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REMARKS (Number and Classify each Paragraph ) ** RE-EVALUATION ** 

1. Source provides information on the shootdown of an A-lE in the 
vicinity of 1944N-10553E, Thanh Hoa Province, North Vietnam in early June 
1965. Source observed the charred bodies of four crewmembers in the 
wreckage. The bodies were later buried about 300 meters from the crash-

 

site. According to the source's account, five days later the engine of 
the aircraft was recovered as well as a fifth body. The fifth body was 
interred near the other four graves. 
2. Incident described by source relates to the loss of an EA/F downed in 
this immediate vicinity (1943N-10551T on ne 1 S. The four dead 
crewmembers observed by source wer ' H. Amspacher G.M. Romano, 
M.D. McMican, and T.L. Plants, all USN (KI./BM. The fifth dead crew-

 

member probably equates with D.M. Christian, USN (KIA/BNR). Christian 
was also downed in this vicinity on 2 June 1965. His A4E was hit by 
enemy fire and, crashed at 1943N-10550E. It appears probable that the 
engine and fifth body (found five days after the crash) was from the A4 
rather than the EAjF. 
3. Report will be of potential use to JCI1C as the location of the 
gravesite is provided. Report will also be maintained in the (3)(3):lon,uso§ 

    

Crash/Gravesite file. Reviewed by DPAA IAW DoDM 5400.07 and 
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