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Ser0%/3-245"
12 June !3&7
From: ZRear Admiral Grant Sharp, USN - Shar.
To: Commander in Chief, U. S. Central Command 4

Subj: FORMAL INVESTIGATION INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCERISURROUNIING (.t ..
THE ATTACK ON THE USS STARK (FFG 31J):..ON.=1ThMAY 1687 €iBS--&77~

(74

Re!?: (a) USCINCCENT Appointing Order of 15 May 1887 A

Encl: (1) Record of Proceedings (S) (w/List of Effective
Pages) / EZxhibizs (S)
(2) USS ACADIA 021800Z Jun 87 ()
(3) USS ACADIA 0818102 Jun 87(C)
(4) USS ACADIA 0681048Z Jun 87 (D
(3) COMNAVSEASYSCOM 0222302 Jun 87 (C)
(8) CDR BAMC FT SAM HOUSTON TX 082140Z Jun 87 (U} .
(7) NAVSWC DAHLGREN VA 06002%Z Jun 87 (S) - .-

e .. (8) Attidavit of CAPT G.-R. Brtndel,USN &{ B Jun 87 ()
’ (§) COMIDEASTFOR 24218572 MAY 87 (C) :
(10) COMIDEASTFOR 21184%5Z MAY 87 (O) o ' 3
(11) USS WADDELL 1811282 MAY 87 (C) :
(12) COMNAVSURFLANT Damage Assessment Team Leader Memo of

® Jun 87 (M) ’
(13) Charge Sheet ICO of CAPT G. R. 3rindel, USN ()
(14) Charge Sheet ICO of LCDR R. J. Gajan, TSN (U
(18) Charge Sheet ICO ot LT B. . Monecrie?f, USN ()

(16) Affi{davist of LT J. W. Bryan, JAGC, USNR o!

9 Jun 87 (U) :
(17) Chronology of the Attack on USS STARK (FFG 3i) (S

1. (U) As directed by reference (a), a formal investigation was
convened on 28 May 1987. The original record of proceedings and
additional documents are forwarded as enclosures (l) through {(!7

2. (U) The Investigating Officer, after inquiring into al! fac:s
and circumstances connected with the incident which occasioned zhe
investigation, and Xaving considered the evidence, submits the
following executive summary of attack, preliminary statement,
findings of fact, opinionsgs and recommendations:

‘. (U) On the evening of 17 May 1987, shortly af%ter 2!00 iloca.
and wh:ile on routine patrol in the central Persian Gul!, USS STAXX
(FFG J1) was hit by wwo Exoce: anti-sh:p cruise mi:ss:les. The
ni38:les were !:red by a single Iraq: F-1l Mirage f:ghter. The
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- the aircratt would ?fly benignly by, passing no closer than 5!

attack was unprovoxked and ind:.:scrim:inate. STARK was--and =az
been--in :nternational waters, well ouzsgide -Ne ITag: am2d Iran:an
daclared war z25nes. ‘
[ 4

z. . The ship’s Tactizal Acticsn QIficer was awar2 that an Iraz.
‘.4=2"er was approach:ing.  STARK had teen a.2r%ved Sy AWACS n~2ar.y
an ssur prior to the at:ack that an Iragqi F-1 fighwer,

was proceeding southeastarly f{rom Irag, cver
water, toward the central Persian Gulf. The AWACS continved 4o
report the Iraqi aircraft's position to STARX via NTDS Link 1}

until the attack occurred. Contact wag gained by STARK's
AN/SPS-46 air search radar ’
About “en minutes prior to being hit by the {irst Exocce:, STARK

;;detected radar emigsions from a Cyrano IV radar correlac:ing ;b an
‘f-]1 Mi{rage fighter. _ 3

3. (J) After gaining radar contact and ESM, STARK's ccmbat :in-
formation center kept a constant, real-time track of the aircral:s
The Iraql fighter changed coursae and apeed several timesa. Zach
change brought the fighter closer to STARK. When the airzra?f: was
thirty =iles away, the fighter turned eagt and flew toward STARK
Less chan f{ve minuies later, the ship was hit by Two Ixocces
cruise misgiles, =he sgsecond miggile arriving 30 seconds afier :he

Zirss.

47 (U) when the Ir;qi 2‘ghtcr zi*st bog;n clontng STARK's post-
tion, the Tactical Action Officer and other watch standers aggumed

=}

nautical miles from STARK. The watch organized themselves
coliect data for the Marine-Air Report they would lazer bde
required to submit. The Tactical Action Qfficer gave lititle or no
credence to the possibdility that the Iraqi fighter would ind:.s-
criminately attack STARK, even though it wag known o be capat'.le
of tir:ng =Zxocet with a nominal range of 38 nautical miles.

S. (T) The Executive Officer entered CIC on routine business

approximately five minutes bdefore the attack occurred; and, e
remained in CIC near the TAO station until the first missil
He did not inform himsel! of the tactical gituation; and, <
fcre, did not feel that there wag anything remiss in the wa
watch was responding to the Iragi fighter. Tlhe Executive 0Z¢.
took no steps to redirect the actions of the TAQ nor did he dir
that the Commanding Officer be summoned to CIC.

.
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8. ‘I’ In the wan:ing minutes prior to the attack, the TAO
attemptead to increase STARK's combat readiness; dbut, 1t wag 00
late.

the positions of CIC Wawich C?2:2ar
(CICW0) and Weapons Control Officer (WCO) werae ccmbined and :;Lle:
Y a 3ingle officer. When the aircraf: began 13 attasx run, o2
po3i%i2n o! Weapons Control QOfficer waa vacant. 3efore the zcz2.-
tion couid be properly manned, the Mirage had aliready f:.red bdc:d
ZIxocets and the f{:inrz: Ixocet was nearing 1:3 terminal phase. The
Fire Constrol Techn:c:an assigned to operate :“he MK-32 STIR f.re
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contro. radar and Close In Weapon System (CIWS) had previ:cus'ly
le?s C.C on personal bduginess; and, at the time of the artack.
“%at pcsitisn was also vacans: - -

1]
W
[N !
s
"0

Zcasrzl radar waso i stand-by and was thought TS T2 masked Ty othe
3hip’3 supersLirusiure; the MX-5Z CTAS f:ire zzninsl radar was .o
gsearch mocde and wag never used to l2ck-on O the aircralft uns:il
the migg:les were gecondsg away ‘rom impact; %he Super Rapid 3locm-
ing Of?board Chatf (SRBOC) was not armed until seconds belore zhe
irgt migaile hit; and the CIWS was s2%ill in atand-by, having no:

beer properly brought f{nto the AAW manual mode.

7. uAt the time of misgile launch, the AN/SPS-4S two dimen-
gional air gearch radar and the MK-382 CAS gearch radar were :the

only radars bdeing used to track the aircralt. No fire con:iro!l
radars were locked-on and tracking the aircra?:i; %

e

5 'lb
8.

9. ‘i’ The Commanding Officer wags aware that an Iraq: fighter wa:z
2iying goutheaaterly, over .water, from Inag w
toward the central Pergian GQulf?. He had viaited CIC approximaca.y

80 minutes prior to the attack and was 1nformed about the Iraq:
aircra?t being reported by AWACS. About 1S minutes Dafore =he

attack occurred, the Captain was on the bridge; and, he asgked =22

J00D to ?find out why COONTZ was reporting <he Iraq: figh:er’'s
pcaittian, g
that tinme,

aAS
COONTZ had been reporting the aircraft’s pogit:ion evary
3 to 8 minutes; and, according to the Commanding OfZicer’'z recol-
lection of events that evening, his last xnown-pogition of =he
Iraqi aircratt placed it approximately 120 miles northwest o!?
STARK and closing the ship. The Captain was not advised when CIC
gaitned radar contact on the Iraqi fighter. At about 2058 local,
the Commanding Officer left the bridge and went to his cab:in,
where he remained until the firat miggile hiz.

:0. (J) STARK never fired a weapon nor employed a countermeasurs2,
e;:ber :n sel?! defense or 1n retaliation. Thirty seven members 3°:
STARX’ crew died as a result of the attack.



tions on he 0f the Jo:nt: Ch:
int U.S.-Iraqi investigation conducted :n
Iraq, f{or 4he purpose of determining how, and under w
stances, the Iraql pilot executed the attack on STARK. Rear .
Admiral Grant Sharp, USN, Commander Cruiser Degtroyer Group TWO,
wag appointed on 1S May 1987 by General Geonrge 3. Crlat, USMC,
Commander (n Chief, U.S. Central Command, to be the tnvestigating
officer {or this formal invegtigation.

2. (U) The formal investigation was conducted in port Manama
3ahrain, first, aboard USS LASALLE (AGF 3), the flagsh:ip of Ctm-
mander Middle Zast Force, and, later, aboard USS ACADIA (AD-42).
In both cases, STARK was moored outboard the host skhip.

3. (U) Rear Admiral Sharp, and an investigating team compr:sed
of aix officers, arrived in Bahrain on the evening of 20 May
1987. The inves<igation began on 21 May 1987; and, f¢rmal hear-
ings were convened commencing 26 May 1687. STARK's Command.ing
Officer, Executive Off!icer, Tactical Action Officer and CIC Wasch
Cf{ficer were designated _as_parties  to the investigation. Formal —
hearings were completaead and the investigation wag closed on the
evening of 05 June 1587.

4. (U) Concurrent with the formal hearings, a staf? delegat:on
reoxm the J.S. Congress House Armed Services Committee came %0
3ahratn and conducted an (nformal invesgtigation rnte :he circum-
gtances zurrounding the attack on STARK. Their informal inves::.-
gation lasted approximately three days. Partiesg =0 the forma:l
invesgsigatizn, acting on advize of thei» zsounsel, choga no: >
mAKe 3tatementa to the gtaf?! delegation. )

S. (U) The investigation by Rear Admiral Sharp inquired i1nto all

the eventz which ocecurred prior to, during and following <he
attack. There were specific, technically complex issues that
required the investigating officer to call! upon the profess:cnal
expartise of the Commander, Naval Sea Systems Command, .Navy lab-
orator:es and intelligence agencies located tn*the United Stazes
and to also use on-scene assigtance teams and taechnical represent-
atives. Particular igsues that fell within thig category in-
cluded:

a. (U) Capability of the F-1 Mirage ‘ighter aircrafs <o
carry two Ixocet cruise migsiles.

&
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enclosgure (17). e
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v .
e. - ‘I’ Capability of the FFG-7 comdbat system, including the
AN/SPS-49 air search radar and MK-82 Fire Control System, to
detect an Ixocet anti-ship cruise missile. .

- d. h Capability of the ¥X-15 Close In Weapon System
- (CIWS) to detec:, acguire and engage an Zxocet anti-gaip cruise
migsile.

@. (U) Determination of the operational status, and opera-

tional modes employed, for each of the above sgsystems as they
existed in STARK on the night of 17 May 1987.

8. (U) As the investigation progressed, the statements and testi-
mony of the witnesses were woven together, along with %ranscrip-
tiong of various radio telephone transmissions, to form a
chronology of the attack. That chronology i3 attached as “

v/

7. (U) In compiling the chronology, it was necessary to reconcile
Tnconsistencies in time among different sources. The Narrow 3and
Secure Voice transmigsions 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 necegsary, in some
casea, to advance the times recorded in STEPHEN W. GROVES' records
by one minute. In other gituations, events began in one particu-
lar interval--and carried over %0 the next minute interval. When

~-thia happened, the-event waa placed—into—the chronologyas—<ctose——

ag poagible to other eventas which were known to be occurring
eimultaneously with the original event. :

8. (J) Certain items relevant to the investigation were not
available to the inveatigating officer. Requestis were aubmitied
asking that the information be provided to Commander in Chie?,
U.S. Central Command for inclusgion in the report of investigation
ag8 appropriate. Those items include: ‘

a. Copies of medical record entries and undated reports of
condition of the two i{njured personnel transferred to the United
States for treatment, requested by enclosure (2).

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

€. Lutopsy and pathology reports, requested by enclesure (4).

