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ABSTRACT

ENGAGE, DESTROY, SURVIVE: CHARACTERISTICS OF US. ARMY PISTOL,
CARBINE, AND RIFLE DIRECT FIRE ENGAGEMENTS IN MODERN COMBAT,
by Major Matthew L. Simon, 163 pages.

With an increasing concern for hybrid, multi-domain, and even near peer threats, coupled
with the complexity of urban warfare and subterranean operations in mega-cities, the
U.S. Army must reevaluate and change its pistol, carbine, and rifle marksmanship
training strategies, and their subsequent qualification standards, to enable Soldiers to
effectively engage and destroy threats in a direct fire engagement, across the range of
military operations, and win. After a comprehensive review of publications on
marksmanship, 22 characteristics or marksmanship skills (variables) were selected and
analyzed against 133 direct fire engagement narratives collected from 46 scholarly
publications. A collective case study analysis of the Korean War, Vietnam War,
Operation Iraqi Freedom, and Operation Enduring Freedom concluded that several
variables were present across all case studies but were found to not be emphasized in
current training strategies. Based on the gaps or shortfalls identified, the thesis provides
recommendations to change certain aspects of U.S. Army marksmanship training
strategies to better prepare Soldiers to engage, destroy, and survive in modern combat.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Our fundamental task is like no other - it is to win in the unforgiving
crucible of ground combat. We must ensure the Army remains ready as the
world's premier combat force. Readiness for ground combat is - and will remain -
the U.S. Army's #1 priority.

— 39th Chief of Staff of the Army Mark A. Milley, Initial Message to the Army

Overview

Since well before the United States of America was founded, American Soldiers
(colonial citizens), were called to march into battle, rifle in hand, to engage threats in
ground combat. From the earliest days of militias defending the homeland against French
occupation and British tyranny, to the modern Soldier of today who fights around the
globe to defeat violent extremism or deter aggressors, members of the United States
Army have been charged with the inherent, personal responsibility to engage threats
effectively in direct fire engagements, across the range of military operations, and win.

Much has changed in warfare, in terms of technology and tactics, since the first
Continental Soldiers carried their muskets to the skirmish line. The one constant though,
even in today’s environment, is that our Soldiers must adequately employ their personally
assigned weapons in combat against a threat. With an increasing concern for hybrid,
multi-domain, and near peer threats, coupled with the complexity of urban warfare and
subterranean operations in mega-cities, should the U.S. Army reevaluate and change its
small arms marksmanship training focus and qualification standards to enable Soldiers

across the entire force to be more effective and more lethal in modern combat?



The U.S Army has committed an incalculable amount of time and resources in
building overmatch and creating as much standoff distance between units and our
adversaries on the battlefield to protect the force while simultaneously maintaining
lethality and exploiting the initiative. But have we, as a force, adequately balanced those
investments across all capabilities and U.S. Army warfighting functions? Have we
invested the right time, training, and resources in small arms marksmanship as we have in
the development, integration, and employment of newer technologies such as
Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnaissance (ISR) systems, long range munitions,
armor, mobility, mission command platforms, space and cyberspace capability? These
technologies and their employment tactics have evolved in a short period of time,
however U.S Army small arms systems and marksmanship tactics and training techniques
have not. For years trends, advancements, and improvements in this arena have mostly
been identified and addressed by entities outside of the U.S. Army. We as the Nation’s
preeminent ground force have failed to keep up with these changes.

As an Army, are we aiming to substitute small arms marksmanship with other
technologies in an effort to distance the Soldier from the close-range fight? Has this
created an overreliance on precision strike capability from a Hellfire Missile versus the
precision strike of a 5.56mm NATO round fired by a well-trained Soldier in a direct fire
engagement? Since the Vietnam War and the introduction of the M16 service rifle!, the
American Soldier has essentially carried the same rifle into over 37 campaigns.? The M9
Beretta Pistol, introduced to the U.S Army in 1985, participated in 19 campaigns.* The
OE has significantly changed since both of these weapons were introduced to the force.

Yet the training strategies surrounding their employment have only gained traction at the

2



unit level with little change to U.S. Army doctrine. Most importantly the metrics unit
commander’s use to certify that their Soldiers are qualified on these weapons, has
witnessed no change. An example is the rifle qualification standards that were introduced
in 1955, well before the M16 was adopted, have relatively remained the standard for

basic rifle qualification.

Primary Research Question

What changes are required to U.S. Army pistol and carbine/rifle training

strategies in order to adequately prepare Soldiers to engage threats in modern combat?

Secondary Research Questions

1. What are the common characteristics of U.S. Army pistol and carbine/rifle
engagements in modern combat?

2. Based upon the OE, what are the expected characteristics of pistol and
carbine/rifle engagements in modern combat?

3. What are the current gaps or shortfalls in the U.S. Army pistol and
carbine/rifle training strategies in preparing Soldiers to effectively engage

threats in modern combat?

Background

As a professional fighting force, the U.S. Army continually evaluates the OE in
which it fights and strives to change doctrine and training strategies to meet the demands
of those contested areas. The U.S. Army recently demonstrated that commitment by

publishing updates to U.S. Army Field Manual (FM) 3-0, Operations dated October
3



2017. This document sets the operational framework for how the U.S. Army will fight
our Nation’s conflicts today and into the near future. Focus has shifted from the conduct
of counterinsurgency and stability operations in a non-contiguous environment to the
execution of large scale combat operations in a contiguous environment.

The new FM 3-0 describes large scale combat operations as “intense, lethal, and
brutal”® where “future battles will include noncombatants, crowded in and around large
cities.”® The new publication acknowledges that “more than 50 percent of the world’s
population lives in urban areas, and this is likely to increase to 70 percent by 2050,”’
which adds increased complexity to the modern battlefield. This is one of many factors
that directly impacts the employment of small arms weapon systems in the OE. Units will
be required to engage in “Decisive Action” against a near peer-threat by executing “well
synchronized, high-tempo offensive maneuver, in the form of ground maneuver”® in
order to “seize the initiative” and “consolidate gains.”

Although focused on actively defeating a threat, based on the OE, forces must be
prepared to execute security and stability operations in order to “exploit initiative.” As
forces continue to advance within the “Close Area,” new threats will present themselves
in the “Consolidation Area” and Soldiers must be prepared to adequately engage those
threats with effective small arms fire. Successful operations within the “Consolidation
Area” is a matter of being able to “consolidate gains” that prevent large-scale combat
operations to be refueled or worse, develop into a proxy war or counterinsurgency.

Prior to achieving stability within a region, it is anticipated that divisional level
forces will move across the operational area by executing large-scale combat operations

against a near-peer threat. Soldiers must be prepared to operate within “weapon ranges,
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both direct and indirect, and [where] the mobility of formations define the characteristics
of operations in the close area.”” In the most challenging confrontations with threats,
Soldiers will likely operate in a degraded “close area” in which the enemy exploits their
cyber, electronic warfare, artillery, air defense systems (among many other capabilities).
Standoff distance and the ability to maximize the effective ranges of systems is most
desirable, but not necessarily achievable. Based on these conditions, Soldiers must be
prepared to engage threats with their direct fire weapon systems. Preparations for this
doctrinal shift in how we prepare for armed conflict comes down to training that “builds
Soldiers’ confidence in their weapons and equipment, [and] their ability to fight and

overcome challenge.”!?

Assumptions

At the beginning of this research project an assumption was made that the U.S.
Army Training and Doctrine Command (TRADOC) was not currently taking steps to
change qualification standards for the service pistol and carbine/rifle. During the course
of the research process, the literature review discovered that TRADOC’s proponent
responsible for small arms training and doctrine, the United States Army Infantry School
(USAIS) and Maneuver Center of Excellence (MCOE) at Fort Benning, Georgia,
developed and tested changes to the existing carbine/rifle qualification course. These
changes will be discussed briefly in the next chapter and will also be
considered/analyzed, based on the research outcomes, at the conclusion of the study. The
last assumption pertains to the research process itself. Assumptions were made that the
collective selection of cases studies would adequately describe how the pistol and

carbine/rifle are employed in combat. Assumptions were also made that the data collected
5



will enable conclusions that can shed light on what characteristics of direct fire

engagements can be expected in future OEs and conflicts.

Definitions

Operational Environment (OE): FM 3-0, Operations defines the OE as “a

composite of the conditions, circumstances, and influences that affect the employment of
capabilities and bear on the decisions of the commander. An OE encompasses physical
areas of the air, land, maritime, space, and cyberspace domains; as well as the
information environment (which includes cyberspace); the electromagnetic spectrum
(EMS), and other factors. Included within these are adversary, enemy, friendly, and
neutral actors that are relevant to a specific operation.”!! Without further research it is
difficult to ascertain when the U.S. Army coined the phrase “Operational Environment”
therefore it will be a term used consistently throughout this thesis to describe the
battlefield, physical space, terrain, location, etc., (regardless of time) in which Soldiers

engaged threats in combat.

Modern Combeat: It has been difficult to acquire an academic definition of
“modern combat.” For the purpose of this thesis, it will be defined by the operational
framework that is used within FM 3-0, Operations, dated October 2017. “Modern
Combat” is descriptive of the actions or activities by ground forces against an adversary
within the Deep, Close, Support, and Consolidations Areas during the conduct of large-
scale combat operations.

Close Combat: Army Doctrine Publication (ADP) 3-0 Operations defines Close
Combat as “warfare carried out on land in a direct-fire fight, supported by direct and

indirect fires and other assets. Units involved in close combat employ direct fire
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weapons, supported by indirect fire, air-delivered fires, and nonlethal engagement means.
Units in close combat defeat or destroy enemy forces or seize and retain ground. Close
combat at lower echelons contains many more interactions between friendly and enemy

forces than any other form of combat. !?

Close combat encompasses all actions that place
friendly forces in immediate contact with the enemy where the commander uses direct
fire and movement in combination to defeat or destroy enemy forces or seize and retain

ground.” '3

Close Quarters Engagements aka Close Quarters Battle (COB): Per Training

Circular (TC) 3-22.9 Rifle and Carbine, “short-range engagements are probable in close
terrain (such as urban or jungle) with engagement ranges typically less than 50 meters.'4
Employment skills include swift presentation and application of the shot process (such as
quick acquisition of sight picture) to maintain overmatch.” !>

Lethality: For this thesis lethality is defined as the employment of direct fire by a
small arms weapon system or systems that results in the destruction or damage of a
threat, object, or infrastructure.

Threat: FM 3-0, Operations defines a threat as “any combination of actors,
entities, or forces that have the capability and intent to harm United States forces, United
States national interests, or the homeland. Threats may include individuals, groups of
individuals, paramilitary or military forces, nation-states, or national alliances. In general,
a threat can be categorized as an enemy or an adversary.”!'® The term threat in this thesis
will be used to describe an actor or instance in which a U.S. Soldier engages (someone or

something) with direct fire and with the intent to use deadly force.



Integrated Weapon Training Strategy (IWTS): According to TC 3-20.0 FINAL

DRAFT, Integrated Weapons Training Strategy (IWTS) dated April 2018, the purpose of
IWTS is to “provide a detailed description of the maneuver force’s overarching training
strategy for all individual and crew-served weapons, through maneuver
battalions/squadrons to achieve fire and maneuver proficiency at home station. It includes
the purpose of the IWTS, its standard structure, training requirements, the integration of
combined arms assets, and resource requirements for the Armored, Infantry, and Stryker
brigade combat teams’ maneuver elements. It provides training principles and techniques
for use by units to gain proficiency in engaging and destroying threats efficiently in any
»17

operational environment.

Basic Marksmanship: The minimum skill or number of skills that are required by

all Soldiers (regardless of their Military Occupational Specialty (MOS)) to employ the
pistol or carbine/rifle in a direct fire engagement. In many instances “basic
marksmanship” is also described as “the fundamentals” or “shot process.” The skills
outlined as part of “basic marksmanship” are currently assessed when a Soldier
completes the current U.S. Army Pistol and Rifle Combat Qualification Course Tables.
TC 3-22.9 Carbine and Rifle have changed from using the term basic to the “shot
process” which is defined as “the basic outline of an engagement sequence all firers
»18

consider during any engagement.

Advanced Marksmanship: Any combination of skills an individual or units may

exercise or demonstrate while employing a direct fire weapon system in a complex

environment or under extreme conditions.



Rifle and Carbine: TC 3-22.9 Rifle and Carbine defines “the Army standard

service rifle [to be] either the M16-series rifle or M4-series carbine. These weapons are
described as a lightweight, 5.56-mm, magazine-fed, gas operated, air-cooled, shoulder-
fired rifle or carbine. They fire in semiautomatic (single shot), three-round burst, or in
automatic mode using a selector lever, depending on the variant. The weapon system has
a standardized mounting surface for various optics, pointers, illuminators, and equipment,
to secure those items with common mounting and adjustment hardware.”'® During the
course of the research process it was determined that the carbine and rifle were employed
relatively the same way, regardless of case study. Therefore, for the purpose of this study,
whether describing the use of the M1-Carbine or M1 Rifle in the Korean War, or the M16
Rifle or M4 Carbine in Operation Enduring Freedom (OEF) for example, these weapon
systems are considered like items. The terms carbine and rifle will be used synonymously

and or interchangeably.

Limitations

This research study will not provide a comprehensive history nor will it describe
the evolution of U.S Army marksmanship. Research analysis is limited to existing,
published research, as well as the review of marksmanship training strategies from the
Korean War to present day. The research methods for this study will focus exclusively on
analyzing completed research studies and scholarly publications only. No new research
will be initiated, i.e. the creation of surveys or interviews.

Additionally, this study is focused solely on determining which characteristics of
marksmanship are present in combat. This research project will not study nor attempt to

determine the effectiveness or failure of individual small arms engagements, but rather
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simply understand and document the conditions surrounding the engagements. Also, due
to the nature of the topic, some research material from recent conflicts are currently
categorized as For Official Use Only (FOUQ). Because the use of FOUO material will
prevent public distribution of this study, research will be limited to open source, scholarly
publications only. Personal publications, i.e. war journals or autobiographies, will also be
excluded from this research project to prevent concern for exaggerated descriptions of
events. Publications by valued institutions such as the U.S. Army Center of Military
History (CMH) and U.S. Army Combined Arms Center Combat Studies Institute (CSI)
will only strengthen the validity and accuracy of data collected from the case studies.
Finally, due to accessibility of material, this project will only look at four case
studies; Korean War, Vietnam War, Operation Iraqi Freedom (OIF), and OEF. Since
limiting the research to scholarly publications, this too has limited the number of
available publications on notable conflicts such as Operation Urgent Fury, Operation Just
Cause, Operations Desert Shield and Storm, and Operation Gothic Serpent, among

others.

Delimitations

Since the TRAINFIRE I research study was published in October 1955 the U.S
Army has engaged in countless direct fire engagements from the Vietnam War to current
operations such as Operation Inherent Resolve in Iraq and Syria, Operation Resolute
Support in Afghanistan, and a number of Decisive Action training missions and
deterrence operations around the globe. U.S. Army Soldiers of today continue to prepare
for possible future ground combat. Due to the scope of the topic and the numerous

historical examples available, this thesis will be limited to a small number of case studies.
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A diverse group of case samples are provided that include combat arms and combat
support units operating in open, vegetated, and urban terrain, daylight and limited
visibility conditions, and other conditions that provide examples of the full range of
military operations. Due to the scope of the topic and the number of direct fire
engagement examples recorded since the Korean War, only four cases will be selected to
complete the analysis. The intent of this thesis is to focus on U.S. Army training
strategies for the employment of the pistol and rifle service weapons by the American
Soldier in modern combat. This thesis will not attempt to analyze, compare or contrast
the lethality of weapon systems solely by themselves or analyze the ballistic capabilities

of those platforms.

