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Combat, Opérationa After Actions Report, Tan Son Nhut AB, RVN
L Dec 66, RCSt MACV J3~32 (U)
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1. (U) The attached report is forwarded for your information (Atch 1).

2. (2) (C) It is our opinion that this attack is a "typical Viet Cong
combined mortar and sapper etration attack which can be staged at any
time against USAF mnd USAT/VNAF instellations. From it we can eveluate
owr sacurity concept of operations.

a. (U) Vi feel that the threat against USAF and USAF/VNAF installations
as defined in PACLF Supplement to AFM 207-1 ig ecourate.

b, (C) We feel that the existing securily standsrds as estshbliehed in
PACLY and TAF supplemenis to AFM 207-1 provide ab least the minirun security
required to cope with the thraat.

3. {U) Prcblen sreas discussed in paragraphs 14 and 15 are being pursued
with Hq 7AF (Atch 2).

L. (U) Please return report to ICS,

SIGNED
JACK H, McCREERY, Colonel, USAF
Deputy Inspector General 2 Atch
1. 377CSG Ltr, 25 Dec 66,
w/6 Atch, (S N/F) (1 cy)
2. IGS Ltr to 74F (C) (1 cy)
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Copbiot Dpewatdons After Actdons Nepart, Tn Son thakt 83, I,

b Dee 48, Rs5: WCV J3-32 (U)

7+F (IG3)

1. (U) "me subject report is comsidzred to ba the rost informitive ; ;
comprehensive, and complete one received to date. The lessons lezrned .3
from this atixck cin be extremely uselful in the identifl-:tion af

rroblem zze: 1, impravenent of defansive S-ctles, 2nd she fdentificodlon

'\l 11@0(_«_);1 o \w.\rvf-

2. () (U) Our review prompted the following coumwents

a. () Referenve perngraph 13b(2): If security informition other
than that contained in OPlan 207-XX is included in the Joint U3 Forces
Defense flan 1-5(, recommend this headquarters be included in the

distribution of the plan.

b. (U) Reference paragraph 1lha: In the ceses where the sentry
dogs wera relaased agalinst attacking VO, can the effectiveness o tle
dogs be eveluated?! Wus there evidence thx the dogs actualliy stnazked
the VI

il (C) Reference paragraph 1hec: PACAF (DM) indicates that there
is no "Unsziisfectory Report" (UR) on record for the Sactgun, dodel 77,
12 Gage Stevens Pum (Savage). Recommend you Follow up on this itewm
since this is the cause of delay in replecement of this unsatisfectory
weapau.

d. (U) Reference paragraph 14D: FPACAF (DM) indicates thoi two
ghiprents of 700 CAR-1S5 sub-machine guns eacnh wers schadunlad for
delivery in RVN in January and February 1967.

e. (U) Reference paragrapi lie: Since a2 bayonet is authorized
for the M-16, what action is being taken to acquire them =t 'ISN end
nt gbher basest

£. (U) Reference parugrzph 15g: This headguarters recognizes the
problem of vegetation control in RVN; however, it 13 covicus Lintg
increased emrhasis on this subject is requliced. +“hat actlion do you
contemplate?
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J. (U) Reference paragraph 15m: Has the cause of the jamming
of the weapon on Post 15 been determined? Was it & common malfunction
or a deficlency in that particular weapon?

1

h. (U) From the lessons learned from this attack, do you recommend
eny changes to existing security standards, procedures, or equipment?

i. (U) As a result of this attack, has there been any change in
the overall defense posture for Tan Son Nhut AB?

3. (U) Reguest reply by 10 March 1967.
FOR THE COMMANDER IN CHIEF

S1GHED
JAMES D. OTIS, JR., Colonel, USAF

Director of Security Police
Office of the Inspector General
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