9. (U) There are some incongisgstencies among the exhibits because,
ag the investigation progressed, there were discoveries that in-
creased the level of knowledge of the investigating team with
regard to specific events and circumstances. The findings o!?
fact, opiniong and recommendations contain the investigating off:-
cer’'g best estimate of the evidence on record at the end of the
formal invegtigation.
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10. (U) Enclosures (5) through (17) contain information relevan:
to the investigation, but obtained or prepared after the adiourn-
=ent 02 the investigation hearing. h

[1. (U) All times listed in the findings of fact and opinions are
local tize.

y TESTESEE =R =EEsS
A. Attack and Regponse: Thig section incorporates the body of
facts concerning the mission, ruyes of engagement, combat sgystems
equipment, combat systems doctrine and actions asgocilated with the

attack on STARX.

1. (U) STARK received an operations, ROE and Intel Brief from .
COMIDEASTFOR Staff in Djibouti 28 February 1987 prior %o 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
Pergian Qult. (CAPT Grieve, p 13.)

2. ’The CMEF Intelligence Briefer T - ’
(CDR Brown, p 323.)

U .
3. ’The ROE briefer highlighted that the probability of delibd-
erate attack on U.S. warships was low, but that indiscriminate

attack-in- the Perasian Gull{ was..a_significant. danger. _(CAPT -

Grieve, » 13.) 3

4. @Tha ROE briafer gstated that ships » -
in order to limit

the pogwidility of indiascriminate attack. (CAPT Grieve, p 11.)

U
) E.‘EF ROE at the time of the attack were contained in CMEF
4

OPO 000-88 and in COMIDEASTFOR 2107192 AUG 88. They provided,
in pertinent part, that:

. 9
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shall bYe

requested, via channel 16, 121.5 M¥z, 243.0 MHz or any other
available means, to provide idéntification and “intent:ons.’

4

[ 4
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)

(Exhibitg 8, 9.)

8. (T) ROE modifications‘havo been isgsued subseqﬁent to the 17
May 1987 attack on STARK. (Exhibit 103, 123.)

7. (U) CMEF OPERATION ORDER 4000 requires ships to submit air
warning reports called Marine-Air Reporting System (MAREPS) :to
CMEF whenever a ship issues a warning to an unidentified aircra’t.
(Exhibit 8, p 9.)

8. (U) MAREPS messages from STARK indicate that the ship had not
locked-on with fire control radar to any aircraft prior to the
attack since reporting to CMEF. (Exhibit 9, p 1.)

8. (U) CMEF sends updated Persian Gul?f intelligence to ship's in
MEF by two message gystemas: the weekly intentions meggage and
the bi-monthly or asa-necessary Force Intelligence Advigory. STAXX
received both these types of messages. (CDR Brown, p 38.)

%
10. @ CMEF message 1419022 MAY 87 stated that the Iraqis had
in the central Persian Gul!? @
and that CMEF expected the trend to continue’ 6%51
' STARK received this message prior

a
e

to the attack. (Exhibit 13.)



11. Pcaﬁ:? bi-monthly Fr®rce Intelligence Advisory message

1813052 May 87 discussed the Iraqt "
This message, which was received by

STARK before the attack, highlighted the pogsibility of an :ndisz-

grialirate attack. (Zxhidit 14.)

12. ‘l’ The C¥ZF Asaistant Intelligence Qfficer disgcussed <he

Iraql during a CMEF Intelligence brieling ’

16 May 1687. STARK's Commanding Officer attended thig brietf.

(LCDR Kelly, p 58.)

13. (U) STARK gdt underway from Manama, Bahrain, at approximately
0800 on 17 May 1987 and proceeded enroute to Radar Picket Station-
South' (RPS-South). (Exhibit 37, p 1; CAPT Grieve, p 1l1l.)

1. @

(Exhibit 20, 21.)
5. a The Iraqi .

STARX was the ship that reported _ y
(Exhibit 19, LT Moncrief, p 320.; =ZNS Wright, p 289.)

18." (U) On the evening of 17 May 1987, at approximately 2109,
—--—-—--while -on -routine-patrol—in—the-central—Persian—Gulf{-ag-a-—naval— ——-"
unit agsigned to the operational command of Commander Middle Eas:

Force (CMEF), STARK was hit by two EXOCET cruise migsiles. 3Both
missi{les approached the ship from approximately 270 degrees true
(330'degrcot relative).. (Exhibit 32, sec 4 o S5, p 1.)

17. (U) Both EXOCET cruise missiles were launched by a single
Iraqi F1 "Mirage® fighter aircraft. (Exhidit 119, p 1.)

18. (U) AT the time of the attack, STARK was {n {nternational
waters, {n position 26-47N/081-S8E, well outgside the Iraqi and
Iranian declared war zones. (Ship position was reconstructed by
plotting the satellite navigation poaition obtained at 2100 and
dead reckoning along a course of 300 degrees true for 6 minutes
using the speed recorded {n the Engineering Belldbook. (Exhidit 17,
368.)

12. (7) Lieutenant Basil E. Moncrief, JR., U.S. Navy, was on watch
in STARK'a Combat Information Center (CIC), and 'had been for over

an hour prior to the attack, serving as the TAO. (LT Moncrieft, p

322.) X

20. (U) ENS Jeffrey Wright, U.S. Navy wag on watch in STARK's CIC,
and had been for over an hour prior to the attack, serving as the
CICWO and WCO. (NS Wright, p 289.)

21. ' ‘ . .



22. @BFrrom the time that the AWACS initially alerted Stark of
the Iraql aircraft, un%til ¢the time 0! tha Zirst missile hit, the

AWACS provided STARK with a NT2S-data l:ink
over which the geographtie position of the Iraql aircraft was
diasplayed. (0S1 Duncan, p 101-108.)

v .
23. ﬁ;ﬁ’?he AWACS agsigned NTDS track number 2202 to the track
agsociated with the Iraqi aircrat:. (Exhibit 28, p 1.)

24. a ]

'xhibit 27, p 1.)

[ 8]
wn

b
"y

(0S1 Duncan, p 101.)

28. GE’Tha'quicer and enlisted watchstanders in STARK's CIC were

. aware that e

7§£gﬂified"dhﬁI;égz.ﬁliftaiy'ALréia!t:— (0S1 Duncan, »
101.)

27. At about 2010, STARK'sa
asked™ the AWACS, .

to confirm the {dentity of track number 2202. The AWACS

contfirmed,
that track number 2202 was an Iraqi military
aircralt. (LT Monerie?, p 325.) .

28. GE’ USS CCONTZ (DDA 40) was asaigned by CMEF to perform duties

wag tagxed to relay

the position of the Iragli aircraft.

(Exhibdbit 32, gsec 1, p 1.)

29. gComencing at about 2012, shortly after the AWACS began

reporting the aircraft’s pogition via the data link, COONTZ began

periodically reporting the Iraqi atrcraft’s position to CMEF
(Exhibit 131.)
%)

g

&

30. COONTZ was inport Manama, Bahrain, and all her radars were

gzecufed. All position information reported to COMIDZASTFOR by
COONTZ was based on data link from the AWACS, not on information

derived {rom COONTZ's own radar systems. (Exhibis 32, sec 1.)
31. ‘i’ COONTZ routinely reported that track number 2202
wag an Iraqi aircraft (Exhibit

131, » 5.8,7.)

s __ 45

&
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a2, (V) CCCXNT2's radio transm:iss:ions 5o CCMIDEASTFOR wera
menistared in STARX's CIC. (Zxhedie 131, 2 105 -11.)

= S.13, STARY's Ccocmmanding © i
anéd wasg bdDriafad <hat there waz an Irag: by T 2lyind ovar
tn the northern Persian QGul?, heading south. The Command:.ng
Officer, in CIC, told LT Moncriet (TAO) o0 keep a close eye on
track 2202. He reminded the TAC that a number of recent Iraqg:
gcerties had been going further gsouth. The Commanding 0Z2ficer <hen
departed CIC. (CAPT Brindel, p 391, 392.)

34. (T) At about 2024, USS STARK commenced a full power run, on
course 300 degrees true. (Exhibit 37, p S5.)

3S. (U) A+t about 203!, the Commanding Of?¢icer arrived on =he
bridge. (Exhibit 37, p S5.)
36. (U) At adout 2050, FC3 Caulking, who was the WCC-1 (CAS) and
CIWS Operator in CIC, departed CIC %o go to the head. He d:d noz
notify either the TAO or the CICWO. FC2 Collins, who was the
sen:or Fire Control Technician on watch, gave permission for FC3
Caulkxing %o go ~5 the head. (FC2 Colltns, p 136.)

37. (U) At about 2055, the CO, on the bridge, asked the JOOD why
CIC did not: have radar v‘deo on the I‘aqi aircraft (CA®PT Brin-

“del-p 382:)- - - - m et

5.

38. (U) At about 2055, the bridge called CIC on the 21MC re-
questing to know why STARK did not hold radar video on NTDS =rack

2202. In reaponse %o thia, 0SS! Duncan reached over the 3hou.der

6! CS3 Renner, who waa the CIC Air Deteczor Tracker, and gwirwched

“he SP?S-46 a.ir gsearch radar» to the mode. {0S! Duncan, ﬁ’
= 1062.)

29. (U) At about 2057, after CCS reported that the full power
demonstration was short and not entirely success?ul, the Com-
manding O¢fi{cer left the dridge and went ¢to hisg cabin.

(CAPT Brindel, p 392.) ,

s0. @ a: avour 2058, CMEF asked all MIDZIASTFORCE sh:isos
whethe» they held any track data on the curren: Ira.q'. @
srack 2202. USS COONTZ responded negaz:ve ly.

(Exhibit 131, p 8.)

‘ At about 2088, AWACS detected the Iraqi aircraft turning
east
which woula
cause it to pass approximately 11 NM from STARK's curren: pos:-
tion.) USS COONTZ continued %0 report the contact %
TMEF. (Zxhibis 32, Sec 3, p ); exhibit 13!, p &, 0, !, 2,

- 0

4

42. (U) At adbout 2100, 0S3 Vaughan, who wag the CIC Sur?ace

Setector Tracker, reported a surface contact %o the briuge 2hona-
talxer/stazus board xeeper. The contact wasg bearing 257 degr2a23
10 4s”

ey AP cmm———



true, range wasg 23,700 yds, on course l!22, speed 3 knots. Pasey
Qff:cer Vaughan *epo ced again a%t time 2!04. The c¢ontact was
bear:nd 255 at 21,100 yds on a zocurse of 1:OL speed 2 kny.s. >?aAa
z¢ 207 da2greas true 2t 1000 vids. TRhi3 cznmsacs was ater 2valuuznas
43 a falz2 zc:zntacht T using the ¥MX 3T TAS as 3 zezoni ozsirza i
Scnfirmasicn (283 Vaughan, p 75, (3.0

n At about 2101, OS] Duncan was at the ASAC console. Ze had
devec ed radar video about three minutes earlier on the SPS-49

0S)1 Duncan correlated the video as
being :rack 2202, but entered a new “Air Unknown' sgsymbol on =he
video (NTDS track number of the new symbol is unknown). He then
directed O0S3 Renner to assume responsibiliiy for tracking the new
radar conzact. OSl Duncan rexmained at the ASAC congole and Frer-
pared tos record data Jor a MAREP regarding the alircraf:l. Caam-
mencing at 2101, 0S3 Renner maintained a continuous real tima
track o2 the aLrcra?t using <he SPS-4S radar until impact of the
ftirgt miagile. {0Si1 Duncan, p» 102108.)

44. (U) At abdbouts 2!02, OS] Duncan told LT Moncrief! that the a:ir
contact would have a 1+ NM CPA. (0SS! Duncan, » :06.)

45. ’At approximately 2102, EZW2 Kummrow, the enlisted Elec-
tronic Warfare Techniclan on watch in STARK's CIC, firg: detezted

radar emiggions __  _____ __ __ ~_»_¢
correlated the radar signal %0 a

.

CYRANO IV, the air intercept radar carried in the Iraqi rF-1 Mirage
2ighter airerals. (ZW2 Kummrow, p 148.)

48. (U) A+ about 2103, when the F-! was 43 NYM from USS STARK, 0¢S:
D2uncan reguested permission 2rom LT Moner:ef to “tranamit a =ztand-
ard warn:ing to the F-1. The warning was to be <rangmizied cn =hs
Mil:tary Air Digtress ‘requency. LT Moncrief responded o CS.
Duncan an< caid, °“No, wait® ({0S1 Duncan, » 108.)