Significance

This thesis has significance for the entire force. The outcomes of this research
study are far reaching and have great impact on shaping U.S. Army weapon training

strategies for every Soldier.

Conclusion

Every Soldier, except the Chaplain, carries a firearm and has the inherent personal
responsibility to confidently and competently destroy the enemy or defend themselves
against threats as part of large-scale operations, small team missions, or individual
combat scenarios. To prepare the force, we must attempt to evaluate and understand how
the pistol and rifle have been employed in previous direct fire engagements to determine
trends, exploit successes, and identify ways to better prepare for the uncertainties and

challenges Soldiers will face in future ground combat. As ground forces continue to
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operate in a complex and ever changing and contested OE, Soldiers must be capable of

remaining lethal and decisive in the employment of their small arms platforms.
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CHAPTER 2

LITERATURE REVIEW

An emphasis on safety seems to be characteristic of conventional
marksmanship training. The loss of realism which results from an excessive
concern with safety detracts from training in requisite combat skills and risks
developing in the trainee a fearful attitude regarding his weapon. The end result is
a reduction in the trainee’s self-confidence and thus the possibility of less efficient
combat performance.’

— Howard McFann, John Hammes, and John Taylor
TRAINFIRE I: A New Course in Basic Rifle Marksmanship

Introduction

Should the U.S. Army reevaluate and change its small arms marksmanship
training focus and qualification standards to enable Soldiers across the entire force to
effectively engage threats in modern combat? On January 5, 1953 a meeting was held by
the Office of the Chief of Army Field Forces that would attempt to answer that question
by undertaking a research project that ultimately changed basic marksmanship instruction
and training.? The results of that study transformed U.S. Army training methodologies
and would impact the force for the next 60 years. Since the implementation of those
changes, much has changed in our OE, as well as our understanding of how Soldiers fight
in those environments. More so, the understanding of how the pistol and carbine/rifle
should be employed in those environments has also changed.

The purpose of this literature review is to provide context to the problem by:

1. Providing a brief history of marksmanship training from the end of World

War II to present.
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2. Describing current U.S. Army training methodologies for the pistol and
carbine/rifle.

3. Summarizing both military and non-military professional publications that
have been written on the subject.

4. Summarizing scholarly publications that describe the OE through historical

case studies.

World War Il — Korean War: An Evolution in
U.S. Army Marksmanship Training

In 1947, esteemed military historian Samuel Lyman Atwood (S.L.A.) Marshall
published Men Against Fire which summarized observations and key points about
leadership and combat that he witnessed during World War II. Marshall, a World War I
veteran, supported both the European and Pacific Campaigns as an embed historian who
adopted a Jominian type philosophy about war, in which he believed victory is rooted in
ground combat.® Marshall developed a method for collecting data from Soldiers shortly
after their wartime experiences in order to more accurately paint a narrative of what
occurred in ground combat.*

One of the most controversial observations from Marshall was that he concluded
(after interviewing more than 400 infantry companies between both theaters®) that less
than 25 percent of an infantry formation actually engaged the enemy with their direct fire
weapons® and in most cases, it was less than 15 percent.” Marshall believed that human
nature was a factor in the low percentage of reaction and or performance when an
infantryman was involved in a direct fire engagement. He was convinced, however, that

although humans were not born to kill per se, they could be programmed to do so through
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realistic training.® Marshall alluded that U.S. Army training programs (in his example the
rifle range) may appear to properly prepare our Soldiers for ground combat, but when
bullets start flying, the response from the rifleman is much different than when shooting
at stationary bullseye targets on the flat, open home station firing range.’
One of the world’s leading experts on the psychology and physiology of both killing and
combat, Lieutenant Colonel (Retired) Dave Grossman'?, defends S.L.A Marshall’s
findings. Grossman is best known for his works On Killing and On Combat where he
covers extensively the way people respond both physically and mentally during stressful
and violent encounters. Grossman emphasizes that Marshall’s research results created a
shift in the way the U.S. Army would prepare for future combat. '
If we expect our warriors to be capable of using the weapons they have been
issued, they must practice on realistic simulators that replicate what they are
going to face. Men and women who served in the U.S. military since the Vietnam

era were universally taught to shoot at man-shaped silhouettes that popped up in
their field of view, thus ingraining in them a conditioned response. '

What Grossman refers to are the changes to marksmanship training and
qualification standards that would be introduced in 1955. Marshall’s observations from
Men Against Fire likely made an impact on U.S. Army leadership, but a shift in training
methodologies wouldn’t be considered until after the Korean War. After three years of
grueling, large-scale combat operations, a research committee was formed to address why
the rifle, “the basic weapon of the United States Army, has in recent years been used
relatively ineffectively in combat.”!® The study ultimately wanted to create realistic
combat conditions in training through “practical marksmanship instruction.”'* The results

of the research study demonstrated that the experimental training and evaluation criteria

16



produced higher results. Trainees were more effective in range estimation, target
detection, and engaging and hitting targets. '3

What was also significant about the study was that it acknowledged that both the
OE and small arms technology and tactics evolved since World War II. “The
effectiveness of modern small arms partially forced the adoption of increased dispersion

16 iy the Korean War.

and intensive use of cover and concealment as principal tactics
Targets were well hidden and not as exposed. The study described a significant decline in
marksmanship skills during World War II (an observation possibly influenced by
Marshall’s research) where forces leveraged artillery, air power and tanks more so than
ever before. The increased reliance on combined arms capability supplemented the
common use of small arms weapon systems — making the rifle no longer decisive in
battle. The report also emphasized the decline, following World War II, in adequate

17 which may have been a contributing

“training facilities” and “qualified instructors,
factor to small arms performance during the Korean War. The 1955 report along with
After Action Reports (AARs) may have gone so far as to influence President Dwight
Eisenhower to establish the U.S. Army Marksmanship Unit in 1956, an effort to improve
marksmanship across the force.'®

AARs and interviews with troops who were in combat in Korea would force
several questions on the effectiveness of the Army’s small arms training. One critical
question was “how well is [the Soldier] trained to fire under the difficult conditions of
battle?”!? Just as in World War II, S.L.A Marshall covered the Korean War extensively
and would revisit the controversial topic regarding a Soldier’s willingness to participate

in a direct fire engagement. In 1952, using the same research methods applied in World
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War 11,%° he published Infantry Operations and Weapons Usage in Korea and described
that “willing participation is more than double World War II averages.”?! Marshall
attributed these numbers to several factors, one being that Soldiers and their leaders were
more aware of the dangerous fighting being encountered in Korea in which units were
commonly overwhelmed by significantly superior size ground forces. The other was the
influence of his observations from the previous war that changed the way units were
training and preparing for ground combat.??

As the U.S. Army attempted to capitalize on its successes from World War II and
its failures in the Korean War, it began to shift focus to substituting precision fire with
volume fire. Soldiers had been thrown into an entirely new OE in which large-scale,
brutal, close-in fighting and engagements in restricted terrain and limited visibility
conditions were common. The machine gun would still hold its vital position within the
formation, but the U.S. Army would soon realize a capability gap and an “awakened

»23 was established.

interest and a renewed emphasis upon individual marksmanship
Ultimately, an analysis of performance in the Korean War led to changes to
marksmanship training strategies. One study introduced the “whole method” approach in
which trainees would be taught all marksmanship techniques in an “integrated” way. This
would be comparable to the progressive training models the U.S. Army commonly uses
today.>* Research would continue to demonstrate that additional training time and
ammunition would also contribute to better marksmanship results. But there was
something even more critical missing in marksmanship; a training model that replicated
combat.?> TRAINFIRE I was supposed be “an initial attempt to develop and evaluate a

rifle marksmanship training program designed for maximum, rapid transfer to combat
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conditions.”?¢ Instead of a temporary solution, it has relatively remained the standard for
rifle qualification for the last 60 years.

It is important to note that although the pistol is not weighted on the same
marksmanship scale to that of the carbine/rifle, its training methodologies also evolved
with the adaptation of TRAINFIRE I. Newly designed reactive target systems were
incorporated into the new training strategies for the carbine/rifle and those tools migrated
their way to pistol training and qualification. Just as with the rifle qualification, the
combat pistol qualification standards stagnated and have remained the standard for the

last 30 years.

Summary of Marksmanship Standards After the Korean War

In 2010 the U.S. Army Research Institute for the Behavioral and Social Sciences
(ARI) published a report summarizing research that evaluated how basic trainees
performed on a new rifle marksmanship course of fire known as the Combat Field Fire
(CFF). The CFF differed from the existing Combat Rifle Qualification Course as it
proposed a different target array, the use of barricades, magazine changes, and
engagements that required multiple hits on certain targets prior to them falling.?’

The 2010 research report (among many other reports that will be discussed later
in this chapter) highlights that there has been reoccurring interest in trying to understand
the current training and qualification standards and determining whether or not they are
adequate for the OE. Secondly, there was a desire to know if new standards or a new
qualification course is appropriate and achievable. Additionally, the 2010 research report
developed a thorough chronological table of the changes to qualification standards for the

rifle since the introduction of TRAINFIRE I in 1955. Using data points from the 2010
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research report, Appendix A was developed after this literature review was completed
using the historical research material developed as part of the 2010 research report.
Additionally, Appendix A lists the manuals and standards for the carbine/rifle that have
been added after 2008. A historical analysis of pistol marksmanship has not been
completed by ARI, therefore, Appendix B provides a chronological summary of pistol
training and qualification standards since the adaptation of TRAINFIRE I to present day.
The major conclusions drawn from analyzing the former FMs is that major changes were
made after the TRAINFIRE I research, however strategies and standards stagnated
through the Vietnam War. Even today, very little changes have been adopted since the

late 1970’s to early 1980’s.

Current U.S. Army Pistol and Carbine/Rifle Weapon Training Strategies

In May 2016 the Rifle and Carbine manual received a major overhaul. One year
later, in May 2017 the Pistol followed suit. Now referred to as Training Circulars (TCs),
the overarching purpose of the Rifle and Carbine manual, TC 3-22.9, is to “provide
Soldiers the critical information on their rifle or carbine to properly and effectively
engage and destroy threats in a direct fire engagement.”?® The Pistol manual, TC 3-23.35,
is not as prescriptive as the Rifle and Carbine TC, but generally emphasizes that “‘each
Soldier must place accurate fires on threat targets with their individual weapon.”?’ Figure

1 below outlines the existing standards for Rifle and Carbine Qualification:
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Tabde F-3. Mumber of reunds that mast Be fired from sach posifien durng Recorn Fine
record fire
F-7. The imem of recend fire & o Beilitae the commandes™s evalisien ol mvenal
- FosToN HUMBER OF ROUNGEFIRED | individual tasks and integraied marksmaeship skill perfonmances, and 10 provide unit
Proim suporied b pesdon o (n “ realiess bndicaoes
SUPDOTI] I1ie porsban v
Frome ureapecnisd fring pasdon 10 C nn""'
o rasiing ureapgcriad fing paskon ] F-8. The purpose of the Record Fire event i3 1o assess the Soldiers ability to properly
detect, engage, nnd ately hit single and muliple stticnary timed eargets from the
prone suppeied, pro upperied, keeeling, and kneeling seppaned posicions witk a
manimu standard of 23 hits achieved out of 40 targets presemed. The standard recond
fire course should be used for all Soldiers, however there are times when qualificsion
Table F-4. Qualification ratingu for record fire e st b conducted o altermte conrses
Conduet
QUALIFICATION NUMBER OF i i i
RATINGS TARGETSHIT Nede, When linng record fire, each Soldier must wear the proper unilooms
the belemet, and IBA with all SAPD plates (if availabbe),
Expert 36 1o 40
F<&.  Each firer receives 410 sizgle or multiple target exposures ol ranges from 50 to
Sharpshooter 3010 35 300 mneters and 40 rounds of amissition. Table F.3 depicts the samber of romsds ibat
Marksman 231629 i b Fred fromn esch position. Each Soldier nust kil a numimue of 23 out ol 40 target
EXPOSUIES.

Figure 1. Qualification Standards for the Rifle and Carbine

Source: Headquarters, Department of the Army, Training Circular 3-22.9, Carbine and
Rifle (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 2016), F-2, F-4.

Generally, a Soldier must attempt to engage 40 out of 40 reactive targets from the
prone supported, prone unsupported, and kneeling positions. Targets are presented from
ranges of 50 meters to 300 meters. A single round impacting a target, accurately, will
cause the target to fall, ultimately being counted as a hit. There are timed target exposures
for all engagements, and in some cases a Soldier must engage more than one target.

The Pistol Qualification consists of seven tables that include firing with a
protective mask and a night fire. Tables I-VI include firing at targets ranging from 10
meters to 25 meters (figure 2). Similar to the Rifle and Carbine Qualification, there are

timed target exposures for all engagements, and in some cases a Soldier must engage
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more than one target. An additional characteristic of the Pistol Qualification is that it

includes timed magazine reloads during Tables III and V.

TABLE I-DAY STANDING

E-8  For this table, the firer receives one magazine with seven rounds m it Frve tarpsts
{single) are exposed. The firer assumes the standmg finng position af the finng lne and
holds the weapon af the ready, The tower operator seis the tarpet saquence

TABLE II--DAY STANDING

E-9.  For ths table, the firer recerves two magazmes: one contmning one round, and
the other contaning seven rounds. Six targets (four single and ome st of two)
are exposed

First Magazine
E-10. The firer loads the first magazme (contaning one round). One target 15 exposed

Second Magazine

E-11. After finng the round mn the first magazine, the firer must changs magarmes at
once. The firer has sight seconds to load the second maganine (contaming seven rounds)
and prepare o fire before the next target 15 exposed Once 1t appears, the firer must
engage in the three seconds before it 15 lowered. Failure to do 0 15 scored as 2 muss

TABLE III-DAY STANDING

E-12. For this table, the firer recefves one magarine containing seven rounds Frve
targets (three single and one st of two) are exposed

TABLE IV-—-DAY STANDING

E-13. For this table, the firer receives one magazine containing five rounds. Four targets
(two single and one set of two) are exposad

TABLE VDAY MOVING OUT

E-14. For thus table, the firer receives three maganines: one each with one, seven, and

five rounds. Ten targets are exposed. The firer begma 10 meter behind the firmg line,

the middle of the tral. They take the following steps

® The firer loads the first magarine (contarmang one round) and places the

wecond magazine {contamng seven rounds) i the magarme pouch closest o

hus or her finng hand The firer places the third magarine (contamang five

rounds) in the maganne pouch farthest from hus or her finng hand

(When the firer reaches the firing line, a single target 15 exposed. The firer

has two seconds 1o hut it before it 18 lowered Then has sight seconds to load

the second magazine (comtaining seven rounds)

® Al the end of sight seconds, another ungle target is expossd to the firer If
the firer has not loaded the second magarine in time 0 sngage this target, this
round 1 scored as a mass

® When the tower operaior is sure thai the finng hne has completed the
magazme change, the tower openstor commands MOVE OUT. Two multiple
targets are the exposed, one after the other, at various ranges from the firer

®  After two sets of multiple targets are exposed, the Soldser 15 commanded to
load the five-round magarine After the command MOVE OUT s given, the
refining tangets are presented o the firer in sequence Afler the last targets
are hat or lowened, the firer clears the weapon.

