DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL
1322 PATTERSON AVENUE SE, SUITE 3000
WASHINGTON NAVY YARD DC 20374-5066

5720
Ser 18003517
January 23, 2018

Mr. John Greenewald
27305 W. Live Oak Road
Suite #1203

Castaic CA 91384

Dear Mr. Greenewald:

This letter is in response to your Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) and Privacy Act request of January 23, 2018, in which
you requested the JAGMAN investigation into the circumstances
surrounding the attack of the USS STARK (FFG-31) which occurred
on May 17, 1987. Your request was received in this office on or
about January 23, 2018 and assigned JAG file number DON-NAVY-
2018-003517.

The request has been processed in accordance with the
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. § 5b2), Privacy Act (5
U.5.C. § 552a), Part 701 of Title 32 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, the Department of the Navy Freedom of Information
Act Program (SECNAVINST 5720.42F), and the Department of the Navy
Privacy Act Program (SECNAVINST 5211.5E).

This office serves as the custodian and designated release
authority for any command investigation conducted pursuant to the
Manual of the Judge Advocate General (JAGMAN) convened prior to
January 1996, and my response is limited to that part of your
request.

The requested documents can be downloaded from our OJAG
reading room website at the following address:

http://www.jag.navy.mil/library/jagman investigations.htm
This section is for records released to the public, under
the FOIA regulations, that are or will likely become the subject

of subsequent requests.

There are no assessable fees assoclated with the processing
of your request in this office.



5720
Ser 18003517
January 23, 2018

You may contact our FOIA Head, Ms. Ragini Patel at (202)
685-4600 or email: ragini.patel@navy.mil, as well as the FOIA
Public Liaison Ms. Robin Patterson at donfoia-pafnavy.mil for any
further assistance to your request.

Additionally, you may contact the Office of Government
Information Services (0OGIS) at the National Archives and Records
Administration to inquire about the FOIA mediation services they
offer. The contact information for OGIS is as follows: Office of
Government Information Services, National Archives and Records
Administration, 8601 Adelphi Road-0GIS, College Park, Maryland
20740-6001, e-mail at ogis@nara.gov; telephone at 202-741-5770;
toll free at 1-877-684-6448; or facsimile at 202-741-5769.

If you are not satisfied with the response to this request,
you may administratively appeal by writing to:

Department of the Navy

Office Judge Advocate General (Code 14)
1322 Patterson Avenue SE, Suite 3000
Washington Navy Yard, DC 20374-5066

Your appeal must be postmarked within 90 calendar days from
the date of this letter to be considered. A statement as to why
your appeal should be granted should be included and a copy of
this letter should be attached. Both the appeal letter and the
envelope should bear the notation, “Freedom of Information Act
Appeal .”

Sincerely,

HH— P
H. H. DRONBERGER /
Director

Claims and Tort Litigation



This document is made available through the declassification efforts
and research of John Greenewald, Jr., creator of:

The@BIaCioVatlt

The Black Vault is the largest online Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
document clearinghouse in the world. The research efforts here are
responsible for the declassification of hundreds of thousands of pages
released by the U.S. Government & Military.

Discover the Truth at: http://www.theblackvault.com
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 —BEGAESSIFIED

OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN
THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-5000

3 September 1987

Fourth Endorsement on RADM Grant Sharp, USN, 1tr 5102 Ser 00/S-0487
of 12 Jun 87 ,

From: Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff
To:  Secretary of Defense

Subj: FORMAL INVESTIGATION INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING THE
ATTACK ON THE USS STARK (FFG 31) ON 17 MAY 1987 (U)

Ref: jg;(

1. (U) Forwarded.

2. (U) The proceedings, findings of fact, opinions and recommendations
of the investigating officer, as modified by the subsequent endorsers,
are approved.

. o

B

/ijgggééfffiM J. ROWE‘ JR.;g//(

CLASSTFIED BY MULTIPLE SOURCES

PECLASSTFY 0408 —S5RkkssiFIED
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS

WASHINGTON, DC 20350-2000

IN REPLY REFER TO

Ser 00/75300244

eHSSFED S

THIRD ENDORSEMENT on RADM Grant Sharp, USN, ltr 5102

From:

To:
Via:

Subj:

Ref:

Ser 00/S-0487 of 12 Jun 87

Chief of Naval Operations
Secretary of Defense
Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff

FORMAIL INVESTIGATION INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING
THE ATTACK ON THE USS STARK (FFG 31) ON 17 MAY 1987 (U)

(b) CNgyltr Ser 00/78300177 of 24 Jun 87 to CINCLANTFLT
(c) \

(d) GC, DoD memo to SECNAV dtd 1 Jun 87 (NOTAL)

1. (U) Forwarded.

2.

(U) . I have rxeviewed the basic investigation and, except as

noted below, concur in the findings of fact, opinions, and
recommendations, as modified in the first endorsement.

A e

"B

B -
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Classified By: Multiple Sources

DECL:

OADR




UNCLASSIFIED

Subj: FORMAL INVESTIGATION INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING
THE ATTACK ON THE USS STARK (FFG 31) ON 17 MAY 1987 (U)

S\

RS/ Bk

3. (U) By copy of this endorsement, the following commanders
are directed to take the indicated recommendations for action:

C. (U) COMNAVSUPSYSCOM:

&S

d. (#”) COMNAVSEASYSCOM:

1
%SSS referred

above to the Fleet Commanders and COMNAVSUPSYSCOM, respectively,
for action.

SIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED °



Subj: FORMAL INVESTIGATION INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING
THE ATTACK ON THE USS STARK (FFG 31) ON 17 MAY 1987 (U)

e, (U) CNET: All Bl SAR, medical response, and casualty
recommendations.

f. (U) CINCLANTFLT: Recommendation C-5 (additional awards).

a. fEb\
I
4. " 5\

5. (U) As requested and by reference . the Secretary of the
Navy is compiling the information and records necessary to
support the U.S. Government claim against Iraq for all damages
reanltinn fram the attack on USS STARK,

6. (U) The Navy will continue to review and assess lessons
learned -~ positive as well as negative -— from this incident.

--This will be an ongoing process with after-action initiatives

and corrective action being taken when warranted.