47. (J) At adout 2104, LCDR Gajan, STARK's X0, entered CIC. He

wag looking f2cr LT Moncrief to discuss administrastive matiers
relating to the Ship Control Depariment. The XO noticed hat L7
Moncrie! wag busy and so he waited near the chart table =0 obtserva

even:s in CIC. (LCDR Gajan, p 349, 350.)

48. (J) At about 2104, FC2 Colling sent OSSN Smith from CIC <o
find FC3 Caulking in order to get FC3 Caulking back into CIC and
on watch. (FC2 Cellins, p 138.)

49. ‘ At about 2104, CMEF Duty Officer tranamitted the !¢

ollowinsg
meggsage to STARK *USS STARK this 13 CCMIDEASTFORCE, ar=€!’
you cepyind the deta:ls on track number 2202 ac th:i.z2 :;we. sver.’
LT Moncr:.e?f replied, "Affirmative, break, time 18022 {ntercen-
Tyrano 7 radar video 'on track 2202. Evaluated Iraqi F-! Sreax
hold:ing radar video 2n track 2202, bear:ng 269, range 27 NM >sver.’

S -9



(This report wasg transmitted less than a minute alter COONTZ
reported a LAT/LONG position of track 2202 that correlated ‘%o 259
degrees true 38.5 NM from STARK.: (Exhibis 131, p 10.)

50. (U) At about 2105, the Iraqi F-! turned toward STARK. The
range from STARK to the F-1 wag approximately 32.5 NM. CPA o
STARK would bde nearly overhead. No one in CIC noticed this turn
and that the aircraft wag virtually on a constant bearing, de-

. creaszing range. (Exhibit 22; exhiblt 134, encl 1, 2.)

81. (U) At about 2107, the Iragqi aircraft launched the {irst
Exocet cruigse misaile at STARK. Weapon release point was approxi-
mately 22.3 NM from STARK. (Exhibit 134, Enel 1, 2.)

2. (U) At about 2107, SN WIlliams, the Forward Lookout, sighted
and reported to the bridge a bright light on the horizon about 18
degreea of¢ the port bow. Initially it was identilied ag a sgur-
tace contact. (SN Williams, p 287.)

83. (U) At about 2107, FC2 Collins detected racdar video on the
CAS. The CAS was in search mode. He correlated this video to the
Iragy F-1. (FC2 Collins, p 135.)

S4. (U) At about 2107, the TAO observed on radar the change 1in
course executed by the Iraqi F-1 (the actual course change occur-
‘red approximateéely one minute betore). He realized that the CFA
would be very close. He directed ENS Wright to call the Captain;
and, he directed 0SS! Duncan to {issue warnings to the Iraqi air-
crafs. (LT Moncrie?, p 328.)

58. (U) At about 2107, ENS Wright attempted to call the CO in his
cabin, but received no response. ENS Wright then called the
bridge; the Captain was not there eilther. (ENS Wright, p 290.)

56. ‘ii'At about 2107, LT Moncrief told ENS Wright to man the
Weapong Control Officer (WCO) console. ENS Wright stepped over to
the WCO console; but the X0 was sgsitting at the console. ENS
Wright asked the XO to get up so that he could git down and assume
duties as WCO. ENS Wright then sat down at the console and dbegan
to initialize the WCO mode. (ENS Wright, p 290.)

§7. (U) At about 2108, the F-1 fired the second Exocet cruise
misgile at STARK. Weapon release point was approximately 18.5 XM
from STARK. (Exhibit 140, p 1.) -

38. (U) At about 2108, at the direction of the TAO, 0S! Duncan
made the following radio transmission to the Iraqi F-1 via Mili-
tary Air Digtress frequency: °‘Unknown aircratt this {a U.S. Navy
warship on your 078, (pause), for 12 miles, requeat you ideniily
yourgel?, over.® This transmiggion ia not in accordance with CMEFT
meg DTG 2107192 Aug 86 (ROE) (Exhibit 140, p l.)

59. (U) CMEF message DTG 2107192 Aug 86 delinates the exact
wording of radio telephone tranamissions CMEF units must make o

12 <5~
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approaching pcrentlally hostile or unident:f.ed alr contacts. The ‘1
s{rgt warning should be a requsat for identity and intentions with
the following transmission: “Unidenttified aipr/surface contact on
course=--=="-= ., Speed--------- , (altitude--==------ )., you are
approaching a U.S. Navy warship operating in international waters
pearing =------=-- + range c-cecc------ trom you. Request you’
establish communicationsg, identify yoursel! and state your {n-
tentiong.” (Exhibit 18)

50,49 At about 21Q8, EW2 Kummrow, ’
wags listening to the CYRANO IV radar when he

heard a radar lock-on.

EW2 Kummrow {ncreased the volume
of the speaker on the SLQ-32 console. The congtant, high-pitched
sound of the radar lock-on being received by the SLQ-32 was then
heard throughout CIC. Virtually every watch stander in CIC except
0S3 Renner momentarily turned his head toward the SLQ-32. About,
ten seconds later, EW2 Kummrow heard the radar lock=-on signal ny
cease. He then heard the same search signal that was originally
coming from the CYRANO IV. (EW2 Kumnmrow, p 1469.)

61. At about 2108, EWSN Copus requested permission from LT
Moncrief to go topaide to arm the SRBOC launchere. EWSN Copus
then departed from CIC, armed the launchersg in about 45 seconds
and returned to CIC. Launcher Control wag in CIC.

oy

Y

Copug, p 160.) e —————

62. Y8 Again, at abou: 2108, at the direction of the TAO, OS!
Duncan 1gssued the following warning to the Iraqi F-1 via the
Military Al{r Dietress circuit: *Unknown aircra?t his 13 U.S.
Navy warsh! en your 076 at 12 milea, (pause), reques: you :tian<:-
!y vyoursgsel? and atate your intentiona, over.' Thig transmiss:cn
1s net in accordance with CNMEF msg DTG 2107:02Z Aug 86. (Zxhibis

130.)

2.~

63. 1ii In acccrdance with CMEF rsg DTG 2107192 Aug 86, -“he .
“o

£
lowing warning will be trangmitted i1¢ the contact: (1) Fails
communicate and continues to close or; (2) respondg only wi<th
identity and his intentions are unclear or judged potentially
hogtile or: (J) Responds with his identity and non-hostile :n-
tentions but subsequently maneuvers in a threatening manner,
Un:dentified aircraft/surface contact (use ident:ty i{ kxnown) on

course=-=--- , Speed-=--~~- , (altitude-=--==-=-=---~ ),-you are ap-
proaching a U.S. Navy warshi{p bearing-------- . range ------~-- {rom
you. Your {dentity is not known/your intenticns are unclear (cne
or both), you are standing into danger and may be gubject to
United States cdefensive meaBures. Hequesgt you remain clear o7 me.
fequest you alter your course immediately to -=---=------ to remain

clear.’ (Exhtbit 8, p 1.)
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GA: about 2108, LT Moncrie! steprped to the Clcse-In Weazcn

Syztem (ZIWS)

55. @ FCZ Co

Moncrie!

p 1l.)

86. (U) Neithe
an
attack. (Zxh

. .
fcnas.2, - - . e
R - .
N - Ao s - e - > -

lliins, si1tting av the WCC-. conso.e, wawched LT

(FC2 Collins, p 137, Exhidbit 111,

r LT Moncrief nor FC2 Collins brought CIWS initc ite
ode. CTIWS wags in “gtand-by" mode during the enzi.re

i%4t 97, p 2; Exhibdbit 111.)

67. (U) At about 2:08, LT Moncrie?! told FC2 Coiling %o lock-on =2

the Iraqi F-1
not comply bec
Colliins recomm

with STIR. FC2 Collins advigsed him that he cou!
ause %he aircraft wag in <¢he STIR bdlind zone.
ended that they lock on to the F-1 with CAS. LT

Moncrie! agreed with FC2 Collins, saying "Fine®. The X0 concur-

red, saying,
Gajan, p» 3E3.)

868. (U) At abe
SILE INBOUND®
wasg pagsed to
to the TAO {n
Hansen, also s
288 , LTJQ@ Han

9. (U) A% abdo
t2h CAS. The
olling, » 137

71. ) as avo

transx:isggion
bYeen locked-on

131, p 11.)

72. (U) At abo
Moncrief, p 33

73. (Y¥) At abo
brldse. uoUG

‘Let him know who we are.’ LT Menerief, p 230, LCOZ2

.-i.

ut 2109, SN Williamg called °"MISSILZ INBOUND, MIS-

Rsia

cn-the-JL—sound-powered-ctrcuit: —Thig i{nformatIcas ~—

the bridge and to the JL phonetalker in CIC, but no=
CIC. The Junior Officer of the Deck (JOOD), LTS

aw the misgssile homing in on STARK. (SN Williame, »
g2en, p 250.)

ut 2109, FC2 Collinsg locked on o the Iraqgi
aircralt was appreximately 10 NM away. (
) ’

air2rals
”~
2

*s) y-

c

b

(EW2 Kummrow, p 149, 150.)

ut 2109, LCDR Gajan made the following radio
*COMIDEASTFOR this s USS STA3K, we have %
L0 twice..... * (ceagzed transamiszzion). (Exhibie

ut 2109 the first Exocet miszsgile his USS STARK. (L2
0.)

ut 2109 General Quarters was sounded {rom the
iansen obgerved the second miss:le :inbound; Frabted

.%“he MC and sa:d, .1bound Missile, Port S.de’. (LTSG Hansen,
5 250.)
74. (7)) A< about 2108, LT Hayward (Suppor® Jfficer) depar=ced z

As he 3tepped

out the door he saw Captain 3r:ndel! coming ou: of
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his stateroom. The Commanding Officer then entered CIC. (LT
Hayward, p» 216, CA2T 3rindel, p 2363.)
T8, (U) A% ateour 2125, the second Zxzcet misstle- it ITARAL
azsraximataly 23 13 30 seccnis after e {irst _T Rz war:s
s 215, ZAFT Erindel, p 353}
75. &

(Exhibit 30.)
. @

At the time of the attack, only one WCC operator was on
watch ia CIC. (Exhidis 30, p 2-22, 23.) "
78 The Commanding Off{icer's Battle Orders required that: one
of22icer f£11 the WCO and CICWO watchstationg simultaneously.

(Exhibis 30, p 2-17-18 thru 2-22-25),
. @

o " At the time of the attack, launcher control was ta CoC. - -
(Exhidbie 23, encl (2), p 2.) ) .
s0. EF
The .3%0-caliber guns were no: loaded and the Gunner's Maze
aggigned o man them wasg lying down. (Exhtbie 33, ancl (2}, » 2
SN Williams, p 288.)

81.

&

WCO telieved he was {n CONDITI
the CONDITION III/Vellow readiness

initialized hig consola into
posttre.

The
CN III/White and so had no:

encl 2, » 2,

3; ENS Wright p 290, 292.)

(Exhibis 32

82. (U) From 2058, when the aircraft was first detected, until

2109 when the second missile hit,
bYatteries,

course remained 300 degrees true.

STARK never maneuvered %o unmask
(LTJG Hansen,

P 247.)
33. (U) Yo orders <c agsgi13gn weaponsg or engage the Iragq: fighzer
were .ssued by either the X0, the TAO or the WCO. (FC2 Coll:ins,

? 139)

&



84. . Wearons sys<ems available <o STARK bue no:t emplcoyed

tnoludad: -

a. SM-l N2 miss:ila2s.
5. MXTS Timm zun R
c. CIws o e 7 Q
d. 50 Calider guns. 32

4

e. Super Rapid Blooming 0f! Board Chaff (SRBOC).
(FC2 Collins, p 126, 130, 137; exhidit 111, p» 1.)

85. (U) No ordnance was ?ired in defense of STARK or in retai:.a-
tion for the attack. (FC2 Colling, p 139: SN Williams, p 2858.}

868. (U) Lieutenant Basil £. Moncrie?, JR., U.S. Navy, was des.rZ-
nated in writing by the Commanding Officer, USS STARK (FFG 31}, as
a gquali?ied Tactical ‘Action Of2ticer (TAOD). (ExRibie S0, p 1.0

frey Wright, U.S. Navy, was designated tn wr:rt:ng
Weapona Control Officer (WCQO) and Combat InZorma-
ch QO2ficer (CICWO). (Exhides 45, p» 1.)

