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American military men
were operating on the
ground in Cambodia and
Laos as early as 1966-'67, and
U.S. tactical fighter-bombers
were raiding far deeper into
supposedly neutral Cambo-
dia in 1070 than official re-
ports indicated, senators
heard westerday.

Testimony by former serv-
icemen to the Senate Armed
Services Committee hroad-
ens still further the clandes-
tine and falsely documented
1.S. air and ground activity
in Indochina that has been
spilling out since the sena-
tors opened their investiga-
tion last month,

The continuing revela-
tions have compelled the
Pentagon on several ocea-

sions to correet inaccurate
war statisties it gave Con-
Eress.

Yesterday, a Pentagon
spokesman said more errors
had been found showing
that 180 B-52 missions in
1971-'72 reported as having
taken place in South Viet-
nam or Cambodia actually
were flown against targets
in northern Laos.

Also, in a letter to the
senators, the Pentagon yes-
terday reported 156 more
previously undisclosed
fighter-bomber strikes into
Cambodia in April and May,
1970.

The description of clandes-
tine ground operations across
the borders of Cambodia and
Laos came from three former
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members of the Army’s Spe-
cial Forces (Green Berets). It
was the first testimony of its

kind in public before a con-
gressional committee,

Reconnaissance crossings of
the Cambodian border were
conducted with especially
tight secrecy, said former Spe-
cial Forces Capt. Randolph C.
Harrison, 29, of Altamount
Springs, Fla.

On his arrival in South Viet-
nam in 1968, Harrison said, he
learned that Special Forces
teams had been “running
these missions for at least a
year.” The maximum degree
of penetration permitted into
Cambodia, said Harrison, “was
about 30 miles.”

Unlike the recently admit-
ted American B52  or
fighter-bomber strikes into
Cambodia in 1969-70, which
are said to have been or-
dered with the tacit consent
of Cambodian Prince Noro-
dom Sihanouk, there is no
U.S. claim that any Combo-
dian leader acquiesced in
border crossings by GIs in
the 1966-1968 period.

U.S. troops openly crossed

the Cambodian border in
May, 1870, following the
overthrow of Prince Shiha-
nouk in.March of that year.
When those U.S. forces were
withdrawn, President Nixon
said on June 30, 1970: “We
have scrupulously observed
the 21-mile limit on benetra-
tion of our ground combat
forces into Cambodian terri-
tory.”
- A former sergeant in the
Special Forces, Thomas J,
Marzullo, 24, of Stamford,
Conn., told the Senate Ar-
med Services Committee
ye_s?erday that American
military units also contin-
ued to operate in Laos after
Mr. Nixon said they were
gone.

In 1971, Marzullo said, “at
the time the President said
there were no Americans in
Laos whatsoever, we had
two teams inserted on the
ground.”

At other times, saig Mar-
zullo, Special Forces teams
“launched missions out of
Thailand,”  which would
“then refuel in Laog at a
CIA base,” before going into
action inside Laos.

Special Forces were in op-
eration in Laos “at least as
early as 1966,” said a third
witness, former Special

- Forces Sgt. John §, Meyer,

27, of Trenton, N.J, Meyer
also testified that he took
part in a mission inside
Laos in February, ' 1970,
which Sen. Stuart Syming-
ton (D-Mo.) noted was after
Congress in December, 1960,
barred funds for the use of
“American ground combat
troops” in Laos,

" Sen. Strom Thurmond (R-
S.C.) sought to emphasize
that the Special Forces were
not “combat troops,” but
primarily reconnaissance
units.

Whether  this action
“literally violated the law or
not,” said Sen. Harold E.
Hughes (D-Iowa), “it eearly
violated the intent of Con-
yes‘ll

Marzullo testified that
when missions were sent
into Laos, there was
“guaranteed combat.”

He cited an .operation in
Laos composéd of 33 Special
Forces men, armed with 90
mm. recoilless rifles, 81 mm.
mortars and flamethrowers,
sent to interdiet a pass. This
could hardly be considered
non-combat, said Marzullo,



Normal missions cross
the Laos and Cambodia bor-
ders, the senators were told,
were for reconnaissance,
“prisoner snatches,” making
wire taps, trying to cut fuel
lines, planting sensoring de-
vices to detect the move-
ment of troops and equip-
ment, or planting “bad am-
munition” designed to mis-
fire.

It was the constant offi-
cial position through both
the Johnson and Nixon ad-
ministrations that the
United States was fully re-
specting the neutrality of
Cambodia. The testimony
yvesterday did not reach back
into the Kennedy years.

“In Cambodia we were
not permitted to use any
other forces to-get our
forces out of trouble,” ex-
cept for the helicopters that
“inserted” and “exiracted”
them, said former Capt.
Harrison. Helicopters and
men, he said, were camou-
flaged and carried no identi-
fication.