7. (U) The primary focus of this report is correctly on STARK
itself. The larger questions concerning the chain-of-command
structure best suited to providing effective operational command
and control over MIDEASTFOR units are being examined separately.

8. U) Finall a

(@ Fpallye T BE B
1 am tree, however, to personally recognize the exceptlonal
individual valor and competence exhibited by the surviving
STARK crewmembers involved in her damage-control effort. Their
action was in keeping with the highest Navy traditions and most

probably saved the ship.

C. A. H. TROST
Admiral, U.S. Navy

Copy to:

SECNAV

USCINCCENT

CINCLANTFLT

CINCPACFLT (complete)
CINCUSNAVEUR (complete)
CNET (complete)
COMNAVSUPSYSCOM (complete)
COMNAVSEASYSCOM

COMUSNAVCENT
COMIDEASTFOR
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OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN
THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-5000

22 June 1987

SECOND ENDORSEMENT ON Rear Admiral Grant Sharp's 1ltr of 12 June 1987

From: Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff
To: Secretary of Defense
Via: (1) Chief of Naval Operations
(2) Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff

Subj: FORMAL INVESTIGATION INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING THE
ATTACK ON USS STARK (FFG 31) ON 17 May 1987 (U)

l. (U) Readdressed and forwarded.
2. (U) By this endorsement, the Chief of Naval Operations is
requested to review, comment on, make recommendations and take such

action as he may deem appropriate with respect to all aspects of
subject investigation as may be within his responsibility.

Y
4 /
- A y
e 72 //
< 3455225/5'  (Aour
WILLTIAM CROWg/”JR.
ADMIRAL/ US NAV

Copy to:
SECDEF .
USCENTCOM
COMNAVCENT
COMMIDEASTFOR

A;;Q%fg/(UNCLASSIFIED ON REMOVAL OF BASIC LETTER AND lst END)

—SEGREELASSIFIED  UNCLASSIFIED



THE-SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

WASHINGTON, THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

24 SEP 187

MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARY OF THE NAVY

SUBJECT: USS STARK Investigation

The procedures followed in the subject report are approved
and the report is returned for any additional action that may

be appropriate, particularly with respect to the recommenda-
tions contained therein.

The Department of the Navy is assigned responsibility for
custody of the report and for response to public inquiry.

W@«/d/’ 2

Attachment

cC: CJCs

18, Hi @0 8 0€ =35
Q3AI303Y

REGRADED UNCLASSIFIED WHEN
SEPARATED FROM ATTACHMENTS

Sec Def Cont N, X4 4554

79012938
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UNITED STATES CENTRAL COMMAND
OFFICE OF THE COMMANDER IN CHIEF
MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA 33608-7001

19 June 1987

FIRST ENDORSEMENT ON Rear Admiral Grant Sharp's ltr of 12 June 1987

From: Commander in Chief, United States Central Command

To:. Secretary of Defense

Via: Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff /////

Subj: FORMAL INVESTIGATION INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING THE
ATTACK ON USS STARK (FFG 31) ON 17 MAY 1987 (U)

1. (U) Readdressed and forwarded.

2. (U) The proceedings of the investigation are approved. The

findings of fact, opinions, and recommendations are approved except as
noted below:

]
a. t

-~ UNCLASSIFIED

Y-



= UNCLASSIFIED

(2)
BS [B6

(3) 3

the - BS/RL >

(4)
3. (U) The following actions by USCINCCENT apply to the
recommendations in the investigation:
a. (U) Appropriate action to implement recommendations A-1.3,
A-l1.6a, and A-1l.6d will be taken in the near future.
b. T}\
c. (U) Recommendation A-l.6c will be implemented periodically

as determined by CMEF.

me_ X

GEORGE B. CRIST
General, USMC
Commander in Chief

Copy furnished to:
1. CNO

2. COMNAVCENT

3. COMMIDEASTFOR

UNCLASSIFIED



COMMANDER
CRUISER-DESTROYER GROUP TWO
FPO MIAMI 34006-1262

ot

5102
SerQC/85-0487
12 June 1887

LS (t'

UNCLASSIFIED

From: Rear Admiral Grant Sharp, USN

To: Commander in Chief, U. S. Central Command

Subj: FORMAL INVESTIGATION INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING
THE ATTACK ON THE USS STARK (FFG 31) ON 17 MAY 1687 (U)

Ref: (a) USCINCCENT Appointing Order of 19 May 1987

Encl: (1) Record of Proceedings @) (w/List of Effective
Pages) / Exhibits @
(2) USS ACADIA 0318002 Jun 87 (U)
(3) USS ACADIA 0616102 Jun 87 (&)
(4) USS ACADIA 0610482 Jun 87 (U)
(5) COMNAVSEASYSCOM 0222302 Jun 87 (@
(6) CDR BAMC FT SAM HOUSTON TX 0521402 Jun 87 (U
(7) o) -
(8) Som '
(8) COMIDEASTFOR 2421572 MAY 87 (&)
(10) COMIDEASTFOR 2119452 MAY 87 (¥
(11) USS WADDELL 1811252 MAY 87 (&)
{(12) COMNAVSURFLANT Damage Assezssment Team Leader Memoc of
9 Jun 37 ()

/ B

Affidavit of ~ Rl JAGC, USNR of
g Jun 87 (U)

(17) B\

[N

e N e N N
ft pmd et et

h U1 H>

1. (U) As directed by reference (a), a formal investigation was
convened on 26 May 1987. The original record of proceedings and

additional documents are forwarded as enclosures (1) through (17).

2. (U) The Invesgtigating Officer, after inguiring into all facts
and circumstances connected with the incident which occasioned the
investigation, and having considered the aevidenge, gubmits the
focllowing executive summary of attack, preliminary statement,

findings of act, opinionz and recommendations:

1. (J) On the svening of 17 May 1687, shortly after 2100 local
and while on routine patrol in the central Persian Gulf, USS STARK
(FFG 31) was hit by two Exocet anti-ship cruige missiles. The
migssiles were fired by a single Iragi F-1 Mirage fighuver. The

Classified by: Multiple Sources
Declassify on: OADR




UNCIRESIED.

attack was unprovoked and indiscriminate. STARK was-~--and had
heen--in international waters, well outside the Iragi and Iranian

declared war zoneg.