88. (U) The Executive QOfficer wasg authorized in writing to direcs
the TAC in time o! danger or emergency. He could relieve the TAD
-“and-ghould do- g0 should 1t tn"hig fudgmdent, be Hecegsary. (Zxhi-

b1t 38, p 4-18.) o

-

89. (U) The ZIxecutive Qff2icer tock no action to inform himsel? cf
the tactical situation after he entered CIC. (LCDR Gajan, p» 350,
351, 3%2.) )

90. (U) The Executive 0fficer %00k no gteng %0 redinrace the
actions o? <he TAOQ. (LCDR Gajan, p 350, 3S5., 352.)

51. (U) The Commanding Officer was never informed that *he ship 4
had gained radar contact or ESM on the Iragi aircraf:; however,

the Commanding Officer did know at approximately 2045 <hat an

Iraqi Military aircraft was approximately 120 NM northwest of :
STARK, flying southeasterly over water, Egl
toward STARK. (CAPT Brindel, p» 293.) T

92. (U) Thirty seven enlisted members of STARK's crew Aied as a
direct result of the attack. (Exhibits 128, 65.)

83. (U) The claim by the government of Iraq that, at the time o
the attack, STARK was located inside the Iranian declared war
2one, 18 not correct. STARKX waa 20 NM outgide the Irantan
decilared war zone. (Exhidtt 17, 386.)

94, . The MK-52 CAS radar, in search mode (lower CAS), was

operated @s
set ot s . 4

tn accordarnce with the Capta:in'a 3atele Orders. (Exhibdic 3.
Znel 2, » 2.)
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os. C

- (Exhibisc 134.)

Orders, was to be operated in Condition III
(Exhibit 33, Encl 2, p 2.)

o7. B

e8. m The MK-~92 STIR radar, according to the Captain’'s Bat:le &

(Exhibit 134.)

98. (U) The MK-92 STIR radar was operaticnal and in stand-by; ,
but, was not used to track either the Iraqi F-1 or the ‘xocet“'
(FC2 Collina, p 127, 138, 137.) o

89.

101. (U) There wag a misperception on the part of STARK persornel
that CIWS =~ould not be fired for training or preaction
calibration unlegs the ship was in an area approved for gunnery
services. (LT Barbour, p 380.) A

102. : dilf

103. (U) The maintenance requirement card (MRC) for PAC firing
requires a periodicity of R-1NM; CIWS was out of periodicity tor .
PAC firing. (Exhidit 962, p 4.) -

104. G G’ﬁ

(EW2 Kummrow, p 152.)

105. ‘l’ , ' g’,




e s

(Ixhibis 35.) . .
106. (-] - — "

the operator had placed the console in the
“INHIBIT ALL®, which will cause the Audidble Alarm not to sound
(Exhibit 88.)

107. G q
(Exhibit 88.) ‘

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. (Exhidbit 88, p 2.) :

109. |||'

" (DS2 Jacobs,
p. 288; 0S3 Renner, 208.) '

§

———— 11

-,
A

113.

0. 8 _ | Ish’:
(CAPT Brindel, p 404.) ,
@

3. (U) Post Attack Actiong: This section incorporates the facts
concerning post attack matters involving gearch and rescue (SAR),
medical responge, casualties, damage control, damage and required

repairs.

1. (U) Search and Rescue (SAR), Medical Response, and
Cesualties. - . '

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 OSSN Timothy B. Porter, OSSN William W. Mcleod.
FC3 William G. Morandi, 0S2 Timothy S. Gable and GMM] Gary
Mahone. (Exhibiss 64, ‘67, 688, 69, 70, 128.)




¥ 2 a4

1.2 (M ALl five men who wen: sverboard were :n C3
Svstemg 2er~hing whan the miss:ilas his. {Zxhibrts €7, 2
A

2

'

L.3 (Yr Wazer and smoke 2nter2d CJomtar
+he haizh &n the port side, whizch .3
rom the 3space to Ship's Control Berthin

g€.

1.4 (U) When crewmen attempted to exit the compartiment via

the emergency escape scuttle, Lt opened only about an inch: i

was not dogged. (Exhibite 87, 68, 85, 70.) !
1.5 (U) ET3I WEAVER, 0S2 Gable and GMM] Mahone helped ozhers dzon

the ZZ3Ds. (Exhibites 87, 129.)

1.6 (U) Vigibility in the Ship's Control Berthing was very i

limited due to the thick gmoke in <+he compartment and ,
the lack of lighting. (Exhibits 68, 69, 70, 129.) .

1.7 (Qop) OSSN Porter, OSSN MclLeod, ©FC3 Morandi, and 082
Gable received electric shocks before egcaping from the shin.
(Exhidits 87, €8, 69, 70.)

1.8 (U) All five survivors used ZE3Ds to breathe before go:ng
into the water. (Zxhibits 87, 88, 89, 70, 129.)

1.9 (U) OSSN Porter, OSSN McLecd, FC3 Morandi and GMM] Mahene
Zell out o? the ahip accidentally. (Exhinite 87, 68, 88, 128.)

1.10 (U) 0S2 Gable jumped out o? the ship intentionally.
(Exhidit 70.) ;

.11 (U¥) OS2 Gable and OSSN Porter fsund each other in he waser
and together they <found one life »ring with a girobe
l:8ht attached and another " life o»ring with a 3moke f.12a: 3

attached. {(Ixh:i:bita 87, 70.)

cfe rings

fe

1.12 (U) 7T William T. Summers had throcwn the
overboard. (Exhidbit 67.)

1.13 (U) 0S2 Gable and OSSN Porter heard calls ¢ronx two differen:
directions. When calls from one direction stopped, the men mcved
toward the others. (Exhibies 70.)

1.14 (U) OSSN MclLand and FC3 Morandi{ used their £=ZH3Ds for
2lotation devices. (Exhibits 88, 89.) .

1.15 (J) The four men were picked up by a BDF SAR helo a:
2€50N/705146%. (Exhidbits 67, 68, 69, 70; encl 11.)

1018 (U) GMML1 Mahene stiyed a‘loat alone by swimming on his back
unt:l he was spotted by a BDF SAR helo at 28S51N/05147Z around
0900 and pi:cked up a* 0919 by +the USS WADDELL. (Zxh:biet 125;
enc! 1..)

19 £E§



1,17 (U) Search and rescue and medical resgocnse tegan a: abcus

2:45, 17 May, when LCZR T. A. Millern, MC, TSN, AST Eakra.-n.
recatyved a heaper call and r2perzed o AST. TZxhizois 400
1..3 (U) HC-2 Cezachmen: 2 was nos:f:ia2d at abeut ZIS2
(Ixhihies 82, £3.)

1.19 (U) LCDR Miller utilized one hospital corpsman, HM2
Kaforski, %o agsist (n getting medical supplies to the airport for
further transfer to STARX. Another corpsman, HM! D. Camacho,
stayed at ASU to arrange additional supplies and other dezails.
(Exhibit 64.)

1.20 (U) Medical equipmen: %“aken 20 STARK on the first heln
congisted of trauma boxes which had previously been prepared I
mags casualty situations. Those boxes contained IV fluids, ba
dressingg, emergency medical instruments and medications.
(Exhibdit 84.)

or
-
-

tlila

1.21 (U} LT Scott Eaney, DC, USS LASALLE, <%ook another se: of
trauma boxesg to egtabligh a casvally receiving area at the Zahra:in
International Alrporet (BIA) at 2300. (Exhibit €64.)

1.22 (U) The HC-2 Detachment 2 helo departed 3IA at 2200.
{Exhibit a3.)

1.23 (U) Reaction time from firgt notification until lift-od?
wag ! HR 18 MIN. (Exhibita 62, 63.) )

1.24 (T) Alr crew for <the flight were:

T
red
(1]
1]
1]
«t

LT W. E. Ramsburg - Pilot in command. HAC righ
LT K. A. Ohlson - HdAC left zeat.
ADC D. L. Roy - 13t crew.
AMHAN C. R. Low - 2nd crew. Wet swim.
(Exhibits 22, 83.)

1.295 (U) The helo carried ex%ra OBAs and cannisgters. (TxhivD:es

1.28 () USS WADDELL ac%ted as on-gscene commander. (Exhidrs 52.)

1.27 (U) Radio communications were hamrpered by many un:%ts us:n¢g
frequency 243.0. (Exhibjits 62, 63.) -

1.28 (U) The first vector sent t0 %the helo was to a merchant ship
8ix mileg from STARK. (Exhibits 62, 63.)

1.29 (1) An attempt to establish the beafing':o STARK us:ing 7=HF
ADF failed due <o the helo's ADF providing an inaccurate
indication. (Zxhidit 8§2.)

«.30 (U) The aircrew located STARK when they noticed STARK's
beacon. (Exhibits 62, 63.)
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1.21 T) The deck edge lighting worked, but l:gh:ng was

szharwise (nadeguate f{or nzcrmal night szeratiins Zxhitiws fI. €3
DLIT (7Y T2 Miller was lowered w3 the Z220k arcund 1747 zl:ong
wi.th med:izal supp.i:ies, $3As and cannisters. {(Zxhisis 230

1.33  (U) HM2 Xaforski stayed on the helo %to assist any in;ured
who might be pulled out of the water. (Exhidbit 64.)

1.34 () ZBefore LCDR Miller arrived, HMI David D. Dickersen, 7SS
STARK, had get up a casualty receiving area in the hangar bezause
s3mcke and ?fire had rendered STARK's medical departimen:
inoperative. (EZxhibit 64.)

1.235 (U) Initial triage nevealed two severe bu
geveral individualg with relatively minecr injunrt

1.36 (U) When LCDR Miller arrived, the patients had already bSean
receiving treatment from HM] Dtckersen even though Dickerscon
himgel? had multirle shrapnel wounds. (Exhivic 6a2.)

1.27 (U) AfZ<er leaving LCDR Miller on STARK, the HC-2 =2
conducted SAR operations for approximately 1! HR 45 MIN w:
“nd‘ngs (:xhibit 82.)

re

w
A no

1.28 (U) When the HC-2 belo returned to STARK, the deciston was
made for the helo %o return to BIA and not MEDEVAC the two burn
patlents because 8o much equipment would have had to be relocated
‘n order ?f0r the helo %o hover. (Exhibit %4.)

[ER)

t daytreak, !ires onboard STARK were controllad 2ncugh
ew and equipment {0 move !orward go the helo could
the flight deck. (Exhib:it 64.)

0 (U) The two bdurn patients were MEDEVACed via the ho:is:.
hidit 84.)

1.4l (U) When LCDR Miller left with the patients the medical
situation on STARK wag stable and LASALLE was enroute <o prov:.is
ags.s%ance. (Exhidbit 64.)

1.42 (U) The two bdurn patients went %o Salmaniya Medical Cenzer.
The four men rescued from the water by the BDF SAR helo were takxen
to the Bahrain Air Force Bage and then to BDF Hospital. (Exhibdiss
84, 132.)

\'\—v .

1.43 (3) The f:f%th man wag recovered f{rom the water bBy WASZEILL :.n
(Zx

gdood cecnd:istion. ibiwz 64, 129, 132.)

1.44 (J) After evacuating the two burn victims to 3IA, the =C-2
hels continued <o conduct SAR operations un%il 2100 18 May.
{ZTxhidie 22.)

s
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1.49 () Cnly five .ndividvais :ncurred .niur.es reguivini .

0f¢ dyuty/misconduc: Zdeterminazions. ALl Z.ve .nmncurred lhe.r
snlaries as a direct resuls 0! <“he aztack. Threa 1ndividials
mTurred arurnias WhRITR are z2tantially sarmanently Zissoling
N men Lnsurred Lnmruries u-l:: sas22 <=am s miss mema tna-
no<ns ! Zduty {(Zxa.50 354.)

1.4¢€ URER incurred secznd

degree bdurns %o 23% of his body surface including both lower legs
and the lef%t arm. He algo {ncurred some inhalation injury and

multiple fragment wounds including a large f{ragment wound =5 =he
left buttocks area and an additional ¢ragment wound to the rrghe
toot. {(Znel 8.)

1.47 tngurraed 2acx5nd
degree burng %0 423 of his body area including bo:th lege and =co:
arms. He had numerous 3mall puncture wounds o the legs: an?,
also had an tnjury *to both corneae which healed by 23 May .587.
(Zncl 8.)

