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INTENT AND PURPOSE 
 

It is the intent and purpose of this report to bring attention to an injustice being 

experienced by a select group of Vietnam Veterans, those who served in Thailand. 

While they earned both Vietnam Service and Vietnam Campaign Medals, they have 

been denied care and recognition equal to that given to veterans who served in 

Vietnam, Cambodia, and Laos. The names of those who died in Thailand, while 

earning the Vietnam service medals, have not been included on the Vietnam 

Veterans’ Memorial. Men and women sent to Thailand were exposed to hazardous 

defoliation chemicals and insecticides just as those in Vietnam were, but their claims 

for compensation have been consistently denied.  

 

It is not the intent of this document to pass judgment on, or question the policies that 

resulted in our involvement in Southeast Asia, nor on tactical decisions to use 

defoliants in the Vietnam War Theater of Operations.  
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BACKGROUND 
 
In 1961, while the United States’ involvement in South Vietnam was still at the 

advisory level, preparations were being made for the inevitable expanded war that 

was to come, not in South Vietnam, but Thailand.  With long time ties of friendship to 

the U.S., Thailand offered a strategic location that would enable the U.S. to conduct 

direct air reconnaissance and tactical operations against North Vietnam and its 

infiltration routes to the south through neighboring Laos and Cambodia. 

 

The first U.S. Air Force operations commenced from Takhli Royal Thai Air Force 

Base (RTAFB) in early 1961 with rotational detachment of F-100 Super Sabers from 

the 27th Tactical Fighter Wing (TFW), Cannon AFB, New Mexico. In April of that 

year, the 45th Tactical Reconnaissance Wing (TRW) flying RF101-Cs began 

reconnaissance flights over Laos launched from Don Muang RTAFB outside of 

Bangkok. An Air Force advance team arrived at Korat RTAFB in 1962 to begin 

preparing for the buildup to support the squadrons and manning that would reach a 

sustained level of 3,500 personnel. Tactical operations began at Nakhom Phanom 

(NKP) in 1963, Ubon and Udorn in 1964.  Construction to prepare U-Tapao Royal 

Thai Naval Air Base (RTNAB) for arrival of USAF personnel and aircraft began in 

1965.  Tactical air operations began flying missions over the Southeast Asian skies 

from six bases in Thailand prior to the August 7, 1964 passage of Joint Resolution of 

Congress, H.J. RES 1145, Gulf of Tonkin Resolution. Construction on the seventh 

base commenced shortly thereafter in 1965.1 The bases remained active up through 

the fall of Saigon on April 30, 1975. 

 

It cannot be denied that Thailand was a significant part of the Vietnam War Theater 

of Operations. U.S. air bases in Thailand were among the earliest to be established 

for war operations in Southeast Asia and remained a vital part of the U.S. military 

objectives in Southeast Asia through the entirety of the conflict.  Through the fifteen 

                                                 
1 Thailand Base Histories, The Thailand, Laos, Cambodia Brotherhood, http://www.tlc-brotherhood.org/ , 
downloaded April 16, 2005 
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years of presence in Thailand, the U.S. launched tactical combat operations against 

North Vietnam, Pathet Lao, and Cambodian Khmer forces. These operations 

included Operation Rolling Thunder (bombing of North Vietnam), Operation Ranch 

Hand defoliation missions, Operation Linebacker I and II, bombing of North Vietnam 

infiltration routes through Laos and Cambodia, known as the Ho Chi Minh Trail and 

Plain of Jars in Laos. Air reconnaissance and air rescue and recovery missions were 

also launched from installations in Thailand.  

 

Assets deployed to Thailand for these missions included F100 Super Sabers in the 

early years to F105 Thunderchiefs, F4-C though E Phantoms, F111s, B-52 

Stratofortresses, KC-135 Refueling Tankers, C-130, AC-130 Spectre Gun Ships, C-

141, C-123, Ranch Hand UC-123, EC-121, EC-47, RB 66, OV10 Bronco, and the full 

spectrum of helicopters.  The list is by no means totally inclusive. 

 

Those who served in Thailand were subjected to insurgent sapper attacks, sniper 

fire, and perimeter penetrations, and they were exposed to hazardous defoliant 

chemicals and insecticides. Casualties, including loss of life, occurred through the 

entire span of U.S. presence. Rightfully, those who served in Thailand earned both 

the Vietnam Service Medal (VSM) and Vietnam Campaign Medal (VCM). Yet the 

families of those who lost their lives while serving in Thailand have never seen the 

recognition by this nation of the sacrifice of their loved one. Their names are not 

included with those memorialized on the Vietnam Veterans Memorial in Washington, 

DC.   

 

Executive Order No. 11216, signed by President Johnson on April 24, 1965, 

designated Vietnam and adjacent coastal waters in or over which U.S. forces 

operated as a combat zone. 2  As hostilities spread, the zone was expanded to 

include Laos and Cambodia; however, that expansion never included Thailand even 

though hostilities spilled across its borders as insurgents conducted sapper attacks 

                                                 
2 Information obtained from the Website The Vietnam Veterans Memorial at http://thewall-
usa.com/information/, April 23, 2005 
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against U.S. bases, personnel, and assets.  Korat, NKP, Ubon, and U-Tapao 

experienced attacks and perimeter penetrations that resulted in U.S. Airmen being 

wounded, and Communist insurgents being killed, wounded, or captured. 

 

The Executive Order established a mind set that those who served in Thailand were 

not a part of the war, and this mindset has followed Vietnam Veterans who served in 

Thailand up to this day. Veterans who served in Thailand and have the same 

medical complications from chemical exposure as their counter parts who were in 

Vietnam have are categorically denied compensation. The response to their claims 

has constantly been “You did not serve in Vietnam; therefore, you were not exposed 

and are not eligible.“ The Act, as amended, states: 

 
“SEC. 2 PRESUMPTION OF SERVICE CONNECTION FOR DISEASES  
 ASSOCIATED WITH EXPOSURE TO CERTAIN HERBICIDE AGENTS. 
 
  (a)  IN GENERAL. - (1)  Chapter II of title 88, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end of subchapter II the following new section: 
 
" 316.  Presumptions of service connection for disease associated with exposure to 
certain herbicide agents. 
 
"(a)(1)  For the purposes of section 310 of this title, and subject to section 313 of this 
title – 
 
 "(A) a disease specified in paragraph (2) of this subsection becoming manifest as 
specified in that paragraph in a veteran who, during active military, naval, or air 
service, served in the Republic of Vietnam during the Vietnam era;…” [emphasis 
added] 
 

The words “…served in the Republic of Vietnam…” or “in-country” have been like a 

dividing wall creating two classes of veterans who served in the same war. The 

mortar that continues to hold the wall together is a mixture of official Government 

treatment of Veterans with Thailand service, and veterans themselves.  

 

On March 11, 1968, a low order detonation of Mark-117 750 lb. bombs in a storage 

revetment at Korat’s Munitions Storage Area took the lives munitions maintenance 

specialists A1C James W. Reese and A1C Frank A. Uhlic, Jr. who were working in 
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the revetment.  Air Force Security Policeman A1C James E. Francis who entered 

the burning revetment of bombs in an attempt to rescue the two men was also killed.  

Were it not for the war in Vietnam, those men would not have been there and would 

be alive today, but their names are not among those honored on the Vietnam 

Veteran’s Memorial. If, on the other hand, a similar incident occurred on an aircraft 

carrier whose air wing was conducting operations over North Vietnam, the names of 

those lost would be on the Wall. Other than geographical location there would be no 

difference between the two incidents. The bombs in both cases were slated for 

targets in North Vietnam. 

 

In writing a segment for the history of the Vietnam Security Police Association, David 

Adams, described what it is to be a Vietnam Veteran who served in Thailand in his 

short essay, “Thailand - The Difference of A Line,” which is provided as Exhibit 1 to 

this report. 

 

It is time that the geographical inequities between veterans of the Vietnam War are 

brought to an end. This is not a case of veterans believing they are owed something 

because of their service. We believe we speak for the overwhelming majority of 

veterans that we consider our service the minimum dues to be paid for the freedom 

we enjoy in this nation.  We do believe, however, that this nation has an obligation to 

assist those men and woman who have been injured or had their health permanently 

damaged as a direct result of their service.  The cost of taking care of those harmed 

in the defense of this nation is as much a part of the cost of war as are weapons, 

munitions, and equipment.  

 

The following is the evidence of the exposure to hazardous chemicals by those who 

served this nation during the Vietnam War in Thailand, but for a geographical line on 

the map are denied equal treatment by this nation.  
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HAZARDOUS CHEMICAL EXPOSURE 
DEFOLIANT EXPOSURE: 

 

Young soldiers and airman in their late teens and early twenties seeing trucks with large 

tanks spraying the foliage around the base perimeter and other sensitive base areas 

thought nothing of the consequences that spraying would have on their health as they 

watched thick foliage die in a matter of days. It never occurred to them that the early 

evening fogging of mosquitoes would damage their central nervous system. Now, as 

veterans in middle age, they have come to realize the effects of those chemicals 

sprayed in their work and living areas so many years ago. Like a time bomb with a very 

long fuse, the effect of chemicals such as dioxins and Malathion take time to affect the 

human body. It takes many years for ailments such as Chloracne, Non-Hodgkin's 

Lymphoma, Soft tissue sarcoma, Hodgkin's Disease, Porphyria Cutanea Tarda (PCX), Multiple 

Myeloma,  respiratory cancers (including cancers of the lung, larynx, trachea and bronchus), 

prostate cancer, peripheral neuropathy (acute or sub acute), and Type 2 Diabetes (Diabetes 

mellitus) to show up. This delay disguises their source, making it difficult to prove that the 

chemicals they were exposed to while serving this nation in the armed forces is the 

cause of their deteriorated health.  

 

The delayed effects of chemical exposure is one of the reasons it took nearly twenty 

(20) years after the purported last Ranch Hand spray missions were made for the U.S. 

Government to recognize the harm those chemicals did and for Congress to pass the 

Agent Orange Act in 1991 (“Act”). Because the use of Agent Orange is seldom thought 

of in a context other than spraying enemy areas by Operation Ranch Hand, the Act has 

geographically restricted compensation to those who were in Vietnam.  

 

The Government’s contention that Agent Orange was not sprayed in Thailand has 

resulted in continued denials of hundreds of legitimate claims made to the Veterans 

Administration by veterans who faithfully served in Thailand and other Pacific Rim 

countries. There are more than 200 cases that have been brought before the Board of 

Veterans’ Appeals by Vietnam Veterans who served in Thailand. This is a small portion 
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of the total number of filed claims, as most veterans do not pursue the effort that far. 

Unless the veterans have records proving they had been in Vietnam, the VA has held 

that there could not have been exposure. In spite of the large number of claims, neither 

the Department of Veteran’s Affairs, nor any other agency has made an effort to 

investigate the allegations of Agent Orange use in Thailand and other locations outside 

of Vietnam. 

 

U.S. Air Force documentation such as the letter quoted below is evidence that Ranch 

Hand operations were not restricted to Vietnam. U.S. Air Force Colonel John W. Pauly, 

Commander of the 315th Special Operations Wing (formerly known as the Air 

Commando Wing), Pacific Air Force (PACAF), states in his letter of commendation 

dated 9 Jan 1969: 

 
“To: 12th Sp Ops Sq (c)  
 
1. I am very pleased to forward the attached letter praising Lt. Colonel David E. 
Stockton and his flight for their special operation conducted from Udorn RTAFB 
from 29 Dec 68 Through 2 Jan 69.  
 
2. This highly professional performance has efficiently contributed to the Air 
Force mission in SEA, and it has added another page in the book of air doctrine 
which the Ranch Hands are writing so splendidly. 
 
3. Please convey my personal appreciation to Lt. Colonel Stockton and the other 
members of the flight for this fine performance of duty. 
 
John W. Pauly, Colonel, USAF 
Commander” 

 
A copy of the Col. Pauly letter and two related letters of commendation are provided as 

Exhibit 2. 