#  The firer holds the weapon in the rsed pastol position wath the shde to the
rear. The firer retims 10 the starting point and unloads and shows clear and

reholsters the putol, Any excess ammuntion e turned m 1o the amsmumton
pomnt. On heanng the order to do so, he or the moves o the finng lme

TABLE VI-DAY STANDING, CBRN
E-15. All firers wall wear protective masks with hoods. For this table, the firer recerves

one maganne contamng seven rounds. Frve targets (three single and one set of two)
are exposed

TABLE VII-NIGHT STANDING

E-16. For thus table, the firer recerves one magarme contasnang five rounds. Four targets
(two single and one set of two) are exposed

Note. Commanders may use the Engagement Skills Trumer 2000 to conduct
Fimng Tables V1 and VII (CBRN and night fire)

Figure 2. Qualification Standards for the Pistol

Source: Headquarters, Department of the Army, Training Circular 3-23.35, Pistol
(Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 2016), E-2, E-4.

With the implementation of TRADOC’s new IWTS, the U.S. Army is attempting
to improve its progressive training model for both individual and collective training. This
new approach sub-divides training requirements into a series of streamlined gates. Each
training requirement now follows a six step or table model. The pistol and carbine/rifle
(i.e. individual weapons) are key components to foundational training that leads to
collective training. The tables for individual weapons training includes initial instruction

on the weapon system known as Table I, Preliminary Marksmanship Instruction and
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Evaluation (PMI&E), followed by Table II, Pre-Live Fire Simulations Training (PLFS)
which primarily leverages simulations training. Table III consists of individual drills to
build proficiency. Table IV continues with basic live fire training that includes weapon
zeroing. Table V includes a practice qualification and Table VI culminates with a record
qualification using the existing standards that were discussed in this chapter. Figure 3
provides a visual aid as to how individual weapons training aligns with the rest of the

IWTS requirements.

Table | Table Il Table il Table IV Table V Table Vi
Collective | COORD/ Live Fire
Tier PREREQ PREREQ PREREQ Task Rehearsal Proficiency
Proficiency | / Practice Gare
CRAWL CRAWL WALK RUN RUN RUN
Battalion TEWT STAFFEX C!:'X FTX FCX C_ALFEX
w4 Live Blended Live TADSS Biended Live Fire
% Company TEWT STX»V STX FTX 7FCX» CALFEX
v Live Virtual TADSS TADSS Live Fire Live Fire
g| [ Piatoon
2 Section Clégis S“_I‘X-V STX FTX _FCX_ _LFX_
Live Virtual TADSS TADSS Live Fire Live Fire
Squad
_ | 3] Crew Flatform GST STX-V STX Basic | Practice | Qualification
'<:3 M Live Virtual TADSS Live Fire Live Fire Live Fire
< o o ————
2 Individual
8 Weapons
= 4 ed PMI&E PLFS Drills Basi; Prracticr:e ngliﬁcqﬁon )
Weapons Live Virtual TADSS Live Fire Live Fire Live Fire
Special Purpose
Weapons —
Legend: m—
CALFEX combined arms live-fire exercise PLFS preliminary live-fire simulations
COORD coordination PMI&E preliminary marksmanship instruction and
evaluation
CPX command post exercise PREREQ prerequisite
EXEVAL external evaluation SOP standard cperating procedure
FCX fire coordination exercise STAFFEX staff exercise
FTX field training exercise STX situational training exercise
GST gunnery skills test TADSS training aids, devices, simulators, and
simulations
LFX live-fire training exercise TEWT tactical exercise without troops
v virtual training environment

Figure 3. Integrated Weapons Training Strategy (IWTS) Structure

Source: Headquarters, Department of the Army, Training Circular 3-20.0, FINAL
DRAFT, Integrated Weapon Training Strategy (IWTS) (Washington, DC: Government
Printing Office, 2018), 1-4.
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With the overhaul of the pistol and carbine/rifle TC’s, training aids and skills have
been added to individual training publications to better assist unit commanders in
executing the IWTS. Below are a series of figures from those TC’s. The new zero and
marksmanship target (figure 4) improves training as part of Table IV of individual
weapons training. TC 3-22.9 Carbine and Rifle also improves the understanding of
ballistics with the explanation of Minute of Angle (MOA) and provides better, detailed
instruction on firing positions (figure 5). TC 3-23.35 Pistol has made significant
breakthroughs in the instruction of marksmanship skills. The 2017 dated publication is
the first of its kind to provide instruction on the pistol draw from a holster as well as
instruction on the two-handed group (figure 6), both considered critical skills in pistol

marksmanship.
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Figure 4. New Carbine/Rifle Zero and Pistol Marksmanship Target

Source: Headquarters, Department of the Army, Training Circular 3-22.9, Carbine and
Rifle (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 2016), E-6.
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Figure 5. Improvements to Carbine/Rifle Training

Source: Headquarters, Department of the Army, Training Circular 3-22.9, Carbine and
Rifle (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 2016), 3-2, 6-26.
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Figure 6. Improvements to Pistol Training

Source: Headquarters, Department of the Army, Training Circular 3-23.35, Pistol
(Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 2017), 5-6, 6-8.

26



Changes to the U.S. Army Rifle and Carbine Qualification Course

As discussed in Chapter I, during the course of this research project the U.S.
Army announced pending changes to the carbine/rifle qualification course. Figure 7
illustrates the new course of fire. Major differences to that of the current qualification
standards are:

1. Added table for the standing firing position.

2. Inclusion of a barricade that firers use to support employment of the
carbine/rifle in the prone supported, kneeling supported, and standing support
positions.

3. Changes to target exposure sequencing, and in some iterations, the
presentation of up to four targets at once.

4. Mandatory reloads between tables with limited delay between tables.

Modified Record Fire (Barricade)
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g Range (m) | o ? e ¥ = Range (m) | o0y
1 S0 L) 3 |11 300 6 1 S0 (R} L S0 L) .
2 150 | s |1z 150 " |z 2040 ;4 12 100
3 200 | s ssee P2 300 gsec |3 250 | 55ec |3 100 s
4 100 Detny |14 200 Delay | 4 50 (L Delay |4 150
1 Delay | & Between | €L 1 8 Between
s 150 13 [Between) |5 300 Tables |5 200 Tables |3 50 (R}
Tables
6 200 16 250 " |6 | 150 " 6 100 11
7 100 17 300 7 250 7 150
8 150 18 150 |2 | 100 8 S0 (L
9 200 1= 19 250 17 lo| 200 14 B 100 1"
1
10 250 20 300 250 o 150
-
300 M 5 150 M o Category Hits
250 M 6 100 M 7 Expert 36 - a0
200 M s 50 M 5 & P Shoote 32-35
Masksman 28 -31
Tetal: a0

Figure 7. Approved Changes to the Carbine/Rifle Qualification Standards

Source: The 82nd Airborne Division Small Arms Master Gunner, “Modified Record Fire
(Barricade),” accessed January 16, 2018, Facebook.
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In the Spring 2018 issue of the Infantry Bugler the Chief of Infantry, Brigadier
General Christopher T. Donahue, announced the pending changes to the carbine/rifle
qualification standards and how it is aligned with supporting the new IWTS. He stated
that “the existing qualification standards fail to accurately reflect the basic tactical

31

employment skills””" and “this new and improved marksmanship training increases

Soldier lethality and enhances Soldier’s ability to fight, win and survive on the

battlefield.”3?

The Marksmanship Debate: Necessary Change

Small Arms marksmanship training and lethality has remained a debated topic
within the operational force. Many current and formal service members (both U.S. Army
and Inter-Service) have published papers through professional military educational
institutions (i.e. Captain’s Career Course, Command and General Staff College, School
for Advanced Military Studies) and professional journals (i.e. Infantry Magazine) to
share insights on the marksmanship topic. The below table lists the publications that were

reviewed as part of this research:
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Table 1.  List of Military Professional Publications

Title Author Publication, Date
How to Improve Rifle Marksmanship | CPT John Lauterbach (US Advanced Infantry Officer's
in the United States Army Army) Course, 1954
Moving Personnel Targets and the Major Bruce Wilson (US US Army Command &
Combat Infantryman Army) General Staff College, 1971
Close Quarters Combat Training - Captain Jay Shebuski (US

Using the IDPA System Army) Infantry Magazine, 2004

waﬂe.m Inadequac.y' of SmallArm; MAI Issac Ellison (US US Army Command &
Training for all Military Occupational Army) General Staff College. 2005
Specialties in the Conventional Army Y g%

Improving Army Marksmanship:
Engaging the Initiative in the
Infantryman's Half Kilometer

Lieutenant Colonel David

Liwanag (US Army) Infantry Magazine, 2006

Increasing Small Arms Lethality in
Afghanistan: Taking Back the Infantry
Half Kilometer

Major Thomas Ehrhart (US School for Advanced
Army) Military Studies, 2009

Lieutenant Colonel(Retired)

Closing a Critical Gap: Enhancing James C. Crowley and CPT Infantry Magazine, 2015

Small Arms Combat Skills Training

Daniel Wilcox (US Army)
Squad Overmatch - Software Before Sergeant First Class(Retired) .
Hardware Mike Lewis (US Army) Infantry Magazine, 2016

Source: Created by author.

The overarching theme from these publications, regardless of the years in which
they were published, is change. More specifically, all authors expressed some sort of
need to either change marksmanship training methods, weaponry, range equipment, and
qualification standards. Most interestingly, all of these works were published during or
shortly after some form of armed conflict.

In 1954, Captain Lauterbach, a member of the second class of the Infantry
Officers Advance Course at Fort Benning, Georgia wrote in his monograph that “the
practical work of firing is so limited that the ability to shoot never reaches the stage of
automatic performance. It is required that every man fire his basic weapon annually;
however, the brief time allotted serves little more than a reintroduction of performance,

constant practice is axiomatic.”>* Lauterbach’s monograph primarily encourages change
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(as it relates to the time period) to instruction and coaching of basic marksmanship and
the need for more range time to improve marksmanship performance and proficiency. A
precursor to the research done in 1955 with TRAINFIRE I, Lauterbach’s monograph
inadvertently exposes the way of thinking for the time period. It appears that Lauterbach
expresses that there should be a degree of separation between what must be taught as part
of basic marksmanship and what is required to replicate combat.

Contrary to Lauterbach’s monograph, Major Wilson’s 1971 Master’s in Military
Art and Science (MMAS) thesis emphasizes that rifle training standards are too basic and
don’t adequately reflect combat. One could argue that U.S. Army marksmanship
experienced somewhat of a revolution between the time Lauterbach wrote his monograph
in 1954 and when Wilson introduces drastic changes to training and qualification
standards. Results from the Korean War led to the TRAINFIRE I research as well as the
development of two new battle rifles (the M14 and M16). After more than six years with
American involvement in the Vietnam War, Wilson writes “failure to emphasize
marksmanship training designed to prepare a rifleman to hit battlefield targets seems to
be both illogical and irresponsible on the part of the Army.”* His thesis focuses on the
need for “exposure to realistic moving target situations” which “could ease the Soldier's
transition from the rifle range to the battlefield.”* He determined that certain conditions,
such as moving targets, needs to be reflected in marksmanship training strategies. The
data in his research is convincing, however it was not enough for the U.S. Army to
change their qualification standards.

In 2005 Major Isaac Ellison published a MMAS thesis at the U.S. Army
Command and General Staff College that argues that small arms weapons training and its
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associated qualifications are focused largely on preparing Soldiers for the defense and
lack preparation for operations in a “dynamic nonlinear/noncontiguous (NL/NC)
asymmetrical battlefield.”*® Ellison’s thesis was published after the U.S. Army had been
involved in OEF for almost five years and in OIF for a little over two years. The impact
of conducting de-centralized operations in an urban area (such as a Baghdad) was
suddenly being felt by the conventional force, and Ellison was concerned that the U.S.
Army was not addressing the importance of incorporating advanced marksmanship into
training programs for all Soldiers, regardless of their Military Occupational Specialty.
Although it was described as defensive in nature, Ellison believed that the existing basic
marksmanship programs were still relevant in teaching the fundamentals of shooting, but
significantly lacked the adequate doctrinal tasks to prepare Soldiers for “engagement
ranges of 0 to 100 meters.”>’

In 2009 Major Thomas Ehrhart published a monograph at the School of Advance
Military Studies, U.S. Army Command and General Staff College that analyzed the
effectiveness of the Infantryman in Afghanistan. His major argument in his research is
the lack of lethality beyond 300 meters with the existing M4/M16 variant rifle.
Additionally, Ehrhart argues for changes to the current rifle qualification standards. Just
like previous authors, he echoes similar sentiment; the qualification course is outdated, it
is not dynamic enough, and does not replicate combat. Some of the characteristics he
proposes for the rifle qualification include:

Engagements from 3 to 500 meters; include multiple types of terrain requiring

different shooting positions; a combination of moving and stationary targets;

engagements from differing elevation and a scoring system which rewards shot

placement in vital areas. Any of these characteristics can be added to the current
qualification.®

31



Despite efforts to communicate the need for change to better prepare the
warfighter for combat, these professional publications have not swayed significant
changes to marksmanship training for all Soldiers in the U.S. Army, nor have they
significantly impacted changes to qualification standards for both the carbine/rifle and the

pistol.

U.S. Army Sponsored Research on Marksmanship

Marksmanship Research has continued since the implementation of TRAINFIRE 1
in 1955 and has consistently focused on enhancing Soldier lethality on the battlefield. A
1987 report by ARI emphasized that “the Infantry Soldier must be able to engage
personnel targets under all combat conditions. The battlefield will test each Soldier in all
of his learned skills. Soldiers can expect to be confronted by multiple moving personnel
targets, hindered by darkness, and forced to perform in a chemically contaminated
environment.”*® After review of the earlier works, it is apparent that marksmanship
training research following Vietnam and prior to Desert Storm, identified critical skills
and requirements to prepare Soldiers for combat, and those conclusions subdivided
training into three categories, basic, advanced, and unit marksmanship.*’ Perhaps this
subdivision is due to the number of skills required to effectively engage threats in
combat, but also, in part, due to the time it takes to learn and apply these skills. This
research also assumed that certain branches would only train on basic marksmanship.
These subdivisions have served as the foundational training strategies for the last 30
years.

As the United States became involved in two conflicts (OEF and OIF) the U.S.

Army began to invest in learning and understanding new strategies to meet the demands
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of the OE. As new strategies presented themselves, the challenge was tracking
implementation and ultimately their effectiveness in combat. A RAND Corporation study

in 2014 determined:

Assessing alternative weapon training strategies is complicated by the fact that the
Army does not have a system for knowing how closely units follow current
weapon training strategies, the degree to which they meet standards, or how well
current standards relate to combat success...no systematic data are available to
answer this question and support Maneuver COE [Center of Excellence] training
development efforts to improve small-arms training strategies.*!

In 2016, ARI conducted a comprehensive survey of Soldiers (combat veterans) to
determine what changes were needed to marksmanship. Based on Soldier input, the study

”42 a5 Soldiers in the

also determined “there is merit to re-examining qualification again
study expressed there are “skills not in the common set of requirements reflected in the
current qualification course-of-fire, primarily engaging moving targets, firing from
different positions, and discriminating between friendly, enemy and noncombatants.”*
These studies have been valuable in providing analysis and recommendations to
improving marksmanship training strategies, however, the implementation of those

recommendations have been either slow moving or ignored. Table 2 provide a list of

research reports reviewed for this thesis.

33



Table 2.  List of U.S. Army Sponsored Research
Title Author Date
. I . Human Research Unit #3,

TRAINFIRE I: A New Course in Basic Rifle Marksmanship Continental Army Command 1955
Training Support Package Advanced Marksmanship ARI 1987
The Development and Implementation of Basic, Advanced, ARI 1988
and Unit M16A1 Rifle Marksmanship Training Programs
Shooting Straight — Twenty Years of Rifle Marksmanship ARI 2000
Research
Soldier Performance on a New Marksmanship Course of Fire ARI 2010
Changing the Army’s Weapon Strategies to Meet Operational RAND 2014
Requirements More Effectively and Efficiently
Eva.lu.atlon of Courses of Fire for Law Enforcement Firearms ARI 2014
Training
Development of Two Courses-of-Fire: Night Fire with ARI 2016
Aiming Lights and Combat Field Fire
Marksmanship Requirements from the Perspective of Combat

ARI 2016
Veterans Volume 1
Marksmanship Requirements from the Perspective of Combat

ARI 2016
Veterans Volume 11

Source: Created by author.