1.48 incurred
gshrapnel wounds <o the right upper arm, »ight shoulder and h:z
right sitde of the ches*® and neck. The prece of ghrapne. .n <tle
neck wag removed. Shrapnel in the arm, shoulder and zhesz: woul
have regquired more extensive surgary to remove g0 it wag .el: .
place. The shrapnel does not caugse any discomfort or impa:rmen:

but xmay later cause symptoms to develop. (;xhibits 64, 124.)

1.49 incurred
superficial cutsg to hig feet and hands wizth first degree dirns
“he fee:.. Ee wasg nheld at ASU for treatment until he returned
1ight dusy on 30 May 1987. (Exhiviss &84, 126.)

1.50 incurred
superfic:al cutg %o the f{eet and returned o0 full ducty 30 May
1587, (Exh:bitg 64, 125.) '

1.5 (T) Recovery and identification of <he attack vizet.ms bdeigzan
when three bodies were brought to the helo hanger onboard STAZRZ.
{Zxh:ib:*a 8%, 86.)

!
tdensification procesa. ({Exhibit 68.)

1.53 (U) Around 1500, 18 May 1987, the %eam degan locat.ng,

identifying and tranaferring bodies. (Exhibit 65.)

1.54 (U) Team members {ncluded: LT Scott C. Haney,

from USS STARK. (Zxh:bie 85, 86.)

(U) The team bagged and tagged the bdodies where hey {oun

..55
~hem; LT McGeory acced as a recorder. (Zxhidbieg 85,

£ “_43_’_.

DC,
Leader, USS LASALLE: LT Peter W. McGeory, CHC, USS LASA
Mohan, USS LASALLZ; HM! Dickergon, USS STARX: and an unnamed

.52 (UJ) LT Scotst C. Haney, DC, led a team :n a collect.on
e

56.!

arnd
Team
LLE, 2\

YR
IV, WY
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1.58 (U) I? the two STARK Petty Off{icers could no: agree on a
viaual identification, the team made a preliminary ldentifizat:on
!rom other clues such as clothing stencils, jewelry engraving or
initialsg, outer 2clothing stencils and the posgition {in the
compar+ment :n relation to kxnown bunk assignments. Some bod.es
were not identifiable locally. (Zxhidbit 65.)

1.89 (Y) Twenty-three bodies were recovered and moved Lo _ASALLZ
en 18 May. (EZIxhibitg 85, 88.) Y

¢ o e

1.60 (U) Twelve bodies were recovered and moved to LASALLE !
May . Another bag ¢ bs !y punrts collected 20 May. (Exhibis £

1.81 (U) The majority of bodies and parts were found :1n berihing
g3pace 2-100-0'1-L. (Exhibis 68.)

1.2 (U) Three bodies wear.:ng EZZ3Ds were found :
_ Control Berthing compariment (second deck) near &
— —-—<eonnecting- the 2nd -and-3Ird-decks;— (Exhibit 85

1.83 (U) Three bodies were found outside RICER. (Eacl 15.)

1.84 (U) Three bodies were found in the Combat Sys<tems 3Serzh:ing
compartment (third deck). (Exhibit 85.) ;

.88 (U} Two bod:esgs had deen found face down in the water on the
deckx o! the Comba: Systems 3erthing area by GMMl Mahone soon al:izr
~he mrggiies hit and before he escaped. (Exhibis 125.)

V87T (J) Three Yodieg in “he Chile?s’ Juarters appeared 0 have
beaen k:tl:ed by the heat or flame o! the 2i{rgt =tagile. IZxhi>is
28 )

.88 (U) All bodieg were transferred !»om STARK o LASALLZ as
~hey were found. (Exhibita 68, 668, .322.) . '

1.69 (U) On 20 May all bodies and remaing were tranglerred {r2m
LASALLE to the AV-UNIT at BIA for loading onboard a C-141 tfor
trangfer to the U.S. Army Mortuary, Frankf{urt, Germany. (Exhibdizs
85, 88, 132.) '

L.70 (Y) 3Sahraint o?f?ic:als waived the norma. proca2dures {or
remov:ing remains from 3ahra:wn. (Exhibie 132.)



1.71 (U) Identifizaziocn procedures used :1n the U.S. Army

Merzuary, Frankfurs, Zermany revealed +<haz the rema:ins sof IS5

p2czl2 were raceived. The rames ! those 35 z2:pl2 are
NAME 2ANK
30L2UC, DORAN H. SN
3ROWN, 3RADDI 0. BM1
CAULKINS, JEFFREY L. FC3
CAOUETTE, MARK R. SN
CILETTA, JOHN A. UJR. SN
CLINEFELTER, BRIAN M, SR
DANIZLS, ANTONIO A. 0s3
DEANGELIS, CHRISTOPHER ET2
DUNLAP, JAMES S. IC3
ERAWIN, STEIVEN T. STGSN
FARR, JZR2RI B. RM2
FOSTEZR, VEI2RNON 7. QMCS
GRISSETT, DEXTER D. RMSA
HANSEN, WILLIAM R. FC3
HOMICKXI, DANIZL GMG3
JANUSIK, KZINNETH D. OSSN
KENDALL, STEVEN =. 0Ss3
KISER, STE?HEN ZMCS
.LOCKETT, RONNIE Q. SM1

... _ _ _MACMULLEN, THOMAS J. ___GMMl

MOLLER, CEARLES T. EW3
PHELPS, JEFFREY L. SA
PIZRCE, RANDY E. psSl
PLONSKY, JAMES GMG3
QUICK, XELLY R. ET3
RYALS, EARL P. SMSN
SEIPPEZ, RCBERAT L. FCCsS
SIBLEZY, JEFFREY C. SMSA
STEPHENS, L= 0s3
STEVENS, JAMES R. : ™2
STPPLE, MARTIN J. ET3
TWEADY, GREGORY L. FC1
ULMER, VINCENT L. SN
WATSON, JOSEPH P. EW3
WEAVER, WAYNE R. ET3
WILSON, LLOYD A. IC2

(Exhtbit 128.)

1.72 (U) One person, OSSN Terance Weldon, USN",_ is
Still migsing at tie time of this report and i3 preaumed dead.

(Exhibit 6%.)

$.73 (U) OSSN Weldon was not {dentified »y U.S. Army Mortuary.
Frankfurt, Germany as being among the remaing recovered. (Zxh:bd:i:
128.) . )

1.74 {J) OSSN Weldon was not killed in the :n:::al! blase. (Zxho-
b1t §7.) :
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2. DAMAGZ CONTROL
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2.2 (T Zng:ineering plant statug at time cf <he hit was: U
firepumps 0O0C; lA/B main engines on line; Zollowing auxill
operation: N2 1, 3, 4 SSDG parallel in a ring bus; NR I, 2,
firepumps; NR 1 HPAC; NR 1 LPAC; NR 1, 3, SFC (400H2); NR 2
Standby. (Exhibit 37.)

S

2.3 (U) The {irst migsile entered the port side of the ghip a:
{rame !!0 but did not explode. Parts of the misgile traveled
through the ship and created a hole in the starboard hull ex:::ng
20° forward of frame 172. The warhead was found on :the se*ordﬂ
deck at frame 171. The second missile entered the ship at abous
the saxe location ag the f:irst misgile and exploded about tihree
feet ingide the 2kin of the ship. (Exhibit 79.)

2.4 (U) S<ructural damage {rom the two missile
in the photographa and findings of exhibit 84. The
darage of the ghip’s hull, bulkheads and supers<ru
port g:de frame 110 was cauged by the exploaion, b
ragmenation of the second warhead. (Exhibits 79

*“s is evidencad
swtructural
<ure ¢cn *he
asc
1

2.8 (O tructural damage resulting r*om parts ot the, two
migsiles traveling through the ghip f{rom ‘rame 100 to frame 40 :.s
ag followa: a severad eight inch stanchien; penetration o!f
migcellaneocus joiner bulkheads; penetration of transverse
bulkheads at frame 140; compromised water<ight integriiy; cracksd
arreating gtaxes; and desiruction of ¢iremain cut-out valve
2-108-2, severing the port firemain. (Exhibitg 90, » I, 5.

-

2.6 (U) Izxmediate fire damage caused by the rapid burning of =ke
unexpended fuel Zrom the two migailes included tthé following
g2paces: ghip'sz control berthing (2-100-01-L), C20 Quarters
(2-152-0-1) ., Barber Shop (2-140-1-Q), RCN Lounge (2-100-0:-L)., I
C. Gyro Rm (2-79-0-C), and the port zide br:dge wing. (Zxhibis 3590
p 2.)

2.7 (U) Zach migsile injected appréximately I00 pounds o!f
propellant into the berthing complex. The combugtion of 8§00 pounds
of burning propellant resulied in a near ingtantaneous hea:

releage of approximately 12 million BTU's. (Exhibdbit 90, p 2.)

2.8 (U) The first migsile (dud), was more damaging than i
second migs.le (detonation) because it injected burning propellan-<
further ingide the ahip. The gecond missile’'s warhead detona:ed
just ingide the ship and vented 3ome 0! {23 thermal enersgy =ack

out through the exterior of the ship. (Zxhidit 90, p 3.)

2.9 (7)) TRhe fire or:ginated :n ship's control berthing
(2-190-9.-L) and spread %o Ricer (1-100-0-Q) and CIC (01-1:13-9-2).
(Zxhibdis 30, p 3.)
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2.10 (¥) The eng:neer:ng p.ant status immediately alfter the
missiles L1t wa3z as fa2llows: LAS3 ma.n engines om oline: fctll:owindg
auxiliarias n speraczian: NI L and N 2 S32C n ozarallal, NE &
SS23 s=2zured 22 1o arcing Lo NE a2 SWEDD ne Ilite zfumpsE oon tha
l_ne; stawus of other aux:..arie5 unknown (Txzizoie L2300

2.11 () Smoxe quickly filled spaces from the bow af%t to frame
212. (Exhibis 133.)

2.12 (0) Immediately after the {irst miggile hit, the Executive

Officer proceeded
+he bridge and ordered the je<tisoning of
ammunition loecated on
intense heat.

S0 calibder
ignition (rom

2.13 ()
lights over
(Ixhibit 133,

Se
b4

2.14 (U)
an explosion in
the compartment
+he decks
through the mess
meas line; amoke

T T T tiremain pressure wad Féduced to 80 Fa{ dTe o a wuprured IIvén
(Exhibis i

forward.

2.158 (U) Radie
alircrew gurvival
USS WADDEL! the

- id

military at» digsresgss {(MAD)

» 2.)

2.16
(CCS)

(M

when the

communica%tions al

with the bdridge
main%tained until

communications with main spaces were never los

vera
he 3
» 2

Immediate
the
with smoke:
forward o¢

The Zngineer Qf{ficer was

¢ N
b -

to the bdridge, saw f{lames on
the 03 level due

(Exhibit 84.)

“o

1 S
ide when they heard “Man QOverboard’
)

aflfects
Zoward szecticn of the CPO Mess

o0fficera’ country ?filled
the exples:ion (n flames;
line and the starboard pagsageway
2illed Repair 8 and Repair» 2 areasg;
133, p 2.)

communicationg were lost. PRC
vests were used to establish commun
on-gstation AWACS,
!requency 243.0 mhz.

in Central Conzirs
r3t missile hit. CCS experienced a
most immediately,
(relaying orders to after steer.ng)

the dridge was abandoned due to inz
+, and

v

communication with Damage Control Central and repa:r

5 was maintained
and main engines
manned by junior
fires.

{rom CCS. When GQ sounded, NR-3 S3SD
were put on 3attle Override. Main s
personnel so that genior personnel

senior personnel killed. After the firgt hit, the sh
Battle Override and started setting Zebra on the {:»
logs 0! ?i{remain pregsure. Zter the gecond hi:, non
equirment was g2acured. (Zxhivdie 133, p 2.)

2.17 (U) HAT1 O'Keefe working with air detachmen: cr
attempted o gtart a 2-250 when CCS reported a loss
but the ship was 3::1ll Foing %00 fast to keep -he 3u
the water. (Zxhidit 133, p 2.)
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2.18 < Zebra was sest at 2:!20. (Zxhidis 37, p 3.)

2..9 {J) The Command:.ng (¢f:.zar pcsiticned &n: 58.¢ sn ke Tridze
20 meniier firefighting eiforts both f2ve and aft. The Zxezusiv:
C¢f:1zar gos:iticrned himsel! on the fl:ght decxkx 0 Zirecs
Ziref:ighiingd efforts alft of the :nissile hit, (Zxhwtiv 133, p 3.,
2.20 (U) The Commanding Officer made the decision to Streat the
mig2aile hit ag a major conflagration. (Exhidbit 133, p 3, Exhid:iz
$4.)

