it confused. I-
can't recall their names though.

Q. . Major WILLOUGHBY was in Binh Son and Major GAVIN--
A, ~ (Interposing) ‘I remember seeing Major GAVIN
frequently.

Q. Major GAVIN was a frequent v151tor tc headquarters?
A, On an average, agaln,'every 3 or 4 weeks. He'd

be in the area, not necessarily to see General KOSTER, but
for perhaps meetlngs with the G2 or G3. .

Q. Now in connection with the operation of Task Force
Barker, did it at any time come to your attention. that some
sort of an investigation was being conducted?

A. Not that I can recall, no, sir.

Q. It may be that you.didn't recognize it as an inves-
tigation of Task Force Barker, but something relating to
operations in the Muscatine AO, Son My Village, My Lai,
Pinkville? Do you remember any reference to-a Pinkville
incident, or an investigation of an allegatieon with regard

to kllllng of 01v1llans in Son My Vlllage, Tu Cung, Co Luy?

A. - I never heard the terms Pinkville or My Lai used in
reference to any operations that I can recall. Son My is
familiar. I couldn't really tell you what operation it was
connected with. I nevexr associated the two of them together.
Like operation of Task Force Barker, I couldn't associate
those two together.

(HERRIS) 7 ' APP T-357
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Q. What do you recall with respect to Son My at this
time? ' '
A, It seems to me at one period there was a heavy

concentration of enemy forces in that area and they had to
airlift a company or part of a battalion into that area to
help clean it out. But I couldn't say 1f 1t was a.part of
Task Force Barker or not.

Q. Do you recall any of the follow up to that operation,
any reports that were made with respect to it?

A. No, sir. Any reports that were done were done by the

G2 and by the G3 and handled through the assistant chief of staff.

Q. In this case we have information that this particular
investigation was something that came to the attention of
General KOSTER, and what we are particularly interested in
ascertalnlng is just in what manner it did come to his attention.
That is where we think you may be helpful

A. I would not be the one to bring it, or even have any
contact with it. Major BEASLEY was assistant chief of staff

to Colonel PARSON. He brought all of the documents, reports of
any operations, to General KOSTER direct. They had a corridor
that linked the three offices together, so actually they had
free access without even my knowledge.

Q. " On or about this time, actually'iater, in the middle
-of April 1968, this would be perhaps a short time before
General KOSTER went on R&R to Hawaii, just to fix a date and,

ccen

-

time, do you recall Colonel TOAN coming to headquarters and meetlng

with General KOSTER?

A, - Yes, sir, I do. Very vi&idly.

Q. - . What can you tell us about that?
A. I can remember it was a sudden type of meeting; it

hadn't been planned for some time. The general had plans of
going into the field that morning, but had to cancel them because
of a meeting with Colonel TOAN in hlS offlce. This was just
prior to him going on R&R.

Q. Do you recall anyone else who was there at the time®

(HERRIS) ' 8 : ~ APP T-357
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‘A. : Yes, sir, there was another Vietnamese Army officer.
I don't remember his name., I can remember him in my mind,
what he looked like, but I can't fix a name.

Q. Do you know whether he was someone who worked with
Colonel TOAN° :

A, Yes, sir.
0. But you say you don't know the ﬁrovince chief of Colonel
KHIEN? ' .
A. .. No, sir, I don't.
Q. ' Do you happen to know a Lieutenant Colonel PHO?
A, | ' Yes, sir.. I do.
10: Probably a major at that time.
“A. I think he was. It seems to me that he traveled fre-

quently with Colonel TOAN. Major PHO had called the office
several times to make arrangements for Colonel TOAN comlng to
the headquarters. : :

Q. Do you think he mlght have been the one w1th
Colonel TOAN that day? .

‘Al Yes, I think he could have been.

Q. Do you recall if there were any members of the

advisory team that accompanied Colonel TOAN°

A One that I remember.
| Q.. : Do yot recall who that wae?
A, ~ No, sir, I can't.
Q. You ao recall Colonel GUINN; who he was, the deputyv
to Mr. MAY? :
A, Mr. MAY, right.
(HERRIS) _ 9 _ | APP T-357
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A, No, sir. I can't remember.