 

There are two significant references in Col. Pauly’s letter. In paragraph 1 he clarifies 

that the special operations were conducted from Udorn RTAFB (Royal Thai Air Force 

Base). In paragraph 2 he states the efficiency of the operations contributed to the Air 

Force Mission in SEA (Southeast Asia). During the Vietnam War the acronym “SEA” 

was used when referring to actions taken within the theater of operations, which 
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included Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos, and Thailand. When making reference to 

operations restricted to Vietnam the acronym used was RVN for Republic of Vietnam. 

Clearly Col. Pauly’s letter refers to operations being conducted from Thailand and not 

restricted to Vietnam, but rather the theater of operations.   

 

Udorn RTAFB was not the only location of the 315th Special Ops Wing. In a 

memorandum dated 24 February 1967, Col. Russell A. Downey recorded discussions 

he and Col. Mosely had with Col. Froehlich (Col. Pauly’s predecessor), Commander of 

the 315th ACW (later renamed Special Operations Wing) regarding the possibility of re-

outfitting C-123 aircraft located in Thailand to help spray for mosquitoes in South 

Vietnam. Col. Froehlich told Cols. Downey and Mosely that the 506th Composite Air 

Commando Squadron located at Nakhom Phanom, Thailand had six aircraft and 9 

crews that could be setup for insecticide spraying.3 The memo, while in poor condition, 

is provided as Exhibit 3. The reference to Nakhom Phanom (NKP) is in the fifth line of 

Paragraph 3. USAF Letters of Commendation and Col. Downey’s memo verify that 

Ranch Hand operations were conducted from Udorn and NKP. 

 

While the memo quotes Col. Froehlich as saying the planes could be set up for 

spraying, it does not mean that the C-123s were not already set up for herbicide 

spraying. There is a significant difference in the effects of herbicide vs. insecticide on 

equipment. When Thailand had made a request through the U.S. State Department for 

help with a locust infestation, an aircraft that had been spraying Agent Orange in 

Vietnam has to be re-outfitted to spray insecticide.  

 

“Workers had stripped “Patches” [UC-123 named “Patches” took more enemy fire 

and hits than any other UC-123] of all camouflage paint and coated it with an 

alodine compound to guard against the insecticide’s corrosive effects.4 (see 

Exhibit 5, note 5, page 124) 

                                                 
3 Colonel Russell A. Downey Memorandum dated 24 February 1967 
 
4 The Air Force and Herbicides in Southeast Asia 1961-1971, by Major William A. Buckingham, Jr., Office if Air 
Force History United States Air Force, Washington, D.C. 1982, page 58  



 

11  

 

The first uses of defoliants in Thailand did not begin with Ranch Hand operations by the 

315th Air Commando Wing in December 1968. According to a report prepared for the 

National Academy of Sciences by the Institute of Medicine (IOM) titled Veterans and 

Agent Orange: Health Effects of Herbicides Used in Vietnam (1994), the earliest 

recorded use of defoliants involving the U.S. was the testing of “Agent Pink” in a 1953-

1965 defoliation program in Thailand.5 The report also refers to additional testing that 

was conducted in Thailand during 1964-1965 to evaluate the effectiveness of aerial 

applications of various formulations of 2,4-D and 2,4,5-T (the combined herbicides that 

constituted the most common form of Agent Orange) and other chemicals in the 

defoliation of jungle vegetation representative of Southeast Asia.6 (References provided 

as Exhibit 4, see note 1 and 2). 

 

The IOM report is supported by Agent Orange historian Maj. William A. Buckingham 

who wrote a detailed history of the use of herbicides in Southeast Asia that is titled The 

Air Force and Herbicides in Southeast Asia 1961-1971, and was published by the Office 

of Air Force History, United States Air Force. Once again, attention is drawn to the use 

of Southeast Asia as opposed to Vietnam. The report states that in August of 1962, the 

Defense Department was considering use of herbicide spraying for crop destruction in 

Phu Yen Province to deny the enemy food sources. Dr. Harold Brown, the Director of 

Defense Research and Engineering, recommended that testing of the concept should 

first be done either in Vietnam or Thailand, if possible, before actual air operations begin 

in Phu Yen.7 (see Exhibit 5, note 1, page 73). 

 

Maj. Buckingham noted in his report: 

 
                                                                                                                                                             
 
5 Veterans and Agent Orange: Health Effects of Herbicides Used in Vietnam (1994), copyright 1994, 2000 The National 
Academy Of Sciences, page 90 (located at http://books.nap.edu/books/0309048877/html/90.html) 
 
6 Ibid, page 26, (located at http://books.nap.edu/books/0309048877/html/26.html) 
 
7 The Air Force and Herbicides in Southeast Asia 1961-1971, by Major William A. Buckingham, Jr., Office if Air 
Force History United States Air Force, Washington, D.C. 1982, page 73  
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“Evidently around April 1962 President Kennedy approved an additional 

operational herbicide test along seven kilometers of road in South Vietnam. 

However, he rescinded this authorization on May 2, 1962 before Ranch 

Hand had flown any mission and stated that Thailand would be a better 

place for such a test.”8 (see Exhibit 5, note 4, page 58) 

 

Both the National Academy of Sciences and the Office of Air Force History, United 

States Air Force, in two unrelated historical studies, have stated that testing of 

defoliants in Thailand was conducted from the periods of 1953 through 1965. Therefore, 

there can be no doubt that defoliants utilized in Vietnam were used in Thailand. While 

neither report makes any statements as to specific locations where the testing was 

conducted, one can surmise that if the U.S. military is going to test materials in a foreign 

country that it intends to use on enemy locations, the testing is going to be done in 

areas where the environment, public knowledge, access, and viewing is controlled by 

the Department of Defense. Given there was a build up of U.S. operations on Thai 

military installations beginning in 1961, it is only logical that the testing of defoliants 

would be conducted on those installations.  A two-fold purpose could be achieved in the 

testing on Thai bases coming online for U.S tactical use. The chemical’s effectiveness 

could be determined in a like environment and under the control of the U.S. Also the 

perimeters of sensitive military areas to be used by the U.S. for tactical operations 

would be brought up to U.S. security standards by removing tropical growth, providing 

a clearing to enable security forces to see anyone breaching the perimeter. The theory 

that the testing in Thailand was performed on Thai bases is demonstrated below in 

Table I, Timeline Of US Key Events and Documented Use Of Agent Orange In 

Thailand. 

 

                                                 
8 Ibid 
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TABLE I 
Timeline Of Key Events and Documented Use Of Agent Orange In Thailand 

 
EVENT 61 62 63 64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72 73 74 75 76

Early Testing of Defoliant In Thailand (Earliest Reported Date 1953)                                 
Testing of 2,4-D and 2,4,5-T In Thailand                                 
U.S. Begins Operations at Don Muang RTAFB, Bangkok                                  
USAF Arrives at Takhli RTAFB                                 
USAF Advance Team Arrives at Korat RTAFB                                 
USAF Arrives at Nakhom Phanom (NKP) RTAFB                                 
8th Tactical Fighter Wing Assigned to Ubon RTAFB                                 
333rd Squadron formed at Udorn RTAFB                                 
Construction Began at U-Tapao RTNAB                                 
Eye Witness Account of Finding Agent Orange Barrels at Takhli                                 
Earliest Eye Witness Account of Defoliated Perimeter at Korat MSA                                 
Earliest Reference to the Presence of the 315th SOW (NKP)                                 
Deployment of Military Working Dogs to Thailand                                 
Letters of Commendation to Members of the 315th at Udorn                                 
Phase II of Defoliation at Thai Bases following attacks at Ubon                                 
End of Operation Ranch Hand                                 
U.S. Operations Cease at Takhli RTAFB                                  
U.S. Resumes Operations at Takhli RTAFB in Support of Linebacker                                 
Eye Witness Account of Seeing Empty Agent Orange Barrels at Takhli                                 
U.S. Withdrawal from Vietnam                                 
Fall of Saigon                                 
Sentry and Patrol Dogs Killed and Necropsies Performed                                 
U.S. Closes Operations at Thailand Air Bases and Installations                                 
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As is shown in the timeline, the testing documented by the Institute of Medicine and 

Maj. Buckingham ran concurrent to the build up of U.S. operations on Thai air bases. 

However, the application of Agent Orange in Thailand did not end with the 

conclusion of the testing discussed in the two documents. Following a July 1969 

sapper attack on Ubon, a renewed defoliation effort got underway on Thailand bases 

in 1969 and 1970. Those who were stationed at the bases and remote sites were 

eyewitnesses to the eradication of jungle growth on and around their facilities.  
 

Just as Ranch Hand operations were not restricted to Vietnam, the use of Agent 

Orange was not restricted to Operation Ranch Hand. In his report, The History of 

Agent Orange Use In Vietnam: An Historical Overview From The Veterans 

Perspective, presented to the United States – Vietnam Scientific Conference on 

Human Health and Environmental Effects of Agent Orange/Dioxins in March 2002, 

the author, Paul L. Sutton, notes that Agent Orange was used to clear perimeters 

both outside and inside military installations. Mr. Sutton states: 

 

“The use of herbicides was not confined to the jungles. It was widely used to 
suppress vegetation around the perimeters of military bases and, in many 
instances, the interiors of those bases.”9 (Exhibit 6) 
 

Mr. Sutton’s presentation is not the only documented reference to the use of Agent 

Orange directly on military bases.  Maj. Buckingham stated in his history of the Air 

Force and Herbicides in Southeast Asia: 

 

“General Harkins [Gen. Paul D. Harkins, predecessor to Gen. William 

Westmoreland] indicated that officials of the South Vietnamese 

government were pleased with the defoliation results they had seen so 

                                                 
9 The History of Agent Orange Use In Vietnam An Historical Overview from The Veteran’s Perspective, Summary 
DIOX2002-16, page 7, presented to the United States – Vietnam Scientific Conference on Human Health and 
Environmental Effects of Agent Orange/Dioxins, March 3-6, 2002, by Paul L. Sutton, National Chairman, Agent 
Orange/Dioxin Committee, Vietnam Veterans of America, Inc. 
  



 

15  

far, and they had demonstrated their continuing interest by submitting 

requests for further missions. As he had said in his operational 

evaluation of the earlier missions, the American commander noted that 

herbicides had proven to be successful in clearing vegetation around 

military installations and mangrove areas.”10 (see Exhibit 5, note 2, 

page 58) 

 

Buckingham noted further that the Military Assistance Command Vietnam (MACV) 

appointed a team, headed by Lt. Col. Peter G. Olenchuk, to conduct an evaluation of 

all 1963 herbicide operations. The Olenchuk Report rated the military worth of 

defoliation and crop destruction as high. Buckingham stated: 

 

“The team found the improved visibility had eased the problem of 

providing security in defoliated areas, had made aerial surveillance 

much more effective, and had enabled ground security forces to be 

reduced. Defoliation had also created an increased field of fire for 

troops on the ground…”11 (see Exhibit 5,note 3, page 88). 

 

With public sentiment toward the War declining after the1968 Tet Offensive, non-

conventional tactics being employed came under public scrutiny and criticism, 

including the use of herbicides as the conflict entered the 1970s. Secretary of State 

William Rogers believed their continued use in Southeast Asia was a potential threat 

to the President’s foreign policy objectives. In August 1970 three members of the 

U.S. Senate Foreign Relations Committee who were key to the success of President 

Nixon’s foreign policy initiatives in the Senate; Clifford Case, John Cooper, and 

Jacob Javits, had voted for a measure cutting off funding for herbicide use in crop 

destruction. Sec. Rogers sought to persuade President Nixon to announce a 

decision to immediately stop all uses of herbicides in any form in Vietnam. Secretary 
                                                 
10 The Air Force and Herbicides in Southeast Asia 1961-1971, by Major William A. Buckingham, Jr., Office if 
Air Force History United States Air Force, Washington, D.C. 1982, page 58  
 
11 Ibid, page 88 
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of Defense Melvin Laird disagreed with Secretary Rogers that all uses should 

immediately stop. Sec. Laird believed herbicides were essential around firebases, 

other installations, and lines of communications to improve security as the U.S. was 

drawing down its troop strength.12 Sec. Laird’s view carried the day, but following 

discussions with his Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, 

G. Warren Nutter, Sec. Laird attempted to gain more control over the used of 

herbicides in Southeast Asia. Maj. Buckingham stated in his history: 

 

“Laird adopted the ISA advice and on March 18, 1971, requested the 

Chairman of the JCS to insure that any proposal for U.S. herbicide operations 

in Laos, Cambodia, or Thailand be submitted to Laird for his approval.”13 

 

The inclusion of Thailand in Sec. Laird’s memo certainly implies herbicides had been 

used and were available in Thailand (see Exhibit 5, note 6).   