The Civilian Perspective on Combat Marksmanship and Practical Shooting

There are several publications available in the civilian market that bring a wealth
of knowledge and most importantly, experience, to the forefront of the combat
marksmanship discussion. Some of the most recent, popular, and respected books were
published between 2005-2011 by former Special Forces Soldiers. Several of these authors
applied combat marksmanship principles, in actual combat engagements, in support of
the Global War on Terrorism. Many of these authors are also retired from service and
either work for or have founded their own tactical security companies in order to share
their lessons learned, help train the next generation of law enforcement and military

professionals, and prepare the average citizen for home defense or concealed carry.
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Table 3. List of Civilian Publications

Title Author Publisher, Date

Practical Shooting: Beyond

Brian Enos Zediker Publishing, 1990

Fundamentals
T'A'P'.S' Tactzca] Application of Pat McNamara iUniverse Inc., 2008
Practical Shooting
Green Eyes and Black Rifles: The
Warriors Guide to the Combat SGM(RET) Kyle Lamb Tramp le and Hurdle

. Publishers, 2008
Carbine
Tactical Pistol Shooting Erik Lawrence and Mike Pannone | Gun Digest Books, 2009
Stay in the Fight!!! The Warriors Trample and Hurdle
Guide to the Combat Pistol SGM(RET) Kyle Lamb Publishers, 2011
Compete to Survive Chris Cireno Recoil Magazine, 2012

Source: Created by author.

One of the first publications to hit the market during the early stages of conflict in
the Iraq and Afghanistan theaters was in 2005 with Tactical Pistol Shooting by Erik
Lawrence, a former Green Beret and founder of several training companies. The 2nd
edition of his book was written in 2008 with co-author Mike Pannone, which provides
noteworthy detail on the use of the pistol. Pannone is a former Marine and Special Forces
Soldier, firearms instructor, and competitive shooter.** Through the book’s illustrations,
Pannone demonstrates all of the pistol handling techniques.

In their book, Lawrence and Pannone present the “Combat Triad”* model, a
concept originally developed by the late Colonel(Retired) Jeff Cooper who wrote
Principles of Personal Defense in 1989. Cooper served in World War II and the Korean
War and is accredited with being the father of practical pistol competition and founded
the International Practical Shooting Confederation (IPSC) in 1976.%¢ Cooper was a
contributor to Lawrence and Pannone’s first chapter. The Combat Triad is “composed of

three elements: gun handling, marksmanship, and mindset (mental conditioning).”*’
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The essential elements of the triad are “taught to help students identify, assess,
and respond to potential life-threatening decisions.”*® Gun handling is focused on the
ability to manipulate the firearm; loading, unloading, presentation and control of the
weapon, and the ability to clear malfunctions. The Marksmanship element of the triad is
the ability to apply the fundamentals of marksmanship quickly and accurately. Finally,

1% and operate under extreme

the Mindset element is the ability to maintain “self-contro
stress with “awareness, anticipation, and concentration.”>® The new Pistol manual, TC 3-
23.35, covers Mindset extensively within its Appendix D. The balance of these three
elements, incorporated into a realistic training environment, will help enable Soldiers to
not only engage threats more effectively, but become more lethal. Lawrence and Pannone
emphasize that “no expensive handgun or accessory will replace true skill and solid

9951

fundamentals in a less-than-desirable situation™”" and “pre-conditioning permits us to

defend ourselves more easily and survive that deadly encounter.”>?

One of the most well-known and respected names in the shooting industry is
former Special Forces Soldier and owner of Viking Tactics Inc. Sergeant Major (Retired)
Kyle E. Lamb. In 2008, Lamb published Green Eyes & Black Rifles, Warriors Guide to
the Combat Carbine. A majority of the material written in his book were lessons captured
by Lamb over the span of five years while he actively served in combat.>* Of note,
Pannone served as the Senior Instructor for Viking Tactics and is mentioned in Lamb’s
acknowledgements as a contributor. In similar style to that of Lawrence and Pannone,

Lamb provides detailed illustrations and content to explain and teach the combat focused

employment of the rifle.
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Lamb also wrote Stay in the Fight!! Warriors Guide to the Combat Pistol in 2011
and uses a similar writing and illustration style to that of Green Eyes and Black Rifles.
Both books are extremely detailed and provide a comprehensive and progressive
approach to training with the pistol or carbine/rifle. Although more detailed, Lamb’s
books apply the same concepts to that of the Combat Triad introduced by Lawrence and
Pannone in which gun handling, marksmanship, and mindset are balanced concepts that a
shooter must embrace in order to be lethal in a direct fire engagement.

Both of Lamb’s books share a lot of the same techniques presented by Lawrence
and Pannone, but also deep dive into dynamic shooting by illustrating multiple alternate
firing positions, use of barricades, shooting on the move, and transitioning from a
carbine/rifle to pistol if equipped with both. Lamb emphasizes the importance of training
beyond the fundamentals of marksmanship and preparing for combat. “Invariably, you
will practice the prone position 90 percent of the time. But how often in a real scenario

are you even able to get into this perfect prone position?”>*

Selection of Case Studies

There are a myriad of AARs, historical summaries, and published observations by
U.S. Army entities such as CMH, CSI, ARI, and the Center for Army Lesson’s Learned
(CALL) that help to paint a picture of what occurred on the ground during armed conflict.
A majority of these publications attempt to provide a holistic view when analyzing these
conflicts. Their overall purpose is to provide analysis, feedback, and critiques so that the
force can better prepare for the next conflict. APPENDEX C provides a comprehensive
list of the publications analyzed during this research project in order to collect and

interpret direct fire engagements with the pistol and carbine/rifle in combat. These
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publications not only provide insight and perspective as to what happens in armed

conflict, but they also demonstrate that the OE has changed over time and is a significant

variable when attempting to understand the outcomes of direct fire engagements.

Criteria for the Case Study

Based on the literature reviewed, criteria were developed to assist in the research

process and to help answer the primary and secondary research questions. Overall the

characteristics of small arms engagements should be based on the current pistol and

carbine/rifle qualification tables and training strategies. Criteria for this study are outlined

below:

Case Study analysis should explore and determine if skills tested as part of
the current qualification tables are applied in direct fire engagements. The
criteria is defined by those skills that are performed during the qualifications
themselves.
Case Study analysis should explore skills that are considered characteristics
of advanced marksmanship, CQB, and characteristics of practical and
competitive shooting to determine if they are applied in direct fire
engagements. The skills determined to be applicable or present in direct fire
engagements are based on review of the literature in this chapter.
Direct Fire engagements will be collected from bodies of work considered
“scholarly” since publications by certain institutions bring credibility to
narratives that may describe these engagements. Invariably, the oral histories
and other sources used to describe conditions on the ground have been vetted

by the publisher. Their credibility is held in high regard and their validity only
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increases the accuracy of analysis and interpretation of what occurred in
combat.

4. The characteristics of the OE should be considered during case study analysis
to determine if there are certain factors and conditions that are only applicable
to certain direct fire engagements or if those characteristics and conditions

transcend all of the case studies being researched.

Summary

The literature review has attempted to put the research problem into context by
summarizing the origin of the current carbine/rifle and pistol training strategies and
qualification courses, as well as describe some of the research that has been completed
and works published on the subject. There are significant takeaways from this literature
review that have not only helped to frame the problem but have also assisted in
developing criteria to conduct further analysis to answer the primary and secondary
research questions.

1. This literature review has demonstrated that significant changes to U.S.
Army pistol and carbine/rifle training strategies have not been implemented
since the adaptation of the 1955 TRAINFIRE I Research.

2. Not only has the OE changed since the adaptation of TRAINFIRE I, but
tactics, techniques, and training strategies for the employment of the pistol
and carbine/rifle have also changed. More so, these changes have mostly
been adopted by entities outside of the U.S. Army and or not fully

implemented across the entire force.
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3. There has been very little research and analysis of characteristics, factors, and
conditions of direct fire engagements to determine what changes are required
to U.S. Army pistol and carbine/rifle training strategies and their qualification
courses.

The next chapter will outline the research method and its appropriateness for

completing the study.
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CHAPTER 3

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

Introduction

There is an old adage in the U.S. Army, “train as you fight.” To do this Soldiers
must understand the OE and understand how training directly translates to the conditions
Soldiers face in combat. Chapter 2: Literature Review helped to define the problem and
determined there are characteristics of marksmanship that may or may not be applicable
to direct fire engagements in combat. A metric to determine whether or not U.S. Army
training strategies are preparing Soldiers for combat requires analysis of actual narratives
or descriptions of direct fire engagements. To analyze direct fire engagement narratives,
this research will identify the common characteristics or conditions of pistol and
carbine/rifle engagements and then compare those characteristics against current
marksmanship training strategies. Ultimately this analysis will determine the
appropriateness, effectiveness, and perhaps ineffectiveness of current training strategies
through a study of recent armed conflicts, determining trends and characteristics that are

unique or consistent to all OEs.

Research Method Appropriateness

It is appropriate to analyze direct fire engagements in combat because it is the true
measure of performance for the U.S. Army’s marksmanship training strategies. This
research identified and evaluated common characteristics of pistol and carbine/rifle
engagements in combat, across multiple OEs, and compared those characteristics to

current training conditions. This research specifically assessed the effectiveness of
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current marksmanship training and qualification standards to determine appropriate

changes needed to accommodate the characteristics found in modern combat. As

described in Chapter I, this research project was limited by several factors and did not

analyze the degree of lethality applied in the engagements studied.

The research process began by first determining what the common characteristics

of marksmanship are. Second, a diverse group of historical combat case studies were

analyzed, from the Korean War to OEF, in order to adequately locate and describe those

characteristics of pistol and carbine/rifle engagements likely to be found in modern

combat. Below is the Research Design Model (figure 8) that was used to complete the

study:
Chapter lll: Research Design Methodology
\
Analyre Engogements and Organize data
Scholarly determine variables inte column
Publications applicable cluster charts
Identified
Chapter Ii: l ?__‘:r;""s '"Erd Use Key Word Search Methad
Literature Review o to locate Direct Fire R
Determined Engagements within ipre
Characteristics of Schelarly Publications
Marksmanship
converted into Case
Sty varible t b
1
i
y Conduct o Collective Case :ch”ﬁ,:.::.:ﬂms !
Study Analysis & g :
Output Analysis !
=1

Figure 8. Research Design Methodology

Source: Created by author.
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Research Method Defined

Prior to analyzing pistol and carbine/rifle direct fire engagements, variables for
the study were identified. Chapter 2: Literature Review provided insight into former and
current U.S. Army marksmanship training strategies as well as a review of marksmanship
publications and research that describe requisite skills to be trained or likely conditions
Soldiers will find themselves in during a direct fire engagement in combat. Based on the
review of scholarly work, a list of likely engagement characteristics (22 total) were
developed. For example, characteristics one thru three are described as requirements for
Soldiers to engage targets/threats from either close range, mid-range, or long range
respectively. The standards for close range are based on the U.S. Army doctrinal
definition of close quarter engagements in which Soldiers must be able to engage threats
within 50 meters. This characteristic would be applicable for both the pistol and
carbine/rifle, whereas mid-range and long range engagements would be more applicable
to the carbine/rifle only because any engagement beyond 50 meters is beyond the
effective range of a combat pistol. The criteria to define mid-range versus long-range was
based on the current target array for the Carbine and Rifle Qualification Course (targets
ranging from 50-300 meters). The other characteristics identified from the literature
review exist as part of current U.S Army marksmanship training strategies, advanced
marksmanship skills, combat and competitive shooting skills. Appendix D provides the
list and definitions of the 22 characteristics that were selected and evaluated during the
study to determine if they are applicable in a direct fire engagement.

To determine if the 22 characteristics of marksmanship exist in combat
conditions, a Case Study Method was used. There were four conflicts analyzed during
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this process; Korean War, i.e. Case Study 1, Vietnam War, i.e. Case Study 2, OIF, i.e.
Case Study 3, and OIF, i.e. Case Study 4. These conflicts were selected as likely
candidates, based on available publications, to provide insights into the application of the
training strategies and qualification courses that influenced TRAINFIRE I research in
1955 to present day research. Although a Case Study Method is mostly qualitative in
nature, quantitative measurements were used to organize and interpret the data. This
approach assisted in developing a pattern analysis to determine trends and unique
qualities of each case study.

In Dr. Robert K. Yin’s book titled Case Study Research, Design and Methods, he
cites that multiple-case studies have advantages over single-case designs in that “the
evidence from multiple cases is often considered more compelling, and the overall study
is therefore regarded as more robust.”! This holds true for this research process. A single-
case study could be completed to determine the characteristics of marksmanship
applicable to that case study alone, however it would prevent a comparable analysis to
other conflicts. Multiple-case studies helped to determine which characteristics are
common or unique by case study.

Analyzing case studies that provide examples of what characteristics where
present was important to help answer the research questions. The intent of this research
was to understand which characteristics have been used in direct fire engagements. In Dr.
Robert Stake’s book titled The Art of Case Study Research, he emphasizes that “the use
of [this type of] case study is to understand something else”? or better referred to as an
instrumental case study. He further explains that studying multiple-case studies, in an

instrumental way, results in a Collective Case Study Approach.? The variables in this
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study will be organized and interpreted collectively to better determine common

characteristics across all of the case studies.

Collective Case Study Approach

Within each case study, a series of direct fire engagements involving the use of
the pistol or carbine/rifle by U.S. Army Soldiers were analyzed, interpreted, and then
catalogued within a data collection tool. Modern day technology has improved the
accessibility of these scholarly publications. CSI and CMH all have digital publication
libraries on their official websites to download these publications. Both digital libraries

were easy to navigate and organize publications by theme or conflict.

In Contacyt!
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—
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8

Figure 9. Examples of Scholarly Publications

Source: Created by author using book covers from four of the 46 scholarly publications
listed in Appendix C.
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Process for Identifying Direct Fire Engagements

The process to identify a direct fire engagement involving a U.S. Army Soldier
employing a pistol or carbine/rifle began with a Key Word Search Method. This method
enabled the researcher to cover and locate engagement narratives from a large volume of
sources. The idea was if a larger body of sources can be analyzed, a larger body of data
can be identified, catalogued, and interpreted. The below list (table 4) provides the key
words selected that helped identify direct fire engagements within the larger body of
published work. The key word search method began with the terms “pistol,” “carbine,”
and “rifle,” but later expanded to other words that were likely to appear in a direct fire

engagement narrative.

Table 4. Key Word Search List
M1 or M-1 Killed or Killing
M14 or M-14 Fight or Fighting
M16 or M-16 Direct Fire
M4 or M-4 Fired or Firing
A5 or 1911 Weapon
M9 or M-9 Magazine
Pistol Reload or Reloading
Revolver Jam or Jammed
Carbine Malfunction
Rifle Hit
Small Arms Wounded or Wounding
Shoot or Shooting or Shot Bullet
Engaged, Engaging, or Engagement Round

Source: Created by author.




Using the Key Word Search Method

The digital publications selected were formatted in a way that allowed for the

word search method to be applied. Figure 10 below provides an example of a narrative

that was identified within a body of work after the word “pistol” was searched.
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Figure 10. “Control F” Method to Locate Engagement Narratives

Source: Created by author using an excerpt from Francis J. Kelly, Vietnam Studies, U.S.
Army Special Forces 1961-1971 (Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office,

2004), 94.

