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DISCLAIMER

Thi1s research report represents the views of the
author and does not necessarily reflect the official pasit-
ion of the Air War College or the Lepartment of the Air
Force. In accordance with Air Force Regulation 110-8, it is
not copvyrighted, but is the property of the United States
Govarnment.

Loan copies of this document may be obtained throuah
the inter]xbrarQ 1oan desk qf Air University, Maxwell Air
Force Base. Alabama 35112-5564 (telephone: [205] 293-7223 or

AUTOVON 8795~7223) .
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AIR WAR COLLEGE RESEARCH REFORT ABSTRACT
TITLE : Combat Search And Rescue - Military Stepchiid
Author: John R. Bone, Commander, USNR
S The thesis aof this paper is the analysis of the
value of combat search and rescue (CSAR) as a warfighting
asset illustrated in the history of its develooment.

The mission aof CSAR in Vietnam was ultimatelv a
successful one due primarily to the experience derived from
on¥the—job trainina, and the recoanition by field commanders
of 1ts importance. However, initial efforts to perform the
missiaon resulted in numerous failures because of the lack of
hindsight and foresight of senior war planners. In the
ensuing vears following the YVietnam Conflict, the follow-on
training, practice, and development of combat search and
rescue has dwindled to the point of being inconsequentiatl.
The corporate knowledge gained in Vietnam is over twenty
vears old. It would seem prudent therefore, to have drawn
from that experience during those years to produce and main-
tain a modern, ready CS5AR force in the Air Force and Navy
rather than to have ignored it. Will the eircrews in anvy
future conflict have to learn how to rescue, and be rescued,

on the job again? <iﬂ‘/-3,,
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BIOGRAFHICAL SKETCH

Commander John R. Rone (BR.S., Universitv of West
Florida) became involved in Navy Combat Search and Rescue in
its infancy while serving in Helicopter Combat Support
Squadrons One, Five. and Seven. He was an aircraft comman-
der fiying HC-7’s HH-3A “Big Mothers" in Southeast Asia. and
he trained rescue crews while assigned to HC-S in Southern
California. Following the Vietnam Conflict, he was assigned
as operations officer for the Navy‘s first, and only train-
ing squadron for station search and rescue, flying the
HH-446. It was during this tour that he was awarded a peace-
time air medal for performing as a crewmember on a reécue
that was declared the Rescue of the Year by the Navy Heli-
cooter Association. Commander Bone is a graduate of tﬁe Air

War Colleqe, class of 1988.
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CHAFTER ONE

Introduction

There have been numerous articles and service school
DAPRErs written on varlous aspects of the mission of combat
search and rescue. It 18 a subgect that can be clinically
2.aiuvated or passionatelv extolled, This service school
opabar will avamine technical and professional facets of the
miszion Jurina its develobment and use in recent historv,
and the substarntial barrierz that mysteriously continue to
hamper that develaoment. An emphasis will be placed on the
J.5. Navv’s role 1in combat search and rescue, with the
understanding, however, that the U.S. Air Force has been the
orimaryv practitioner. This examination will attempt to be

clinical, and will undoubtedlv be passionate.

craracter. portraved by William Holden, had to bail out of
his strichken fighter after being hit by hostile fire from
tre North roreans. Once on the ground, he had no alterna-
tive but to evade enemy forces until a resetue could be
atf=cted bv his shipmates. The remainder of his squadron
who parti1cioated in the mission observed his successful
Tancina, relaved his oroblem and location via radio to the
aircrat+t carrier, and provided air cover to delav his

1
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d1s3aver. by the MNortn Kor=2ans,

Michkeyv Roqnev and Earl Holliman were the fearless.,
eagzr crew Of the rescue helicopter disvatched from the
shi1o. Fivina an underpowered. unarmored, and unarmed
machine, theyv bravelv entered the fray with onlv one goail in
mind .Yand that was to rescue the pilot and return him saftelv
to the shig. and ultimatelv., to his wife and two kids.