 

Eyewitness accounts of defoliation installations in Thailand are consistent with the 

documentation cited above. Air Force Security Police have testified to the creation of 

“kill zones” on their bases. The kill zones were wide cleared areas on the base 

perimeter that attacking sappers would have to cross in open sight under a clear 

field of fire by the ground security forces. Photographs taken by personnel at the 

time of their tours that show the effectiveness of defoliation are provided below along 

with eyewitness accounts.  

                                                 
12 Ibid, page 177 
 
13 Ibid, page 178 
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KORAT RTAFB: 

“I was stationed at Korat, Thailand, from December 1966 to December 1967. I 
was assigned to the 388th MMS. Working both on base and at the Munitions 
Storage Area located off base. I observed barren land, through out the base 
complex and at least 500 ft. passed the perimeter. No vegetation was visible. 
During monsoon season, the ground was covered in boot swallowing mud, 
necessitating the need to use the boardwalks.” – Dennis Oliver 1966 -1967 
 

“For quite some time I have experienced a lot of pain and stiffness in my 
bodies soft tissues (muscles).  Only recently (the last few years) have I 
complained to any doctors.  When I do, they all ask the same question: “Were 
you exposed to Agent Orange, or any other chemicals.”  The only ones I can 
think of are Agent Orange and Malathion, in which we would periodically 
immerse our dogs to kill tick, and was sprayed out on the perimeter to kill 
mosquitoes.” – James Stastny 1970 -1971 
  
”The areas I remember the most of not having foliage grow were the 
perimeter of the base and the perimeter of the bomb dump [MSA].  Other 
areas that were not growing back were areas on the flight line and around it.  
In the entire 19 months I was there, no vegetation grew back in these areas 
that I patrolled.  Areas directly beyond the fence line that may not have been 
necessary to be sprayed with a defoliant were excessively vegetated as 
would be expected in that type of climate.” – Mike Balash 1970 -1972 

 
 

“In late January or early February after spending a few nights in the MSA I 
was posted on perimeter posts in the heavy foliage area that paralleled the 06 
end of the runway. I was surprised how in a matter of only a few days the 
foliage was dying and an odor hung in the air. There was no doubt that the 
interior foliage had been sprayed with a chemical as the odor distinctly that of 
a strong chemical mixed with a petroleum product. Within a week or two of 
my first seeing the growth dying equipment had been moved in to remove the 
dead foliage. “ – David Adams 1969 -1970 
 
“I saw the area sprayed behind the engine test cell when we were placing trip 
flares in a wooded area and in a area that the Japanese built barracks in 
World War 2.  The bomb dump in side and the perimeter when sprayed with 
something as grass never grew there.” – John Powell, 1968-1969 

 

“I was stationed at Korat AFB Thailand from March 1969 thru March 1970. During 
this period of time, the Munitions "Storage Area (MSA), located approximate 5 to 7 
miles from the base, never had foliage for 100 feet, both outside and inside, the 
perimeter fence. The inside was defoliated for over a 100 plus feet from the fence 
up to, but did not include, the bomb revetments since the grass/foliage was 
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necessary to prevent soil erosion of the revetments. One night I watched a pair of 
tigers stroll casually along the perimeter fence. The earth was so void of foliage, I 
could later easily follow their tracks in the dirt. On several occasions during the 
course of my tour, I observed the paths left in the dirt made by snakes that had 
previously crawled through the area. In short, one could observe anything large or 
small, walking or crawling, for approximately a 100 feet beyond the perimeter fence 
and even farther inside the fence. Though this site was located in a tropical jungle 
where foliage grew at an incredible rate, this area was perpetually barren turf! It 
was consistently either mud or dust.” – Terry Strickland 1969-1970 
 

The map on the following page was created by David Adams using a flight 

simulator aerial map of Korat RTAFB and inserting foliage where it appeared and 

where defoliation took place.
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KORAT RTAFB 

1969 – 1972 
1969 

 
1969 Showing natural growth areas inside of the perimeter along K-9 Posts 

 
The above map represents the appearance of Korat RTAFB Thailand in 1969. The 
K-9 posts are outlined in red. As can be seen on several posts there was dense 
stands of foliage inside the perimeter as well as the outside. The K-9 posts were 
virtually sandwiched between the foliage and the perimeter fence. The location of 
the Kennels is shown with a Blue arrow. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Legend 
K-9 Posts 
 
Natural Growth  
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Areas Defoliated 
1970   
 
Cleared Areas 
 
Kennels  
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1970 
 

 
 

 
In the early months (the dry months) of 1970, a major effort of defoliating the 
perimeter of the air base began. The areas outlined in orange are the areas 
that were defoliated through the use of ground spraying from trucks with spray 
tanks.  Within a few weeks the dense foliage was dying and then equipment 
was used to clear the dead brush, trees, and flora.   
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1972 

 
 

By 1972, the perimeter remained free of foliage and the Munitions Storage Area 
had been relocated from the off-base area to an on base facility in what had once 
been a densely foliated area. 
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Korat MSA  

 

 photo by David Adams 9/70 

The above photo was taken in September 1970 of the Korat RTAFB Munitions 

Storage Area. The photo was taken from a 60 ft. high guard tower with Kodachrome 

64 transparency film. Due to its slow speed the photo was taken at F1.4 with a timed 

exposure of 1 minute using available light. The photo shows the area that was 

cleared between the jungle to the right, and perimeter fence to the left. While not 

covered with dense foliage, the clearing appears to have grass or similar ground 

cover growing, but it is an illusion created by the lighting reflecting off the lush foliage 

of the jungle and the long time exposure. What appears to be grass was actually 

dead.  

 

The same photo, but with the color removed converting it to black and white is on 

the following page. No other changes, such as contrast, burning, or dodging were 

made to the photo. 
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With the color removed an interesting thing happens. The lush green jungle, which is 

very much alive, becomes black. If the cleared area was indeed green it to should 

have become black or at least a very dark gray like the plants in the jungle, but the 

cleared area was not green. It was dead, which becomes obvious in the black and 

white version.  

 

The cleared area that surrounded the MSA perimeter is a prime example of 

defoliation giving ground troops an “increased field of fire” that was discussed 

previously on page 14. The long period of time with no sign of plant growth that has 

been attested to is a classic example of Agent Orange defoliation. 

 

The date of the transparency is also worthy of note. It was taken in September 1970, 

which is the heaviest month of the monsoon season in central Thailand. Kodak, who 

maintained a patent on the processing for Kodachrome transparency film, processed 

the original slide, and the slide remains in the original cardboard mount with Kodak’s 

date stamp of “Sept 70.” The photographer is willing to provide the original slide as 

proof of the date of the photo.  
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The weather trends for Thailand have been obtained from On-samui.com, a 

Thailand information site found at http://www.on-samui.com/info-

Thailand/climate.html. The site shows average monthly temperatures and rainfall for 

Thailand’s three main regions. The regions are denoted as Chiang Mai in the north 

and Bangkok central. The southern region is listed as Phuket, but to the best of our 

knowledge there were no installations there.  

 

Table II below clearly shows that September is the month in both regions with the 

highest average rainfall. Based on the average rainfall, the photo above was taken 

during the wettest time of the year, yet surrounding jungle did not encroach on the 

clearing, nor was there any mowing, cutting, or other maintenance of the clearing. 

Nothing grew there. 

 

TABLE II 
AVERAGE RAIN FALL FOR NORTH AND CENTRAL REGIONS OF THILAND 

 
NORTH THAILAND CENTRAL THAILAND 

    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Any botanist will tell you that in such an environment the only way (other than 

herbicide) a permanent clearing like the one in the photo above could be maintained 

would be if it was bulldozed regularly, had heavy traffic, or was on pure white sand 
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with no nutrients.  Otherwise it should have rapid regeneration of weedy plants and 

juveniles of the surrounding trees & shrubs. Any veteran who worked in the MSA will 

testify that there was no bulldozing, and with the exception of an occasional ox cart 

there was no traffic, and the ground was certainly not white sand.   

 
 
Korat Kennel Area 

 

 Photo by John Homa 
 
The above photo shows the area in front of the 388th Security Police Squadron K-

9 Section Kennels taken in 1969. The area remained barren year round through 

the closure of the kennels in 1976. By comparing the barren area in the 

foreground where men are grooming their dogs to that in the distant background 

it is easy to tell that the bareness is unnatural. 

 

Below is the same area, but taken a year later. Not only has the foliage not 

grown back, it has decreased 
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 Photo provided by Bruce Spear 
 
 
 

NKP 

“The whole perimeter at NKP looked like it had been defoliated. Also in 
between the main runway and the taxiway always looked like the perimeter 
after the defoliations. 
 
While stationed TDY at Korat RTAFB-Thailand I saw the perimeter and it 
looked like what our perimeter at NKP looked like after defoliation.” – David 
Wharton, 1974-1975  

“We used a chemical spray during road construction to clear foliage so that 
we could build culverts for roads near Sakon Nakhon.  When my platoon was 
TDY to NKP we had to build perimeter fences and the Air Force provided 
the spray material to remove the foliage so that the fences could be built.  
Chemicals were stored in containers with orange stripes and we mixed the 
chemical with diesel fuel and loaded the mixture into a large tank mounted 
trailer that was pulled by an air compressor truck to spray the materials.  This 
would have occurred from June 1967 to November 1968. There was another 
chemical spray that was used by GIs and locals hired by the military to spray 
around all of the buildings, hooches and all other facilities. I am not sure what 
the spray contained, however, it is possible it was Malathion.” - Sidney 
Chancellor, 1967-1969 
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“During my first tour I frequently flew missions targeted to fly air cover for 
123’s dropping Agent Orange. Also we flew missions to check the results, 
many times flying low over the drop area. 
  
During my second tour as a FAC at NKP many times I flew missions over 
defoliated areas.  I also crash landed an O-2 in Laos.”  - Peter Lappin, Cam 
Ranh Bay, South Vietnam 1965 –1966 and NKP Thailand 1967 - 1968 
 

NKP taken in 1960s 

 

 Photos by Al Budington  
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Below is a photo of the NKP perimeter as it appeared in 1971 

 

 Photo by Philip Carroll 

Compare the area in the left of the photo to the right of the road. If the area had 
been clear-cut there would be evidence of cutting such as stumps or disturbance 
to the topsoil from cutting and removal equipment. This is typical of defoliation by 
chemicals 
 
TAKHLI 

“Around the Bomb Dump and the Base Perimeter there were many areas that 
vegetation did not grow. These areas were where the K-9 units patrolled. At 
the CE compound they stored Pallets with 55 gal drums with orange stripes 
on them. Just before we closed the base these barrels disappeared.” – Marty 
McCauley 1973-1974 
 

“I was assigned duties in a base warehouse processing equipment and 
supplies. We had received an item of equipment that was classified and was 
required to be covered, but was not. I searched for the cover and under it 
were 40 barrels with green tops and white numbers 2,4,5-T. Over the course 
of my tour I witnessed additional barrels of 2,4,5-T process through the 
warehouse as well as barrels with the numbers 2,4,5-D or O. They also had 
white destination labels signifying they were for the 315th A/C Sq.” – James 
Trapp 1966 - 1967 
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UBON 

 
“After a sapper attack in July 1969, all foliage around the base, in front of 
perimeter and behind perimeter, was either cut or sprayed. New fences were 
put up (concertina wire) and machine gun bunkers installed. Foliage was kept 
short from that point on, just don’t know if it was sprayed or cut. I do know that 
there was an area, as you look down the runway, at the end and to the right 
that was used for dumping contaminated fuels and chemicals. My Sentry 
Dog, Duke 56M9, was confined to the kennels for a week, because of 
reaction to chemicals in that area, on the pads of his feet. I had to use 
another dog (Bullet) for that period of time.” – Timothy Potter 1969 - 1970 
 

“There was no vegetation growing anywhere on the base and the trees 
that were on both the bases were dead. I also remember seeing the Air 
America people on our base at NKP in their denim type flight suits. On 
both bases there was mostly sand and very little grass growing. I always 
thought that was strange considering off basis there were trees and grass 
every where. The only place where I remember grass was around the 
base chapel at Ubon Royal Thai Air Base.”  - Rodger Fausey Ubon 1968 – 
1969, and NKP 1969 - 1970  
 

 

UDORN 

“Spraying the perimeter with a device with a 55 gal drums attached. Some 
had an orange stripe, some had also a purple or red stripe Also worked on 
C-123 A/C that had been using A/O in Ranch Hand” – David Fredrickson 
1970-1971 
 
 
“When we landed we thought it was a desert. No sign of green and the 
ground look like it was dead. Kicked up a lot of dust when we stopped. 
 
