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Damaging File Dropped From Col. Herbert’s Record
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Lieut. Col. Anthony B. Herbert, left, with Kenneth E. Belieu, Under Secretary of Army

Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Oct. 8—
The Army has thrown out a
damaging efficiency report
that was added to the file of
Lieut. Col. Anthony B. Her-
bert after he charged two
fellow officers with covering
up alleged atrocities by Amer-
ican troops in South Viet-
nam.

The action, announced to-
day by Secretary of the Army
Robert F. Froehlke at the
Pentagon, clears the way for
Colonel Herbert to stay in
the military.

Had the Army not elected
to clear the colonel’s record
of charges of having “no am-
bition, integrity, loyalty or

will for self-improvement” and
of having “a terrible appear-
ance,” he would have been
forced to retire from military
service effective March 1,
1972, Mr. Froehlke said.
The efficiency report, a pe-
riodic evaluation of offices’
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performance, was filed by Col.
J. Ross Franklin, who had been
accused by Colonel Herbert of
dereliction of duty by covering
up the alleged atrocities.
Based on the efficiency re-
‘port, ‘which also charged that
Colonel Herbert “had a ten-
dency to exaggerate and had
on occasions deliberately lied
as well as pitted himself
against the brigade comman-
der,” Maj. Gen. John Barnes,
the other officer implicated by
Colonel Herbert, officially re-
lieved him of his battalion com-
mand and recommended that
he not be allowed to command
again.
., Colonel Herbert’s record pre-
‘viously contained a history o
excellence and superior ratings.
jHe was the most decorated en-
listed man of the Korean.con-

flict and added a fourth Silver|

Star and numerous other high
awards in 58 days as battalion
commander in Vietnam.

In Colonel Herbert’s formal
charges against the two of-
ficers, .the '41-year-old veteran
of almost’two decades of serv-
ice said that each had ignored
eight criminal charges of mur-

der, torture and other mistreat-|
ment of prisoners of war by
United States troops. The colo—l
nel said he had witnessed four,
of the incidents. |

'|South Vietnam three years ago.

The incidents were said to
have taken place in 1989 in
villages of Culoi and Bongson,
South Vietnam.

At the time of the report to
the two officers, in 1969,
Colonel Herbert was com-
mander of an airborne infantry
battalion and General Barnes
was commander of the 173d
Airborne Brigade. Colonel Frank-
lin served as General Barnes’s
deputy commander.

Sirice the charges wers made
by Colonel Herbert, the inves-
tigation of Colonel Franklin has
been dropped. The Army is
continuing its investigation of
General Barnes.

Colonel Franklin, still sta-
tioned in Vietnam, has daclined
comment on the charges. Gen-
eral Barnes has maintained that
they are unfounded and that
no. reports of atrocities were
made to him by Colonel Berbert.

Colonel Franklin was z mem-
ber of the army comraission
that investigated the killings
at the hamlet of Myla; 4 in

The atrocities alleged by
Colonel Herbert were unrelated
to the Mylai killings.

In dismissing the unsatis-

‘reporting of war crimes, atroc-

factory efficiency report on
Colonel  Herbert, Secretary
Froehlke said that his review of
the colonel’s file had shown|
“no indication in any of the
records that his relief from
command was in any way con-
nected with reporting or non-

ities or similar misconduct.”