Lnfortunatelv, the fighters flving cover eventually
had to leave the.scene because of fuel needs. The rescue
helicopter arrived shortly thereafter and was immediately
disablied bv the small arms fire of the converging enemy
soldiers. 0One crewman was slain at the helicopter while the
other raced to the ditch where Bill Holden was hiding. They
were both eventually shot and killed. The movie ended with
the American admiral standina on the bridage of.the carrier,
looring at the sea, and saving, "From where do we aet such
man ™

The reason for recounting that bit of Hollywood
make-peiieve i1s that the essence of the scenario is not
make-bel ieve at all. The mission of search and rescue under
combat conditions was then, and remains now, an important
but dangerous one. The problems of successfulliv performing
it remain as prevalent todav as they did in the 1950’s. And

the reasons for those problems remain also.

o8]
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CHaFTER TWO

Search and rescue efforts were conducted in Worid
War Two with some dearee of success using assets that were
alreadv available for other missions. Submarines. surface

craft, and seaplanes participated in successful rescues at

i}
[

2a. The FBY-1 Catalina, & twin-engine. long range patrol
crart with a boat hull, proved very useful in recovering
downed airmen if¥ thev could be found. Submarines were, at
times., pra2oositioned in an area where a battle was planned.
ang served as the primary rescue vehicle.

Recoanition of the reauirement for a land rescue
vehicle 1ed to the development of Igor Sikorskv‘s heliconter
for that mission. The first U.S. squadron to use helicop-
ters in rescue operations, the 8th Emergency Rescue
Squadron., was formed in China in May ‘45, flyina the
Sikorsky R=6.1

In Korea. helicopters became more prevalent. The
small Sikorsky H-5 was instrumental in the medical evacu-

N
atian mission for the Army. The Air Force utilized the
venerabie H-19 and the fixed wing SA-16 for utility and
rescue mizsions. The Navy also used the H-5, the HU-2F, and

aventuallv the H-34,
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1z was aurina the korean Conflict that combat search
ang reaccux bv air made its first noticeable impact on senior
mititary and political leaders. The 3rd Rir Re;cue Squadron
was the rti1rst unit in the war to receive the Fresidential
tinit Citation, and, at the end of the war. unit members had
been awarded over 1,000 personal citations and commend-
ations .=~

[t was 1in korea, aisa. that Lieutenant Junior Grade
John Thornton became the first Navv helitopter rescue pilot
to be captured by the enemv when his aircraft ran-out of
tuel during a rescue mission. Lieutenant Thornton was a FOW
for over two vear's.3

At this same time, the helicopter was introduced in
Vietnam bv the French for medical evacuation purposes using
the Hiller 360, the H-S, and the H-19.% When U.S. Forces
became involved 1n that country, the Air Force put to good
use the nomely, but forgiving HH-43, the famous "Jollvy Green
3iant" HH-3. and the "Super Jollv Green Giant" HH-53.7 The
Army nertormed the majoritv of its rescue., exfiltration. and
meagev-ac missions with the ubiquitous. reliable H-1 "Huev"
whioh eventuallv became the most recognized siaht and sound
of the war. The Navv workhorses were the H-446., the H-2. and
the H-3. The Marines flew the H-34, H-46, H-1, H-53, agd

the AH-1 Cobra.
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fhav . Rescoue _Training

Lol

i3

Ticoopter Combat Sunport Sguadron One (HC-1) was
ore of th= oldest and 1argest sauadrons in the Navv in the
mic-"o0 =, It was ori1ginallv designated as a Ltility Heli-~
copter Sauadran (HU-1) and. i1nterestinaly. the helicopter
flown 1n the movie mentioned earlier belonged to HU-1. In
196>, th2 sguadron was manned. equipped, and tasked with
fiving tne following missions: combat search and rescue.
vertical reolenishment, minssweening, and Antarctic utility
missi1ons. The following aircraft were assigned: H-13,
H-15, H-2Z., H-46, and RH-3.

HC-1 was responsible for training crews to man six
operational detachments composed of four pilots and one H-2
helicopter each. for assignment to various destrovers
overatina off the coast of Vietnam. These crews were ithe
Navv’'s fircst aviators trained specificallv for the heli-
cooter combat search and rescue mission.