They had a lot of different barrels with different color rings painted around 
them. There were hundreds of them. We use to watch them load these 
barrels at night and put them on aircraft at night and some during the day.” 
- Stephen Pippenger 1968 - 1969 
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Photos of Udorn from http://www.geocities.com/seavet72/FL/fl-aerial.htm 
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U-TAPAO 
 

“While stationed at U-Tapao, I was quartered in what was called the Mod 
Barracks, which were a pre-fabricated, 2 story structure.  In an area, between 
the Barracks and the Barbed Wire fence line and the fence line and the 
Jungle was just a barren dirt area, very unusual.   
 
The areas surrounding the B-52 parking areas, spot V-1 and along J row 
towards the runway were barren and empty also.” – John Provost – 1969 -
1967 

 
“During my year as a sentry dog handler 1969/1970, much of the defenses 
along the perimeter road area were upgraded.  The perimeter was widened.  
Areas of trees and brush along the perimeter road were removed to do this. I 
was on the perimeter only during the night.  I didn’t see what base engineers 
did during the day.” – John Krammer 1969 - 1970 

 
 

 
 Photo above and below provided by John Provost 
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U-Tapao Perimeter Photos below by John Homa 
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REMOTE SITES 

“I and Thai soldiers and others were hand spraying to clear the radar site on 
top of the mountain. We also drank the water ate and showered in the water 
from the Mekong river. 

Where I was they were aerial spraying as well. I could see the Ho-Chi men 
trail, which was always sprayed.” – Christopher Milgo Phu-Mu, 1965-1967 
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Photo of Phu-Mu 

 

 Photo by Bob Potter 1969 

Photos below of Ramasun Station by Joseph R. Birdsall 
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Samaesan 

 

 Photo by Bob Potter 

In order to obtain eyewitness accounts and other evidence, we sent a survey to 

Vietnam Veterans who served in Thailand, as well as made it available to veterans 

through Internet postings. Below are highlights of a few of those surveys that were 

returned by base. Exhibit 7 provides a copy of the survey and the information we 

received back. 

 

INSECTICIDE EXPOSURE 

 

Mosquitoes carrying malaria was a constant problem throughout the Pacific Rim. 

Also parasites such as fleas and disease carrying ticks posed health risks to Military 

Working Dogs (MWD) and their handlers. The chemical of choice was, and still is, 

Malathion. There is not a base in SEA and other areas such as the Philippine 

Islands (PI) where mosquito abatement did not occur. The frequency of fogging 

depended on the severity of the problem, but any veteran who has served in tropical 

climates has been exposed to Malathion.  
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In the case of MWD handlers, the exposure was particularly severe. Depending on 

the prevalence of parasites in a given location, the dogs were routinely dipped in a 

solution of water and %5 Malathion. The process involved lowering the dog into a 

large tub with the solution reaching a level midway up the dogs torso then the 

handler would reach into the solution, pulling the dog’s legs out from under it so the 

dog rolled completely submerged through the solution. Then the handler lifted the 

dog out of the solution, walked the dog around the exercise yard while the dog 

shook the solution off its coat. Needless to say, the handler was as soaked with the 

Malathion solution as the dog was. Few handlers forget the burning sensation 

wherever the solution came into contact with their skin, especially on their arms, 

which were submerged with the dog.  

 

The frequency of the dipping varied from once every other month at Korat RTAFB, to 

twice a month at Clark AFB in the Philippine Islands. The infestation of parasites 

was such a significant problem at Clark that the use of Malathion went beyond 

dipping. Handlers led dogs through a footbath at entrance to kennels, so there was a 

daily exposure to freshly mixed Malathion. Cathy Moore, one of the first female 

MWD handlers in the Air Force, was stationed at Clark and stated: 

 

“During my 1976-78 tour at Clark Air Base, Philippines, we K-9 handlers were 
ordered by the base veterinarian to walk our dogs through Malathion foot 
baths upon returning each time the dogs were taken out of the kennels. 
These footbaths were placed at all of the kennel gates. There were 130 dogs 
during my time there. A short tour at Clark during that time was 15 months; an 
accompanied tour was 24 months. Since most handlers were young pipeline 
students on their first tours, most were single and rotated through in 15 
months. We were exposed to Malathion on an almost daily basis. 
 
I never thought about Malathion exposure causing some of my medical 
problems until a recent visit to my pain management specialist. I have 4 
herniated discs associated with degenerative disc disease in my lower spine 
that severely limits my mobility and is slowly crippling me. Two years ago, I 
began experiencing further problems wherein I no longer had leg muscle 
strength to kneel or stoop and raise myself back up into a standing position. 
After my doctor performed my physical evaluation, his first question was had I 
ever been exposed to chemicals while in the military! I told him about the 
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Malathion exposure. He said that I had symptoms of chemical exposure and 
recommended further testing.” – Cathy Moore, Clark AFB 1976 - 1978 
 

 

Roger Marion, a U.S. Army MP Sentry Dog Handler who was stationed at Long 

Binh, South Vietnam had a similar experience. He stated in a returned survey:   

"This may sound strange, but I have been misdiagnosed by doctors since the 
70's. I used and was exposed to Malathion in Vietnam; we used it to dip the dogs 
in to kill insects and other critters. We dipped the dogs every six weeks. I usually 
helped with all the dogs and we had about sixty dogs in the company. Shortly 
after using Malathion in Vietnam I began to experience periods of "lack of air'. 
Then I stated clearing my throat all the time, later I began to have trouble 
swallowing. I went to the 24th Evac hospital and the tech there said I just had 
sinus drainage, he did not know what he was looking at, and was wrong. This 
scenario continued after Vietnam and with several doctors. I was prescribed 
everything you can imagine, nothing worked.  

Only recently did my family physician, who is new to me said he wanted me 
checked further, so I went to the VA and to make this story shorter, I had an 
upper GI. The test that I had at the VA was a simple upper GI. In my case the 
test revealed that my larynx was not closing properly.  

The results revealed Dysphagia, which is a swallowing disorder. It is a 
neurological or a nerve motor problem.  I met with several doctors and nurses at 
the VA about my problem, and when we talked about what the cause could be, 
when I mentioned Malathion they sat up in their chairs. In their words, without a 
doubt the symptoms I have experienced since Vietnam could have been caused 
by regular Malathion exposure.” – Roger Marion Long Binh, RVN 1971-1972 

Malathion is one of the hazardous chemicals listed in the Agent Orange Act of 1991 

as warranting compensation, but the VA gives little or no attention to it. The biggest 

problem, however, is the Act is restricted to a veteran being present in Vietnam.  

 

While veterans serving this nation in locations other than Vietnam were exposed to 

the same chemical, and sometimes in higher doses, they are legally blocked from 

the compensation those serving in Vietnam receive. Malathion needs to be given the 

same level of attention that Agent Orange has received. Those whose career 

specialty codes were that of MWD handlers should be advised of their exposure and 
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given check-ups by the VA due to excessive exposure from dipping their dogs.  The 

full extent of health risks to dog handlers is included in the following section. 

 

 

 

Dog Dipping Korat RTAFB 

 
 Photo by John Homa 
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PATHOLOGY EVIDENCE 

In time of war pathology studies are not conducted on soldiers who die. The 

cause is obvious and the focus of those who process the remains is to prepare 

them for transport back to their families as quickly as possible. Up until March 

1979 that was not true for Military Working Dogs (MWD). Prior to that point all 

dogs who died serving in the U.S. Military, regardless of the cause of death, were 

required to be given a full detailed necropsy (autopsy).14  Nearly 4,000 MWD 

were deployed to Southeast Asia during the War, serving with all branches of the 

military service. The Air Force deployed more than five hundred MWD to their 

seven bases in Thailand serving with their Security Police units as sentry dogs 

patrolling the base perimeter during the hours of darkness.  The purpose of 

conducting the necropsies was to have available scientific data of the effect of 

environment, food, medicine and other living conditions on the dogs and 

subsequently the personnel that worked with them.  The necropsy reports hold 

invaluable information as to what health hazards troops who served in the same 

area were exposed to.  As noted in Rachel’s Environmental and Health Weekly, 

dogs are good predictors as to how environmental conditions can affect human 

beings.   

 

“Dogs have often served as sentinels of human disease. Back in 1938, the 

well-known researcher W.C. Hueper showed that beta-naphthylamine 

caused bladder cancer in dogs. In 1954, researchers showed that another 

industrial chemical, 4-aminodiphenyl, produced bladder cancer in dogs.”15 

(Copy included as Exhibit 8, see note 1) 

 

                                                 
14 Military Medicine, Volume 159, Number 11, November 1994, Howard M. Hayes, DVM, Robert E. 
Tarone, PhD, Harold W. Casey, DVM PhD, Paul B, Jennings, Jr., VMD MSc, Paul K. Hildebrandt, DVM, 
Michael J. Reardon, DVM MS, page 673  
 
15 The Dogs Of War, Rachel's Environment & Health Weekly #436, April 6, 1995, Environmental 
Research Foundation, by Rachel Clark 
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The only dogs in Southeast Asia that escaped necropsy were those that were 

lost on the battlefield and unable to be recovered, those who were killed in action 

and because of the remote location were too decomposed when arriving at 

location with a military veterinarian, and those dogs transferred to the South 

Vietnamese or Thai forces when the United States withdrew from those 

countries. The necropsy for Air Force canine Brutus X321, who was euthanized 

at U-Tapao RTNAB due to severe hip displasia, is provided as Exhibit 9 providing 

the reader with a sense of the detailed extent of a necropsy report.  

 

In the early to mid 1990s, a team of veterinarians and scientists conducted a 

series of studies of some 1,600 necropsy reports of dogs that served in Vietnam 

and made comparisons to necropsies of dogs with no service in Southeast Asia. 

The findings were striking. The dogs that served in Vietnam had nearly a two 

time higher incidence of testicular cancer over their counterparts with no service 

in Vietnam. The validity of correlating the necropsy records with health hazards 

that veterans were exposed to was born out in the study reported in the 

November 1994 Military Medicine. It was found the incidence of cancer in dogs 

was also true for veterans that both had service in Vietnam.  The report states: 

 

“We then evaluated Vietnam military service as a risk factor for 

testicular cancer among human cancer patients treated at three 

Washington, D.C. area hospitals from January 1976 to June 1981. 

We found a significant, 2-fold increased risk of testicular cancer 

associated with service in Vietnam, and as in the MWD study, a 

greater increase in risk was seen in younger patients.”16 

 

                                                 
16 Military Medicine, Volume 159, Number 11, November 1994, “U.S. Military Working Dogs With 
Vietnam Service: Definition and Characteristics of the Cohort,” by Dr. Howard M. Hayes, DVM; Robert E. 
Tarone, PhD; Harold W. Casey, DVM, PhD; Paul B. Jennings, Jr. VMD MSc; Paul K. Hildebrandt, DVM; 
and Michael J. Reardon, DVM, MS, page 669 
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Such studies have provided valuable information on the impact the 

environmental conditions in Vietnam had on the troops and dogs that served 

there. There can be no question that the necropsy reports and histopathological 

examination records of the MWD that were deployed to Thailand would reveal 

significant information as to hazardous chemicals that veterans were exposed to 

during their war service in Thailand.  Copies of three of the reports are provided 

as Exhibit 10. 