Analyzing an Engagement Narrative

Once an engagement narrative was determined to have met the case study criteria,

it was analyzed to determine if the case study variables were present. Figure 11 below

provides an example of an engagement narrative selected from the Vietnam War Case

50



Study in which a Special Forces officer, serving as an advisor, is reacting to an enemy

ambush.

Example of an Acceptable Engagement Narrative

“When | reached the company. the enemy had it pinned down in an open field with automatic
weapons and mortar fire. | immediately ordered the platoon | had to return the fire, but they did
not-only a few men fired. | started firing at the enemy, moving up and down the line,

[Shooting on the Move]
encouraging the 883rd company to return the fire. We started to receive fire from the right flank.

| ran down to where the firing was and found five Viet Cong coming over the trench line. | killed
[Engaged Moving Targets) [Engaged Multiple Targets]
all five, and then | heard firing from the left flank. | ran down there and saw about six Viet Cong

moving toward our position. | threw a grenade and killed four of them. My M16 jammed. so |

[Close Engagement] [Weapon Malfunction]
shot one with my pistol and hit the other with my M16 again and again until he was dead.”
[Transition to Secondary] [Engaged Single Target with Multiple Rounds]
VWR22, VWP1

Figure 11. Example of a Direct Fire Engagement Narrative
Source: Created by author using an excerpt from Francis J. Kelly, Vietnam Studies, U.S.

Army Special Forces 1961-1971 (Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office,
2004), 94

Organizing Engagement Narratives

Once an Engagement Narrative was analyzed, the narrative itself, along with a
description of the OE, and the corresponding variables were catalogued into a narrative
collection database. The narrative was then given a unique identifying code (figure 12).
Each code begins with an acronym for the case study of origin (i.e. Vietham War is coded

as “VW?). The next part of the code consists of either the letter “R”, “C”, or “P”,
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depending if the narrative involved the use of the rifle, carbine, or pistol respectively.
Finally the number in the engagement code accounts for the number of narratives, by

type and case study.
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Figure 12. Engagement Narrative Collection Tool

Source: Created by author using narratives collected from the 46 scholarly publications
listed in Appendix C.

Process for Organizing and Analyzing Data

After the publications for all four case studies were searched and all of the
identified narratives were catalogued, a data collection tool (APPENDICES E thru H)
was used to calculate the number and types of variables that were present within the case
studies. The collection tool was created to organize narratives that met the criteria by

publication title. Columns were created to provide a brief description of what type of unit
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was involved in the engagement and the circumstances surrounding the engagement.
Publications that did not produce narratives that met the research criteria were still listed
within the collection tool, but the table that would have housed a narrative was marked
“no narratives applicable.” After all narratives were collected and given an identifier, the
data was inputted into a sorting tool (Appendix I), calculated, and converted into

clustered column charts for interpretation (Appendixes J thru N).

Summary

Using a Collective Case Study Design helped to answer the primary and
secondary research questions. The same evaluation criteria and variables were used for
each case study in order to maintain a consistent analysis, regardless of the OE, and
helped to draw conclusions on what marksmanship characteristics are applied in combat.
The next section of this thesis, Chapter 4: Data Findings and Analysis, will outline the
results of the research by case study, and will also provide a summary of all data

combined to determine overall trends of marksmanship characteristics in modern conflict.

! Robert K. Yin, Case Study Research, Design and Methods (Thousand Oaks, CA:
Sage Publications Inc. 2014), 57.

2 Robert Stake, The Art of Case Study Research (Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage
Publications, Inc., 1995), 3.

3 Ibid., 3.
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CHAPTER 4

ANALYSIS
Something in war stories often seems frozen out by print on paper, not so
much any particular element but perhaps the immediacy of memory and its
relationship with every physiological sensation and reaction that recall produces.
The literature of battle, however, reaches beyond the physical and temporal
presence of participants and their memories, at least 2,500 years beyond in
surviving texts still counted as useful by warriors. They may not be the best
accounting, but written reports of combat have accessibility and durability that
permit close study and facilitate wide understanding of the conduct of this ancient
political activity.
— Jack Stuster and Zail Coffman, “Capturing Insights from
Firefights to Improve Training, Phase I Final Report”

Overview

During the course of the research process, approximately 46 publications from
four conflicts (Case Studies) spanning the years 1950 to 2011 were analyzed. From those
publications, approximately 133 direct fire engagement narratives involving the pistol,
carbine, and rifle were collected. Chapter 3: Research Methodology described how the
characteristics of direct fire engagements were selected and were developed into
variables for analysis. At a minimum, at least one of the 22 characteristics of direct fire
engagements were identified in each of the narratives that were collected. Those

characteristics were then documented and converted into data tables for interpretation.

Restated Purpose

The purpose of this research is to determine which characteristics of direct fire
engagements involving the pistol, carbine, and rifle are unique and or common in modern

combat. The purpose of Chapter 4: Data Findings and Analysis is to:
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1. Present the data points (variables present within direct fire engagements).

2. Interpret the findings.

Chapter Layout and Design

This chapter is organized in a way to present the research data by case study.

Figure 13 below illustrates how each case study is organized:

Case Study Outline

Case Study #:

1) Number and Types of Scholarly Publications Analyzed

2) Operational Framework Applicable to Each Engagement

3) Types of Units Analyzed by Engagement

4) Types and Number of Engagements (pistol, carbine, rifle) Analyzed

)
)
5) Description of Case Study Operational Environment
6) Engagement Data Table

)

7) Unique Characteristics/Trends in Case Study

Figure 13. Case Study Outline

Source: Created by author.

After the results of each Case Study, a Combined Summary Analysis of all the

Case Study data is presented and interpreted. Below is the outline for the Combined

Summary Analysis (figure 14):
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Combined Data Qutline

Combined Summary Analysis:

1

Pistol Data

2) Carbine/Rifle Data

)
)
3) Combined Data
4) Operational Framework Data
)

5) Infantry/Special Operations Compared to All Other Branches Data

Figure 14. Combined Data Outline

Source: Created by author.

Case Study 1 (Korean War)

Table 5. Korean War - Publications Analyzed

Type Total
U.S Army Center of Military History (CMH) 6
Combat Studies Institute (CSI) 2

Source: Created by author.
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Table 6. Korean War - Operational Framework
Type Total
Deep Area 0
Close Area 33
Consolidation Area 2
Support Area 1

Source: Created by author.

Table 7. Korean War - Units Analyzed
Type Total
Armor 2
Engineer 2
Field Artillery 1
Infantry 27
Logistics 1
Military Police 1
Ordnance 1
Reconnaissance 1

Source: Created by author.

Table 8. Korean War - Engagement Types
Type Total
Pistol 9
Carbine 9
Rifle 18

Source: Created by author.

Data from the Korean War Case Study was collected from four of eight
publications by CMH. Although other works were analyzed (primarily from CSI), they

did not meet the criteria for this study. One of the applicable works from CMH was
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published as early as 1954 and is comprised of personal accounts from interviews with
Soldiers shortly after they participated in close combat. The publications covered the
involvement of U.S. Soldiers in the Korean War during periods ranging from June of
1950 to April of 1952. Most accounts involved Soldiers in combat serving at the battalion
to squad level.!

The OE during the course of the Korean War was unforgiving. Most engagements
occurred on elevated terrain surrounded by rice paddies and streams,? but also included
urban areas. The climate ranged from extreme cold and snow during the winter, to rainy
seasons that produced unfavorable operating conditions. Not only did the climate impact
morale, but there were many accounts in which the extreme cold induced malfunctions on
weapon systems.® Enemy forces were also relentless. North Korean and Chinese Forces
consistently massed Infantry against U.S. Forces in an effort to overwhelm positions and
force withdrawal from terrain.

Below is an example of one of the 36 direct fire engagements analyzed as part of
the Korean War Case Study. This narrative in particular provides seven of the 22
characteristics of direct fire engagements and were determined applicable to both the
carbine and rifle. The combat conditions Infantryman in the Korean War faced are
italicized in the below narrative while the corresponding direct fire engagement
characteristics (variables) are in parentheses:

When Lieutenant Mitchell explained that he couldn’t move for a while, Stratton

offered to stay with him. Just about this time, three Chinese riflemen [Engaged

Multiple Targets] appeared on top of the ridge and stopped about fifteen feet

[Close Engagement] from where the two men were sitting [Engaged from Seated

Position]. Mitchell was hidden partially by brush. Stratton saw them first and

fired seven rounds from his rifle [Fired Multiple Rounds at Target], missing each
time. Mitchell fired one round and missed. His carbine jammed then and he had
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to take out his bayonet and pry the cartridge from the chamber [Weapon
Malfunction]. Meanwhile, a bullet from one of the Chinese guns hit the stock of
Stratton’s rifle and then his hand, tearing it badly. Then the enemy gun jammed.
The other two Chinese had turned their backs and appeared to be listening to
someone who was shouting to them from the opposite side of the hill. Lieutenant
Mitchell finally got his carbine in operation and killed all three of the enemy
[Engaged Multiple Targets]. The two men slid down the hill a short distance to a
small gully that offered more cover from enemy fire [Engaged from Elevated
Position]. [Emphasis by author.]*

Figure 15 below illustrates the percentage of variables identified within the 36

Korean War engagement narratives:

DATA FROM 36 KOREAN WAR
DIRECT FIRE ENGAGEMENTS

70% 64%
60%

50% 47% 44%

409
% 33%

30% 28%
(]

17%
20% 14%  14% ’ 14%
11% 11%11%

6% 6%

10%
0% 0% 0%

Figure 15. Korean War Engagement Data Table

Source: Created by author.
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Unique Characteristics/Trends in Case Study 1

The data points organized in the Korean War Engagement Data Table (figure 15)
suggests there is a correlation between close range engagements (47%) and limited
visibility conditions (44%) during the Korean War. During the course of analysis,
publications described how enemy troop movement would typically occur against U.S.
positions under the cover of darkness to penetrate defensive lines or in the early morning
when conducting large scale attacks. Additionally, Soldiers were routinely outnumbered
and engaged multiple targets at close range (64%). Also, Soldiers were consistently put in
positions in which they engaged enemy forces from elevated positions, either because
they were in a defensive position firing down from a hilltop on attacking forces or they
were the attacking force firing up terrain at defended enemy positions. Finally,
engagements described the need for a Soldier to eliminate a threat by firing more than
one round at the target (28%), suggesting this to be a necessary characteristic of engaging
in close combat against a large enemy force whom favors fighting under limited visibility

conditions.

Case Study 2 (Vietnam War)

Table 9. Vietnam War - Publications Analyzed

Type Total
U.S Army Center of Military History (CMH) 18
U.S. Army Transportation School 1

Source: Created by author.
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Table 10. Vietnam War - Operational Framework
Type Total
Deep Area 0
Close Area 18
Consolidation Area 3
Support Area 10

Source: Created by author.

Table 11. Vietnam War - Units Analyzed
Type Total
Aviation 1
Infantry 16
Special Forces (Advisory Role) 12
Transportation 2

Source: Created by author.

Table 12. Vietnam War - Engagement Types

Type Total
Pistol 4
Carbine 0
Rifle 27

Source: Created by author.

Data from the Vietnam War Case Study was collected from ten of 18 publications
by CMH and one from the U.S. Army Transportation Corps Historian. Many of the CMH
publications were focused on providing operational to strategic level perspectives of the
Vietnam conflict and did not describe direct fire engagements at the tactical level. The
publications that met the criteria for the case study provided narratives from periods as

early as the battle for the [a Drang Valley in 1965 up to engagements occurring in 1971.

61




The OE during the course of the Vietnam War presented multiple challenges to
U.S. forces. According to the direct fire engagements analyzed, a majority of operations
occurred in thick, jungle vegetation and in mountainous regions. A majority of the
engagements involved Infantry Soldiers executing offensive operations against North
Vietnamese forces. There were several engagements, however, that described offensive
operations by North Vietnamese and Viet Cong forces against static positions such as
patrol and fire bases.

Below is an example of one of the 31 direct fire engagements analyzed as part of
the Vietnam War Case Study. The narrative below presents four of the 22 characteristics
(variables) of direct fire engagements applicable to the use of the M16 rifle. The combat
conditions the Infantryman faced while his unit attacked a fortified enemy position are
italicized and the corresponding direct fire engagement characteristics are in parentheses:

On 13 July, one element of the 101st Airborne Division— Company B, 1st
Battalion, 506th Infantry—was moving along a ridgeline in Thua Thien Province
to attack a fortified position that had pinned down an adjoining company.
Suddenly, from a nearby hill, the North Vietnamese unleashed heavy fire that
stopped the unit in its tracks. Sp4c. Gordon R. Roberts, a rifleman who had
received a Silver Star at Hamburger Hill, crawled through the grass toward the
nearest emplacement. He then jumped to his feet and, with rifle blazing, headed
straight into the enemy’s fire [Engaged Target on the Move]. He killed two
gunners [Engaged Multiple Target] and, after pausing to load a fresh magazine in
his M16 rifle [Reload], advanced on a second bunker. When enemy fire knocked
the weapon from his hands, he picked up an M 16 dropped by a comrade and
continued his assault, killing the crew at the bunker with rifle fire before
eliminating a third position with an accurate grenade toss [Close Engagement].
By then, he was cut off from his platoon, but he continued forward, knocking out
a fourth enemy position. He then helped move wounded men while under fire to
an evacuation area. [Emphasis by author.]’

Figure 16 below illustrates the percentage of variables identified within the 31

Vietnam War engagement narratives:
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Figure 16. Vietnam War Engagement Data Table

Source: Created by author.

The data points organized in the Vietnam War Engagement Data Table (figure 16)
indicate that the majority of direct fire engagements (61%) within the Vietnam War OE

required Soldiers to engage threats at close range. Additionally, similar to the Korean

Unique Characteristics/Trends in Case Study 2
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War Case Study, more than half of the engagements (52%) occurred in limited visibility
conditions. Due to the jungle environment, the execution of night ambushes by U.S.
forces, the execution of large scale attacks by North Vietnamese Forces against U.S.
defensive positions, and the movement of enemy troops during limited visibility
conditions, are all contributing factors to the higher number of close range and limited
visibility engagements. Additionally, more than half of the engagements (55%) analyzed
had U.S. Soldiers in circumstances where they described engaging more than one target
in a single engagement. Finally, 26% of the engagements described the need to engage a

moving target.

Case Study 3 (OIF)

Table 13. OIF - Publications Analyzed
Type Total
U.S Army Center of Military History (CMH) 4
Combat Studies Institute (CSI) 4
U.S. Army Transportation School 2

Source: Created by author.

Table 14. OIF - Operational Framework
Type Total
Deep Area 0
Close Area 0
Consolidation Area 27
Support Area 3

Source: Created by author.
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Table 15. OIF - Units Analyzed
Type Total

Armor 2
Cavalry (Reconnaissance and Security )
Squadron)

Field Artillery 1
Infantry 11
Maintenance 1
Military Police 4
Special Forces (Advisory Role) 2
Transportation 7

Source: Created by author.

Table 16. OIF - Engagement Types
Type Total
Pistol 4
Carbine 5
Rifle 21

Source: Created by author.