Based at Ream Field, located between San Diego and
Tiivana, Hi-1 trained combat pilots and aircrewmen in the
H-% Sea Sorite, an armored. sing1gfengine.*turbine—nowered
aircraftt manufactured by KAMAN. A major portion of the
si1xte2en weeks of pilot training was devoted to learning air-
cratt systems, around schocling, and flight instruction.
Faced with the possibility of being forced down themselves,
tre oi1lots spent five weeks 1n survival, evasion. resistance
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and 2scape trainina. One ot these weeks was spent at the
Naww ' s faormal survival schoaol in the mountaing at Warner
Sprrinas. California, 1e2earnina to live 1n hostile territory
witn A minimum of focd and water. The final part of that
waer was de2voted to learnina how to cope as a prisoner of
war under realistic circumstances. The final two weeks of
trainina was devoted to phvsical conditionina and hand-to-
harna combat i1nstruction.®

In 1967, because of i1ts cumbersome size. three naw
MNavyv sguadrons wera spawned from HC-1's assets., HC's -3, -5,
and -7. HC-3’s mission was vertical replenishment: HC-5
1nheritad the crew training mission: and HC-7 became the
Navv’s combat search and rescue sguadron.

The rescue aircrewman training syllabus at HC-5 was
certainly no less strenuous and encompassing than the
p1iots’ ., In some cases it was more so. The svllabus was
fourteen weeks long, consisting of three weeks of extensive
swimmina and first aid., two waeks of hand-to-hand combat.
one week of survival ftrainina. one week of niaht vision
1ingzctrination and combat D;stol instruction. three weeks of

piane captain and rescue crewman duties,., and finally, faour

wee. 3 gf fliaht trazninq.7
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Trra1ning was not Just releaated to the telicopter
crews, Un A p2rl1odlc basis, orior to deplovment. carrier
air winas would conaregate at the Navy Air Facility at
Falion, hevada, to flv numerous trainina sorties. practicing
all o+ the facets of air combat and support that they wouid
perftorm owring thelr cruise in Southeast Asia. Included in
thices training were simulated ejections, evasion, and actual
s=2arch ara recoverv training flights. Frior to each
mission, rescue proceduées were briefed with the entire
strite fli1aht bv the senior SAR pilot.

During this week-long evolution, Navv Yixed-wing
aviators flvina A-4's, A~7's, and, durina the earlier staaqes
of the war. f-1's, would practice Rescue Combat Air Fatrol
~ESLAF Y procedures with the SAR crews. Thev learned the
fi1aht Jaimitations of the helicopter. the desired altitude
ar which the helicooter crews would cross the enemvy coast-
Tirne 1nhound based on expected enemy firepower, proper radio
procedures for those i1n the air and on the ground, and the
methocd for suppressing enemy fire during the actual rescue.

The coordinated teamwork that evolved from this
training paild significant dividends throughout the final six
vears ot the Vietnam War., Uéfortunatelv. this teamwork did

rnot exi1st prior to 1947.
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CHRFTER THREE

Vietnam - Initial Stage

The first vears of serious American involvement in
vVietnam, 1?44-45, ornvided the training ground for combat
search and rescue.

The Air Force began operating the first Vietnam

rascue forces in ‘64, with 127 combat saves throuah the end

—

o 1965.F% The 3d Aerospace Fescue and Recoverv Group
(ARRGD) was responsible for all Air Force rescue and
recoverv onerations in Southeast Asia, with over 1 million
sguare2 miies of territory to cover. The Navy was respons—
ible for rescue opberations in the Guif of Tonkin and the
shoreline of North Vietnam inland up to five miles.?

A tyoical Air Force rescue mission would begin with
a prepositioned HC-130 receiving the "mayday" distress caltl.