 

Such studies, however, have not been made of the records of the Thailand dogs. 

Because of the intent for future scientific study, the specifications for the 

necropsy are very detailed and required not only notations of findings, but also 

that a histopathological examination be made on tissue sets of the dogs. These 

reports, including tissue samples, were sent to the Armed Forces Institute of 

Pathology in Washington, D.C. As stated in the report, the necropsy records 

have been recorded on microfilm and are still available at the AFIP.  

 

We know that the dogs that served in Thailand were destroyed when the U.S. 

closed its operations and withdrew in 1975 through 1976. A member of the 388th 

Security Police Squadron, K-9 Section at Korat RTAFB that was assigned to 

assist the veterinarian close the kennels has related the story of the closure.  

 

In Thailand the U.S. was closing operations on systematic method with the 
northern bases closest to the Laotian and Cambodian boarders closing 
first. Often dogs at the bases closed first were moved to those installations 
scheduled to close last, thus keeping assets and resources available if 
needed to defend against aggression during the withdrawal. As one of the 
last bases to close, Korat, which had operated with approximately 80 to 90 
dogs since their deployment in 1968, had a little over 100 dogs at its 
kennels when operations there came to an end. The process of closing a 
K-9 unit in Southeast Asia is no better exemplified than the closure of the 
388th SPS K-9 Section at Korat. James Hazelton was one of a couple dog 
handlers designated to assist Veterinarian Dr. Wilson put down the dogs, 
conduct the required necropsy on each dog, and close the kennels. Mr. 
Hazelton shared the following story of this dark and bitter end to the K-9 
story in Thailand. 
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When perimeter security was turned over to the Thai military the K-9 
handlers kenneled their dogs for the last time and were moved to the 
former Base Officers Quarters located near the center of the base waiting 
air transport to the U.S. Dr. Wilson with the aid of Hazelton and another 
couple handlers began the gut wrenching process of putting the dogs 
down.  
 
The handlers would bring a dog in and Dr. Wilson would administer the 
lethal injection of Sodium Pentothal, referred to by handlers as “The Big 
Green Needle.”  Five or six dogs would be killed, then they began the 
process of conducting the necropsy on an assembly line bases. Due to the 
detailed requirements of the necropsy it took the remainder of the day to 
complete them for the five or six dogs that had been killed. With the 
findings recorded and fluid and tissue samples taken, the dogs were then 
placed in a common grave. At the end of the first day having no appetite to 
take in the evening meal, Dr. Wilson took his aids to the officers club to 
dull their senses from the days grizzly task.  
 
Returning the next morning to continue the their assigned duty they found 
the grave that was to be the dogs final resting place had been opened 
during the night and the carcasses taken. The Korat kennels sat within 
100 yards of the perimeter with a small village within a few hundred yards 
of the fence. With little or no perimeter security it was easy for the locals to 
breach the fence and remove the dogs from their grave to take back to 
their village where they were eaten. The team proceeded through the 
same process as the day before, destroying another five dogs, completing 
the necropsies, and placing the animals in the common grave. On the 
following morning they found the graves had once again been raided. The 
closing team attempted to thwart the grave robbers by digging false 
graves, but it was pointless. The locals knew exactly which one held the 
dogs. This process continued each day for four weeks until 100 plus dogs 
had been destroyed and necropsies completed. Were it not for the 
necropsy requirements the destruction of the dogs would have not taken 
more that perhaps three days. 

   

Of the more than 500 Military Working Dogs that were deployed to Thailand two 

were killed in action, two were wounded in action and returned to duty. Two were 

killed by their handlers, who were court marshaled and discharged for their 

actions. Five returned to the U.S., three were transferred to other Pacific Rim 

installations, and approximately four were turned over to the Thai military. The 

rest were destroyed. The listing of the MWD provided at Exhibit 11 does not 

include the dogs that were turned over to the Thai Forces, nor four puppies that 
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were born of an Air Force Sentry Dog breed prior to her deployment to Thailand. 

The dogs were U.S. gifts to the Thai Royal Family. The U.S. does not have 

necropsy reports on those dogs.  

 

This bitter end to the Military Working Dog History in Southeast Asia has been 

shared here to emphasis not only the duration that the necropsy requirements 

added to the process of shutting down the kennels, but also to provide the public 

with an awareness of an ending to military operations that must never be allowed 

to happen again. The Thailand story was a repeat of what had happened in 

South Vietnam three years earlier. The dogs who served selflessly in Southeast 

Asia for eleven years from 1965 through 1976 are credited with saving American 

lives that number in the tens of thousands, yet in the end they were simply 

written off the books as excess equipment and destroyed. Given the number of 

chemical exposure claims that the Vietnam Veterans who served in Thailand 

have filed, to not look at the invaluable information that those dogs gave in going 

to their graves would be nothing short of a travesty. 

 

We recognize that such a study would cost taxpayers money. However, the 

Congress of the United States recently took time and expended taxpayer’s 

money to investigate the voluntary use of performance enhancing chemicals by 

professional athletes. It would be a sad commentary on the priorities of this 

nation if the Congress could not make a similar effort to investigate the 

hazardous chemicals that those who put their lives on the line in defense of this 

nation were exposed to. The men and women who stood in harms way did so 

being paid far less in one year than what many professional players get paid for 

playing one nine inning game of baseball.  
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SUMMARY 
 
We veterans, and our families, are grateful for the time that, you, our elected 

representatives, have taken to review our concerns and grievance. We request 

and would welcome an opportunity to discuss these issues with you in a formal 

hearing. There is no doubt in the mind of any Vietnam Veteran who served in 

Thailand that we were exposed to the same defoliants and insecticides that our 

bothers an sisters in Vietnam were. We saw the foliage die and never grow back. 

We saw the barrels of with orange, blue, and white stripes that gave those 

chemical agents their names. We believe the evidence we have presented is 

compelling enough to warrant further investigation, if not recognition our 

exposure.  

 

There is today, debate being raised as to what the responsibility is to our 

returning veterans, especially those who fought in a war that ended 30 years 

ago. While this government may argue what is owed a veteran in terms of health 

care, one thing cannot be debated. That is the service and war connection of 

damaged health caused by the exposure of defoliants and insecticides in the 

performance of one’s duty. There is no difference between the wounds received 

by troops from friendly fire, and permanently damaged health from exposure to 

chemicals used in the conduct of war. 

 

We recognize that the Department of Defense has for the last 30 years denied 

that Agent Orange was used in Thailand, but then it also denied it was used in 

Korea. In November 2004, after a story became public, the Pentagon admitted 

that our troops in Korea were indeed exposed to Agent Orange. At minimum the 

credibility to the denials has to be seriously questioned, particularly given the 

evidence and overwhelming number of veterans who remember seeing their 

bases defoliated. The documentation, testimony, and photographs presented 

here, along with the willingness of veterans to testify to what they saw, and the 
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records available in the Armed Forces Institute of Pathology should provide more 

than conclusive evidence of what our troops were exposed to in Thailand.    

 

Whether or not this Government decides that compensation is owed those who 

faithfully served our nation is a political decision. Regardless of that decision, the 

Government of the United States cannot escape its moral obligation to inform 

those who in its service were exposed to hazardous chemicals, and what those 

chemicals and health risks are. Denial only serves to hinder the veteran and his 

medical practitioners from proper diagnosis and treatment, no matter who pays 

for it.  The testimonies of Cathy Moore and Roger Marion on pages 37 and 38 

are clear examples of why it is important to inform veterans what they may have 

been exposed to and the potential health hazards. 

 

In recent months, the United States brought legal action against the W.R. Grace 

corporation for exposing workers and citizens in Montana to vermiculite and 

asbestos. The charges include conspiracy to hide from the people the dangers to 

their health. If those who served in Thailand during the Vietnam War were 

exposed to hazardous chemicals and the Department of Defense continues to 

deny such exposure, we must ask what is the difference between what the 

Defense Department has done and what W.R. Grace is accused of doing in 

Montana? 

 

If the Committee on Veteran’s Affairs questions the true impact that hazardous 

chemicals have had on the physical and mental state of veterans, we suggest 

you not ask the veterans to come before you to tell you. Instead ask their 

spouses what the impact of war is. Listen to their heartbreak of seeing their love 

one’s health deteriorate. Listen to the nightmare of living with someone with 

mysterious mental disorders and behaviors. Hear about the financial hardships, 

bankruptcies, and loss of homes. Talk instead to the ones whose war began 

when their loved one came home. It is a war that will never end.  
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The Vietnam War may be old history, and one this nation hungers to put behind 

us, but let us remember that we are talking about taking care of the men and 

women who stood in harms way for this nation when it was not popular to do so. 

Men and women who put off going to college, delayed marriages and growing a 

family, and left loved ones behind to serve this nation first while others stayed 

safe under deferments. The men and women who were exposed to hazardous 

chemicals chose to serve when others were burning draft cards and running to 

Canada. That is something that should never be forgotten or put behind us, and 

until all of those who died, were injured, or have fallen ill from their service are 

taken care of, regardless of what part of the theater of operations they served in, 

Vietnam will continue to haunt us. 
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EXHIBITS



 

 

EXHIBIT 1 
 

Thailand - The Difference of A Line 



 

 

THAILAND  
The Difference of A Line 

By David Adams 
 
We were young, eager, and proud as we boarded the flights that would carry us to 
Southeast Asia, to a mystical land we had only read stories about. We were going to 
have the opportunity to put our training to use and perhaps experience the ultimate test. 
We wondered if challenged would we have the courage to make a stand against an 
attacking foe? Like our fathers before us, it was our turn to defend freedom. We grew 
from young boys waiting and expecting to have the same opportunity they had, and now 
that time had arrived. As our plane winged its way to our destination we crossed over the 
southern end of South Vietnam, the Delta, and Cam Ranh Bay.  We looked out the 
windows at the land we had been seeing on the news through most of our high school 
years. The Stars and Stripes painted on the plane’s tail filled us with pride in all that the 
flag stood for. We were certain of our nation’s cause to spare a people from the 
oppression of Communism.   
 
We performed our duty, went where we were told, and stood the line of defense in 
harm’s way. Those of us who returned home in a seat on the freedom bird rather than in 
its cargo hold found, like our brothers and sisters coming home from Vietnam, that the 
homecoming our fathers earned was not to be our experience. The welcome mat had 
been removed and was replaced with anger, taunting, and hurled accusations. The 
uniform we so proudly wore was spit on. Young people who themselves had avoided 
service could not separate the returning warriors from the policies made by the 
politicians and supported by the nation that sent us to the battlefields. We were sent with 
an instilled sense of duty and a license to destroy the enemy, but somewhere between 
our departure and our return, the license was revoked.  
 
Those of us who were sent to Thailand came home to a war we could not have 
fathomed. We were “Vietnam Veterans” drawing the distain of those who opposed the 
war and disgust of those who were its proponents. We were war mongers to some and 
the generation that lost a war to the others.  
 
Reaching out to our brothers who served in Vietnam, thinking they would understand, we 
received instead the worse rebuff of all.  
 
“You were in Vietnam?” we would ask. 
 
“Yes, you?”  
 
“Yes I was Air Force Security Police in Thailand, ,” we would proudly reply. 
 
“Oh, you weren’t in-country,” the Nam veteran would say in a trailing voice as he turned 
and walked away.  
 
We quickly learned we were not the same as other vets. Instead we were second class 
citizens. So, it was easier to keep the memories of our service to ourselves rather than 
feel the scorn of those who opposed the war, the disgust of those who saw us as losers. 
Being discounted by those who were “in-country” made us to feel our service did not 
warrant the pride we had felt.  



 

 

Finally, the great healing Wall was built to bring our nation back together, to let us 
remember those we lost realize the true cost of the war. It is a fitting memorial for those 
who came home in the cargo hold, or never came home at all. We summoned our 
courage to face the shiny black granite to look at the names and into the Wall’s great 
depth as if we could see our brothers and sisters again. We reached out to touch them, 
feeling the coldness of the black granite. Then we looked for the names of those who 
were there with us guarding the base, the planes, and bombs bound for the Ho Chi Minh 
Trail, the Red River Valley, and Hanoi.  
 