Data from the OIF Case Study was collected from CMH, CSI, and U.S. Army
Transportation Corps Historian publications. Of the ten publications analyzed, two (one
from CMH, one from CSI) did not meet the criteria for this study. All of the publications
analyzed covered OIF from the years 2003 to 2008. Of note, all of the engagement
narratives only covered the period of armed conflict known as “Phase IV, Stabilize” and
did not include the initial invasion. As a result, the type of enemy forces U.S. Soldiers
encountered within the dense urban jungles of Iraq were primarily well organized and

armed insurgent forces, not the Iraqi Army Forces encountered during the initial invasion.
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Below is an example of one of the 30 direct fire engagements analyzed as part of
the OIF Case Study. This narrative in particular provides six of the 22 characteristics of
direct fire engagements with the rifle. The combat conditions Transporters in OIF faced
are italicized in the below narrative while the corresponding direct fire engagement
characteristics are in parentheses:

Walsh claimed, “I continued to stand on the side of the truck [Engaged Target
While Standing] as we went only about twenty-five to thirty miles per hour
[Engaged Target from Moving Vehicle]; there were no tires left on the truck, it
was driving completely on the rims. As we entered Baghdad, / fired into the city
buildings and just about everywhere trying to keep the suppressive fire down
[Engaged Multiple Targets]. Unfortunately, it wasn’t working. The more [ fired,
the more rounds were fired at us. And I couldn’t stabilize my weapon; / was
attempting to hold onto the truck with one hand while firing with the other
[Alternate Firing Position]. I decided I would be more stable on the hood of the
truck.” Hamill remembered, “He was standing up on the running board and had
absolutely no protection. He was shot in the arm but kept firing away and trying
to hold on. A4 couple of times he grabbed another clip, bumped it, and slammed it
in his M-16 [Reloaded Weapon]. He was sweeping his gun back and forth and
firing, not really picking his targets. He realized he needed a better prone position
[Engaged Target from Prone Position]. Using as a rest, he continued firing at
anything that moved. We steadily crept along, barely moving at all. [Emphasis by
author.]”®

Figure 17 below illustrates the percentage of variables identified within the 30

OIF engagement narratives:
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Figure 17. OIF Engagement Data Table

Source: Created by author.

Unique Characteristics/Trends in Case Study 3

The data points organized in the OIF Engagement Data Table (figure 17) suggests

that in almost half of the engagements analyzed, Soldiers were required to engage

multiple targets at once (40%). These conditions were mostly in response to enemy

ambushes along lines of communication or against U.S. and Coalition dismounted patrols
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within urban areas. Approximately 40% of the direct fire engagements analyzed occurred
at close range. This is likely due to a majority of the engagements analyzed occurring
within dense cities such as Baghdad, Fallujah, Mosul, and Nasiriyah. Unique
characteristics of the OIF Case Study (compared to Case Studies #1 and #2), was the
increased necessity to engage targets from moving vehicles (23%) and the increased use
of cover/barricade (23%) when engaging threats. These variables correspond with the
characteristics of the OIF OE in which units primarily maneuvered the battlefield with
wheeled and track vehicles, and likely used those vehicles, or adjacent buildings and

structures, as cover while engaging a threat in an urban environment.

Case Study 4 (OEF)
Table 17. OEF - Publications Analyzed
Type Total
U.S Army Center of Military History (CMH) 4
Combat Studies Institute 6
U.S. Transportation School 1

Source: Created by author.

Table 18. OEF - Operational Framework
Type Total
Deep Area 10
Close Area 19
Consolidation Area 2
Support Area 5

Source: Created by author.
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Table 19. OEF - Units Analyzed
Type Total

Aviation 1
Cavalry (Reconnaissance and Security 4
Squadron)

Engineer (Route Clearance Patrol) 2
Infantry 16
Infantry (Rangers) 5
Logistics (Convoy Escort) 2
Special Forces (Direct Action) 6

Source: Created by author.

Table 20. OEF - Engagement Types
Type Total
Pistol 2
Carbine 34
Rifle 0

Source: Created by author.

Data from the OEF Case Study was collected from CMH, CSI, and U.S. Army
Transportation Corps Historian publications. Of the 11 publications analyzed, three (from
CMH) did not meet the criteria for this study. The publications covered operations as
early as the initial invasion of Afghanistan in 2001 to clearance and disruption operations
of insurgent strongholds in 2010. The OE in Afghanistan is harsh and diverse.
Engagement narratives described conditions in which Soldiers operated in terrain ranging
from mountainous regions, small villages, vast open areas, irrigated farmland, orchards,
and river valleys. Because the case study collection analyzed publications that described

operations spanning ten years of combat operations, the enemy ranged from large sized,
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foreign trained, organized, and equipped insurgent forces, to small teams operating in
local areas. Because U.S. forces have been focused primarily on conducting
counterinsurgency operations in Afghanistan, the OE was more non-linear than linear. In
many instances during the case study, U.S. forces were focused on removing enemy
forces within certain areas, as opposed to focusing on traditional stability operations.
Several of the engagement narratives were also categorized as Deep Area operations by
Special Operations Forces tasked to eliminate enemy forces.

Below is an example of one of the 36 direct fire engagements analyzed as part of
the OEF Case Study. This narrative provides seven of the 22 characteristics of direct fire
engagements and is divided among three separate engagements involving two Special
Forces Soldiers; one who employed the carbine, the other who employed both the carbine
and pistol. The conditions these Soldiers faced are italicized, while the corresponding
direct fire engagement characteristics are in parenthesis:

At Objective Brigid, a guard opened fire when he spotted Ashford’s assault teams
as they ran through the main gate of the compound to their breach points. His
alarm shots started firefights as the assaulters fought their way across the
courtyard and into the main building. Once inside, if was close-quarters combat
from room to room [Close Range Engagement], and the resistance was sharp.
Having initially stunned the enemy fighters in the room with flash-bang grenades,
the assaulters killed five enemy fighters as two escaped out windows. When MSG
Albert Payle and SFC Jon Hsu (pseudonyms) burst into another room, an enemy
fighter ran out right between them. Hsu spun about and pursued him, shooting
him down before he could escape [Shot on the Move; Engaged a Moving Target].
Alone and wearing NVG, Payle faced three enemy fighters surrounding him in the
darkened room [Limited Visibility Conditions]. He quickly killed two of them with
his M-4 carbine [Engaged Multiple Targets] before the third jumped him from
behind, clawing at his eyes. Payle, using combat jiu-jitsu, threw the enemy soldier
over his shoulder, sharply snapping the man’s head to one side. In the darkness,
Payle felt the enemy fighter, even with a broken neck, still grasping at him. Payle
drew his 9mm pistol and fired twice [ Transitioned to Secondary Weapon; Fired
Multiple Rounds at Target], finally finishing his opponent. As he started to move,
Payle realized that his opponent was still hanging on him, his hand having been
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caught in his body armor during their struggle. Not all fought so violently or so
stubbornly. In the next room, a single enemy fighter dropped his rifle when
assaulters charged in and was readily subdued and flex-cuffed [Emphasis by
author.]’

Figure 18 below illustrates the percentage of variables identified within the 36

OEF engagement narratives:

DATA FROM 36 OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM
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Figure 18. OEF Engagement Data Table

Source: Created by author.
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Unique Characteristics/Trends in Case Study 4:

The data points organized in the OEF Engagement Data Table (figure 17) suggest
that there is a decrease in close range engagements (25%) compared to the other Case
Studies. This is likely due in part to the terrain and efforts by the enemy to maintain
standoff distance. There is also a decrease in the number of described limited visibility
condition engagements (22%). This may also be attributed to the increase in U.S. Soldier
capability (use of night vision devices, infrared, etc.) versus the enemy. The most
significant data points, which are consistent with the other Case Studies, is the need to
engage a single target with more than one round (44%) and the number of instances in
which Soldiers were required to engage more than one target during a single engagement
(47%). Finally, similar to the Vietham War Case Study, there was a number of

engagements that described the requirement to engage moving targets (25%).

Pistol Data

A total of 19 pistol engagement narratives were collected across all four case
studies. The Pistol Data Chart (Appendix J) provides combined and separate data points
for the variables identified in the study. The small number of pistol engagement
narratives collected limits the ability to interpret data accurately, however it was
concluded, based on available narratives, that pistol engagements were consistently
described as close range engagements (68%), in which Soldiers were required to engage
in limited visibility conditions (47%) against multiple targets (49%). A variable unique to
pistol engagements is the requirement to transition from a primary weapon to the pistol.

Three out of the four Case Studies had narratives that described the action of transitioning
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to the pistol due to a weapon malfunction or lack of ammunition from a primary weapon

such as a rifle.

Carbine/Rifle Data

A total of 114 carbine/rifle engagement narratives were collected across all four
case studies. The Carbine/Rifle Data Chart (Appendix K) shows
commonality/consistency across all case studies with two variables; the need to engage
multiple targets at once (54% combined average) and the need to engage moving targets
(20% combined average). There were, however, inconsistences across all case studies for
three variables; close range engagements, the requirement to engage targets in limited
visibility conditions, and the need to fire more than one round at a target to eliminate a
threat. For example, only 24% of OEF narratives described a close range engagement,

whereas 55% of Vietnam War engagements were described as close range.

Combined Data

The Combined Data Chart (figure 18 below and Appendix L) presents the data for
both the pistol and carbine/rifle totaling 133 direct fire engagements. There are trends
applicable to both weapons systems for three of 22 variables; engaging targets in limited
visibility conditions (34% average), the need to fire more than one round at a target to
eliminate a threat (34% average), and most notably the need to engage multiple targets at

once (53% average).
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Figure 19. Combined Data Table

Source: Created by author.

Operational Framework Data

The Operational Framework Data Chart (Appendix M) divides the data into four
categories, Deep Area, Close Area, Support Area, and Consolidation Area to determine
which variables are unique to those operational areas and which variables are consistent
across all operational areas. The data shows a correlation between the Deep, Close, and
Consolidation Areas for close engagements. The most consistent variable across all
operational areas is the requirement to engage multiple targets at once and most
applicable to the Close Area (63% of the time). The data also indicated the need to

engage in limited visibility conditions across all operational areas. Engaging a moving
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target variable was identified to be more common in the Support and Consolidation Areas
(23% and 26% respectively), likely attributed to a static friendly force (forward operating

base, defensive perimeter, etc.) with enemy forces converging on those areas.

Infantry/Special Forces Compared to All Other Branch/Unit Data

A chart was developed to delineate which variables were more common for
Infantry and Special Forces Soldiers vice all other branches/units (see Appendix N). The
data suggests that Infantry and Special Forces Soldiers were two times more likely to be
in a close range engagement than other branches/units (52% versus 21%). Also Infantry
and Special Forces Soldiers were 21% more likely to be required to engage multiple
targets at once. All other branches/units, however, were more likely to engage targets
seated and or from a moving vehicle (13% and 26% respectively) than Infantry and
Special Forces Soldiers. This is likely attributed to the majority of other branches/units

using mounted platforms to perform their duties.

Conclusions Based on Analysis

After careful review of all data collected in support of the Collective Case Study,
it was determined that certain variables were present more than others, and some not
present at all. Trend lines indicate that all type units, whether employing the pistol or
carbine/rifle, were likely to engage threats with the following conditions and
characteristics (variables) present:

1. Soldiers were likely to engage threats within close range.

2. Soldiers were likely to engage threats during/within limited visibility

conditions.
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3. Soldiers were likely to engage multiple threats during a single engagement.

4. When engaging threats, Soldiers would need to engage a single target multiple
times to eliminate the threat.

5. The OE is not static and is extremely dynamic, requiring Soldiers to engage
from various positions, from cover, while moving individually or as a unit
against an equally maneuverable threat.

The following variables were rarely described or not applicable/present in any of

the Case Studies:

1. Engaged targets in Mission Oriented Protective Posture (MOPP) Gear.

2. Engaged targets kneeling.

3. Long range engagement (300m>).

Analysis of the OE by case study never indicated/described the need for Soldiers
to engage threats in MOPP Gear (i.e. in a protective mask, chemical suit, gloves, boots,
etc.). Although this type of threat could be likely, given the OE, it was not a common
variable identified during the study. Also, due to limitations imposed on the study, there
was never a narrative that was descriptive enough to account for Soldiers firing from a
kneeling position. Based on several of the narratives analyzed, it would be reasonable to
suggest that Soldiers likely engaged targets from the kneeling position, just as some
narratives described engaging from the prone, standing, seated, and foxhole positions.
But, given the limitations, unless the firing position was directly mentioned or obvious
based on the action of the Soldier, the variable was not documented. This is true for the
distance in which Soldiers engaged threats. A majority of the narratives described close

range engagements and only several described mid-range engagements. Even without the
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imposed limitations to the study, there was rarely an instance or narrative where it could

have been reasonably interpreted that Soldiers engaged threats at 300 meters or farther.

Primary Research Question

What changes are required to the U.S. Army pistol and carbine/rifle training

strategies to adequately prepare Soldiers to engage threats in modern combat?

Research concluded that the U.S. Army pistol and carbine/rifle weapons training

strategies and qualification standards need to change to account for the following:

1.

2.

Engagements at a much closer range (within 50 meters).

Engagements in which Soldiers are required to engage a single target with
multiple rounds.

Engagements in which Soldiers must engage multiple targets at once.
Engagements that replicate a dynamic OE in which friendly forces and threats
are not static, and requires training focused on engaging moving targets,
engaging threats while moving, engaging from various positions that include
from covered positions, and accounts for elevation.

Increased focus on night fire training to account for the number of
engagements that occur in limited visibility conditions.

Decreased focus on CBRN engagement training and qualification tables with
an increased focus on weapon reloading, malfunctions, transition drills, as

well as alternate firing position drills.
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Secondary Research Questions

1. What are the common fundamental characteristics of U.S. Army pistol and
carbine/rifle engagements in modern combat? The top five common fundamental
characteristics included:

a. Engaging threats at close range.

b. Engaging threats in limited visibility conditions.

c. Engaging multiple targets at once.

d. Engaging singular targets with multiple rounds to eliminate the threat.
e. Engaging moving targets.

2. Based upon the OE, what are the expected characteristics of pistol and
carbine/rifle engagements in modern combat? Consistent with all four Case
Studies, Soldiers should be expected to engage moving threats in close combat, in
limited visibility conditions, are prepared to face multiple threats at once, and if
necessary, engage singular targets, multiple times, until eliminated.

3. What are the current gaps or shortfalls in the U.S. Army pistol and carbine/rifle
training strategies in preparing Soldiers to engage threats in modern combat?
Results indicate a major shortfall in the lack of qualification requirements for
Soldiers to engage threats with their carbine/rifle within 50 meters. Additionally,
there are characteristics or skills that should be necessary for all Soldiers to
demonstrate as part of qualification standards as they are consistent characteristics
present in combat, i.e. magazine reloads, engaging and then transitioning to

different firing positions (which includes from cover), engaging multiple targets,
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or demonstrating the ability to engage a single target with multiple rounds to

eliminate a threat.

The next and final chapter of this research project will provide further conclusions
from the study as well as recommendations for immediate changes to U.S. Army pistol
and carbine/rifle training strategies as well as outline areas/topics that require further

study.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The most complex form of shooting is under combat conditions when the
Soldier is moving, the enemy is moving, under limited visibility conditions.
Soldiers and leaders must continue to refine skills and move training from the
simplest shot to the most complex.

— Headquarters, Department of the Army,
Training Circular 3-22.9, Carbine and Rifle

Overview

After analyzing and interpreting data collected from 133 direct fire engagements
among four case studies, it was determined that several characteristics of U.S. Army
pistol and carbine/rifle engagements are present in combat. Furthermore, there are
common fundamental characteristics within direct fire engagements involving the pistol
and or carbine/rifle that have helped to determine what changes are required to the
existing training strategies to enable Soldiers to effectively employ their individual
weapons systems in modern combat. This chapter will briefly review the findings from

the study and provide recommendations to the existing training strategies.