A mission coordinator (usually the crew commander) aboard

the airplane would attempt to establish a bearina on. or

lccation of, the downed pilot, launch the rescue forces. and
coordinate for a FAC or fighter to initial]v locate and
cover the survivor. The SAR team usually consisted of four

A=

Ut

andv"” fi1xed-wing aircrat+t, and two to four helicoo-
terz emplovad in pairs, either HH-3's, or ~53°'s. The Sandys

would confirm the 1norcation and 1dentification of the downed

8




pilct, often with hi1s assistance using the.survival radio
all pilots carried, and provide fire suporession 1f needed.
Othsr stribe aircraft could be coordinated by the HC-130 if
2nemyv forces weare substantial. When the threat was
diminished. the helicopters would be called in. One would
ao i1n for the pick-up while the other remained orbiting hiah
cvernead in the event the first helicooter experienced
difficulties.l®

These procedures worked very well after the Air
Force rescue pilots gained experience and confidence. But,
in the beginning, the on-the-job training proved difficult
ard dangerous. The helicopters were extremelvy vulnerable to
hostile fire; the HH-43 had limited range and limited J1ift
CAapAaclitv: the HH-3 was power limited in high temperatures,
and at high altitudes. However, there was no lack of
couraqe and professionalism among the aircrews.

The Mavy’s initial foray into combat search and
reszue was disastrous., The concept was "woefullv inadeaguate
both tacticaliy and philosophically."1!

The scenario used by the Navy was very similar to the
Air Force’'s. AN on-scene commander (0SC), a tactical pilot
involved 1n the strike mission, would receive the distress
cali and 1niti1ate the SAR mission. Two helicopters would
lTaunch from the carrier and fly inbound with a rescue
escort (RESCORT) of four to six tactical aircraft., The 0SC

Q
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wouid authenticate the survivor, qnd direct the helicobpters
to the sc2ne. He would also attempt to suppress enemv
fire.lc The similarity is obvious, so why was it "woefully
inadequata™" Verv simply, the Navy had failed to

plan and train for the mission,

The SH-3 was the rescue helicopter used. and it was
unsuitable. The machiﬁe was designed for the anti-submarine
warfare (A3W) mission. and was equipped to perform that
mission. 1t had no.armor and no weapons, making it tremen-—
douslv vuinerable to enemv fire. It was power limited in
hot weathzr, and it was white and gravy in color.

The pilots of these aircraft were brave., determined,
and totally unorepared for what thevy faced durina the SAR
mission. They were trained for the ASW mission: the
busi1ness of rescue became their responsibility because no
one else was avallable. Sadly, they paid a horrible price.
HS-2, an ASW Saguadron based at Ream Field., lost six of eight
aircratt: the commanding officer, executive officer. and
several otner pilots and crewmen perished during a single
cruise. N

Another prevalent problem was the fact that the 0SC
hed vary Tittle, if anv, training in rescue techniques. He
couid be anvy tactical pilot in the airwing, and the odds

ware axca2llent that he2 would have no knowledas2 of helicopter
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oartaormance capabilities, fli1ght profile requirements,
tactical routing toc avold enemy weapons, or evasive tech-
niauas. Since neither the tactical pilots, nor the heli-
copter pil1iots knew evactlv wnat they were doina, the orcblem
was certainlv compounded.13

The Navvy’s philosonhv remained unchanged throughout
the war. The intention was to affect the-rescue-as gquickly
as possibles i1.e.. Quick contingency ptanning. The Air
Force responded in like manner, however, the rescue force

was |arger, and required more coordination.14

Vietnam_ - HC-7’'s Emergence

Hel icopter Combat Support Squadron Seven (HC-7) was
an offshoot of HC~1, and was based in Atsugi, Japan. A part
of the squadron’s mission was vertical replenishment using
the H-4&, but its orimary mission was combat search and
rescue using the HH-3 and the H-2. Modifications to these
ai1rcraft i1nzluded armor plating, automatic weapons. hiah

soesd hoists, and. in the case of the H-3. a dull, dark grav

gpairnt scheme.,
.
HC~7's Detachment 110 was unique in that it remained
at se2a from its inception. Fersonnel rotated in and out of

the detacnment =2very fifty days or so from Japan. but the

11




H=% = were continuallv operational aboard the Yarnkee Station
Carcier., When a carrier was relieved, the detachment and
its persnnnel would cross-deck to the oncoming carrier.