Where is James Francis? Surely he must be here. He died trying to save the lives of two 
men in a burning bomb revetment. He pulled them out, but could not get them far 
enough away before the bombs, that were supposed to blow up in Hanoi, exploded 
killing him and those he tried to save.  Where are the rest? They all died earning the 
Vietnam Service and Vietnam Campaign Medals. Certainly they’re here with the others 
who gave all they had to give. Then the reality set in. They died west of a geographical 
line on a map which determined that the sacrifice of one’s life meant much less there 
than that of those who perished on the other side. Just a simple line really, but what a 
difference a line can make.  
 
Like water poured on sun-parched soil that spreads unstoppably into every crack, one lie 
leads to another in order to sustain the ones told before it. When the war was over, 
those who were not included in the “total” troop strength could not possibly be counted 
among the losses of the war. So we found it was true: the first casualty of war is truth, 
and our honor became its victim. Our brothers who died in Thailand were not to be 
included in that final body count. Well, yes it was a half truth because the question, “what 
about those who were in Thailand,” was not asked. But then, anything less than full truth 
is in reality a lie, and once told, the lie must be perpetuated. It was a true case of stolen 
valor, stolen by those who sent us to war.  
 
Years later when we became ill with diabetes II, testicular cancer, prostrate cancer, 
Hodgkins, Non-Hodgkins lymphoma, a lose of strength in our muscles, unexplained 
chronic pain, and worst of all, our children born with terrible birth defects, we wondered 
why. There was no family history. Then it occurred to us. We remember how we saw the 
perimeter of our bases defoliated.  Why didn’t it seem strange to us at the time that in a 
tropical climate nothing grew in those barren areas along the perimeter where we stood 
watch, not even during the monsoons. We had been exposed to Agent Orange no 
different than those in Vietnam were. In filing our claims with the VA, the agency charged 
with providing our nation’s compassion and care to its veterans, we found the lies had 
beaten us there. “We never sprayed Agent Orange in Thailand, and since you did not 
serve in Vietnam, you do not qualify for compensation.” Again we were victim of the line 
on the map. Again we were told, “You and your service do not count.”  
 
It is said that time heals all wounds, but that is as big a misconception as the age old 
saying, “sticks and stones may break my bones, but names will never hurt me.” Names 
do hurt, a hurt that is as deep as an ocean and lasts, as the river is long. The only thing 
time does allow us is to reunite with our band of brothers, supporting and reassuring one 
another in our shared knowledge of reality. It helps us understand that in the end, what 
others may think of our service to our nation is not important. Rather, we reassure one 
another that the truth lies in our own heart and soul, that we served with honor, and in so 
doing, we will truly “Take Care of Our Own.” 

 













































EXHIBIT 7 
 

VETERANS SURVEY & TESTIMONIES 



William G Wigginton, Jr.       
                          
Service Branch: U.S. Air Force     
Korat Royal Thai Air Force Base, 388th Security Police Squadron K9    
Dates: From   December 22, 1971              To: December 21, 1972    
   
 I worked K9 posts on main base, fuel depot and at the Munitions Storage 
Area located five miles off base.  The majority of the K9 posts had vegetation that 
was always minimal and sparse.  When every other place on the base and off, 
the vegetation grew like wildfire, and had to be kept trimmed and mowed every 
week.  I never, ever saw any crews mowing the K9 posts or inside or outside of 
the perimeter fences.  However, I did see crews spraying these areas from a 2-½ 
truck with a tank and sprayer attached.  I remember a slight chemical smell 
whenever it rained, and when it was really dry and the wind kicked up any dirt. 
As a K9 handler, my job was to be on that post anywhere from 8 to 12 hours, 
sundown to sunup, no matter what the weather.  If there was any chemicals used 
as defoliants, the K9 troops and their dogs came into contact with this substance 
almost every day of our year assignment, and we walked in it, it permuted our 
clothes, our dogs had it all over them, and since we gave our dogs a lot of 
attention and praise, our hands were constantly in contact with them.  When it 
rained, either a small amount, or during the monsoon period, we walked in water 
saturated with these chemicals, our dogs were soaked with it.  During this period, 
it was not uncommon for the K9 troops to have water soaked clothing and gear 
for up to 12 to 14 hours a day, and the chemicals in this water from the ground, 
soaked into our skin for this time period.  Typical K9 troops worked a 9 on and 2 
off schedule.  Which means that out of 365 days in Thailand, about 290 or so 
days were spent on these K9 posts. 
The K9 troops by far spent much more time in contact with the ground, and any 
chemicals that were used to keep the vegetation low, much more than any other 
U.S. Air Force personnel on base.  And not only did we have to deal with this, we 
also were exposed almost every day to malathion, which we used to clean the 
kennels, sprayed the kennel areas, the training areas, the areas around the 
kennels, dipped our dogs in, etc… 
 
I have been diagnosed with Type 2 Diabetes about two years ago.  



 
Dennis Oliver 
 
I Dennis Oliver do hereby give accurate testimony to what I am about to say. 
 
I was stationed at Korat, Thailand, from December 1966 to December 1967. I 
was assigned to the 388th MMS. Working both on base and at the Munitions 
Storage Area located off base. 
 
I witnessed 55-gallon drums, stored in our revetments. Witnessed 55-gallon 
drums, being loaded on cargo planes.  
 
I observed barren land; through out the base complex and at least 500 ft. passed 
the perimeter. No vegetation was visible. During monsoon season, the ground 
was covered in boot swallowing mud, necessitating the need to use 
the boardwalks.  
 
I affirm that the photo below of the Korat MSA Perimeter, taken in 1970, shows 
the same cleared perimeter that existed during my tour of 1966 – 1967 when I 
was at.  
 
 

 
 

 
 



James T. Strickland 
 
 

I was stationed at Korat AFB Thailand from March 1969 thru March 1970. During 
this period of time, the Munitions "Storage Area (MSA), located approximate 5 to 7 
miles from the base, never had foliage for 100 feet, both outside and inside, the 
perimeter fence. The inside was defoliated for over a 100 plus feet from the fence 
up to, but did not include, the bomb revetments since the grass/foliage was 
necessary to prevent soil erosion of the revetments.  
One night I watched a pair of tigers stroll casually along the perimeter fence. The 
earth was so void of foliage, I could later easily follow their tracks in the dirt. On 
several occasions during the course of my tour, I observed the paths left in the dirt 
made by snakes that had previously crawled through the area. 
In short, one could observe anything large or small, walking or crawling, for 
approximately a 100 feet beyond the perimeter fence and even farther inside the 
fence. Though this site was located in a tropical jungle where foliage grew at an 
incredible rate, this area was perpetually barren turf! It was consistently either mud 
or dust. 
  
Other sites within the Korat Air base perimeter that I specifically recall being treated 
either in December of 1969 or early January 1970, were the K9 posts inside the 
taxi and runway. The foliage promptly died and crackled when walked upon. It had 
an extremely strong chemical smell for days, if not weeks. The stench was so 
strong I used to wonder if it would adversely affect my dogs' ability to make a scent 
detection. The other K9 post was, I believe either Kilo 9 or 14. It was located off 
the runway up along the perimeter fence line toward town. The entire post was 
originally triple canopied forest with huge trees, second level growth and then 
another layer of heavy ground brush. It was a very isolated post that no one 
desired to "pull". This post, and the others adjoining it, was totally defoliated during 
the same period of time. There was absolutely no living foliage remaining and the 
entire area smelled exceptionally strong with the same nauseating chemical odor 
present at the other above described sites. During my remaining tour, these areas 
remained void of foliage. 
 
The above statements are true and I will testify to that fact. Terry Strickland 



James J. Stastny 
 
By my signature below I, James J. Stastny affirm that the information provided 
in this affidavit is my own personal testimony and is being provided of my own 
free will, without inducements or coercion. The account of events provided is an 
accurate presentation of the experiences I witnessed while serving at Korat 
Royal Thai Air Force Base. 
 
United States Air Force  
Korat RTAFB 
From: May, 1970 To: May, 1971 
 
Statement: 
 During my tour of duty at Korat RTAFB from 1970 to 1971 I recall a very 

interesting phenomena that took place along the perimeter of the base, where 
we sentry-dog handlers patrolled.  Each evening we rotated from post to post, 
receiving a different assignment for each tour of duty.  One evening I patrolled 
a particular area.  I had been there on many other occasions.  It was along 
the perimeter, just inside the security fence.  Behind me, some distance 
away, was what we called the flight line.  Between the flight line and me was 
heavy vegetation that provided cover.  A short time later, after having worked 
other posts, I went back to the area in question.  To my utter amazement I 
discovered that all the vegetation was gone.  The reasons why this sticks out 
so strongly in my memory are: 1) I couldn’t understand who would make such 
an idiotic decision to remove the cover that stood between the jungle outside 
the perimeter and the Security Police patrolling the area.  Now we were sitting 
ducks as the lights of the base silhouetted us as we walked our assignments.  
I thought, “Great, now we’re targets in a shooting gallery.”  2) I was astounded 
that the vegetation had so quickly disappeared.  I saw nothing that would 
explain it to me. 

 
Current Health Issues 
: 
 For quite some time I have experienced a lot of pain and stiffness in my 

bodies soft tissues (muscles).  Only recently (the last few years) have I 
complained to any doctors.  When I do, they all ask the same question: “Were 
you exposed to Agent Orange, or any other chemicals.”  The only ones I can 
think of are Agent Orange and Malathion, in which we would periodically 
immerse our dogs to kill tick, and was sprayed out on the perimeter to kill 
mosquitoes. 



John Powell  
 
Service Branch: Air Force   
Installation Korat Thailand  
From August 1968   To: August 1969  

 
I saw the area sprayed behind the engine test cell when we were placing trip 
flares in a wooded area and in an area that the Japanese built barracks in World 
War 2. The bomb dump in side and the perimeter when sprayed with something, 
as grass never grew there. 
 
 
Michael Balash  
 
U.S. Air Force  
Korat, Thailand  
From March 1970  To: Jan  1972  
  

The areas I remember the most of not having foliage grow were the perimeter of 
the base and the perimeter of the bomb dump.  Other areas that were not 
growing back were areas on the flight line and around it.  In the entire 19 months 
I was there, no vegetation grew back in these areas that I patrolled.  Areas 
directly beyond the fence line that may not have been necessary to be sprayed 
with a defoliant were excessively vegetated as would be expected in that type of 
climate. 
 
Type 2 Diabetes (Diabetes mellitus) – Diagnosed Nov. 1996 I have no family 
history of diabetes 
 
 
 



Dale E. Everson 
 
Branch of Service:  USAF 
 
Takhli Royal Thai Air Base, Thailand 
From 12/22/66 To 8/1/67 
  
  
I landed at Takhli and Udorn.  It struck me as strange that these bases were in a 
jungle area and yet little if anything grew on the bases.  I have sent emails to all 
the military engineering associations I can find asking any civil engineers that 
served in Thailand during the period 1962-1975 to contact me. 
 
 
James Trapp  
 
Witness Affidavit 

 
I, James Trapp, served in the United States Air Force at Takhli Royal Thai Air Force Base, 
Thailand from October 1966 through October 1967 were I was assigned duties in a base 
warehouse processing equipment and supplies. We had l received an item of equipment that 
was classified and was required to be covered, but was not. I searched for the cover and under it 
were 40 barrels with green tops and white numbers 2,4,5-T. Over the course of my tour I 
witnessed additional barrels of 2,4,5-T process through the warehouse as well as barrels with 
the numbers 2,4,5-D or 0. They also had white destination labels signifying they were for the 
315th A/C Sq. 
 
 
Sincerely 
James Trapp   
 

 



Marty McCauley    
     
  
USAF  
Takhli RTAFB  
From Nov-1973 To: Aug-1974  

 
Around the Bomb Dump and the Base Perimeter there were many areas that 
vegetation did not grow. These areas were where the K-9 units patrolled. At the 
CE compound they stored pallets with 55 gal drums with orange stripes on them. 
Just before we closed the base these barrels disappeared. 
 