Q. Look at the top of the next page, the first para-
graph, you'll see some more specific information. Does that
. ring any bell on your recoilection? ‘ , . b

A, No, sir, none whatsoéver,

Q. If a paper came in to headquarters for "the eyes cf the.
commanding general only," how would that customarily be delivered
to General KOSTER? :

A, By Major BEASLEY, the assistant chief of staff, or
Colonel PARSON, the chief of staff. I wouldn't see it at all
until General KOSTER was finished with it and he'd leave it
on his desk and I'd return it Lo Major BEASLEY or Colonel
PARSON.

Q. ' I'd like to show you Exhibit R-5 which is a carbon
copy. If you saw such a document, it would presumably be a
ribbon copy or a copy other than what you have before you, but

of the same two-page letter ‘dated 24 April. Do you recall seeing
such a paper in headquarters?

A. I can't say. I could have seen it. I can't say whether
I saw this exact paper or not. It doesn't ring a bell.

Q. . Well, you haven't examined the second page. You see
there that it's sighed by the commanding officer of the 1lth
Brigade, :

A. . I still can't place it in my mind.

Q. t may have been received with or without inclosures,
and you'll see that there are three pages attached which may

have been the inclosures which you might have seen. The first
two pages you will recognize are similar to the VC propaganda
that you previously examined,; but then the last sheet would

be something that you had not seen before. Do you have any recol-
lection of seeing such a paper?

A. I can vaguely remember now. HILL, he was the secretary

of Colonel PARSON, and myself were talking about some sort of
propaganda that was attached to a letter. Because it seemed so
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ridiculous, we made comment on it. We didn't see very much of it
come in, that's why we paid particular attention to this one, be-
cause propaganda literature, pamphlets and things like this never
came into the headquarters. But I can remember one instance where
we did make comments about some letter or something. It was at-
tached to a document which, I didn't see the document, talking
about something like this. It could have been attached to this
report, then again, I can't say for sure if it was.

Q. Do you recall if this was at the time correspondence
came into the office, or possibly other times you were gatherlng
General KOSTER s papers together, later on?

A. If I had seen it, it would have been after General
KOSTER had seen it. Very rarely did I see any classified mat-
erial before the general had seen it unless Colonel PARSON or
Major BEASLEY wouldn't have been in the office that day, and
they asked me to make sure that the general saw some things.
Other than that, which was rare if it hdppened, it would be
~after General KOSTER had seen it. :

Q.- Do you recall Colonel PARSONS doing anything w1th
respect to this particular document°

A, No, sir, I don't.

I0: Would you turn that back te that piece.of Viet Cong

propaganda, back one page. Look at that second paragraph up
"there and see if you can recall whether or not that's .where

you heard the reference to Son My?

A, No, sir, I don't remember that being with the paper.
MR MACCRATE: I have here, Mr. HERRIS, Exhibit M-35 which is .
another piece of VC propaganda.:  If you look to the back you'll
see that it's a three-page circular in Vietnamese and there's

an English translation on top of it. Do you recall if this

was the piece of VC propaganda that you and Mr. HILL discussed?
A. No, sir, I can't assogiate this.

Q. You'll note the reference in the first paragraph to
the 3d Brigade of the 82d Division. - .

A. _ Yes, sir.
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Q: ' Do you have any recollection of the document in that
context with reference possibly an erroneougs reference to that

unit? <
: €
A, No, sir, I don't. | ;Z
Q. . I now show you Exhibit M-30 and ask you if you ever

recall seeing this document? You'll find the original, with

the signature of Angel M. RODRIGUEZ, assistant district advisor,
Son Tinh, somewhat different. Turn to the second page, it's

a true copy and is a little more readable. You'll recognize
that that text is the same as what you previously read on the
last page of Exhibit R-5, but you'll note in this instance it
does ‘bear the signature of Captain RODRIGUEZ. Does this

strike any chord of recollection?

A. No,'sir, I'm sorry it doesn't.

Q. ' Well, from any of these papers that you've now
examined, do you recall any circumstances other than this
possible conversation that you had with Specialist HILL
about the VC propaganda, anything that you would recall
General KOSTER doing, or Colonel PARSON, or p0551bly
General YOUNG?