3. (U) After gaining radar contact and ESM, STARK's combat in-
formation center kept a constant, real-time track of the aircraft.
The Iraqi fighter changed course and speed several times. Each
change brought the fighter closer to STARK. When the aircraft was

thirty miles away, the fighter turned east and flew toward STARK.
Less than five minutes later, the ship was hit by two Exocet
cruise migssiles, the second missile arriving 30 seconds atfter the
first. ’

4. (U) When the Iragi fighter first began closing STARK's posi-
tion, the Tactical Action Officer and other watch standers assumed
the aircraft would fly benignly by, pas=zing no cloger tha 11
nautical miles from STARK. The watch organized thembelvas to
collect data for the Mavine—AiP Report they would later be
reguired to The Ta 1
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2

c 1 radar and Close In Weapon System (CIWS) had previcusly
left CIC on perzonal buginesg: and, at the time of the attack,
that position waszs alzo vacant. The Automatic Detector-Tracksar
eysteﬁ for bthe air sgearch radar wasg inoperative: the STIF fira
~antrol radar was in stand-by and %)

the MK-G62 CAS 1fire coni»ol radcar was 1in

search mode and was never used to lock-on to the aircraft until
the migsgiles were sgeconds away from impact; the Super Rapid Bloom-
ing Offboard Chaff (SRBOC) wasg not armed until seconds before the
firat migsile hit; and the CIWS wag still in stand-by, having not

v
7. cmgimw»{t the time of migssgile launch, the AN/SPS-49 two dimen-
sional air search radar and the MK-92 CAS search radar were the
only radars being used to track the aircraft. No fire control
radars were locked-on and tracking the.aircraft:

B\

)

(s}
»’
s
0}

Commanding Officer was aware that an Iragi fi
a ship attack profile southeasterly, over

the central FPersian Gulf. He had visited CIC approximately
tesg prior to the attack and was informed about the Iragi

't being reported by AWACS. About 15 minutes before the
occurred, the Captain was on the bridge; and, he asked the
to find out why COONTZ was reporting the Iragi fighter's
tion, yet STARX had not detected the aircratfit on radar. At
time, COONTZ had been reporting the aircrafi’s position every
5 minutes; and, according to the Commanding Officer’s recol-
ion of events that evening, his last known position of ithe

i aircraft placed it approximately Q“ northwest of i&
¥ and closing the ship. The Capta.n was
d radar contact on the Iragi fighter. At about 2058 local,
ommanding Officer lef% the bridge and went %to his cabin,

; remained until the first migsile hit
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Preliminarsy

L5

1. (U) The
attack on USS STARK
perspectives.

(FFG 31)

was

Rear Admiral David N.

investigation into the circumstances surrounding the

conducted from two different
Rogers, USN, Deputy Director

for Current Operations on the staff of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,

headed a joint U.S.-Iraqgqi
Irag, for
stances,

Admiral Grant Sharp,
was appointed on 19 May
Commander in Chief, U.S.

USN,

Central

investigation conducted
the purpose of determining how,
the Iragi pilot executed the attack on STARK.

in Baghdad,
and under what circum-
Rear

Commander Cruiser Destroyer Group TWO,
1987 by General George B.

Crist, USMC,

Command, to be the investigating

officer for this formal investigation.

2. (U) The formal investigation was conducted in port Manama,
Bahrain, first, aboard USS LASALLE (AGF 3), the flagship of Com-
mander Middle East Force, and, later, aboard USS ACADIA (AD-2492).

and an investigating team comprised

20 May
and, formal hear-

In both cases, S5TARK was moored outboard the host ship.
3. (U) Rear Admiral Sharp,

of six officers, arrived in Bahrain on the evening of
1687. The investigation began on 21 May 1987;

ings were convened commencing 26 May 1887.

Officer, Executive Officer,

hearings were completed and the

Tactical Action Officer
Officer were designated as parties to the investigation.

STARK's Commandin
and CIC Watch
rormal

investigation was clozed on the

evening of 05 June 1987.

4 (U) Concurrent with the formal hearings, a staff delegation
from the U.S. Congress House Armed Services Committee came to
Bahrain and conducted an informal investigation into the circum-
stances surrounding the attack on STARK. Their informal investi-
gation lasted avprowimately three days. Fartiez to the formal
inveztigation, acting on advice ¢f their counsel, chosze not to
make statements to the =staff delegation.

5. (U) The investigatior by Rear Admiral Sharp inguired into all

the events which occurred prior to, during and following the
attack. There were specific, technically complex issues that
required the investigating officer to call upon the professional
expertise of the Commander, Naval Sea Systems Command, Navy .lab-
oratories and intelligence agencies located in the United States
algn use on-scene assist teams and technical represent-

and to

cance

atives. Particular issgues that fell within this category in-
cluded:
a (U) Capability of the F-1 Mirage fighter aircraft to
carry two Exocet cruise missiles.
b
s UNCLASSIFIED

—;



c.

¢ &

e. (U) Determination of the operational status, and opera-
tional modes employed, for each of the above systems as they
axigted In STAHK on the night of 17 May 1987.

6. (U). As the investigation progressed, the statements and testi-
mony of the witnessesg were woven together, along with transevip-
tionz of various radio telephone tranesmissions, te form a
chronoleogy of the attack. gy”

7. (U) In compiling the chronology, it was necessary to reconcile
incongistencies in time among different =ources. The Narrow Band
Secure Volce transmissionsg prior to the attack were recorded
aboard USS STEPHEN W. GROVES (FFG 29). In order to weave these
radio transmissions into the chronology, it was necessary, in some
cagses, to advance the times recorded in STEPHEN W. GROVES' records
by one minute. In other =situationsz, events began in one particu-
lar interval and carried over to the next minute interval. When

this happened, the event wasg placed into the chronology as close

ag po=zible to other evenis which were known to be occourring
simultaneously with the original event.
8. (U) Certain items relevant to the investigation were not

available to the investigating officer.
asking that the information be provided to Commander in Chief,

U. Central Command for inclusion in the report of investigation
as appropriate. Those items include:

Requests were submitted

o
S

a. Copies of medical record entries and undated
condition of the two injured personnel
States for treatment,

reports of
transferred to the United
requested by enclosure (2).

b. A detailed report of damage and cost to restore STARK to
full migsion capability, requested by enclosure (3).