 
David L. Wharton  
 
United States Air Force                                    
Nakhon Phanom Royal Thai Air Force Base  
From: April 11, 1974 To April 11, 1975                               
 
TDY Location:  
Korat Royal Thai Air Force Base  
From Approx. September 1,1974 To Approx. November 22,1974      
                      
I witnessed Defoliation Spraying Activities around the perimeter at NKP air base 
from time to time. I worked on the 21ST SOS CH53 Helicopters and the 56TH 
SOW/SOL OV10 Bronco aircraft as a Jet Engine Mechanic and I remember 
witnessing from time to time Defoliation spraying around the base perimeter. I 
would see this as I worked on the aircraft and drove up and down our flight line 
with other mechanics in our 56TH CAMS work van. I saw drums behind an 
enclosed fence area on NKP Base and this most likely was the defoliant storage 
area. The defoliant spraying was done by hand held and truck spraying usually in 
the evening hours. I mostly worked the 7pm-7am shift. The whole perimeter at 
NKP looked like it had been defoliated. Also in between the main runway and the 
taxiway always looked like the perimeter after the defoliations. 
 
While stationed TDY at Korat RTAFB-Thailand I saw the perimeter and it looked 
like what our perimeter at NKP looked like after defoliation.  
 
Type 2 Diabetes (Diabetes mellitus).YES 
  



Robert P. Lappin 
 
USAF  
 2nd Assignment 
Nakhon Phanom  
From Jan 68 To: Jan 69  

  
During my first tour I frequently flew missions targeted to fly air cover for 123’s 
dropping Agent Orange. Also we flew missions to check the results, many times 
flying low over the drop area. 
  
During my second tour as a FAC at NKP many times I flew missions over 
defoliated areas. I also crash landed an O-2 in Laos. 
  
I have been diagnosed with enphasyma  
 
  
ROMEO H. SINGLETON 
 
USAF  
NKP, RTAFB  
From   DEC 73 To: DEC 74  

 
WHAT I CAN REMEMBER SEEING WHILE STATIONED AT NKP RTAFB, WAS 
THE OUTLYING AREA OF THE BASE WAS DEFOLIATED LIKE IT HAD BEEN 
SPRAYED. DIDN’T SEE ANY DRUMS, MACHINES OR PERSONNEL 
ACTIVELY SPRAYING.  
 
Type 2 Diabetes (Diabetes mellitus) Diagnosed after retirement in 1986, (approx) 
at Cannon AFB, NM. No known family illness to the best of my knowledge. As far 
as I can ascertain no other medical test for this condition was performed. 

 
Other Health Issues   HTN  (VA Comp 10%) 
 



Sidney S. Chancellor 
 
U. S. Army  
Sakon Nakhon, Thailand 
561st Engineers(Construction)   
From June 1967 To: Dec 1967 and From: May 1968 To: November 1968   
 
TDY Nakhon Phanom Air Base                                   
2nd Platoon, 561stEngineers (Construction) 
Dates; From Dec 1967 To: May 1968  
  
TDY:  Outside Korat (Couldn't find name on map) 
561st Engineers (Construction)  
Dates; From: November 1968 To August 1969 (ETS out) 
 
We used a chemical spray during road construction to clear foliage so that we 
could build culverts for roads near Sakon Nakhon.  When my platoon was TDY to 
NKP we had to build perimeter fences and the Air Force provided the spray 
material to remove the foliage so that the fences could be built.  Chemicals were 
stored in containers with orange stripes and we mixed the chemical with diesel 
fuel and loaded the mixture into a large tank mounted trailer that was pulled 
by an air compressor truck to spray the materials.  This would have occurred 
from June 1967 to November 1968. There was another chemical spray that was 
used by GIs and locals hired by the military to spray around all of the buildings, 
hooches and all other facilities. I am not sure what the spray contained; however, 
it is possible it was Malathion. 



Timothy Potter 
  
Air Force  
Ubon RTAB  
From: May 1969 To: Aug 1970   
  
After a sapper attack in July 1969, all foliage around the base, in front of 
perimeter and behind perimeter, was either cut or sprayed. New fences were put 
up (concertina wire) and machine gun bunkers installed. Foliage was kept short 
from that point on, just don’t know if it was sprayed or cut. I do know that there 
was an area, as you look down the runway, at the end and to the right that was 
used for dumping contaminated fuels and chemicals. My Sentry Dog, Duke 
56M9, was confined to the kennels for a week, because of reaction to chemicals 
in that area, on the pads of his feet. I had to use another dog (Bullet) for that 
period of time.  
  
 
 
Rodger Fausey  
 
USAF  
Ubon Royal Thai Air Base  
From 12/1968 To: 12/ 1969  
 
Nahkon Phanom (NKP)  
From 8/ 1970 To: 8/1971  

 
There was no vegetation growing anywhere on the base and the trees that were 
on both the bases were dead. I also remember seeing the Air America people on 
our base at NKP in their denim type flight suits. On both bases there was mostly 
sand and very little grass growing. I always thought that was strange considering 
off basis there were trees and grass everywhere. The only place where I 
remember grass was around the base chapel at Ubon Royal Thai Air Base.   
 
Type 2 Diabetes (Diabetes mellitus) 12/ 2001 



James Ziats  
 
USAF Sgt-E4  
Ubon, Thailand  
From March 1970 To: March 1971  
 

I never saw anything growing in the perimeter fence line. It looked like a dessert 
the whole time I was there. There was everything growing beyond the perimeter 
and after it but nothing in between. 
 
 
John T. Kammer  
  
US Air Force 
U-Tapao RTNB, Thailand 
Security Police- K-9 Dog Handler 
From Aug 1969 To: Aug 1970 

  
  
During my year as a sentry dog handler 1969/1970, much of the defenses along 
the perimeter road area were upgraded.  The perimeter was widened.  Areas of 
trees and brush along the perimeter road were removed to do this. I was on the 
perimeter only during the night.  I didn’t see what base engineers did during the 
day. 

  
Non-Hodgkin's Lymphoma  I was diagnosed with Non-Hodgkin’s Lymphoma on 
December 19, 1975 at Thomas Jefferson Hospital in Philadelphia, PA.  A couple 
years of chemotherapy and cobalt treatments followed.  No one in my family ever 
had, or heard of, lymphoma prior to my illness. 

  
 
Joseph Provost 
 
US Air Force 
U-Tapao RTNAB 
From October 1969 To:  October 1970 

 
While stationed at U-Tapao, I was quartered in what was called the Mod 
Barracks, which were a pre-fabricated, 2 story structure.  In an area, between the 
Barracks and the Barbed Wire fence line and the fence line and the Jungle was 
just a barren dirt area, very unusual.   
 
The areas surrounding the B-52 parking areas, spot V-1 and along J row towards 
the runway were barren and empty also. 



 
I remember seen small tanks on trailers being pull buy pick-up trucks driving 
perimeter roads, behind the revetments but don’t believe I saw them actively 
spraying. 
 
I do vividly remember a sprayer being pulled buy a pickup truck driving around 
the base, around sundown, in all areas, spraying for what was claimed to be 
mosquitoes   
 
While stationed at U-Tapao, both hands became grossly infected with some type 
of fungus looking warts.  At my next duty station, I sought medical treatment for 
this problem, because they were increasing and becoming larger.  At Wurtsmith 
AFB these were diagnosed as Parauyclual and Peruingual Warts. Some of these 
were removed surgically and other burned off using Liquid Nitrogen. 
 
After returning from U-Tapao, I also developed a skin problem, of acne in the 
area between my lower abdonime and knees, but only when the weather is hot 
and humid.  
My family doctor, 30 years ago suggested that I wear only 100% cotton 
undergarments, us an anti-bacterial soap and powder the area frequently with a 
medicated powder. 
 
I never gave it any thought that this could be related 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
 
 
 

























































































































EXHIBIT 11 
Military Working Dogs That Served in Thailand 

1968 - 1976 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



USAF MILITARY WORKING DOGS IN THAILAND 1968-1976 
 
The listing of dogs on the following pages has been compiled through records 

that we have been able to obtain and an extensive effort to locate the men who 

handled them. The following are qualifiers concerning the information provided. 

 

BRAND/NAMES - Like their predecessors, the dogs of the Vietnam Era were 

obtained from the general public who donated or sold their pets to the nation’s 

defense effort. Upon entry into the military, the dogs were given a serial or brand 

number consisting of three numeric and one alpha character that was tattooed in 

the ear of the dog. When assigned to a base the dogs were recorded on the base 

equipment inventories by their brand number. Their names were not used. The 

records we were able to obtain of the dogs that were sent to Thailand provide the 

brand numbers and the handlers assigned to the dog. We have obtained the 

names through an effort to locate the handlers. We have found that what 

information was provided on brand numbers and handlers was very accurate, but 

not complete. The handlers we have located have informed us of dogs’ names 

whose brand number was not on the list. Because handlers remember their dogs 

by their names they rarely have information about brand numbers. We have 

some dogs listed by name, but without brand numbers. In such cases we have 

done our best to verify information on dog’s names by more than one person. 

When brand numbers are not known we included the name of handler of the dog 

when ever possible. 

 

EARLY LOSSES - If a dog died prior to the base closing the necropsy report and 

the dog's records were immediately returned to the United States. The necropsy 

report was sent to the Armed Forces Institute of Pathology in Washington, D.C. 

The dogs other records were sent to the Military Dog Center at Lackland Air 

Force Base, TX and the dog was removed from the base inventory list. The 

documentation we were able to obtain was primarily the inventory of dogs at the 

time of the base closing; therefore those dogs that were killed in combat action, 

or died from other causes were not included in the documentation we received. 



The information we have on those dogs has been obtained from the handlers 

assigned to the base K-9 units at the time of the dog's death. 

 

Credits - The listing of the dogs and brand numbers provided below has been 

developed through the dedicated efforts of Bill Cummings, a retired Maryland 

State Police Officer who served with the 635th Security Police Squadron, K-9 

Section, U-Tapao RTNAB from 1970 through 1971. Mr. Cummings' diligent 

efforts were complimented by former Vietnam K-9 Veterans who joined the effort 

to search for other men and obtain more information on the dogs, names, and 

brand numbers. This search has been a labor of love conducted to honor the 

memory of those dogs that had protected us at the cost of their own lives. It was 

not developed for the purpose of this report, but is considered to be an invaluable 

resource given the evidence the dogs surrendered in their death.  