On a typical crew day. the H-3 aviators slated to
fly the kig Mother mission at the North SAR station (a
destroyer designated as such) would depart the carrier in
the morning and fly 100, or more , miles to the ship and
lana, This in itself was no easy task, for the DLG's were
designed to handlie aircraft the size of the H-2Z. The H-3,
si1anificantlv larger than the H-2, had to be 1anded pre-
cisely on snots painted on the deck of the ship, otherwise,.
the raotor blades might contact the ship’s structure. or the
tail wheel might -go off the aft edge of the flight dectk .

When a strike flight from the carrier was scheduled
to commernce an operation, the Big Mother crew would flv to a
ore2cosition point approximatelv 12 miles off of the coast
and orbit. waiting for any mishap to occur. If the flight
dzoparted tha countrv safelv, the helicopter would return to
the DLG and wait for further operations. If, however., a SAR
mission was initiated, the crew would flv ®toward the coast,
be nicked uo’b? the RESCORT. and continue toward the rescue
si1te

The following day, the original crew would be

replaced bv another and return to the carrier.

12




In 1971, Bia Mother pilot Lieutenant Jeff Wiant flew
a davliagnt mission over fiftv miles inland to make a moun-—
tain rescue. Recause of the distance and time involved in
the search and eventual rescue, LT Wiant had to flv into
Laos to retuel his aircraft. He was awarded the Navv Cross
tor his successful missioni

Althouah not as famous as the Jolly Greens, the "“Rig
Mother Truckers"., or simolv “"Big Mothers' of HC-7 =2stab-
lisred & reputation for getting the job done. Vice Admiral
Malzolin Caale wrote. "One of the trulv areat success stories
of TF 77 operations in the Gulf of Tonkin is the develaopment
...0f a combat Search and Fescue capability..."1% |

HC~7 also had several single aircraft detachments of
H-2's aboard non-aviation ships such as cruisers and
destrovers., which cruised about thirty to fiftv miles off of
the coast of North Vietnam. Smaller than the H-3, the
"Hoolev Two" pilots did a suberb ,job in some difficult
situations.

Detachment 104, aboard the USS‘Freble (OLG-1%)
received notice of a downed F-4 shortly after midniaht., June
17, 1968. The pilot, Lieutenant Junior Grade Clyde Lassen
and his crew. launched at 0022 and flew at maximum soeed
toward the coastline. The night was verv dark due to a low,
h2a.v overcast. LTia Lassen received initial navigation

13
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auilaances +rom the ship, and., as he cliosed on the site. the
cho-scens-c2mmander nrovided assistance. He was also abie to
nams 1n o the transmission of the suwrvival ragio of one of
the downead crewmen.,

Atter arriving on scene, Lassen orbited overhead
while he talked w{th the survivors who were on the side of a
hi1li. &t this time, his copilot, LTja Leroy Cooke, noticed
ptimkina liahts all around which he immediately recoanized
as small arms tire. Lassen attempted an approach to the
hili but the darkness precluded him from findina a su;table
soot for A pickup. After waving off, he requested f1ares
tram the orbitinaga RESCAF aircraft. The é;l did as requested

and droooed several high intensity flares which 1it up the

»

rex., With visibilitvy orovided bv the flares., Lassen made

ancther aporoach and found a small clearina surrounded bv
trees. He entered a hover and called to the survivors. The
smail arms fire became heavier, and the copilot and crewman
returned fire. While he was urgina the downed aviators to
Pur=y ., the flares extinguished, resulting in an instantan-
2ous oltch black darkness. Unable to see.>and beina fired
uoor. LTig Lassen drifted into a tree. Fortunately,
altnough damaged. the aircraft was not disabled. and Lassen
immediately added power and gained altitude.