2.21 (T) Damage Control Central! (DCC) was manned although :be
2l:ght deck wag used asg2 a central control and :informaticsn po:int
(Exhibiz 133, p 3.)

2.22 (J} The DCA arrived {n OCC a*t 2130, 2! minutes altter the
migailea hit. (Exhidbit 133, p 3.) E

2.23 (T) Ar 2138, firemain pressure of 120 psi was Testored al:
of ¢rame 180 by gtarcting N’ |, 2, and 3 ¢ire pumpsg and {soclat:ing
the firemarn at !rame 180 and 232. Thisas action prevented !irema:n
gupply ¢rcm reach:ing misgile magazine sprinkling system. {Zxhibi:
133, p 4, Exhidit 37.) »

2.24 (J) The Commanding Qff{icer ordered all engines stopped a:
. 2303 30 the P-2%0 on the foc'ale-could-maintain.guecstion—Ze-aliso

ordered the ?flooding of the migaile magazine; but thig could no:
be accomplished due to the loss of firemain forward. Ingzead, =5
cool <he misgiles, a hose was used from <he 02 level. (Exhibice
123, » &.) '

(M Thae lack of communicationsg between the foc’'sle and,

2.125 the
al<er part of %the ghip, combined with a hole on the port s:de and
a white hot deck on the starboard break, forced LT Moncr:ef{ %o
Physically go up and over the bridge wing at the stardoard UNEE?
sta:‘on to make reports to the Commanding Officer and <o ge: C3A
cannisters and gas for hisg P-250 pump. (Exhibit 132, » 4.)

2.28 (M Fire!ighting efforts were coordinated from the {l1izh=
deck aft, facilitated by the movement of fireflighting equipment 3
the 2..i{ght deck and the organization and rotation of %-8 man hose
teamg. Initial efforta centered on the wardroom and C20 Quarteras,
a.though initial attempts were frusirated by intense heat and
smoke in both areas and a shortage of OBAa and canniscers.
(Exhibte 133, 2 4.)

2.27 (T STARK experienced a maximum ligt of approximately (6
degrees, (Exhibie 133, p 4.)

2.28 (U) STARK rece:ved a salvage tug was alongside a: 2330. TRhe
Zxecutive Qf?izer directed the sgalivage tug forward 2 coo. STARK':



gtarboard side with wazte the miss:ila
ma3az:ne. The =ug also was 2z2d =3
2230 miszsil22 insife slhe 3.

WCTIZ: The Izllzwing even: L5327

2.29 (U) A class "3° tire in AMR)! was reported a%t 0029 and was
extinguished at 0038 with Halon. (Exhibit 133, p 35.)

2.30 (U) Desmoking efforts included running STARK's main engines
with their» module doors open to create negative ventilaticn and
help desmoxe the mess decks. (Exhidit 1323, » 8.)

2.31 (U) STARK exhausted :.%3 supply of OBA cannisters al: ac<,
0lls. (Zxhibic 133, p 8.) o

2.22 (Y) The COMIDEASTFOR hel:i:cophter ("Desert Duck’) was usecd z2
deliver LCDR (Deoctor) Miller and extra OBA cantgtersg, and =2
rangport ifnjured pergonnel. (Exhibit 123, p 5.)

2.33 (U) High temperaiure alarms were activated in :he 75 VMM
magazine and the MX 13 MOD 4 missile magazine. Althou th
ordered the MK 13 MOD 4 Missile magazine sprinkler system
activated, loss of {iremain f{crward rendered the system
inoperadble. (Zxhidit 133, p 11.)---—- - -

2.24 (m At about 0134, WADDELL arrived on the-sceneAand
delivered medical and damage contro: supplies to Stark via moion
whaleboat., (Exhibit 133, p 5.)

2.235 (U) When STARK's angle of list reached sixteen degrees, :lhe
X0 organ:zed a dewatering party and directed that holes be cut :
the bdulkheads above the main deck to dewater spaces and prevant

any increased angle o? lisget, (Exhidie 133, » 8.)

2.38 54 Stark did not have enough men %0 support reflash watches
unzi!l Rescue and Asgigtance teams ‘rom Waddell and Conynghanm
arrived. (Zxhidet 133, » 8.)

2.37 (U) Firefighting efforts included cutting hoies tn the dack
0o ingert applicators intoc apaces made inaccegg:dle by -Z:ire and
blaat damage. Dewatering efforts tncluded punching holeg in
bulxheada %0 provide aexit routes for water. (Exhibl: 133, » 7.)
2.38 (U) Forward spaces were {looded from a riremazn rupture
attear NR]l ¢irepump had been restarted to regain {iremain pressure.
(Exhibit 132, p 7.)

2.26 (U) Comba: Systems benrth:ing were flooded to =he overihead as
a resul: o?! free communica::on through the port s:ide 5! the sh:ug
tnto ghip’'a Conirsl 3Berthing. (Zxhibit !33, p 8.)

2.40 (Y) WASDELL, CONYNGHAM, REID, and USS LASALLE prov:ded 23a
cann:gters ¢ Stark. (Exhijbis 13 p 5.)



2.4. (J) WADDELL, Sesze
anéd Ass:3atance t2ams

2.3z T) STA2RX ma.ntai:naed el2strTizal fower TRrIUEnIUT th2 amsira
Jdamage =sznirc. 2wvsluziicn. {(Zxheibi 12208

2.43 (U) STAZRK was towed by CONYNGZAM 2o a pos:iz:ion n Siztra
Anchorage alonside LASALLE. (Exhibit 133, p 8.)

2.44 (TU) Small fires continued o {gnite onboard STAZRK Zor up =0
48 hours after the miassiles hit. (Exhibit 1323, p» 180)

2.45 (U) No s2erioua injurtes or loss of life were :ncurred during

STARK' s damage conzrol eflors. (=xhidie 133.)
2.46 (U) All of STARK's officers and Chief Petty Of!icers wers
general Zaxmage conirol (DC) gualified. (Zxhibis 382, p 1.)

2.47 (Y) EZven <hough STARX crewmembers may have been general ZC
qualified at a previous command, STARK required full-
requaliification upon reporsing adoard. (Zxhidit 82, o 2.)

2.48 (7)Y All PQS char+ts were posied at their reste
lockers. =Zach =man in each repair locker wag qualil:
_assigned position. (Exhibit 82, p 2.)

-

2.45 (U) Damage control PMS accomplishment rate for lst guarter
1687 as 0?2 the weex of 11-13 May wasg 58% (accomplishment Zaczor!}.
YAVSAFECEN validated thia percentage with five damage coni™o. 3p0:
checks alter the :inzident. All checks were gatisgfacory.

(Exhiwis 133, » 3.)

.50 (3) Repair party training was conducted on a rfegular tasis.
Ex& »ie 22, p 4.)
2.51 (< COMNAVSURFLANTINST 2541.13 does not zrovide spec:.‘:.:z
repalr party manning requirements, the 2hip’'g manning documens
required 13 men 'n Repair 2, 18 {n Repair I and !5 :n Repa:r 3.
STARK had itwen:iy Zour fully gqualified men agsigned %o each reza.n
ocker. [(Exhibis 82, p 4.)
2.2 () All repair lockers had inventory liagts posied.

(Exhibit 32, p 4.)

2.53 (W) COMNAVSURFLANTINST 3541.18 requires OBA's and
canizters in each shipboard repair locker and refers the ship %o
its own AEZL to determine {ndividual Repair Locker allowance
requirements. STARK's AEL rafers to the SNSL (s<ock number
3equence .:3%) for CBA allowance and :ndicates an allcwance s 3
can:sters per 0OBA. STARK's SNSL l:sted an allowance of 13 C2A's
and therefore 108 D34 can:sterg. STARK had 34 03A's and 33!
fanis+ers ¢n doard at the time of the atrack. (Exhibd=t 82, o 4&.:

g



~.84 () ZTIZD's worxed and saved l:ves, bu wet hands reguired
& men T3 use wheir teezh 5 sgen tlhen. (Zxheboe 11400
2 z and Tegu.red Rera:.rs

3.1 !ollowing areag are a :o0zal loss in terxzz of
g<ructural and fire damage resulting from the two missile h:its:

5.2 & e

following are severe structural and fire damazad
areas which will regquire major gtructural work and replacemen: of
mogt eguirment/lurnighings:

(Zncl 9: exhidist 98.)

3.2 e;a The following are moderate structural and fire damaged

.

Y WA

areag which will require overhaul/replacement-—o{— some-eguipmens——

and {urnishings: B

(Encl ©: exhibis 88.)

3.4 QEB Thae ollowing areas guffered minor damage and w:ill
guire gome overhaul and refurbishment:

/Zacl. 53; exhibis 88 .))

{Znsl 5.)
s @
(Zxhiv:s
38, 30.)
1 @B
Exhibit 88.)
2.3 a Ma:n Prcpulsion damage i3 as follows:
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(Ixhidit $0.) L
U R .
3.9 Based on the COMNAVSURFLANT Damage Assessment Team
findings, SUPSHIP Jacksonville FL and PZRA Philadelphia PA
estimate an initial cost of $77,000,000 excluding the cost of
Governmant furnished equipment (GFE) which is $65,000,000.
Therefore, the total ROM eatimate igs $142,000,000. This should bYe
congidered a clasa “F° estimate, which i3 accurate within 40%.
(Enecl 8, 12.)

OPINIONS

A. At*ack and Regponse. This section incorporates the opinigns
concerning the mission, rules of engagement, combat systems aequip-
ment, combat systems doctrine and actiona associated with the

attack on STARK.

/ .
1. géytme damage %to STARK inflicted by the Iraqi F-1 was caused
by four principle factors:

a. (U) Failure in general, of the Commanding Officer and
watch team to ‘appreciate and respect the hazards to STARK inherent

1tically, ot the Commanding Officer and watch team to recognize
the Iraqil F-1 threat and to effectively utilize .the ship'a combat
gystems to respond to that threat.

b. (U) Improper watch manning and watch gtanding.

e. (U) Failure of the Commanding OfZicer and watlch team :¢
{ngtitute a proper state of weapons readiness; and

d. (U) Improper understanding by the Commﬁnding Of¢icer and
watch team of the use of fire control radar as a measure short of
daadly force in warning the threat and securing the safety of
STARK.

2. (U) The Persian Gul?! wag, on and prior to 17 May 87, a rela-
tively uncomplicated air threat environment and STARK was, during
the evolving action, confronted with a gingle air prodlem.

3. (U) Contextual information, both background and current, ade-
quate for understanding of the operating environment, wag provided
ts STARK by CMEF; and, the prospect of indiscriminate attack was
3ufficliently identified and stressed. -

4. a Tactical {nformation sufficient to prepare for the evolving
ai» problem was available _ {rom AWACS and STARK's

31 45
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3hipboard sensors. identitfied the® aircraft as an r-1}
and AWACS provided data accurate to the following specifications:

. 8
b.
c. ‘HI, ) -
5. The Rules of Engagement that were in existence on 17 May
1987 were sufficient to enable STARK to properly warn the Iraqi
aircratt, in a timely manner, of the presence of a U.S. warship;
and, 1f the warning was not heeded, the Rules of Engagement were
saufficient to enable STARK to defend hersel?f againgt hoatile
intent and imminent danger without abasorbing the first hit.

. G

— - —— ) —— . - -

s

. 4

8. ‘b If properly employed, the combat system installed in STARK
kad the inherent capability to enable STARK to comply with the
Rules of Engagement and defend againat hostile intent and imminent
danger without requiring the ship to absord the first hit.

9. (U) The Commanding Offlcer failed to implemént an affective
means for supervising the readiness of his watchatanders asa evit-
denced by the laxness that permitted the Weapona Control Consaole
(Nr 2) operator to bda absent from hia watch station without proper
authority and for the .80 caliber machine gun operator to be lying
down at his post.

10. (U) LT Moncrief assumed that the Commanding Officer had been
on <% bridge earlier and had heard CIC report to the Bridge that
they had detected a radar contact which corrédlated to the Iraqt

airecraft. In making thts aassumption, LT Moncrief failed to comply

— QF
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with the Commanding Cf{ficer's oral and st and'ng orders which
required him to inform the Captain when CIC gained radar contac:
on the Irag! ainrcraft.