Lavyout and Design

Figure 20 below outlines how Chapter 5 is organized:
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Chapter 5 Outline

1. Interpretation of the findings analyzed in Chapter 4:
a. What was discovered?
b. What wasn't discovered?
c. What are the implications?
2, Recommendations:
a. For Immediate change to U.5. Army processes and training strategies.
b. Forfurther study/research;
i. Unanswered questions.
ii. Things that could have been approached/done differently.

3. Final Summary and Conclusions

Figure 20. Chapter 5 Outline

Source: Created by author.

Interpretation of Findings from Chapter 4

What Was Discovered?

1. There were little to no narratives that described direct fire engagements
beyond the close engagement range. The narratives collected either clearly
described the close engagement or when describing engagements beyond the
close range, they simply were not descriptive enough to categorize as mid or
far range engagements.

2. With such a concerted effort by the U.S. Army to develop overmatch and

standoff distance, it was surprising to see the number of engagement
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narratives in which enemy forces were able to mass on individual
Soldiers/units.
3. There were common characteristics of direct fire engagements across all case
studies:
a. More than half of the narratives in the study described how Soldiers
engaged threats within the close range.
b. More than one-third of the narratives described how Soldiers required
more than one round to eliminate a threat.
c. More than one-third of the narratives described how Soldiers were
required to engage multiple threats at once.
d. More than one-third of the engagements described how Soldiers were

required to engage threats within limited visibility conditions.

What was not Discovered?

Based on limitations imposed on the study, the narratives analyzed were not able
to adequately describe the various shooting positions used by Soldiers within combat, i.e.
engaging from the prone, kneeling, standing positions and should be an area of focus in

future research.

What are the Implications?

1. Characteristics of marksmanship need to be considered/analyzed during and
after conflicts to identify trends and determine changes required to training

strategies.
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2. With the evolution of warfare and the improvement of the employment of
certain types of weapons systems (i.e. M16 Series Rifle/Carbine), certain
characteristics have been deemed common and transcend time and should be
considered permanent aspects of training to better prepare Soldiers for

combat.

Recommendations

This section of Chapter 5 is focused on providing immediate recommendations to
the process for collecting information on direct fire engagements involving Soldiers in
ground combat. This series of recommendations is based on what was learned during the
course of the research process and while applying the method used to collect and interpret
data. The second set of recommendations is focused on changes to existing training
strategies based on what was discovered during analysis. Lastly, the recommendations for
further research are based on the lack of information available while conducting research

or was outside the scope of the project.

For Immediate Change to U.S. Army Processes and Training Strategies
Processes

Recommend the development of a “U.S. Army Direct Fire Engagement Database”
for individuals to share their experiences for historical preservation, and for research
purposes. This enables Army Institutions such as CALL, CMH, and CSI to better collect
and interpret engagements across a range of military conflicts. There are several
examples of this type of database to include the Department of Justice Statistics which

collects information from law enforcement related shootings across the U.S.!
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In 2015 a student at the Naval Post Graduate School develop a capstone project
title Combat Stories: Creating a Web-Based Geospatial Interface to Record Combat
Stories for Validation and Other Research Purposes. This project developed a computer
program that used the battle of Fallujah Case Study to “help give insight into topics such
as measuring the level of skill among individuals and units by using first-person
narratives.”? The author concluded that the interface had three essential purposes “(1)
future researchers can conduct original investigations, (2) current military leaders can
obtain better lessons learned, and (3) the geodatabase can act as a repository of
knowledge.”’

A database would ultimately assist researchers in analyzing trends and make it
easier to submit recommendations to change doctrine and training strategies. In the near
term, recommend that U.S. Army Institutions such as CALL, CMH, and CSI change the
way in which their history teams conduct interviews of Soldiers. A pamphlet, guide, or
standard operating procedure (SOP) should be developed to assist interviewers in asking
precise questions to help paint a better picture of how direct fire engagements occur in

combat.

Training

As discussed in Chapter 1, at the start of this research project it was assumed there
was no effort in changing current training strategies, specifically qualification courses.
Chapter 2 looked at the new IWTS and the pending changes to the carbine/rifle
qualification course. Based on this research, it was determined the new changes to the
carbine/rifle qualification course do reflect some of the required characteristics in modern

combat. Specifically, the use of cover/barricade, magazine reloads, engaging more than
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two targets exposures, and the addition of the standing position are improvements that
support some of the characteristics discovered and analyzed in this study.

The U.S. Army should continue this momentum of change and consider an
overhaul of the U.S. Army Combat Pistol Qualification Course to better replicate combat
conditions and incorporate the applicable characteristics of direct fire engagements. A
new qualification course should consider the characteristics identified in this research and
incorporate some of the aforementioned changes developed in the new carbine/rifle
qualification course which includes engaging targets from various firing positions (prone,
kneeling, standing) and from cover/barricade. Reloading the pistol already exists in the
current qualification standard but should be done either while moving or from a covered
position. Additionally, Soldiers should be required to engage a single target with multiple
rounds, and effectively engage and transition between multiple target arrays. This
includes increasing the number of targets exposed during the qualification course itself
(current exposure consists of up to two targets at once).

Training Strategies and Qualification Courses for both the pistol and carbine/rifle
need to also incorporate:

1. Night qualification engagement tables for the carbine/rifle and pistol should

be for record.

2. Moving targets.

3. [Iterations in which Soldiers must shoot and move.

4. Engagements that account for angular fire.

5. For the carbine/rifle specifically, add targets that are positioned within 3-49

meters. This would require a reduction in some of the mid-range
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engagements in order to work within the existing qualification framework
(currently 40 rounds).

6. Scenarios should require Soldiers to engage at least one, single target with
multiple rounds. Again, this may require a reduction in the number of targets
in the current qualification to keep within the existing round count. Further
research should be conducted to determine the appropriate number of rounds
required to engage a single target, however emphasis on shot
placement/accuracy, and the distance from the Soldier to this type of target
should also be studied.

Finally, training strategies and qualification courses need to decrease focus on
Chemical Biological, Radiological, and Nuclear (CBRN) Skills Tables. The use of MOPP
gear was not a characteristic or variable identified in this study, however many other
variables were identified that are currently not part of the qualification courses. Divert
time and resources to developing and improving marksmanship skills in those areas, i.e.
close-range engagements, engaging multiple targets, employing multiple rounds on a
single target, engaging moving targets, and firing from alternate positions to enable
Soldiers to effectively engage threats in modern combat.

Although the recommendation to add these skills to the existing qualification
courses help to improve realism, it also adds complexity. Recommend developing a
“tiered” approach to qualification in which individuals, based on their experience level,
can train and test to different levels of proficiency. Basic trainees, for example, may not
be able to perform to the level of proficiency that fully replicates the conditions of

combat. The purpose of basic training is to prepare the trainee to develop entry level
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skills. After integration into their units, along with experience and repetition, a new
Soldier’s proficiency level will improve. As for the rest of the force, it is reasonable to
expect unit trainers or Soldiers deploying to certify to an appropriate level that the OE

demands.

For Further Study/Research

Unanswered Questions

Due to the scope of the project, weapon training strategies of U.S Army Special
Operations, inter-organizational, non-governmental, and foreign military entities could
not be researched. Completing further research of these organizations may assist in
determining which skills from their training strategies are applicable to addressing the

shortfalls of U.S Army pistol, carbine/rifle training strategies.

Adversaries

A request for research support was submitted to the TRADOC Assistant Chief of
Staff G-2, Threats Integration Division for any available material on adversarial training
strategies (Russia, China, Iran, North Korea, and from violent extremist groups). A
request by that office was submitted across the Department of Defense and it was
determined there are currently no adversarial individual weapons training doctrine on file
for research/analysis. Recommend an effort to fill this critical research gap to determine

how U.S. Army adversaries view characteristics of direct fire engagements in combat.
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Foreign Militaries

Recommend a comparable analysis be conducted of Coalition Partners and their
training strategies/qualification courses to determine similarities/differences to that of

U.S. Army pistol and carbine/rifle weapons training strategies.

Law Enforcement

Recommend a comparable analysis of U.S. Law Enforcement and their training
strategies/qualification courses to determine similarities/differences to that of U.S. Army

pistol and carbine/rifle weapons training strategies.

Things that could have been Approached/Done Differently

A survey method could have been developed for a targeted audience in order to
ask combat veterans which characteristics of direct fire engagements are applicable in
combat. Survey questions could be developed based on the 22 characteristics of
marksmanship (variables) that were developed for this study, and then have questions
answered by a pre-determined group of participants to help eliminate the unknowns
within the research. Finally, in keeping with the existing research methodology, a request
for transcripts of oral histories could have been submitted to CMH to widen the pool of

acceptable engagement narratives for analysis.

Final Summary and Conclusions

In recent years, the U.S Army has made an effort to improve training strategies
with updates to pistol and carbine/rifle manuals, the development of the IWTS, and the

first major changes to the Carbine/Rifle Qualification Course. U.S. Army training and
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doctrine writers and decision makers have reinvested in improving an important aspect of
Soldier lethality. This momentum must not slow. The U.S. Army cannot afford to ignore
marksmanship training strategies, just as it did for years following the publication of the
Trainfire I research in 1955. This research project has demonstrated there is value to
analyzing direct fire engagements to determine which characteristics of marksmanship
are applicable in modern combat. Based on the findings in this research, it is apparent
that the U.S. Army must continue to evaluate Soldier performance in combat, but most
importantly, invest in tough, realistic training that will better prepare Soldiers for the
rigors of combat. The U.S. Army will continue to train and prepare for the next fight, but
in doing so, the onus is on the force to better prepare Soldiers to adequately engage,

destroy, survive, and ultimately win.

! Department of Justice Statistics, “Law Enforcement Officer Killings and
Assaults,” accessed April 16, 2018. https://ucr.tbi.gov/leoka.

2 Christopher J. Mellon, “Combat Stories: Creating a Web-Based Geospatial
Interface to Record Combat Stories for Validation and Other Research Purposes” (Thesis,
U.S. Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, CA, 2015), 43.

3 Ibid., 42.
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RIFLE QUALIFICATIONS STANDARDS FROM 1955 TO PRESENT

APPENDIX A

Tide Date Tescrint Descrimtion Dlistances Firing Positions a -
1) M3141 .
Amoematc | Rmgingfom | o DTSES1S 1) First Proficisncy
56 Targets (44 Target 50-350m = Supparted | 7o dasimed by the
TRAWFIRE I 1055 stationary, 12 movers Dievice (aka. (distances 7 Tahilas 6.7 Amy Amuy usmg reactive
Praficiency Test - divided among 7 varied and = T = 5 fargats.
Tables. Targets). were unknown Shootine Position - 2) Test also inchaded
5 booting ; .
_Lm to Sheater). < Do MOVINE targefs.
1) M31A1
Automaric Fanging from
FM 23-71 Rifle Target 50-350m )
Mukmashp | 957 Device (ska. | (dEsmancas 1) First ML 10
Course - Dopp varied and implement
TRATNFIRE 1 Besearch mconchisive. Targers). | wese umknown Rassarch TRATNFIRET
mr:m ;Eu':ﬂsmm 2) Manually to Shooter). incomcinsive, mumber -:m:.;:i ZpEs Mt
o - actvaied of targets and roonds | ., S
specifically provided, s ecific 1) These documents
however evidencs b m] ally ware placgholders
indicates that the course mf; o mdicates 1mtil new FMs was
of fire mirrored or 1) M31A1 e fom | that the of Fra published
_ comomtedoch of | Automane | SRERE 2 Coure 3) This versian did
M 23-72 the 50-200m (for mimored the ; :

- courss of fire from Target - no¢ inchade moving
Carbie | @eTRADFRET | Devicepma | SEDEE pADFEEL targets
e 1958 | proficiency Test Topm (dhstances PRy TEL | 4 The 1058 version
TRADFRET Targets) s inchuded a Night Fire

HMmumlly | WIELET Table.
activated
BecordFire 132 | 1)ME1AL 1) Tales 1-4: . C]'W'i * :Eﬁﬂﬁ
M 7371 Rifie targets for Foshole, Aufomarc Fmging from | Feubole Suppored ot .
M2i-Tl R 1865 | Suppomed Position, 24 Target 50-330m Position. aspect in which
Marksmanship a ! o - Firers would move
tareets for Unsapported | Dievice (aka (distances 2) Tahles 53-8 forwand to the mext
Pozifion. Pap-up vaned and Unsupparted (any it and
) Record Fire T: 28 Taests). | were umknown Unsupported mﬁsﬁgﬂ frins
fargess, 40 rounds U Mamually | o Sheotx). | Shooting Pesiton - e et
provided. activated Shoetars Dreference), | — gj :
FM 23-71. Rifie
Mark D, 1648
Chanpes 1.3, 4
1) Course of Fire
inchuded the same
RecodFiel 40 | 1)ME1AI mﬁ‘;‘fﬁ;}?ﬁ” %
tareets, e fables Automaric Fanging from %) This version
FM 23-3. M4 forbale, two tables Target 50-300m 1) Tahles 1-1: inchi 11;!::1!' where
amd M144] Rifle 1974 prane mnsupportsd. Dievice (aka (distances Forzhale Supparted, ome o three il
md Rifle 21 2)RecordFie I: 40 vazied and Tables 34 Proze | TR0 Eﬁ:ﬂ
Marksmanship ‘targets, first fable Tueets). | were umknown Supperied Fp—
Fonhale Spported. | 2)Mmmally | to Shootsr). m’?“""m'ﬁm :
TEmRining thres tables. activated. 2) This version
meinstated a Misht
Fire Tahle.
FM 235, MIGAl
Fifie and Rifle 1974
Marksmanship
FM 230, MISAL Little to no sipnificant changes to qualification sandards.
Rifle and Rifle 1975
Change 1
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FM 238, MlGal
Marksmanship,
Change 2

1580

FM 238, M4l
Marksmanship,
Change 3

1083

FM 238, Mldal

1) Bacord Fire- 4
Tahles, 10 roumds, 10
Targets per table.

1) M31A1
Automatic
Target
Dievice (aka
Pop-up

Tarzst
placement

50-300m
(mumnber of
targets by

distance

Tw tables fochale

supparted, two tables
prone supported.

1) Mo "move out”
phase.
1) Might Fire was
e,
3) Triple target ammays

legs Targets). changed from e,

IEVIOUS
sandards).