To compl icate matters, one aof the F-4 crew’s radios

14
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was b2ebpima continuonusliv on the Guard (Rescue) frequency
oreventina LTJa Lassen from communicating. Also, RESCAF ran
out of rlares. |

After landina 1n an open area at the bottom of the
hill ., thev cantinued to receive heavy enemy fire. The
downed crew could not get to where thevy were, so Lassen once
Aadain toor off, and since tha2re were no flares available. he
turned on o n1s tandina light. This, of course. made him an
attractive taraet. but it also enabled him to spot an area
arng land close to the survivors. Fortunately, thev
scampn2red. aboard without beina injured. and the helicopter
departed.,

Crossing the beach outbound. thev camé wnder
adairtional heavv adtomatic fire and flak. LTig Lassen, his
Crew. and passenagers arrived safely aboard the USS Jouett
(ODL5-29) with five minutes of fuel remaining. For fifty-
eight minutes they were feet dry over enemy territory, and
tor f1tty of those minutes they were being fired upon.

For this mission, LTijg Lassen was awarded the
Conaressional Medal of Honor.lé >

"4 special sguadron., ...HC-7 rescued over 150 pilots
from the combat zone without losing a crew to enemy action.
Success cama from using dedicated assets. mission soecializ-

ation, and standardized tactics."17 The squadron, like

1%
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1te sister unit 1n the Alr Force. was awarded the

-

s1d2nt1sl Unit Cirtation.

h

iU

r

Vietnam - udperatignal Success

~ir Force and Navv combat SAR missions wers2 unneceas -
sarilv dangerous when first attemoted, and the results were
abvsmal. In tact, the Navv’'s experience in North Vietnam
resﬁlten in one rescue aircraft lost per 1.4 rescues: one
rescue crewman killed per 1.8 rescues.l8

Howaver . the influence of training and experience
came to the fore, and combat search and rescue became
"...one of the few briaght spots of the Vietnam War."19

In 1%966. the saves for the ARRS were 403: by 1968
that had increased to S72. The total combat saves at the
enad of 1272 was 2,614, of which 1,263 were aircrew members,
representing an approximate savings of #3779 million in re-—
oiacement trainina costs alone to the Air Force. as well as

greztiy enhancina the morale of the aircrews who went to

16




CH&FTER FOUR

Followina the withdrawal of U.S. forces from
vietnam. the active Navy’‘s invol vement with combat search
and rescue signiticantly diminished with the decommissicning

cf HC=7 1n 1975. Sauadron assets were transferred to HC-9,

b1l

r

n

sarve zauadron based at Naval Air Station, North Island.

HC-9 remains the onlv practitioner of CSAR for the
fav. todav. and it continues to utilize the same equipment
used 15 Vietnam. Saguadron personnel train and practice new
tzchniques with innovative, newly designed eauipment (night
vision goaales, for example). however, plans for the devel-
ooment and introduction of a new rescue platform to reolace
the HH-Z are uncertain., and., at best, a proposition for the
distant future.

The pilots and crewmen of HC-9 are professionally
dedicated to the mission, and their status as inactive
reservists in no way denigrates their willingness and
abliiity to resoond when needed. However, basic facts cannot

“
b2 denied: an outbreak of hostilities between the U.S. and
a ftoreian power could be days old before the sauadron was
fuliy mobilized and availablej; squadron manning and assets
couvid be severelv restricted in areas of responsibilitv
(ACR) simpbly becausa HC-9 is onlv one saguadron. HC-7 was

17
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the Mavv’'z sole combat SAR unit 1n Vietnam, but the sauad-
moMc s Ale was limited, and assets were sufficient. The
tavy s reli1ance on HC-9 to perform equalliv as well todav
without =zupport 13 unﬁealistlc.

Me Alr Force is essentiallv in as poor & position
a3 tha havv., In fact, with a few excentions. the Air Force
ras shurned the use of the kelicopter. In what would be an
=z cellsrt arena +or learnina and practicina the CSAR mis-
cicn, the Red Flag Exercise. there i1is no milaitarv search and
rascue practicad at all. Appallingly, if an actual SAR
mission 15 reguired, according to a Nellis Commander,
civiiian helicopter companieg are contracted and called uoon
to perform it.

#ir Force combat search and rescue is now a part of
the Ailr Force Special Operations Force, a joint command, and
performs within the guidel ines established by the
Commander—in~Chief of Special Operations Command (CINCSOC).
Adircratt for the mission are Vietnam era H-3’'s and -53's,
uvsing modern eauipment for the special oos scenarios.