A. - No, sir, I can't.

Q. You remalned at the Americal Division headquarters
until - what date?

A. : I believe I left on 6 July.

Q. You remained for approx1mately a month .after General
KOSTER s departure? :

A. Yes; sir.

Q. During that period what were your duties?
A. I didn't really have any. Since a new commander was

coming in, they made arrangements for another secretary to come
in to replace me because I was short at that time. I would be
leaving soon. :

Q. ' Well, you recall, there was an 1nter1m period when
" General YOUNG was the actlng CG? . _
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_ that was maintained in the assistant chief of staff's safe, at
this time Major BEASLEY. It was described to us as an accordian
file. Do you have any recollcction of such a file, placing pa-
pers into it and taking papers out of it?

._A. I remember seeing the file, -any papers that were to
go into it though would be handled by Major BEASLEY, and he would
maintain the file for General KOSTER. : _ :

Q. Do you have any recollectlon as to the dispostion
~of that folder at the time General KOSTER departed°

A, No, sir, none whatsoever. When I left, to my know-
ledge, it was still in the safe.

Q. Do you have any recollection of a problem with any
of the drawers of the safe? This would be of Major BEASLEY's
safe? : '

A. No, sir.

Q. . We have been told that in some point in time, the
‘'second drawer in that safe stuck, and could not be opened. Do
you have any recollection of talk among the headquarters person-—
nel about a stuck file drawer and wonder what's in it, anything
of this sort? :

A, No, sir, none whatsoever.

Q. Did you from time to time go to- the safe and place
thlngs in there at night? :

A, Just the papers that were left in General KOSTER's
in~-box. I'd take the entire in-box and put in the safe, and
then it would be locked. R ’

Q. ‘ We had the safe described to us as containing four
drawers and--

A, (Interposing) Right.
Q. It may not have been during this period. We haven't
had it clearly fixed, and that's one thing we are trying to get

fixed. The second drawer from the top as you come down is said
to have been stuck.
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"A. Yes, sir, I was on R&R at that time.
Q. I see. So you were on R&R for what dates?
A. June 3d, through the 10th, or.the 4th through the

A, | All the papers were personal letters that he had re-

him, plctures of his chiidren, souvenirs that had been glven to
him by province chiefs and Vietnamese commanders.

Q. . Now, did you retain for_him in a file by your desk !
a chronological set of things that you typed for him?

A, Just personal letters.‘. | | |

Q. . If you typed lor hlm a communlcatlons to one of the

‘were kept at headquarters?

Q.. Would you also keep a personal. copy for the gener-

A. - No, sir.

Q. You Would keep nething at.yeur desk?

A. No, sir.

Q. We have had reference made to, not only to the file

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

1l0th, I left the day after General KOSTER left.

Q. Did you assist in the cleaning out of General'KOSTER'
office, gathering of his papers, and packaglng them for transmit-
tal?

A. ' Yes, sir, I did.

Q. | Could you describe generally the nature of the papers
that you gathered at that time?

ceived form home, magazines, newspapers that his wife had sent

unit commanders, what would be the disposition of copies that:

A, There would be one for the chief of staff, and de-
pending the nature of it, it would go to the G2 or the G3, or
perhaps the GIl. L :

al, General KOSTER?

cabinet that you maintained, but to an envelope of General KOSTER'S

¢
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‘A. I can remember now I believe that anyting I had to
do with the safe it was in the bottom drawer, either the bottom
or the third drawer.

Q. We understand that the bottom drawer, at least at
some time, there was a flight helmet and a briefcase that be-
longed to the lleutenant who was in the office with Major BEAS-
LEY .,

A. That's possible. Excuse me, now I can remember put-
ting his files in the top drawer, in .the back behind. There were
some things filed in the front, some documents, I believe. This
is where he kept most of the documents that we were signed out
with, and then I put his file cabinet, or his in-box behind

that in the top drawer. But I can never remember any problems

at all with the second drawer.

Q. Do you have any recbllectien what was in that?

A. There were copies of the TO&E for division.

Q. . This was in the secohderawef?

A. I believe it was the second drawer, and I remember

‘an envelope, a manila envelope, a large manila envelope, but I
can't remember if it was in the second drawer or in the first
drawer. - .