11. (U) The Commanding Officer had an i{nherent respomsidbil.iy 2o
xeep himgel? informed concerning the Iragi Ai» Contact but a:
- that his personal initiative was unnecessary.

12. (U) LT Moncrief failed to consider the posgaidbility that the
Iragi aircraft might indigcriminately attack Stark.

13. (U) LT Monecrief did not understand what countermeasures he was
required to aeaxecute, as a funetion of range to the Iraql aircra?:
and resgponze time required by Stark’'a combat aystem, in order o
comply with the Rules of Engagement.

14. (U) LT Moncrief was reluctant to lock-on with fire contrdl
radar to the Iraqi aircraft while the aircratt was 40 to SO miles
away from Stark because he felt that {t might be tnterpreted dy
the Iraqi aircra?t as a hostile act. This reluctance to use ?¢ire
control radarsg for tracking unidentified aircraft was conal{stent
with Stark's overall conservative command philosophy, which was
typified by the practice of doing missile system DSOT's 'at night
so that a training migsile would not be seen on the launcher.

-15. (U) .USS Stark-did_nox_execute-adequa:aAAnd_zimsly_measunes__yﬁ_“ﬁg

to properly warn the Iragqi aircraft of the presence of a U.S.
warship. This failure integrated into Stark’s planned sequence of
progreggive action ultimately resulted in Stark being overcome: as
the action evolved into criaig. :

.U
18. The cumulative experience of the many ships that have been
assigned to MIDEASTFOR since the outbreak of the tanker war indi-
cates that, in many cases, locking-on to unidentified aircrat:e
with fire control radars has vresulted in the aircraft alt er'ng
course to open ita closegt polnt of approach.

17. (U) The uniform understanding of the principal watchatanders
(The TAO, WCO and Watch Supervigor) that Stark was {n weapon
gtatus warning Condizion "White®, placed Stark's aystem in a
condition in which quick response could not be accomplished.

18. g Onused combat capabilities in Stark included the abilisy
to: detect the Iragi aircraft

{ssue voice warnings,
initialize in order to improve
probabilty of detecting migsile launch, initfalize the AN/SLQ-32

and maneuver to unmask weapon systems
lock-on and track with the
-92 STIR fire control radar put a SM-1 surface to air

missile on the rail, place the Close In Weapon System in AAW
automatic, and arm the Super Rapid Blooming Offboard Chaft

ssmi__f__
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-] R
1rst Exocet ‘

LAY

: detect <he

iaunch

ghoot two surface %o "

air miss:‘es at the atircraft
launch SR30C between the ship and the i{ncoming missil

and sangade th2 Exocet with

SM-1 and the MX-7S gun when {n range; probable shoot down of the
a‘rcralt, with the gecond Zxocet 3«ill onboard, would occur at

and, the CIWS could engage the
Evocet, {f (t wag not already ahot dovn or distracted.

19. ﬂ Stark’'s fa:lure o0 employ the
MK-92 STIR fire control
radar, SRB0C Chaz?, <the Cloge In Weapon System, along with the

tailure to lock-sn with the MX-62 CAS fire control radar until
geconda before mizsgile ‘ixmpact, de *‘ved +he ghip of {t3a mosa:2

]
S
S |

capable systems to d€tedy ARd déstioy tHe fiFfstv Exocet and eli=-
inated 4the cppertunity to shoot down the Irag: F-1 before :t
lavnched 123 gecend missile. )

20. (C) LCTR Zalan fatled to infcr= himgel?! cf the tactical g:rtua-
“icn ae L. was develcping after he entered CIC

2! (C) LCZ2 Ca:an fatitled to cons:cder the poggib:ility that the
Irag:L aitrcralt might indilgcriminately attacxk STARXK.

z2 () LCTE Cacan did not understand what countermeasures STAZX
was requ.red Lo execute, ag a funzvion of range o0 the Iraq:
a.rcralt and ra2cszeonge t.me required Sy STARX's comtat system. un
crder to c:amply with the Rules of Zngagement.

23. (¥ C2R CGajan ghould have d:irected that the Commanding
Of¢icer “e called 1nto CIC .mmed.:ately when he learned that here
"was an Iragqir F-! .nbcund with at CPA that would bSr:ing the !;g.:er
within 18 max:zum weapons release range. |

24. (U) LCOR Gajan or LT Moncr:e?! should have caused General
Quarters to Se sgounded prior 0 the missile (apac:. They knew
+hey had been locked-on to and had sgulficitent reason %o asgime %he
a.rcraft had hesttile tntent. '

25. (U) LT Moncr:i:e! failed to defend STARK as his duty required.
< {2y The Cemmand:ing Officer farled 20 train h:s ZSxecut:ive
Cfl.cer, Tac:tcal Action Glficers and CIC watch teams adequacely
“c recogn.ze spec:fic :in2:izaticns ¢! host:ile intent and o execu:e
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spec.f.z and ti1mely Ituntermeasures O delend +he sh:.p. I zar-
ciaulan, ne failed <0 spec:ify the delens.iv2 measur2s that mU3st ot
~axan, as a ‘funzeizn of range o the wihteat ang r2actiin o tims
mz=wimad S ITARR's 2:zmTat svstem, N otndsrn o tcso22fand zgalnztoac
Zr;;; T-l asmed wiiX Zxiz2t anti-ship ITulz2 miEsilias

27, iUy The CJzmmanding 0ff.cer failed fundamentally 0 azgraziacta
<he g:ignifizance o5f the tntelligence inZzsrmatlon provided 3 =n.nm
regarding *he recent trend (n Irag! 8hip altacks occurr:ing so5uth
ot the 27-30 north parallel, into the central Persian Gul?!. Th:.s
error, in turn, led to a cagcade of failureg which included:
?ailure to0 train his watch teams effectively: falilure %o guperv.se
hig watch teams effectively: failure %o xeep hig CIT, a: Condis:iza
IIZ/Warning Yellow, fully manned with the wasich stat.cns reguirez
by the Type Commander'g Combat Systems Doc<tr.nle; far.ure =5 227
weapons Tead:iness at the appropr.a e laevel; fa.lure 0 impress
Lpon hig Ixecutive Cff.cer and Tactical Action QOff:izers :o L
implement the Rules 0! Zngagement properly; and, failure o i’
maintain his awareness ot the tactical zituaticn alfter te.ng
tnformed “Rat an Irag: aircrals, wa s %
2loging hi3 3hip. These cumulative failures .ed ¢ *he :c:a.
2oilapse o¢f hig 3R:ip'3 defensive read:.ne2s pogiure.

28. (J) The Command:ing C22icer Za:led %o prov:ide cemfat orianctad
.eadergh:ip, allo weng STARK'3s anti-alr warfare reacdinessg o diz-
tntegrate to the po.nt that his CIC team was unable 30 delZend <he
2hip N e

29. (J) I¢ she lookout and bridge watch had been alerted 32 l:xck
Zor pogaible =migzg:ile launch and given the relative bearing, o=z
mi3gi.e would have been datacted and i{den:zllied correcily 2arly
enough %o enadle <:mely defengive action by the 00D 1! SRA2CC waz
ar=med and the ?.:r.ng position fZo» S2ABCC launchers waz on tlh=
tr.dge 1n accordance with the STARK's bdatile crcers.

- A

3i. EE& In the particular case o! ships agg:.gned o MIZTASTFIR.
COMIDEASTFOR must deploy his shipg to wide:y dispered Operaz:.:cn
areag for conduciing thae MEF nigsgicn.,




2. ’In terms of command and conirol, as it relates o host:i:lie
intent, mminent danger and sell-defense aga:nst ndiscriminacze
azrack, STAZX held ‘ tacstisal LnfcrmatLico
fr2m Ter 32ns:crs and NTZS Lok wotkh AWALS

33. (U) The missions and tasks of COMIDEASTFOR includes the
planning and conduct of operations and training in the Persian
Gul? and Red Sea in support of national interests; anti-air
surveillance and early warning in support of EILF ONE; general
zaritinme surveillance; liaigon with U.S. diplomatic missions and
{oreign armed forces; and, other militarv operationg as directed.

It is evident %hat the misgions assgsigned to COMIDEASTFOR opre=z.ude
him ¢rom being able to be in cloage proximity with the ships :wn h:.s
fonce and hig span o! migssions requires d:verse 3tal? eflor:s.”

. tle the 3itrucoure of the ta3KX
srganizatisn did not in any way conitnrtbute o STARK's :tnabil:i:
take defeng:.ve action, adjustmentg such as asgignment o! a
TACDESRON to MIDEASTFOR will better posgition CCMIDEZASTFCR o
regpond <o changing needs.

3. GBF

37. w ‘ s

38. E STARK should have conducted rout:ne 2AC f:ir:
Jquiraed by the Preventive Maintenance System, agpeclally a
began ‘ntermitiently o fatl SOT number five.

LI -
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- 42. (U) There were no other surface ships within 10 NM of STARK az
the 4ime of the attack.

B. (U) Post Attack Actions: This dection i{ndorperates the — — — -
opiniona concerning post attack matters involving search and res-

cue (SAR), medical response, casualties, damage control, damage

and required repairs.

1. (U) SAR, Medica] Responge., and Casualiies.

1.1 (U) The team which had the task of finding, identifying. and
reparing the remainsg prior to shipment performed itsg task witlh
thoroughness, accuracy and with the appropriate dignity required

under the circumstances. :

1.2 (U) Bahraini{ Officials were extraordinarily helpful and
cooperative ({n the effort to get the remaing of the deceased o
Germany for identification.

1.3 (1) OSSN Weldon was injured in the {nitial blast. He
subsequently went into the water and expired there.

1.4 (U) Some men died from the electric shock.
1.5 . (U) The {njuries {ncurred by FC3 Wheeler, FC3 Bareford, HMI!

Dickerson, FC3 Mcleod and FC3 Porter were incurred in the line o!
duty and not due to their own misconduct.

37 £
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2. (U) Damage Control.’
2.1 (U) In view of the heavy _ personnel losses and major
gtructural and fire damage sustained as a result of the miss:le
attack, the o:!ic ers and crew of USS STARK carried out an
effective, organized and heroic damage contirol effors.

2.2 (U) STARK's successful damage control efforts were a d:rect
result of an effective DC training program and a high state of DC
material readiness. -

2.3 (U) Intense heat and smoke were the primary fmpediments to
firefighting effortsg.

2-4 (U) The Commanding Officer’'s decision to fight fires/
tlooding using major conflagration method was justified in view o?
the locations o! the migaile hita. o
2.5 (U) The availadbility of infrared thermal heat imagers could
have enabled USS STARK firef{ghters to pinpoint fire sources much
earlier and significantly' limit further damage.

2.6 (U) Heavy personnel casualties, acid smoke, intense heat,
and lack of communications coniributed significally to the
confusion experienced in initial firefighting efforts.

e m2.7 (U).STARK'!g_allowance_of 0BA(s8)_and canigters was";dédaguate____“,
2.8 (U) STARK would have sustained signilficantly greater levels
o? perscnnel injury and material damage 1{ R&A augmentation had
not been provided by area ships and helicopters. '

2.9 (U) The decision to cut holes in deck and bdulkheads to figh:
2ireg and drain water was critical to the gucceszss of the damage
control effort.

3. Damages and Repairs: None.

RECOMMENDATIONS
A. Attack and Response: This section incorporates the body of
recommendations concerning the mission, rules of engagemen:,

coxmbat sgystems equipment, combat gystems doct“Lne and actions
associated with the attack on STARX. '

J .
1.1 al' Require ships to davelop before they deploy a get of
battle orderg that are tailored to the specific operating
environment of the theater to which they are deploying. The
battle orders nust clearly address specific actions to be

takxen, including initiation range and clcsgure rateg, as a function
of potential adversary weapons systems versus own ship’'s systems.

1.2 v . . ¢



1.3 ‘b’ Continued ROE and shipboard training should be tallorad
to the order of battle in the region into which naval units are

deployed or about to be deployed; again, standoi{? relationships ¢n
time a3 well ag disgtance must be drilled.