The auestion that needs to be answered is, how
availlable will these S0F crews be for performing routine,
evervdav CSAR missions? Several Air Force general officers
have indicated that the tactical crews will have to be pre-

pared to evade capture for days'
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The Inconaruous Mindset

From a cost sersus benetits point of view. the 1ack
o+ anptarsszt jn combAant search and rescue makes no sense. By
the time a miltitary pilot 15 fully qualified to wear wings
and pertorm a mission. his training has cost this country
approximarelv one million dollars. The aircraft he is
trained to flv costs several million dollars. The average
zost to conduct a CSAR attempt in Vietnam 1n 1973 doilars

3 around ¥70.510.00,21 That amount would probably be

3
Pl

2ounled 1n todav’s dollars, but lookina at ‘it in another
way, one oilot would have to be rescued seven times before
Fizs doller worth was e:ceeded.

From a practical standpoint, preparing in peace

tim

mn

. In 3 scaled-down mode. at moderate e:pense, for war-

tim

)]

2xi1qgenciles 1s fiscallv responsible. Ignoring, or
caving scant heed to an aspect of war that is sure to haopen
1s 1rresponsible in all realms.

Brigadier General Thomas J. Dubose. Commander of the
Alr Rescue Service +rom 1952-19%99, once said. "To me it has
alwavs been a source of wonder and pride that the most
potent and destructive military force ever known should
crexte a speclal service dedicated to saving a life. Its
concent 1s tvpically American...we hold human lives to be
the most oracious commodity on earth."<2
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That concept unquestionably remains true todavy.

HoweE w2, onaarvatilon of SAR practices and concepts...indi-
cats that little effort, interest, or enthusiasm 1s manif- .
2st=ad 1n th2 various related aspects of SAR. No thorouah,

definiti1ve Research and Development System approach is

9v1aent.”:3 That comment was written 1n 1969, and its theme
reamalns true todav. So. where ig the disconnect? Eguatina
tre ioss of an American pilot in terms of doliars is
facstious: but iTosina the exnertise that those dollars
represent 13 not. More pervasive on the American conscience
15 the 1oss of a fraiend or familvy member to death. capture.
ar the norrors of never +nowing, as in the case of MIA’s.

The experience of Vietnam was, and remains, a vivid lesson

to thase who fought there., and those who waited at home.

Conclusion

It is easy., vet simplistic, for those whose missions
wili put them at risk of being the subject of a search and
rescue effort to soeak lightly of the degraded CSAR capabil-
1ti12s of fheir services. But the conceot that BGen Dubose

.

menti1oned does remain true today: when the situation érises.
the Ameri1can commander wants to do whatever is possible to

recover h1s personnel. Forces called upon to affect that

recoverv will eaqerlv and professionally carrv out the 1

20
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cant At zesmrah oand rascue usina the trairnina and sauioment
orec . 1den., And those requlrina rescue willil be bettinag their
rutores on that training and equipment.

Wnat apout the lives of those Air Force and Navv

regrue Craws’t

Among the last remains recovered from Yietnam
were those of Ensian Don Frve. Ensian Frve was a member of

the antizubmarine warfare squadron mentioned earlier that

i}

Ltemotea o conduct CSAR without beima properly prepared.,
ang 1ost 50 manv crews and aircraft. Ensign Frye had worn
Navy wings tor less than a vear when he was killed. His
de2ath was a direct result of poor prior planning.

It is 1nconceivable that today’s senior 1eaders of
the Air Force and Navy., who were in the thick of thinas in
Viernam. could allow the same situation to develor again.
[t 15 1rresponsible to recognize the benefits of a success-
ful. viable combat search and rescue capability and ignore
it. A successful rescue provides immediate benefits: it is
arm 1nstant force multiplier, and it enhances the morale of
those 1nvolved to a degree that 1s hard toiimagine. Without
the supoort of those commanders at the highest level, the
United States once again will face the sdre prababilitv of

beina unadble to conduct recscue missions i1n future conflicts.
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