Q. Did this have General KOSTER's name on it? .

A. It seems to me it was marked personal papers for Gen-
eral KOSTER. I believe it was, it was a manila envelope.

Q. There's one further document about which I'd like

. to -ask you. Do you ever recall seeing anything along the lines
cf a complaint of a helicopter pilot and a report upon this com-
plaint? He was complaining about indiscriminate shooting at civ-
ilians by U.S. ground forces. There may have been in this report
a reference to a possible confrontation between the helicopter
crew and the ground forces. Do you ever have any recollection

of seeing a report such as that? We understand it may also have
included a reference to an alleged shootlng of a woman by a capt-
ain?
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a, ' I can remember an incident with a helicopter, or
being related by a helicopter pilot. Just in conversation I may
have picked this up, but I don': remember seeing any document
stating that there was an incident.

Q. Do you remember the circumstance in which this came

to your attention? Something that happened at headquarters, peo~ €.
ple coming in? ‘ ‘ 'Eﬁ
A. It could have been on conversation betWeen Colonel, i

the chief of staff, Colonel PARSON and the G2 or G3. I can't
spec1f1cally remember.

0. Do you remember the division aviation officer? That's
the commander of the l4th Av1atlon Brlgade, I belleve Colonel
HOLLADAY7 .

A. ~ Colonel HOLLADAY, yes.

Q. Do you have any recollectlons of Colonel HOLLADAY
with respect to such information?

A. ' ‘ No, sir.

Q. | You don't associate him with'it? 
_A. " No, I don't. | S

Q. ~~ Do you assoclate any members of the 123d Aviation.
Battalion? '

A. No, sir, I caﬁ't. Nothing at all, I can't bring

that time back into my mind where I heard it, or if there was
any reference made by any of the aviation officers to that effect.

I0: You say it may have been Cblonel PARSON,-and'the G2
or G3. Those would be Colonel BALMER and Colonel TREXLER.

A. Colonel TREXLER, yes, that's it.

MR MACCRATE: Can you be more definite than that one way or the
other? : :

A. _ No, sir, I can't.
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I0: Let me go back and walk through this thing rather
quickly. When was the first time you ever saw Colonel HENDER-
SON? He's the new brigaace commander. When was the first time
you saw him?

A, The day he arrived.

Q. The day he arrived. Well he had already been with
the brigade as the executive officer, so the day he arrived in
country? '

A. To come and meet the general, yes, sir.

Q. He remained the executive officer until 15 March.

MR MACCRATE: Excuse me just a minute. Thé day he came in coun-
try would have been before you arrived at Chu Lai. Colonel HEN-

DERSON had been in Vietnam in December of 1967, and I understood
your date as going into headquarters perhaps as late as February

- of 1968.

A. - I arrlved in Vletnam in December 1966 and I believe

we went to Chu Lai in March. I think we arrived in Chu Lai in
March. I believe when we got there there were elements of the
25th Division there, the 3d of the 25th. It was sometime in that
period, because at that time I was working for the Gl and I was
familiar with '‘all of the officers from the brigades. I had met
Colonel HENDERSON when he arrived at Chu Lai. . S

IO: Well, he came in the brigade in December, and he
remained on as the executive officer until the 15th of March.
You undoubtedly knew that he replaced General LIPSCOMB as the
brigade commander? .

A, Yes, sir.

Q. Do you remember seeing him shortly after that? A-
bout 5 days later he came up to see the commanding general.

A. I do remember him being in the office distinctly.
Why he was there, I can't be specific. I don't know.

Q. You think you saw him w1th the commanding general
sometime though don't you? :
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.A; ' Sometime in that period.

Q. After that time, just putting all of these in the
proper time frame, about 10 days or 2 weeks after that did you
‘see about a three~quarter letter come 1n from Colonel HENDERSON
‘to the commandlng general?

A. I can't remember for sure. No, sir. There could
have been one, but I don't remember seeing it.

8Len

MR MACCRATE: Do you remember seeing Colonel HENDERSON when he
had his leg in a cast? '

A. Yes, sir, I do. I remember seeing him with his leg
in a cast. Perhaps I saw him once with his leg in a cast. I
believe it was a result of a helicopter incident or something.

0. . Yes.
IO: Did he come to the headquarters then?
A. - I can remember him coming to the headquarters while

his leg was in a cast because a big fuss was made over it at
that time.

0. - Did he see the commandlng general then?

“A. Yes, sir, he did. He did see him because Geheral
KOSTER went out to the jeep to meet him when he came in because
he had his leg in a cast

Q. Well we know it had to be in a certain'period because
he was wounded on the 21st and he kept his . foot in a cast for
about 14 days or so.