The first Special Forces
team of “two Americans and
11 or 12 Vietnamese” sent
into Cambodia after the
first B-52 strikes &gailjlst
Communist sanctuaries
there in Mareh, 1969, was
“slaughtered,” said Harri-
son.

“We did most fervently
desire these hase areas to be
mit, especially by B-52s,” he
said, becuase they were
“blatant examples” of the
presence of North Vietnam-
ese forces in Cambodia.

The American-led units
“literally went in before the
dust had settled from the
bombing,” said Harrison.

? The men were told that the
- B-52 strikes would be
“totally devastating,” said
Harrison, “and if there is
anyone left he will be so
stunned that all you have to
do is pick him up and put
him in the helicopter.”
Instead, he said, the Spe-
cial Forces teams met with-
ering fire each time, result-
ing in high ecasualties. In
Laos, Meyer said, every U.S.
mission encountered heavy
fire and none was “a com-
pletely successful mission.”

At times, to cope with
densely defended enemy
areas where intelligence
data were urgently required,
“search, locate and annihila-
tion missions” were em-
ployed, comprising “from 50
to 100 men,” Meyer testified,

Other types of armed re-
connaissance missions with
15 to 20 men were known as
“hatchet forces,” the' wit-
nesses said. Meyer said that
“any mission that we went
on, a secondary mission was
always a POW snatch”™
While a bonus of $100 and
five days’ leave for all mem-
bers of a team was Suppos-
edly available or the cap-
ture of a prisoner, he said,
“we never captured a pris-
oner alive.”

Yesterday’s disclosures of
secret air activity were less
dramatic than last month’s
initial revelations that a
massive  White House-or-
dered bombing campaign in-
volving 3,630° B52 strikes
had been successfully hid-
den behind false statistics,

But it provided for the
first time indications that
the same dual reporting sys-
tem was applied to fighter:
bomber operations as well,

The principal testimony
came from ex-Air Force
Capt. George R. Moses,
-Moses, who lives in Falls
Church, Va. and is now a
staff assistant to Rep. Rob-
ert Leggett (D-Calif.), served
in Vietnam from September,
1969 to June, 1971, as an in-
telligence officer with the
31st Tactical TFighter Weing
at Tuyhoa Air Force Base in
South Vietnam.

Subsequent to the May,
1970, invasion of Cambodia
by US. and South Vietnam-
ese troops, Moses said, a se-
cret message came in saying
that air strikes “flown in an

area roughly west of the |

Mekong River were not to
have coordinates reported
as struck.”

Instead, he said, when pi-
lots came back from mis-
sions in these areas, the in-
telligence officers were in-
strueted to call the 7th Ajr
Force Tactical Air Control
Center in Saigon, There, the
officer on duty would
“select at random” a set of
coordinates from a pre-se-
lected, unpopulated area
close to the border which
was well within the normal
operating area of the T7th
Air Force in Canbodia, and
those false coordinates
would be used in the opera-
tions report.

“The transaction took
Dlace over the telephone
and took a matter of a min-
ute,” Moses said.

Though the secret orders '
were “confusing,” Mosges
said, theré was no doubt
what was being done, since |
“I either observed or partici-
pated in this procedure” gat
three different bases in
South Vietnam.

Another Air Force officer,
Capt. Maurice O’Connell, 28,
Who served in a similar job
and is still on active duty,
corroberated the general ac-
curacy of what Moses told
the committee,

But O’Connell, who said he
was testifying againgt his
wishes, described the false
coordinates filed on the op-
erations reports as “almost
immaterial.” Thege reports
are used for keeping track
of bomb requirements, and
fuel not for intelligence in-
formation, he said. He as-
sumed the correct informa-
tion was being provided by
forward air controllers in a
separate reporting system,

Sen. Hughes read four
major public statements by
President Nixon on U.S. ac-
tions in Cambodia and then
asked Moses about each of
them.

In a June 30, 1970, speech
on Cambodia, Mr. Nixon
said U.S. “ground combat
forces” had “serupulously
observed the 21-mile limit
on penetration.” Asked if
U.S. aireraft went beyond
;I;gt, Moses indicated they

Moses also said the air
strikes were not limited sim-
ply to interdiction missions
against North Vietnamese
supply lines heading toward
South Vietnam and.Commu-
nist bases along the border,
as had also been stated on
June 30,

Moses, under questioning
by Hughes, also told of U.S.
air strikes in support of
South Vietnamese and Cam-
bodian forces inside Cambo-
dia after June 30, which also
appeared to contradict presi-
dential statements which
Hughes read into the hear-
ing record,