1.4 ’ R

s

1.8 (U) Improve in-theater training, as follows:.

a. (m

d. (0 X
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.7 (J) Conc:inue <echnical g-udteg ¢nitlated dur:ng the courcse
“%e invest:Zatizcn - c

1.8 ‘I' Assign a Taectical Desiroyer Squadron Commander 0 serve
ag the Q?fficer in Tactical Command (0TC) of surface combatants
agaigned to MIDEASTFOR.

3. 2Pogsx Attack Actionsg: This secticen incorpcrates =he
recommendationg concerning pogt attack mat=erg involving searzh
and rescue (SAR), medical response, casualties, damage coniTol

and regquired repairs. &

1. Sar, Med:ical Response, and Casualt.es.

1.1 (U) Improve training on EE3Ds through out the Fleet by Rav:yng
shipboard perscnnel r~ehearse the actions necessary to break cpen a
box, rip a package, don the hood and pull the lanyard.

1.2 {U) Develop and practice drills to teazh blind escape
procedures when spaces pgxgwbeen_regprangg¢ bx_gxplogign.

1. (T Devo‘cp techniques for avoidxng el eciric shock when
coni{ronted with arcing cableg.

.4 (U) Develop training for usging an EZBD as a Ilotation dev:
2. Damage Control.

2.1 (J) Recommend shipg set modified mater:al ccnditicn Zebra
wnen the threat level dictatesg Condition Three. .

2.2 (0} Develop waterproo?!, heat resistent, hand-Xeld rad-os‘
for use during shipbcard damage control efforts and distiribute

2leet-wile.

(44
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2.3 (U) Backiit FFrG-7 clasg ghipg with {iremain :umper
gtations.

2.4 (U) Digtribute thermal imagers and prov.de necessgary
shipboard ¢raining.

2.5 (J) Continue the exclusive use of low-gmoke eleciric

in future ship cons<ruction and retrofit whenever feasgidble.

2.5 (J) Develop quick-openi:ng EZ3D container bSags thai are
resigtant o grease, water and other {ricticon-reduc:.ng soliven
2.7 (UY) Increase the diameter of deck scuttles %0 allow eas:.er

escape and reentry by personnel with DC equipment.

w
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2.8 {(J) Znstre everyone s :trained and/or gQualified for No.
hogseman and O0BA man on minimum-manned ships.

LAY - . ) - N - - L -
2.5 (C) EZnsure all Air decachment perscnn2l Iomplete shizt:o ars
firefigheind srainind tefsre embark:ing at:cerd shi:z

2.10 (%) Develop portadle (03A cani:ster stcwage Tacks L9
facilitate transfer 0! large numbers of cannisters to cruc:ia.
irefighting control areas. :

2.11 (U) Develop stronger and more rip regisgtant OBA breathing
tubes.

2.12 (U) Prohibit the wearing of Corfam shoes and polyeszer
clothing aboard ship.

2.13 (M Develop slip-on ara cover'ngs connected by an "
adjustable girap across the back for firefighters who arrive”
wearing short-sleeved shirtg.

.14 (U) Develop battle helmets closer in design to civilian
ire?ighting helmesa to protact zhe back of <he neck againss
calding water and falling debris.

2.15 (U) Desgign boots with higher tops to keep out water and wiy:h

better gole {nsulation against hot decks.

2. 16 (U) Ins.all gmoke curtainsg fleet-wide.

2.17 (U) Develop high-capacis 1Lgh:w§1ght smoxe removal
equipment with long and durable extension cords.

2.18 (U) Ingtall deck drains in topside compartments %o dra.n
fireZight:ing water ocver the 3ide.

2.18 (3) Install high-intensity halogen-type dulbs in DC heime:=
! bo e ’

lights

2.2 (T) Design auxiliary DC lockers with DC plates, 2JZ2 arnd
local commun:ications for topside spaces near vital ship conzirol
areas

2.21 (U) Develop rubber matting tor e’ectron‘c spaces that .3
slippery when wet.

2.22 (9U) Install high volume !{ire suppression systems in vital
shipboard electronics spaces.

2.23 (U) Install a dedicated firemain jumper for each
ammun:ition magazine sprinkler gystem.

2.24 (U) Increase shipboard OBA and 034 canister allowances
cong:g%ent with 3torage constraints.

2.25 (J) Review gubmersiblie pump electr:cal connections

41 45
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(J) The

Navy/Marine Corps Medal on 30 May 1987 by VADM W. F. McCauley,
Commander, Naval “Force, U. S. Atlantic Fleet: '
LT Carl S. Barbour, USN
FC2 Lance C. Colling, USYN
L? William A. Conklin, USN
M1 David D. Dickersgon, USN
GSM1 Randy £. Engram, USN
LCDR R. J. Gajan, USXN
MA1L Dwayne R. Masgey, USN
L? Sas31) E. ¥oncriel, USN
HT! Michae! J. O0'Keefe, USN
GMM3 Mark W. Samples, USN
2. (T) The following USS Stark personnel were awarded %the
Purple Hears: s
FC3 Lawrence Bareford, USN
SY' Doran H. Belduc, USN _ . (DECEASED)
- BM1 "7 Braddi 0. Brown, USN’ (DECEASZD!
FC3 Jeftrey L. Calkina, USN (DECEASED)
SN Mark R. Caouettae, USN (DECEASZD)
SN John A, Ciletta, Jr., USN (DECEZASED)
SR Brian M. Clinefelter, USN (DEZCEASED!
0s3 Antonio A. Daniels, USN (DECZASZZ)
=72 Christopher Deangelis, USY (DZCZASZD)
IC3 James S. Dunlap, USN (DECZASZED)
STGSN teven 7. EZrwin, USN (DECEASED)
M2 Jerrti B. Farr, USN (DECEASED)
IMCS Stephen Kigex», USN (DECZASED)
QMCS Vernon T. Foster, USN (DECEASED)
RAMSA Dexter D. Grigsgets, USN (CECZASZD!
FC3 Williama R. Hansen, USN (DECZASED)
GMG3 Daniel Homicki, USYN (2ECZASEID)
0SSN Kenneth D. Januaik, USN (DECEASED:
0s3 Staven E. Kendall, USN (DECZASEZD)
SM1 Ronnie 3. Lockett, USN (DECEASEC
GMM1 Thomas J. MacMullen, USN (DECEASED)
EW3 Charlea T. Moller, USN (DECEASED)
SA Jeffret L. Phelps, USN (DECEASED)
DSl Rardy E. Plerce, USN (DECEASZD)
GM3 Jameg Plonaky, USXN (ZEC=ZASZD
=73 Kelly R. Quick, JISN (CECZASZD)
SMSN Zarl 2. Ryala, UsSN _ (DECZASED:
FCCS Robert L. Shippee, USN (DECEASEZD)
SMSA Jalirey C. Sidbley, USN (DECEASZD)
0s3 Lee Stephens, USN (DECEZASZD)

-

-—— > an - — -

total

inter-cperabdb:
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{ollowing USS Stark crewmembers were awarded :he

-
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T2 James R, Stevens, USY (DECZASED)
=T Martin J. Supple, TSN (CZCZASZD!
FC: Gregory L. Tweady, TSN (DZCEAaszZZ
SN Vincens L. Tlmen TSN {2ElzTaszT.
ZWw3 cz3eph . WwWazsen, T3U (2EZZZaAzIT
=73 Nayne R. weaver, TN {ZZZ=2432:z2
CS3N Tarance D. weldzn, TSN (Z=ZC=ZaAs:z2:
FC3 Jamea Wheeler, USYN
:C2 Lloyd A. Wilson, USN (DECZASZD)
3. (U) The fact that USS Stark gsulflered no deaths or seriou
inluries in connection with their damage control effors : 3
directly atinribucable to the clear thinking, exceptional counr

and extraordinary heroiam displayed dy many of

2rewmenhens.

4. (U) The =men who sontributed significantly to USS Starx’'s
da’ense and daxage control efforts ghould be recognized and
awarded fcr theinr ocutgtanding performance.

5. (J) Recommend the following officers and crewmembers o
Starx be recognized f0r the:rpr performance with the appropr:ia:
award listed deilow:
a. The Navy Cross (Posthumously):
_ ET3 . __Wayne_R. Weaver, II, USN _ ___ . __ . __
5. The Silver Star (Posthumously):
SN Mark R. Caovette, USN
¢. The Purplie Heart:
M1 David D. Dickersorn, TSN
082 Timocthy S. Gable, TSN
_LCDR R. J. Gajan, USYN
CV¥M1 Gary Mahone, USY
MR2 Timothy R. Mar<ineau, USYN
CSSXN William W. Mcleod, TSN
FC3 Willtam G. Morandi, USN
STG3 David 3. Nadeau, USN
CSSXN Timothy B. Porter, USN
LT William D. Conklin, USN
0SsC Larence Barrow, USN
d. The Meritorious Service Medal:
L7JG Michael W. Tookar, TSN
LT Willitam T. Summers, USN
8. The Navy Commendat:on Meda.:
GSEM2 Franklyn D. Anderson, USN
MS2 Francis J. 3Burke, USN
43 45
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cer, CSS

=73 David A.

cs?2 Timozhy S e

LTCG William AL sn,

A John M. M2Tlallani, TN

N3 Richard A, MoZinizalse, TN

YRZ2 Timethy R, Marcine2ac, 3N

sC2 William &. Morand:, TU3XN

HT2 Michael W. Nicholas, USN

=ZNC Carrol A. Pustnam Jr., USN

LT Michael R. Reed, USN

LT Mathew =. Schaellhorn, USN

AEAN K. W. Shahan, USN

NS Jefirey 3., Wright, USN

Ml Anthony R. VYonaitisg, TSN

The Navy Achievement Medal:

GSMC(SW) Jose Y. Basgco, USN

SM2 Gi{lbento A. Berr:108, USN

=N3 Luther M. Serryman Jr., TSN

LTJG Franklin D. 2rangaccio, USN

IM2 Frederick Carl Brown, YUSN

LTJG Vincent G. Diantoenio, USN

0s2 David M. Foizy, USN

SN Phillip A. Forrest, USN

ENS Thomas A. Forresgst, USN

. FY . . ___William D, Fosgsg, USN_ _ . __ . ___

EN2 Wayne E. Fox, USN

@SEz2 Al?red =. Green, USN

GSZ3 John T. Haley, TSN

aM2 Randall W. Hanes, USN

IM2 Larry €. Hardin, USN

SK: Jamea J. Hol4, USN

TN Steven =. Hunter, USN

ZN3(SW) Richard K. Xelly, USN

a7 Eric T. Longesgs, USN

AaMSZ Sarry L. Loyd, USX

=N Thomag R. Marsghall, USN

IMI(SW) Edgardo U. Mateo, USN

=3 Salome Naranjo or., US)

€73 Michael L. Romane:to, USN

SN Walter 7. Taylor, USN

GSM3 Mark D. Wasnock, TSN

SA Rober: H. Williams Jr., USN

LT Ronald L. Wheeler, USY

FY Derrick L. Wilaon, USN
8. The award recommendationg will be submitted by the
tnvegst:igat:ing officer to COMNAVSURFLANT for cons.derat:ion,
S. Agcounzadiiiiv:
.. Detach CTaptain Glenn R. 3r:ndel, USN, Command:ng Q0f7:
STARK f2r zause :.:n accordance with MILPERSMAN 24.0100.5.
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2. Tra: +“he charges perferr (13) aga:nst Ca
G:enn 2. Z2rindel, USY, be re eral Csurs-¥ar-:
T, Comman , TSN, Zxazus.

7 Y - R0 Y RN

c cazse ven MILFZERINAL

L 3K

-

4. Tha: the charges preferred in enclosure (l4) agains:

Lieutenant Commander Ray J. Ga)an. USN, be referred to Admiral

Masgt.

5. Cetach Lieuzaenant Bagil Z. Moncrief, USN, for catuse :in

accsrdance with MILPZ2SMAN 3410100.95.

8. That the charges preflerred in enclosure (13) agains<
Lieutenans 2asg:.:l Z. Moncrief, USN, bYe refgrred %0 a General
Marsial.

‘s

7. A claima should be zmade againzt “he Govarnmenty ol Iraq f2: all
Zdamages that resulzed from :he avtack on STAZRX, inc.uding:

a. Pergcnal ccmcensation for iniured and deceased servize
memberg, and:;

. 5. The ccat o restore STARX 1o f4ull migsicn capabilivy
Lo repair on *ap‘aco all ise dazaged, .“clud‘ng Personal

possess ons 0! crew nex=berg.
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