. Autopsy and pathology reports, requested by enclosure (4)

j G . (U) There are gome incongistencies among the exhibits becauss,

a2 the invezstigation progressed, there were discoveries +hat in-
creased the level of knowledge of the investigating team with
regard to specific eventz and circumstancesz. The findings of
fact, opinions and recommendations contain the investigating offi-
cer’g bezt eztimate of the evidence on record at the end of the
formal Investigation

—

5
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10. (U) Enclosures (8) through (17) contain information relevant
to the investigation, but obtained or prepared after the adjourn-
ment of the investigation hearing.

11. (U) All times listed in the findings of fact and opinions are
local time.

A -H!ﬁ'égpggg and Responge: This section incorporates the body of
facts concerning the mission, rules of engagement, combat systems
equipment, combat systems doctrine and actions associated with the

attack on STARK.

1. (U) STARK received an operations, RBOE and Intel Brief from
COMIDEASTFOR Staff in Djibouti 28 February 1987 prior to inchop-

ping to Middle East Force. The brief addressed Rules of Engage-
ment (ROE) and the potential threat to U. S. Navy ships in the
Persian Gulf. (CAPT ¢ 34 p 13.)

2.epm The CMEF Intelligence Briefer discussed how to recognize
the classic Iragi Ship Attack Profile (SAP). (CDR Brown, p 33.)

J.e®-The ROE briefer highlighted that the probability of delib-
erate attack on U.S. warships was low, but that indiscriminate
attack in the Persian Gulf was a significant danger. (CAPT

Pl . p 13.)

4 a9 The ROE briefer stated that ships were obligated

to inform

unknown aircraft of their identity and position in order to limit
the possibility of indiscriminate attack. (CAPT B p 11.)
5. o NEF ROE at the time of the attack were contained in CMEF
OFORD 4000-85 and in COMIDEASTFOR 210719Z AUG 86. They provided,
in pertinent part, that:

a. e~ " the Commander has not only the right, but also
the responsibility to take all possible measures and precautions
to protect hig wunit.”

thing in these rules

D. R CNotY or in the absence of
guidance herein, will be construed as preventing the regponsikble
U.5. Commander from taking such actlion as 1ig required by military
necesgslty to defend hig installation, aircrait, ghip or unit from
Aattack, or the imminent threat of attack -

c. we™ Commanding Officer has the right to use necszsary
i force in self-defense against the use of

~ or £~ UNCLASSIFIED

IP—



e. SW® ~“Potentially hostile contacts 5/ o
znall bs
FEalueseied, via channel 16, 121.5 MHz, 243.0 MHz or any other
svailable means, to provide ldentification and intentions.’
;. el “The initial communication with potentially
hostile, unidentified air contacte zhould be a request for
laent'ty and intentions . (See tinding 58 for the required
content of the reguest) Requests for identity and intentions
chould be repeated until a satisfactory response is received or
until a warning iz appropriate. (See finding 63 for the warning

ment . )

Bl

h. oEl® "You must
situation develops.

require

g .

=5
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attention.

Do not stop

Subsequent warning act

- "We do not want, nor
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7. (U) CMEF
warning reports
CMEF

¥ OPERATION ORDER 4000 r
cgalled Marine-Air
whenever a ship issues a warn

8. (U) MAREPS messages from STARK
locked-on with fire control radar
attack gince reporting to CMEF.
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10 . o MEF message 14190272 MAY 8

be prepared to

no response to radio requests/warnings,

take graduated action as
just one step: If there
do something to attract
iong to be taken include:

after

intend, to absdrb a first

n issued subsequent to the 17
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7 stated that the Iragis had

conducted a ship attack profile (SAP) in the central Persian Gult
and that CMEF expected the trend to continue at a low to moderate
rate over the next two weeks. STARK received this message prior
to the atitack. (Exhibit 13.)
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11, EF bi-monthly Force Intelligence Advizory message
1613052 May 87 disgcussed the Iragi SAPs flown on 13 and 14 May 87
below 27-30 north latitude. This message, which was recaeived by
STARYX before the attack, highlighted the pogsid ity of an indig-
sriminate attack. (Exhibit 14.)

12. ¢ The CMEF Assistant Intelligence Officer discussed the
Iragqi SAPs of 13 and 14 May 87 during a CMEF Intelligence briefing
16 May 1887. STARK’s Commanding Officer attended thig brief.
{LCDR B4 p 58.)

13. (U) STARK got underway from Manama, Bahrain, at approxima tely
0800 on. 17 May 1987 and proceeded enroute to Kadar Picket Station-
South {(RPS-South) (Exhibit 37, p 1; CAPT e p 11.)

14. «@a® Two SAPs were flown by Iragi aircraft on the morning of 17
May 87, prior to the attack on STARK. These SAPs were flown south
oi Farsi Island.

15.

16. (U) On the evening of 17 May 1987, at approximately 2109,
while on routine patrol in the central Persian Gulf a2z a naval
unit azsigned to the operationzl command of Commander Middle Easit
Force (CMEF), STARK was hit by two EXOCET cruige misgssiles. Both
mizzilesz approcached the zhip from approwimately 270 degreez true
(330 degresz relative) {Exhibit 32, sec 4 of 3, » 1.}

17 (U) Both EXOCET cruise mizsiles were launched by a single
Iragi Fl "Mirage ™ fighter aircraft.

18, (U) At the time of the attack, STARK was in international
waters, in posgition Z86-47N/051-53%5E, well outzide the Iragi and
Iranian declared war zones. (Ship position was recconstructed by
plotting the satellite navigation position obtained akt 2100 and
dead reckoning along a course of 300 degrees true for 9 minutes
uging the speed recorded in the Engineering Bellbook.

19 (U) Lieutenant B - , U.S. Navy, was on watch
in STARK’s Combat Information Cenver (CIC) and had been for over
an hour prior to the attack, serving a2 the TAO. (LT f»% - e
322 .)