A. | During this period he was there.

MR MACCRATE: Could this have been a further visit, or is this
the visit that you recall as following his taking of command?

A. No, I believe this would have been an additional
visit, in addition to seeing him after taklng command of the
brlgade, yes, sir.

0. Do you associate any other officers from the division
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'headquarters part1c1pat1ng in these meetings with Colonel HEN-
DERSON?

A. I believe Colonel PARSON was with them also.

Q. Do you have any recollection elther of General YOUNG
or Colonel ANISTRANSKI being there?

A. I can't say for sure. I can remember all of them,
Colonel ANISTRANSKI, General YOUNG, General KOSTER, and Colonel
HENDERSON, Colonel PARSON being at the headquarters at one time.

I believe it was when Colonel HENDERSON had his foot in the cast
and they met with General KOSTER, but it's very vague, very vague.

Q. ' Do you really recall this? I don't want to put any
thoughts in your head, but I'm just trying to bring back who were
the people around who might have been?

A. 'I can very vividly picture Colonel HENDERSON and Gen-
eral KOSTER and Colonel PARSON. Now there was one or two other
people there and I can see them, but I can not put a face on
them. I can remember Colonel ANISTRANSKI being in on one of
these meetings once and I can't place him with one of these ex-
tra faces. : ‘

I0: Do_youlremember about what_time of day it was?

A. Afternoon.
Q. Now let's go back just a llttle bit. We talked about

Colonel HENDERSON ‘first coming to the headguarters along about
the 20th and then shortly thereafter, 10 days or so, you saw him
in a cast. Now about 4 days prior to that time, on a Sunday
morning, do you remember Colonel HOLLADAY? You indicated you.
knew Colonel HOLLADAY, the aviation officér. -

A. Yes, sir.
Q. - Do you recall a major coming into the headquarters

and trying to see General KOSTER. Now you were probably there,
but I know that General KOSTER wasn't there.

A. Colonel HOLLADAY and'another aviation officer?
Q. _ Yes, a major by the name of WATKE. 'This would have
(HERRIS) | o 21 | | APP T-357
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been on a Sunday morning, abogt_0800, on 17 March.

A, I don't remember, sic.

082"

Q; ‘ Well, in fact General KOSTER wasn't . .there.
A, Wasn't there? |
Q. Well, you probably remember that that night, the

previous -evening, he had a Lieutenant General with him by the
name of DOLEMAN.

A. Oh, yes.

Q. He and General DOLEMAN departed early in the mornlng.
I know these two officers came to the headquarters and found Gen-
eral KOSTER not there and they saw General YOUNG. Do you remem-
ber that situation ? ' '

A. I can remember General DOLEMAN, and General KOSTER
and General DOLEMAN leaving. I could -have been at church that
morning. - _ :

Q. _ - Yes.

A. I went to church in the .chapel there, I believe it
. was around that time.

Q. " Well, I'll let you off on that account. I'm glad

to hear you went to church, there weren't enough of us that did.
You talked about seeing Colonel HENDERSON, then we talked about
"seeing him again with his leg in a cast. Although Mr. MACCRATE
has shown you these letters we have fairly indicative evidence
that General KOSTER did in fact, around the middle of April, may-
be 10-12 -days after you saw Colonel HENDERSON, send a note to
Colonel HENDERSON. He attached to his letter a copy of the let-
ter which you saw from the district chief, Lieutenant TAN, to
the province chief that said that he had talked to Colonel TOAN
about this. Colonel ' TOAN had given him this copy of this par-
ticular letter and he wanted Colonel HENDERSON to look into it,
investigate it, and report to him. Now do you remember writing
such a letter, taking General KOSTER's draft and finishing it
up? We know for example that, or at least we have reasonably
conclusive evidence or indicative evidence that such a letter
did arrive at headquarters, llth Brigade, over the signature of
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© General KOSTER, with this one attachment. That would probably
have been a comparatlvely short plece of paper. It wouldn't
have been long.