 

The following symbols have been used by dogs names to designate special 

notations: 

 

♦ = Killed in Combat Action 

◊ = Wounded in Combat Action 

▼ = Died before base closing see remarks section for cause 

 

DOGS OF DON MUANG RTAFB 

Dog Name Brand Remarks 
 Shep 80M3   
Duke 571M   
Lux 2B47   
Mr. Misty XM851  Served first at Korat RTAFB 
 



DOGS OF KORAT RTAFB 
 

Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Bill OK19   
Blackie X850   
Boots 645M   
Brandy X422   
Buck V031   
Bullet 0M24   
Bullet Y028   
Casey 3M89   
Cedrick 27M9   
Champ 85X7   
▼ Chigger 8A17  Killed by handler 1969 Handler Court Marshaled 
Clipper 65M5   
Cochise UNK Handled by James Hazelton 1975-1976 
Duchess UNK Handled by Rick Galbraith 1968-1969 
Duke M392   
Fritz 646M   
George 01X1   
Grey 637M   
Hansi M542   
Heineken V001   
Herman 05M0   
Joe 6M43   
Kiko X092   
King 754A   
Lex-Loci X075   
Lighting 77A2   
Lobo 17M4   
Lucky 95M5   
Major V040   
Major X138   
Major 5M??   
Marcus UNK Handled by Guy Prango 1968-1969 
Morris UNK Handled by James Hazelton 1975-1976 
Nondo UNK   
Nemo V010   
Poncho 42M8   
Prince 18M5   
Prince 839X   



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Prince 83M7   
Prince UNK Handled by Jerry Robertson 1973-1974 
Reggie 09X7   
Rebel 48M2   
Rex UNK   
Rex 7A98   
Rex M704   
Rover M610   
Salvador 71M1   
Sam 46M4   

Sam 983M 
Korat & Takhli and Returned to Lackland MWD 
Center 1975-76 

Sarge 617X   
Shadow X117   
Smokey 23M2   
Smokey 41A0   
Smokey X939   
Sport 66M2   
Static UNK   
Stony 114M   
Teddy 36X8   
Tuck X065 Also Served at Don Muang 
▼ Tuffy X446 Killed by handler 1969 Handler Court Marshaled 
Unknown 039M    
Unknown 0K73   
Unknown 109M   
Unknown 13A4   
Unknown 20M0    
Unknown 20M8   
Unknown 3M59    
Unknown 42M8   
Unknown 5F17   
Unknown 5K60   
Unknown 5K79    
Unknown 6K60   
Unknown 70M6   
Unknown 77M2   
Unknown 7A56   
Unknown 7M01    
Unknown 85M7   



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Unknown 8A14   
Unknown 8A42   
Unknown 8A63   
Unknown 8X96    
Unknown 983M   
Unknown A745   
Unknown M124   
Unknown M689   
Unknown M701   
Unknown M904    
Unknown S790    
Unknown S990   
Unknown X380    
Unknown X437   
Unknown X613   
Unknown Z356    
Wolfgang Rango 02M0  

 



 
DOGS OF NAKHOM PHANOM 

 
Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Ango 0K31   

♦ Beno Unk KIA in Laos on a downed aircraft recovery incident 
in 1969 

Bosco V028   
Briska S521   
Bruno X987   
Chedder 9M29   
Chips W190   
Cindy M427   
Dante 632M Also Served at Takhli 
Duke 2S66   
Duke 3X58   
Duke 50X4   
Duke V030   
Duke X651   
Frey 0H49   
Hitler UNK   
Ingred 53M7   
King 56M2   
Kurt 23M5   
Nick 523M Also Served at Ubon 
Nickie M310   
Pig 61M8   
Ranger UNK   
Sam 66A7 Also Served at U-Tapao  
Satan 27M8   
Smokey 04X6   
Sport 831X   
Tag X933   
Teddy 60M6   
Teneg T012   
Thor 452M   
Thor UNK Handled by Robert Miller 1973 
Tina M777   
Unknown 014A    
Unknown 0H59    
Unknown 0M09    



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Unknown 0X04    
Unknown 0X14    
Unknown 14M9    
Unknown 17X3    
Unknown 1M85   
Unknown 1S76    
Unknown 27M8   
Unknown 2S41    
Unknown 30M4    
Unknown 310M    
Unknown 33M1    
Unknown 38M1    
Unknown 3A61  Also Served at Don Muang and  Korat 

Unknown 3M14  Also Served at Korat and Takhli Returned to 
Lackland MWD Center 1975-76 

Unknown 3M60    
Unknown 429M    
Unknown 45M4   
Unknown 465M    
Unknown 46M9    
Unknown 48M1    
Unknown 571M   
Unknown 61M7    
Unknown 64M6    
Unknown 714X    
Unknown 73X8    
Unknown 755X    
Unknown 75X8    
Unknown 910X    
Unknown 91X8    
Unknown K063    
Unknown M666    
Unknown M961    
Unknown S727    
Unknown S990    
Unknown V011    
Unknown V028    
Unknown X178    
Unknown X724    



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Unknown X787    
Unknown X511    
Unknown X812    
Unknown X918    
Unknown X928   
Unknown X934    
Unknown X962    
Unknown X987    
Unknown Z183    
Unknown Z353    

 



DOGS OF TAKHLI RTAFB 
 

Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Baron UNK   
Big Foot 32X4 Also Served at 6499 Provisional Sq 
Brandy UNK   
Bruno 32M2   
Bullet X762 Also Served at Ubon 
Charlie 2M45   
Chiko 3M59   
Duke UNK   
Harras K051   
Joey UNK Handled by Fred Czekanski 1972 
King UNK   
Prince 51X9   
Prince UNK   
Smokey 392A   
Steed UNK Handled by Robert Collie 1972 
Stoney 047M   
Thor X198 Also Servied at Nakhom Phanom (NKP) 
Tina UNK   
UNK 004M    
UNK 04X6    
UNK 0K63    
UNK 0X04    
UNK 109M    
UNK 16A0    
UNK 1X08    
UNK 21M7    
UNK 22A8    
UNK 2X27    
UNK 30M4    
UNK 3M60    
UNK 3X98    
UNK 458M    
UNK 4B07    
UNK 4M35    
UNK 54X6    
UNK 571M   
UNK 632M    



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
UNK 77A2    
UNK 7A56    
UNK 83X6    
UNK 86M7   
UNK 898A    
UNK 983M    
UNK A595    
UNK K002  Also Served at Don Muang and Korat 
UNK M151    
UNK M244    
UNK M261    
UNK X415    
UNK X610    
UNK X742   
UNK X768    
UNK X826    
UNK X917    
 



DOGS OF UBON RTAFB 
 

Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Aard OE68   
Baron 279M   
Big Foot UNK   
Bobo UNK   
Champ UNK   
Chin UNK   
Cindy 280X   
Darin 98A6   
Denny X606   
Duchess 6X06   
Duke 52M2   
Duke 56M9   
Duke 8M55   
Duke X601   
Fritz M272   
Fritz X7O4   
General 6A39   
Gray X769   
Hasso 0K69 Also Served at Udorn, and U-Tapao 
Hasso K098   
Hunce 4M35 Also Served at Takhli 
◊ Jody 89X1 Wounded in Action   1/13/70 

♦ King  A642 Killed in Action 1/13/70 
Klu 97M7   

Major 27M7 
Served at Cam Ranh Bay (The only dog known 
to have served in both Thailand and Vietnam) 

Major 4A78   
Matchless X860   
Moose 000A   
Mushy 61X4   
Nick A163   
Otto 283M   
Pep  41M7   
Prinz K080   
Ranger 861X   
Rebel 7M98   
Rex M261   



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Rico 3X64   
Rinny 53X4   
Sam UNK   
◊ Sheaffer X846 Wounded in Action 7/28/69 
Shep  X789   
Smokey X910   
Spice 0M86   
Sport  69X3   
Teke V070   
Unknown 068M   
Unknown 0K19   
Unknown 0K45   
Unknown 112A   
Unknown 18M6   
Unknown 1X90   
Unknown 27M3   
Unknown 27M8   
Unknown 2M45   
Unknown 329M   
Unknown 335M   
Unknown 361M   
Unknown 45M1   
Unknown 46M1   
Unknown 48X3   
Unknown 4B06   
Unknown 4M83   
Unknown 51X8   
Unknown 527M   
Unknown 5A95   
Unknown 644A   
Unknown 661M   
Unknown 668X   
Unknown 68M0   
Unknown 6K60   
Unknown 77X7   
Unknown 7A81   
Unknown 7A93   
Unknown 7M96   
Unknown 8A25   



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Unknown 8A63   
Unknown 98A6   
Unknown 9A74   
Unknown 9M60   
Unknown 9M79   
Unknown 9M86   
Unknown A864   
Unknown A866   
Unknown M244   
Unknown M261   
Unknown M301   
Unknown M831   
Unknown S731   
Unknown S845   
Unknown S990   
Unknown X150   
Unknown X338   
Unknown X415   
Unknown X505   
Unknown X705   
Unknown X762   
Willy 51X8   
Wolf 879M   
Zeus 7A29   

 



DOGS OF UDORN RTAFB 
 

Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Bebe UNK Handled by William Holmes 
Bollie 590M   
Brix 636A   
Chen 659M   
Chico UNK Handled by Richard Maurer 1969 
Chief Z002   
Chris 77M3   
Count M952   
Duke 7A46   
Duke 8A65  May Have Served in Operation Safeside 
Duke X093   
Duke UNK Handled by Patrick Fagan Jr 1947 
Dunker 38M7   
Eric 4M81   
Fritz 8M31   
Hans UNK Handled by William Holmes 
Keyto UNK   
King UNK   
Larvick UNK Handled by James Shingler 1970 
Lucky 51X9 Also Served At Takhli 
Mac ("Big Mac") UNK Handled by Curtis Daniel, Jr. 1971 
Major UNK Handled by Stephen Crane 1969 
Max K000   
Mickey 1A88   
Mike M930   
Poco UNK   
Pombo UNK Handled by David Everett 1974 
Prince 4S00   
Prince 563M Also Served At Ubon 
Prince 8A66   
Prince UNK Handled by Robert Furchner 1975 
Rabbit M083   
Rebel 112A   
Reggie 09X7   
Reggie 09X7   
Rex 528M   
Rowdy 65X9   



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Sargent 4M59   
Sargent X403   
Shawnee A840   
Sheba 7X54   
Shep UNK Handled by Gregory Allen 1975 
Tarzan K053   
Thor 76M5   
Timmy 47X0   
Tiny 31M7   
Toni 4A93   
Unknown M692   
Unknown 03M2    
Unknown 03M6    
Unknown 0X83    
Unknown 12M3    
Unknown 14M0   
Unknown 1M32    
Unknown 29M1   
Unknown 4M07   
Unknown 4M70    
Unknown 5A60    
Unknown 6K88    
Unknown 6X33    
Unknown 7M29    
Unknown 86A7    
Unknown 8M31   
Unknown 90M1    
Unknown A575    
Unknown M083   
Unknown M449   
Unknown X166    
Unknown X263    
Unknown X917    
Unknown X921    
Valentine UNK Ron Stewart 1968 
Vic X823   

 
 



DOGS OF U-TAPAO RTNAB 
 

Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Ali UNK Handled by Emile David 1970-1971 
Arry 0K33   
Bang UNK   
Blaze 88A0   
Boise 36M6   
Boots Y313   
▼ Brutus  X321 Euthanized 1971 due to sever hip displasia 
Bullet 1M95   
Buster 3X71   
Chief A595   
Coffee 903M   
Diablo M543   
Dino 968M Also Served At Don Muang 
Duke 62M7   
Duke W297   
Ed 53M4   
Eric 861A   
Ford UNK   
Frank UNK   
Fred UNK   
Fritz UNK   
G.I. 798A   

Girl UNK 
Handled by Bob Ebersole 1968-69 and Ernest Kuhns 
1971-72 

Gretchen 63M5   
Griff UNK   
Hasso 0K69   
Heidi D038   
Hitler UNK   
Hombre 412M   
Jerry X561   
King 0A07   
King 271X   
King 41M3   
King 4S16   
King 66X0   
King 674A   



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
King 72X5   
Kriss 72X5   
Lucky 9M18   
Mac 3M72   
Mac 7X34   
Major 4X08   
Major UNK   
Major 053M   
Marc UNK Handled by Gary Herbert 1972-1973 
Max UNK Handled by Gary Coe 1973 
Mike M406   
Mike X054   
Mister 63M8   

Moose 
UNK 

Handled by Gary Adams 1974-75 and Larry Haynie 
1975-76 

Navigator M828   
▼ Nero UNK Died in kennel accident 1969 
Pistol 540M   
Poncho 96M9   
Prince 264X   
Prince 606M   
Prince 8M59   
Puppy II X821   
Rebel 8M12 Also Served At Don Muang & Ubon 
Rex 0H23   
Rex 675X   
Rex 9A77   
Ringo 5X46   
Rinny 83M1   
Ripper UNK Handled by Joe Yutzy 1974-75 
Rolphe 68X0   
Rusty 88M7   
Senta 891A   
Sam 66A7   
Shadow UNK   
Shannon 37M4   
Shannon M868   
Shep 69M1   
Smokey UNK Handled by Richard Vivio 1970-72 



Dog Name Brand Remarks 
Smokey X008   
Smokey X430   
Sport 3K04   
Tarzan X810   
Ted M201   
Thomas UNK Handled by Laszio Korosi 1975-76 
Thor S497   
Thunder 678M   
Thunder X912   
Tiger 9A57   
Tiki 6X69   
Tiki 7A19   
Trazen 392A   
Trojan M553   
Troy 7A52   
Whitey 18M3   
Zorro X193   
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