20. (U) ENS Eﬂﬂ . U.5. Navy was on waitch in STARK's CIC,
and had been for over an hour prior to the attack serving as the
CICWO and WCO (ENS Wright, p 289.)
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23. & The AWACS assgigned NTDS track number 2202 to the track
assoclated with the Iragi aircraft.
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31. wasme COONTZ routinely reported via NBSV that track number 2202
i i rati "ehi < oYg ia (Exhihit




32. (U) COONTZ’'s NBSV radio transmissions to COMIDEASTFOR were
monitored in STARK's CIC. (Exhibit 131, p 10, 11.)

33. (U) At about 2015, STARK's Commanding Oificer stopped in CIC
and was briefed that there was an Iraqi aircraft flying over water

in the northern Persian Gulf. heading south. The Commanding
Officer, in CIC, told LT b+ &l (TAO) to keep a close eye on
track 2202. He reminded the TAO that a number of recent Iraqi
sorties had been going further south. The Commanding Officer then
departed CIC. (CAPT Brindel, p 391, 392.)

34. (U).At about 2024, USS STARX commenced a full power run, on
course 300 degreez true. (Exhibit 37, p 5.)

35 (U} At about 2031, the Commanding Officer arrived on the
bridge (Exhibit 37, p 5.)

36. (U) At about 2050, FC3 Blo , Who was the WCC-1 (CAS) and
CIWS Operator in CIC, departed CIC to go to the head. He did not

3

notify either the TAO or the CICWO. FC2 ®Y | who was the
senior Fire Control Technician on watch, gave permisgion for FC3
B\e to go to the head. (FC2 Colllnu, p 136.)

37. (U) At about 2055, the CO, on the bridge, asked the JOOD why
CIC did not have radar video on the Iraqi aircrait. (CAPT Brin-
del, p 392.) -

38. (U) At about 2055, the bridge called CIC on the 21IMC re-
questing to know why STARK did not hold radar video on NTDYS tr

ac
22072, In responsge to this, 0S1 'gré “eached over the zhoulder
of 083 Bl who wasg the CIC Air Detector Tracker, and switchad
the SFS5-49 air search radar to the 80 NM mode. (OS1 Duncan,

p 102.)

39. (U) t about 2057, after CCS reported that the full power
demonstration was short and not entirely successful, the Com-

manding Officer left the bridge and went to his cabin.
{(CAFT Brindel, p 392.)

—e b

40. At about 2058, on NBSV, CMEF asked all MIDEASTFORCE ships
whether they held any ESM or other track datz on the current Iragi
zhip attack profile, track 2202. USS COONTZ responded negatively.
{Exhibit 131, p 8.)

41

42. (U) At about 2100, 0S3 ®{ , who was the CIC Sgrface
Detector Tracker, reporved a surface contact to the bridge phone-
talker/status board keeper. %\
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. Tetty
Ofificer 1\ ﬁ%ﬁ . reported again at time 2104. The contact was
bearing 298 at 21,100 yds on a course of 120, speed 8 knots. CPA
of 200 degrees trhe at 1000 yds. This contact waszs later evaluated
as a false contact by using the MK 92 CAS as a second source of
confirmation . (033 Bl ., D 179, 180.)
43 oo Lt sbout 2101 081 &% 1 was _at the ASAC console. He had
detected radar video
Bl

Js ! 27G7 correlated the vV1dEDS as
being track JZ0Z7BUTEnTEred a new “"Alr Unkrnown” symbol on the
video (NTDS track number of the new symbol is unknown) . He then
directed 083 & to assume responsibility for tracking the new
radar contact. 081 ° B{ remained at the ASAC console and pre-
pazred to record data for a MAREP regarding the aircraft. Com-
mancing at 2101, 0OS3 - Ewa. maintained a continuous real time
track of the aircraft using the SPS-49 radar until impact of the
first missile. (0s1 B p 102108.)

44, (U) At about 2102, 0S1 %L9atold LT 84 f that the air
contact would have a 4 NM CPA. (081 Duncan, p 106.)

45.
"B
t5. (U) At about 2103, when the F-1 was 43 NM from USS STARK, 0S1
Puncan requested permission from LT { to transmit a stand-
ard warning to the F-1. The warning was to be transmitted on the
Military Air Disiress frequency. LT f responded to 0S1
and said, "No, wait”. (081 -, P 106.)
47. (U) At about 2104, LCDR - *, STARK's X0, entered CIC. He
was looking for LT to discuss administrative matters
relating to the Ship Control Department. The XO noticed that LT
- was busy and so he walted near the chart table to obsenve
eventz in CIC. (LCDR , D 349, 350.)
48 (U) At about 2104, FC2 sent OSSN from CIC to
find FC3 in order to get FC3 back into CIC andgd
on wataeh. (FC2 Collins, p 136.)

S0 e At abhout 2104, CMEF Duty Officer tranzmitted +the following
mezzage Lo STARK wvia NB3V: "US3 STARK thiz itz COMIDEASTFGRCE, are
= 2opying the detaileg on frack number 2202 2t fhis time. over . ®

LT replied, "Affirmative, break, time 1302% P4
Qﬁ radar video on track 22072 Evaluated Iragi F-1 Zrzak
hoiding radar video on track 2202, Bi IV ET

_— or 12 UNCLASSIFIED
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Thig report was transmitied less than a minute after COONTZ -
reported a LAT/LONG position of irack 2202 that correlated to E”
from STARK.: (Exhibit 131, p 10.)
50 (U) At about 2105, the Iragi F-1 turned toward STARK. The
range from STARK to the F-1 was approximately 32.5 NM. CFA to
STARK would be nearly ocverhead. No one in CIC noticed this turn
and that the aircraft was virtually on a constant bearing, de-
creasing range f

51. (U) At about 2107, the Iragi aircraft launched the first
Exocet .cruise missile at STARK. J
Zxhibit 134, Encl 1, 2.)

52. (U) At about 2107, SN ¢ B ., the Forward Lookout, sightad
and reported to the bridge a bright light on the horizon about g‘
degrees off the port bo Initially it wasg identified as a sur
face contact. (SN QBA@ p 257.)

53. (U) At about 2107, FC2 ¢ B detected radar video on the
CAS. The CAS was in search mode. He correlated this video to the
Iragi F-1. (FC2 Colling, p 135.)