A. No, sir. I can't remember typing anything like that
at all. : :
0. Now, let's go back just one more step. Let's go back

to when Colonel HENDERSON was there with his leg in a cast. Do
you remember after they all got through talking about it, what I
refered to as "wallowa-ing" about this whole situation and either
that night or that afternoon, or any time shortly thereafter see-
ing about a three-quarter page document that said something with
respect to the complaint of the helicopter pilot that this whole
thing had been checked into and found not to be fact; that it

was true that 20 or 30 civilians had been killed, that they had
been killed by artillery and gunships; that his complaints and
allegations had no foundation in fact? This should have been
around the last couple days of March or up to about 5 or 6 April?
Do you remember seeing that? '

A. No, sir, I'm sorry, I can't.

Q.. Now as a result of one paper that I mentioned to you
where Lieutenant TAN's signature was attached, I'm quite sure

that this one repdrt which you $aw, which Colonel HENDERSON signed,
off on, that that's the paper that resulted from this the one
dated 24 April. Do you remember about a page and a half, a cou-
-ple of attachments, VC propaganda, and an unsigned statement?

Now after that time you indicated you hadn't seen that paper at
all, no knowledge .of it.

A. Right.

Q. After that time do you remember ever seelng——and here
I'm talking maybe up to a month afterwards, sometime in mid, to
the end of May or to the 20th of May, let's put it about there——
did you see another paper that came in that was a 4 to 5 page doc-
ument that was from Colonel HENDERSON now, or endorsed by Colo-
nel HENDERSON, with about 4 or 5 pages with maybe 10-15-20, or

25 signed statements attached to it?

A. No, sir. I can't remember that at all.
Q. Now you talked about VC propaganda. and there was one
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" for General KOSTER, let's say to a brigude commander, or to a
province chief, or to Colonel TOAN, or to anybody for that mat-
ter. There weren't any letters to his wife, I mean not the pri-
vate kind of letters, personal letters, but not private, right?

A. _ Yes, sir.

Q. They're sort of official but they may not be class-
ified. You indicated you just turned those over. Didn't you
maintain a file at all in his safe there of papers and letters
and so forth that you had written to him and were unclassified?

A. : I'm trying to place how the letter was circulated
through the headquarters. Copies of letter that I typed for
the general were signed and turned over to the chief of staff,
or the assistant chief of staff for distribution. Then I did
receive copies back, after they had made their circulation
through the headgquarters.

Q. But what if he didn't wan£ a lot of copies? No use
to send copies of this stuff all over the headquarters.

A. No.

Q. You see, I'm not completely unfamiliar with how one
of these people operates.

A. I understand that.
Q. So just type it, probably three copies, he would send

one or two forward and you keep a copy in your own file, and
that's it. So you're his personal secretary.

A, Yes, sir. I can remember several instances where
that happened. He asked me to make one or two copies of a let-
ter, send two forward and keep one. I can't recall any subject

matter of the letters. I did keep a file. It wasn't very big,
it was a small file. Then when General KOSTER left I turned the
file over to the chief of staff.

Q. Turned it over to Colonel PARSON?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. That was a working file, wasn't it?’
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A.‘ ' That was a working file, right, with all of his let-
ters in it. He didn't ask me for the file when he left, that
I can remember. It was still iatact when I left.

Q. What do you mean, I'm not quite with you?

A. When General KOSTER left the division, he dldn t
regquest that I pull coples of certain letters.

VQ. He didn't ask you?

A. No. |

Q. When he had departed then, you turned the file over

to Colonel PARSON, before you went on leave, or on R&R, or
shortly thereafter when you returned and this new individual
came in to work for General GETTYS?

A. : Yes, sir.

MR WALSH: 1I'd just like to ask a question about your reference
in your testimony to Task Force Barker being a household word
at one time around the headquarters. Do you remember why that -
was? ’

A. . Because it was being headed up-by Colonel BARKER, one
- thing. Normally they have names unrelated with commanders for

‘task forces, and as I can remember some of the initial operations

they were guite successful, and Colonel BARKER's task force
was being known as a very efficient operation. This is how
I meant a household word on Colonel BARKER's task force.

0. You didn't have any impressions that they scuttle-
butt around the headquarters was derogatory, but the reverse?

A. | No, it was the reverse; there wasn t any derogatory
comments at all.

IO0: Mr. HERRIS, we are extremely appreciative that you
came in. We know that we have been trying to take you back
approximately 2 years and this is not easy, to remember papers,
people, places and things. I would ask you though, because

some of these things are of critical importance to what we're
doing, and we're trying not to leave a single stone unturned and
I think you can see from the line of our questioning that we
know quite a little bit of what's transpired. If any of these
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"places or things fit back into place for you I'd appreciate very
much if y