54. (U) At about 2107, the TAO observed on radar the change in
course executed by the Iragi F-1 (the actual course change occur-

red approximately one minute before). He realized that the CPA
would be very close. He directed ENS &L . to call the Captain;
and, he directed 0S1 @-k to issue warnings to the Iragi air-
cratftt. {LT Sie ., p 326.)

55 (U) At about 2107, ENS &6 - attempted to call the CO in his
cabin, but received no rezponze ENS - : then called the
bridge; the Captain was not thers sither (ENS & , D 260 .)

56 ..qa® Lt about 2107, LT R-Ae f told ENS =~ Bl . to man the
Weapons Control Officer {(WCO) console. ENS :B4c . stepped over Lo
the WCC console; but the X0 was sitting at the console. ENS
'gyL;. asked the X0 to get up so that he could zit down and assume
duties =zz WCO. ENS &A& . then =at down at the conszols and began
to initlalize the WCO mode. (ENS Wright, p 280.)

57. (U) At about 2108, the F-1 fired the second Exocet cruise
miszsile at STARK. 6]
' (Exhipit 140, p 1.)

58. (U) At about 2108, at ths direction of the TAO, 081 i&&g
made the following radio transmission to the Iragi F-1 via Mili-
tary Air Distress frequency: “"Unknown aircraft this is U.5. Navy
warship on your 078, (pause), for 12 milez, request you identify
vourself, over.’ This transmisgsion is not in accordance with CMEF
meg DTG 2107182 Aug 88 (ROE) Exhibit 146, » 1.)

59. (U) CMEF mes=zage DTG 2107192 Aug 86 delinates the exact
wording of radio telephone transmisgions CMEF units must make to
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approaching potentially hostile or unidentified air contacts. The
first warning should be a requst for identity and intentions with
the following transmigsion: "Unidentified air/surface contact on
course---—----- , Speed----~-~---- , (altitude--—------—-- ), you are
approaching a U.S. Navy warship operating in international waters
beéring —————————— , range -—---—-----~- from you. Reguest you
egtablish communications, identitfy yoursel?f and state your in-
tentions . " (Exhinit 16)

50.

61. «e At 2bout 2108, EWSN gi, requested permission from LT

Eﬂgto g0 topside to arm the SHEBOC launchers. EWSN (-
then departed from CIC, armed the launchersz in about 45 =zeconds
and returned_ta CIC. Launcher Control was in CIC.

62 (U) Again, at about 2108, at the divrection ol the TAO, 0851

A2 iszsu=d the following warning to the Iragi F-1 via the
Military Al» Digtress civeoult: "Unknown airceraft this iz U.S
Navy wareship on your 076 at 12 miles, (pause), regueszt vou identi-
fy yourself and state your intentions, over." Thiz transmission
is not in accordance with CMEF msg DTG 2107102 Aug 86. (ExRibit
140 )

63. (U) In accordance with CMEF msg DTG 210719Z Aug 85, the fol-
lowing warning will be transmitted if the contact: (1) Faile to
communicate and continues to close or; (2) responds only with
identity and his intentions are unclear or judged potentially
hostile or; (3) Responds with his identity and non-hostile in-

tentions but subsequently maneuvers in a threatening manner.
Unidentified aircraft/surtface contact (use identity 1f known) on

course-----~ , Speed------ , (altitude---------- ), you are ap-
proaching a U.S. Navy warship bearing-~------- , range -------- from
you. Your identity is not known/your intentions are unclear (one
or both), you are standing into danger and may be subject *o
United States defensive measures. Hequeszt you remain clear of me.
Requeszt you alter yvour course immediately to ---------- to remain
caolear.

,__.
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65
6. (U) Neither LT €4, ~ nor FC2 R brought CIWS into the
TAAW Manual® mode. CIWs was in "stand-by" mode during the entire
attack. (Exhibit 97, p 2; Exhibit 111.)
87
) . LI

: e agreed with FC2 > s, saying "Fine' . The X0 concur-
red, saying, "Let him know who we are.’ (LT F%ﬁi , p 330, LCDER

Yip P 383 )
ga. (U) At about 2109, SN 3}&9 called "MISSILE INRBOUND, MIS-
SILE INBOUND" on the JL sound powered circuit. This information

was pazged to the bridge and to the JL phonetalker in CIC, bui not
vto the TAO in CIC. The Junior Officer of the Deck (JOOD), LTJG
L2 | also saw the missile homing in on STARK. (SN @§4§ p

258 , LTJG  Qdp, p 250.)

56 {U) At about 2109, FC2 Qs&g locked on to the Iragi aircraft
N
with CAS The alrecraft was approximately 10 NM away. FCZ
ol p 137.)

71. - At about 2109, LCDR &A@ made the following radio
“ransmigssion on NBSV: “"COMIDEASTFOR this is USS STARK, we have

been locked-on to twice..... " (ceased transmission). (Exhibit
131, p 11.)

72. (U) At about 2109 the first Exocet missile hit USS STARK. (LT
e ., p 330.)

73. (U) At about 2109 General Quarters was sounded from the

bridge. LTJG $Ae observed the second misszile inbound: grabbed
the IMC and said, "Inbound Miszsile, Port Side". (LTJG '9540 ,

v 250.) ‘

74, (U) At about 2109, LT QbAc {(Support Officer) departed CIC
Az he stepped out the door he saw Captzin &Ap coming out of




his stateroom. The Commanding Officer then entered CIC. (LT
E>{9 ., p 219, CAPT Top 3830

75. {(U) At about 2109, the second Exocet missile hit STARK
approximately 20 to 30 seconds after the first. (LT R L
» 219, CAPT Brindel, p 393.)

76 .

/25\

b

B\

6Y
B

83 (U) No orders to assign weapons or engage the Iragi fighter
ware igzued by either the X0, the TAO or the WCO. rC2 @56@ -

1
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84. wiede®Jcapons systems available to STARK but not emploved
included:

a. SM-1 MR missiles. )

b. MK75 76mm <un with £5, ammunition in the
rotary magazine. .

. CIWS with 25‘ rounds loaded.

4. 50 Calibe¥r guns

g. , Super Rapid Blooming Of{f{ Board Chaff (SREOO)

(FC2 54 p 126, 130, 137; exhibit 111, p

b
~

85. (U) No ordnance was fired in defense of STARK or in retalia-
tion for the attack. (FC2 . B+¢. ©p 13G; SN - @.90 p 258.)

8G. {3 Lisutenant | N ) , .3, Navy, was desig-
nated in writing by the Commanding Officer, USS STARK (FFG 31), as
a qualified Tactical Action Officer (TAQ). (Exhibit 50, p 1.)

87. (U) ENS . ES&? _ U.S. Navy, was designated in writing
as a qualified Weapons Control Officer (WCO) and Combat Informa-
tion Center Watch Officer (CICWO). (Exhibit 49, p 1.)

88. (U) The Executive Officer was authorized in writing to direct
the TAO in time of danger or emergency. He could relieve the TAO
and should do so should it, in his judgment, be necessary. (Exhi-

bit 38, p 4-16.)

(U) The Executive Officer took no action to inform himself of
the tactical situation after he entered CIC. (LCDR B,Q} p 350,
35 35 ’

90. (U) The Executive Officer took no step

s s to redirect the
actions of the TAO. (LCDR Q>£¢ , D 350, 351

, 352.)

91. (U) The Commanding Officer was never informed that the ship
had gained radar contact or ESM on the Iragi aircraft; however,
the Commanding Officer did know at approximately 2045 that an
Iragi Military aircraft was approximately 120 NM northwest of
STARK, flying a ship attack profile southeasterly over water,
toward STARK. (CAFT Brindel, p 393.)

]

92. (U) Thirty seven enlisted members of STARK's crew died as a
a2 t result of the attack. (Exhibite 128, 65.)

3

93. (U) The claim by the government of Irag that, at the time of
the attack, STARK was located inside the Iranian declared war
zone, 18 not correct. STARK was 20 NM outside the Iranian
declared war zone.

B

94,




UNEERERIFIED

95.

96.

98. (U) The MK-92 STIR radar was operational and in stand-by;
‘but, was not used to track either the Iragi F-1 or the Exocet.
(FC2 LR 4 p 127, 136, 137.)

99. waMW Previously, the CIWS had intermittently failed Systems

Operability Test (SOT) number five. Thigs was later found to be
caused by an improperly connected wire in the elevation resolver
circulitry. The problem still existed when STARK got underway on
17 May 87. The Commanding Officer and the Combat Systems
Department Head were aware of the problem, but did not submit a
Casualty Report on the CIWS. (LT b4b , p 358; CATT Brindel,
p 391.)

100. @ Thz Commanding Officer chose not to subm
the CIWS because: (1) he was briefed by his Comba
Officer that the CIWS was operaitional in the Battl
and, (2) the component that was believed to be defective wa
order through the supply system. (CAPT Brindel, o

101. (U) There was a misperception on the part of STARK personnel
that CIWS could not be fired for training or preaction
calibration unless the ship was in an area approved for gunnery
services. (LT i p 360.)

102. aw® STARK had not conducted a CIWS pre-action calibration

(PAC) or fired the CIWS for training since 22 MAR B7. (Exhibit
92, p 4.)

103. (U) The maintenance requirement card (MRC) for PAC firing
requires a periodicity of R-1M; CIWS was out of periodicity for
PAC firing. (Exhibit $2, p 4.)

B
)
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108. (U) The scheduled combat systems PMS for the week of 27 April
1987 and 4 May 1987 were completed with the exception of three
scheduled PMS actions. (Exhibit 88, p 2.)

109. ~pimw~Radar Video Processing/Automatic Detection and Tracking
(EVP/ADT) was out of commission and not utilized. (DS2 -epc;
p. 266: 083 Bk |, 208.)

110. .4 _There was no CASREP submitted on the RVP/ADT.
(CAPT Brindel, p 404.)

111, -umiem CMEF OPORD 4000 does not provide for procedures to re-

quest dedicated alrcraft tracking, anti-air warfare or gunnery

target zesrvices because those zervicez ave not available. (CMET

OPORD 4000)

112 . 4™ The TAO, WCO, and 0S1 Rz believed that the set battle

condition of readiness aboard STARK was CONDITION III WHITE. (LT
B | p322, ENS R , p 322, 051 I &4 , p 100.)

113, e, The Commanding Offiicer believed that the 2=t battle

condlition of readineszss waz CONDITION III YELLOW (CAPT Brindel,

p 364.)

B. (U) Post Attack Actionsg: This section incorporates the facts

concerning post attack matters involving search and rescue (SAR),
medical response, casualties, damage control, damage and required
repairs.

1 (U) Search and Rescue (SAR), Medical Response, and
Casualties.

1.1 (U) Five men went through a hole in the skin of the ship
forward on the port side and were later picked out of the water.
Those men were 0SSN &—L; 0SSN ' Bk '

Y|

C3 PR , 0S2 R\, R and GMMl
&4s . (Exhibits 64, 67, 68, 6G. 70, 128.)
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1.2 (U) All five men who wenit overboard were in Combat
Systems Berthing when the missiles hit. (Exhibits 67, 68, 69, 70,
129 .)

1.3 (U) Water and smoke entered Combat Systems Berthing from
the hatch on the port side, which is the primary egress
from the space to Ship’'s Control Berthing. (Exhibit 67.)

1.4 (U). When crewmen attempted to exit the compartment via
the emergency escape scuttle, it opened only about an inch: it
was not dogsged. (Exhibits 67, 68, 69, 70.)

1.5 (U) ET3 e,% 0S2 "¢ .ig and GMM1 r R4, - helped others don
the EEBDs. (Exhibits 67, 129.)

1.6 (U) Vigibility in the Ship’'s Control Berthing was very
limited due to the thick smoke iIn the compartment and
the lack of lighting. (Exhibits 68, 69, 70, 129.)

1.7 (U) OSSN &-,. OSsN RL . FC3 ' Ry and 0S2

received electric shocks before escaping from the ship.
(Exhibits 67, 68, 69, 70.)

1.8 (U) All five survivors used EEBDs to breathe before going
into the water. (Exhibits 67, 68, 69, 70, 129.)

1.9 () ossn i B, ossN @4, FC3 ®( and amm . B&

fell out of the ship accidentally. (Exhibits 67, 68, 69, 129.)

1.10 (U) 082 ES{G Jumped out of the ship intentionally.
(Exhibit 70.)

1.11 () 0s2 &As: and OSSN ‘8 ~? found each other in the water
and together they found one life ring with a strobe
light attached and another life ring with a smoke float
attached. (Exhibits 67, 70.)

1.12 () LT & 5 had thrown the life rings
overboard. (Exhibit 67.)

1.13 (1) 082 @A, and OSSN j%}{a heard calls from two different
directions. When calls from one direction stopped, the men moved
toward the others. (Exhibit 70.)

1,14 () ossy &G and FC3 {{Ap wused their EEBDs for
flotation devices. (Exhibits 68, 69.)

O o1
(€1 B e

) he four men were picked up by a BDF SAR helo at
146E .

(Exhibits 67, 68, 69, 70; encl 1t1.)

O‘:*i

(
N/C

U]w

1.
26

1.186 (U) GMMI Ebﬁ&g. stayed afloat alone by swimming on his back
until he was spotted by a BDF SAR helo at 2651N/0B5147E around

02090 and wicked up at 0519 by the USZ WADDELL. {(Exnibit 129;
ancl
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1.17 (U) Search and rescue and medical response began at about
2145, 17 May, when LCDR -2 , MC, USN, ASU Bahrain
received a beeper call and reportea to ASU. (Exhibit 64.)

1.18 (U) HC-2 Detachment 2 was notified at about 2150.
(Exhibits 62, 63.)

1.19 ‘(U) LCDR &4, ~ utilized one hospital corpsman, HM2

A , to assist 1in getting medical supplies to the alrport for
further transfer to STARK. Another corpsman, HMI .
stayed at ASU to arrange additional supplies and other details.
(Exhibilt §4.)

1.20 (U) Medical equipment taken to STARK on the first helo
consisted of trauma boxes which had previously been prepared for
mass casualty situations. Those boxes contained IV fluids, battle
dressings, emergency medical instruments and medications.

(Exhibit 64.)

.21 (U LT thz -, DC, USS LASALLE, took another set of
rauma boxes to establish a caaualty PPCElVing area at the Bahrain
international Airport (BIA) at 2300. (Exhibit 64.)

1
1.22 (U) The HC-2 Detachment 2 helo departed BIA at 2300.
(Exhibit 63.)

1.
wa:

3 (U) Reaction time from first notification until lift-oft
1 HR 15 MIN. (Exhibits 62, 63.)

(D &}

1.24 (J) Air crew for the flight were:

LT > - Pilot in command. HAC right seat.
LT Qy4f - HAC leit seat.
ADC eﬁip - 18t crew.
AMHAN  Ruo - 2nd crew. Wet swim.
{Exhibits 862, 63.)
1.25 (U) The helo carried extra OBAs and cannisters. (Exhibit
62.)
1.286 (U) USS WADDELL acted as on-scene commander. (Exhibit 62.)
1.27 (U Rad io communications were hampered by many units using
freguency 243 {(Exhibitz 82, 83 .)
1.28 (U) The first vector sent to the helo wag to a merchant ship
3ix miles from STARK. (Exhibhitsg 62, 63.)

H

1.28 (U) An attempt to establish the bearing to STARK wusing VHF
ADF failed due to the helo’s ADF providing an inaccurate
indication. (Exhibit 62 .)

&N

Uy

ccated
3.)

<
O

0 (U) The aircre S TARK when they noticed STARK's
c

.
d.
D on. (Exhibits 62,

[\
g.\
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1.31 (U) The deck edge lighting worked, but lighting was
otherwigse inadeguate for normal night operations. (Exhibits 62, 63.

1.32 (U) LCDR ° $4c was lowered to the deck around 2345 along

with medical supplies, OBAs and cannisters. (Exhibit 64.)

1.33  (U) HM2 Big stayed on the helo to assist any injured
who might be pulled out of the water. (Exhibit 64 .)

1.34 (U) Betfore LCDR Bie arrived, HMI1 Rl , USS

STARK, .had set up a casualty receiving area in the hangar because
smoke and fire had rendered STARK’s medical department
inoperative. (Exhibit 64.)

1.353 () Initial triage revealed B patients and
several individuals with relatively minor injuries. (Exhibit 654 .)

1.3¢6 (U) When LCDR 4o arrived, the patients had already been

receiving treatment from HMI1 ESLQ even though Dickerson
himself had Bl (Exhibit 64 .)
1.37 (U) After leaving LCDR ?S - on STARK, the HC-2 crew

conducted SAR operations for aoprox1mauely 1 HR 45 MIN with no
findings. (Exhibit 62.)

1.38 (U) When the HC-2 helo returned to STARK, the decision was
made for the helo to return to BIA and not MEDEVAC the two Bb
patients because so much equipment would have had %to be relocated

in order for the helo to hover. (Exhibit 64.)

1.39 (U) At daybreak, fires onboard STARK were controlled enough
to allow ¢rew and equipment to move forward zo the helo could
hover over the flight deck. (Exhibit 64.)

0 (U) The two Bl atients were MEDEVACed via the hoist.
Exhibit 64.)

1.41 (U) When LCDR E&&O left with the patients the medical
gituation on STARK waz stable and LASALLE was enroutse to provide
azgzgistance. (Exnibit 54 )

1.42 (U) The two ~g-f, pPatients went to Salmaniya Medical Center.
The four men rescued from the water by the BDF SAR helo were taken
to the Bahrain Air Force Baze and then to BDF Hospital. (Exhibitg
64, 132.)

1.43 (U) The fifth man wasz vecovered from the water =y WADDELL in
good condition (Exnibites 64, 129, 132 .)

1.44 (U) After evacuating the itwo Eﬂ; victims to BIA, the HC-2
helo continued to conduct SAR operations unitil 2100 18 May
(Exhibit 62




UNCLRES

1.31 (U) The deck edge lighting worked, but lighting was
otherwise inadequate for normal night operations. (Exhibits 62, 63.

1.32 (U) LCDR ' $4c was lowered to the deck around 2345 along

with medical supplies, OBAs and cannisters. (Exhibit 64.)

1.33 (U) HM2 B¢ stayed on the helo to assist any injured
who might be pulled out of the waler. (Exhibit 64 .)

1.34 (U) Before LCDR &Ae arrived, HMI Rl , Uss

STARK, 