Miark smanship,
Change 4

FM 230, MIG41
md M16A2 Rifle 1eE8
Markzmanzhip

FM 3-21 8. Rifle
Markzmanchip,
MI18AL
MI6ALE, MIGA4
and M4 Carbims
FM 3-21 8. Rifle
Markzmanzhip,
MI8AL
MIGALE, MIGA4
mmd M4 Carbims,
Chinee 3

FM 3-118. Rifls
Markzmanszhig,
MI6AL
MI16A2E, M1GA4
mmd M4 Carbims,
Change 4

FM 3-TI0. Fifle
Markzmanship
M16-=-Senies
Weapons

TC 3-11 0 Fifle
and Carbine

2003
Cmly sienificant change: went from four @bles fo two @bles (each table 20 rounds 20 targets each).

2004

2005

Cmly sipnificant chanze- went from two fables to three by adding kneelins position (Table I 20 roumds 20
fareets, prome supported; Table IT 10 rounds 10 targets, prone unsupported; Table I0 10 rounds' 11} tareets,
kmeslmg)

2008

2005

Source: Created by author using data from Jean L. Dyer, Peter S. Schaefer, Martin L.
Bink, David R. James, Richard L. Wampler, and Michael D. Dlubac, “Soldier
Performance on a New Marksmanship Course of Fire” (Research Report 1924, U.S.
Army Research Institute for the Behavior and Social Sciences, Arlington, VA, 2010), 1-
10.
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APPENDIX B

PISTOL QUALIFICATIONS STANDARDS FROM 1940 TO PRESENT

. Qualification Target . Firing Additional
Title Date Description Description Distances Positions Characteristics
1) 8 "E Bobbing" TP "
FM 23-35 targets, manually 1) Firers "move 1.) Atinitial "move out
; " pistols are holstered with
Automati 1) Horse Mounted and exposed by range out" towards .
. f Target magazine seated. After
¢ pistol Dismounted courses of officer for 6 the targets.
. range . first exposure, the firer
caliber 194 fire. seconds for first 2) Firers stop
. between draws, loads and engages
45 0 2) For dismounted, Two exposure, 3 to engage .
50 and . with as many rounds as
M1911 tables, 7 rounds per seconds for every standing when .
15 yards. desired.
and table. exposure targets are 2) Targets are exposed
MI1911A1 thereafter, totaling presented. & P
after firers move 5 yards.
7 exposures.
Course
includes
standing,
crouching, .
FM 23-35 .. . 1) S Targets - a Target kneeling, 1) First te}ble musF be

. 1) 2 Firing Tables with a . range completed in 6.5 minutes

Pistols 196 . . silhouette target prone, and
total of 10 Firing Points. . between . 2) Range constructed as a
and 0 with numbered seated firing N "o
2) 50 rounds, 10 Targets. . 50 and 7 e shoot house" with walls,
Revolvers vital areas. positions, as .
meters. L doors, and windows.
well is pistol
draws, and
multiple rounds
fired at a target.
FM 23-35
1;3015 1?7 A copy of this manual could not be located
Revolvers
1) 30 Targets,
firer is provided
40 rounds to make
FM 23-35 1) 5 Table engagements | P for any missed 1) 1) Includes time
Combat . . targets. .
- consisting of various Targets magazine reloads.
Training . 2) Target 1) From .

. 198 reactive targets, both range . 2) The same course is
with inele and multinl exposures range from 7 standing d for Night and
Pistols 8 single and multiple from3to5 rom /o position only. usec for Mg t.ap
and engagements are seconds 25meters ' CBRN, with additional
Revolvers presented. 3) A total 0f 7 time to fire during course.

electric targets

and E Type

Silhouettes.
FM 3-
23.35
Combat
Training 200
gilstt}i)ls 3 No changes to qualification standards, Night and CBRN converted from repeated qualifications to Table VI

and VIL

M9 and
MI911
TC 3-
23.35 2(7)1
Pistol

Source: Created by author using qualification data collected from War Department, Field
Manual 23-35, Automatic Pistol Caliber .45 M1911 and M191141 (Washington, DC:
Government Printing Office, April 30, 1940); Headquarters, Department of the Army,
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Field Manual 23-35, Pistols and Revolvers (Washington, DC: Government Printing
Office, July 1960); Headquarters, Department of the Army, Field Manual 23-35, Pistols
and Revolvers (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, July 1971); Headquarters,
Department of the Army, Combat Training with Pistols and Revolvers (Washington, DC:
Government Printing Office, October 1988); Headquarters, Department of the Army,
Field Manual 3-23.35, Combat Training with Pistols, M9 and M11 (Washington, DC:
Government Printing Office, June 2003); Headquarters, Department of the Army,
Training Circular 3-23.35, Pistol (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, May
30, 2017).
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APPENDIX C

CASE STUDY PUBLICATIONS

Table 21.  List of Case Study Publications
Num. | Title Author | Publisher, Date
Korean War
1 A Historical Perspective of Light McMichael, Scott R. CSL, 1987
Infantry
Honor and Fidelity, the 65th Infantry in | Villahermosa, Gilberto
2 Korea, 1950-1953 N. CMH, 2009
3 Combat Support in Korea Westover, John G. CMH, 1990
4 South of the Naktong, North of the Yalu | Appleman, Roy E. CMH, 1992
5 Combat Actions in Korea Gugeler, Russel A. CMH, 1987
Collins, Lawton J,
6 | Korea, 1950 Mountcastle, John W. CMH, 1997
Miller Jr., John, Carroll,
7 Korea, 1951-1953 Owen J. and Tackley, CMH, 1997
Margaret E.
8 Counterattack on the Naktong, 1950 Robertson, William G. CSI, 1985
Vietnam War
Cash John A., Albright,
9 Seven Firefights in Vietnam John, and Sandstrum CMH, 1985
Allan W.
. — -
10 f 2”76; Giap! The Battle of An Loc, April |\ sies. Tames H. CSI, 1993
11 Vietnam Studies, Airmobility 1961-1971 | Tolson, John J. CMH, 1999
12 I/I.etnam Studies, Allied Participation in Lars.en, Stanley R., CMH, 2005
Vietnam Collins Jr., James L.
Vietnam Studies, Medical Support of
13 the U.S. Army in Vietnam Neel, Spurgeon CMH, 1991
14 I/I.etnam Studies, Mounted Combat in Starry, Donn A. CMH, 2002
Vietnam
Vietnam Studies, Riverine Operations ee
15 1966-1969 Fulton, William B. CMH, 1985
Vietnam Studies, U.S. Army Engineers
16 1965-1970 Ploger, Robert R. CMH, 2000
Vietnam Studies, U.S. Army Special .
17 Forces 1961-1971 Kelly, Francis J. CMH, 2004
Vietnam Studies, The War in the .
18 Northern Province 1966-1968 Pearson, Willard CMH, 1991
18 Dust Oﬁ Ar'my zfleromedlcal Dorland, Peter, Nanney, CMH, 2008
Evacuation in Vietnam James
o0 | Vietnam, From Cease Fire to Le Gro, William E. CMH, 1985
Capitulation
21 | Combat Operations, Taking the MacGarrigle, George L. | CMH, 1998
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Offensive, October 1966 to October
1967

Combat Operations, Stemming the Tide,

22 May 1965 to October 1966 Carland, John M. CMH, 2000
23 | Engineers at War Trass, Adrian G. CMH, 2010
24 Taking the Offensive October 1966 to Williams, Glenn E. CMH, 2016
September 1967
25 Turning Point, 1967-1968 Traas, Adrian G. CMH, 2017
2 5" ;céigsmon November 1968 -December Traas, Adrian G. CMH, 2018
OIF
Between the Rivers, Combat Actions in
27 Traq 2003-2005 McGrath John J. CSI, 2012
28 izcz’] Devils, Tactical Perspectives from Tunnell IV, Harry D. CSL 2006
Surging South of Baghdad, The 3D
29 | Infantry Division and Task Force Andrade, Dale CMH, 2010
Marne in Iraq, 2007-2008
30 | The Surge 2007-2008 Schlosser, Nicholas J. CMH, 2017
3] Battleground Iraq, Journal of a Brown Todd S. CMH, 2007
Company Commander
Eyewitness to War, Volume I: The US
32 | Army in Operation AL FAJR: An Oral | Gott, Kendall D. CSI, 2006
History
Eyewitness to War, Volume II: The US
33 | Army in Operation AL FAJR: An Oral Gott, Kendall D. CSI, 2006
History
Transformation to Combat, The First Reardon Mark J.,
34 Stryker Brigade at War Charlston, Jeffery A. CMH, 2007
. U.S. Army
35 Convoy Ambush Case Studies Volume Killbane, Richard E. Trans. School,
II (Trans School)
2015
OEF
Enduring Voices, Oral Histories of the
36 | U.S Army Experience in Afghanistan Koontz, Christopher N. CMH, 2008
2003-2005
The United States Army in Afghanistan, Neumann, Brian F., CMH. date
37 | Operation Enduring Freedom March Mundey Lisa, unkn’own
2002 - April 2005 Mikolashek, Jon
The United States Army in Afghanistan,
38 | Operation Enduring Freedom October Stewart, Richard W. CMH, 2004
2001 - March 2002
A Different Kind of War, The United
States Army in Operation Enduring .
39 Freedom October 2001 - September Wright, Donald P, et al. CSI, 2010
2005
Strykers In Afghanistan Ist Battalion,
40 | 17th Infantry Regiment in Kandahar Hymel, Kevin M. CSI, 2014

Province 2009
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41 Vanguard of Valor Part | Wright, Donald P., et al. CSI, 2012
42 | Vanguard of Valor Part Il Wright, Donald P., et al. CSI, 2012
43 Weap on of Choice, ARSOF in Briscoe, Charles H., et al CMH, 2003

Afghanistan
44 Wanat, Combat Actions in Afghanistan Staff, CSI CSL 2010

2008

OEF, OIF
; -

45 In Contact! Case Studies from the Long Robertson, William G. CSI, 2006

War Volume [

Vietnam War, OIF, OEF
Trans. Corps
46 | Convoy Ambush Case Studies Killbane, Richard E. Historian, date
unknown

Source: Created by author.
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APPENDIX D

CHARACTERISTICS OF DIRECT FIRE ENGAGEMENTS

Table 22. Selected Characteristics of Marksmanship

Characteristic Definition
“Short-range engagements are probable in close terrain (such as urban
Close Range aka CQB or jungle) with engagement ranges typically less than 50 meters.
(0-50 meter) Soldiers must be confident in their equipment, zero, and capabilities to
Engagement defeat the threats encountered.”! The maximum effective range of the

MO Berretta (and most combat pistols) is 50 meters.?

Mid-Range (51-300m)
Engagement

Accounts for targets beyond the CQB range (50 meters) but within the
furthest target engaged as part of the Carbine and Rifle Qualification
Course (300 meters).

Long Range (<300m)

“A properly trained rifleman should be able to engage targets out to 600
meters in the right circumstances.”? Currently this range is not
evaluated as part of the Rifle and Carbine Qualification Course. The

Engagement maximum effective range of the M4 series Carbine for individual/point
targets is 500 meters and the maximum effective range of the M16
series Rifle is 550 meters.*

Engaged Target/Threat The prone position is the most stable firing position due to the amount

from Prone Position

of the Soldier’s body is in contact with the ground. The majority of the
firer’s frame is behind the rifle to assist with recoil management.”>

Engaged Target/Threat
from Kneeling Position

“The kneeling position is very common and useful in most combat
situations. The kneeling position can be supported or unsupported.”®

Engaged Target/Threat
from Standing Position

“This position should be used for closer targets or when time is not
available to assume a steadier position such as short range
employment.”’

Engaged Target/Threat
from Seated Position

“There are three types of sitting positions: crossed-ankle, crossed leg,
and open-leg. All positions are easy to assume, present a medium
silhouette, provide some body contact with the ground, and form a
stable firing position. These positions allow easy access to the sights for
zeroing.”®

Engaged Target/Threat
in MOPP Gear

“All Soldiers must effectively fire their weapons to accomplish combat
missions in a CBRN environment. With proper training and practice,
Soldiers gain confidence in their ability to effectively hit targets in
mission-oriented protective posture equipment (MOPP). MOPP firing
proficiency must be part of every unit’s training program... CBRN
training must develop the Soldier’s confidence and ability to engage
targets while wearing any level of MOPP equipment. In a situation
where MOPP gear is required, the Soldier must be able to perform his
mission without doubt in his gear protecting him.”’

Engage from a Foxhole
Position

Per FM 3-22.9, dated August 2008, “this position provides the most
stable platform for engaging targets”!? and was previously executed as
part of the Carbine and Rifle Qualification Course. The purpose of the
position is to replicate firing from a dug fighting position but was later
removed due to changing conditions/requirements of the OE and is no
longer mentioned in the new Carbine and Rifle TC.
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10

Engaged Targets in
Limited Visibility
Conditions

May include low to no natural or artificial light. These conditions may
occur early morning, early evening, at night, indoors and includes
obscuration from smoke. Although Soldiers may be augmented with
night vision optics, aiming devices (i.e. lasers), or flashlights, they are
still operating in limited visibility conditions.'!

11

More than one round
fired at a single
target/threat

“Rapid semiautomatic fire is approximately 45 rounds per minute and is
typically used for multiple targets or combat scenarios where the
Soldier does not have overmatch of the threat. Soldiers should be well-
trained in all aspects of slow semiautomatic firing before attempting any
rapid semiautomatic fire training.”!?

12

Engaged Multiple
Targets/Threats

“When faced with multiple targets, the Soldier must prioritize each
target and carefully plan his shots to ensure successful target
engagement. Mental preparedness and the ability to make split-second
decisions are the keys to a successful engagement of multiple targets.
The proper mindset will allow the Soldier to react instinctively and
control the pace of the battle, rather than reacting to the adversary
threat.”!?

13

Engaged Target/Threat
from sort of
Cover/Barricade

Depending on the OE Soldiers attempt to “use available cover for
support—for example, a wall—or a barricade to stand behind”'* when
engaging a threat. This cover not only provides a stable platform to fire
from, but may also provide protection. Other examples in the study may
include a vehicle, large boulders, and trees.

14

Magazine
Changes/Reloads

“The Tactical Reload drill is executed when the Soldier is wearing
complete load bearing equipment. It provides exercises to assure fast
reliable reloading through repetition at all firing positions or
postures.”!?

15

Weapon Malfunction

“When any weapon fails to complete any phase of the cycle of function
correctly, a malfunction has occurred. When a malfunction occurs, the
Soldier’s priority remains to defeat the target as quickly as possible. The
malfunction, Soldier capability, and secondary weapon capability
determine if, when, and how to transition to a secondary weapon
system.”!6

16

Engaged Targets While
Moving

“The process of the Soldier moving during the engagement process. It
includes the Soldier’s ability to move laterally, forward, diagonally, and
in a retrograde manner while maintaining stabilization, appropriate aim,
and control of the weapon.”!”

17

Alternate Firing
Position

Soldiers may find themselves in a position in which they must engage a
target/threat with their opposite hand. This may be a result of injury on
the dominant firing side or because the Soldier is positioned behind
some sort of cover in which the only way to engage is with the opposing
side of the body.'®

18

Engaged Target/Threat
from a Vehicle

With an increased requirement to employ vehicles in modern combat,
Soldiers may have to engage targets/threats with their personally
assigned weapons from a seated position in a vehicle, from the gunners
hatch, or crew position. With the likelihood of the vehicle moving,
targets moving, while Soldiers engage from an elevated position atop
the vehicle, this type of engagement creates a certain set of unique
challenges and conditions.

19

Elevation, aka Angled
Fire (either firing up at
or down on a
target/threat)

“Firing uphill or downhill at angles greater than 30 degrees, the firer
must account for the change in the strike of the round from a horizontal
trajectory.” !
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“Moving targets are those threats that appear to have a consistent pace and
direction. Targets on any battlefield will not remain stationary for long
periods of time, particularly once a firefight begins. Soldiers must have the
ability to deliver lethal fires at a variety of moving target types and be
comfortable and confident in the engagement techniques.”?’

Engaged a

20 Moving Threat

“Effective target detection requires a series of skills that Soldiers must
master. Detection is an active process during combat operations with or
without a clear or known threat presence.”?! Soldier must identify (or
discriminate) targets into three classifications “friend, foe, or noncombatant
Discriminate (neutral).”?? “The identification process is complicated by the increasing

21 | Between Threats likelihood of having to discriminate between friend/foe and

and Non-Threats combatant/noncombatant in urban settings or restricted terrain [and limited
visibility conditions]. To mitigate fratricide and unnecessary collateral
damage, Soldiers use all of the situational understanding tools available and
develop tactics, techniques, and procedures for performing target
discrimination.”%

“A secondary weapon, such as a pistol, is the most efficient way to engage a
target at close quarters when the primary weapon has malfunctioned. The
Soldier controls which actions must be taken to ensure the target is defeated
as quickly as possible based on the threat presented...The firer transitions by
taking the secondary weapon from the HANG or HOLSTERED position to
the READY UP position, reacquiring the target, and resuming the shot
process as appropriate.”?*

Transition from
Primary to
Secondary
Weapon System

22

Source: Created by author.

"HQDA, TC 3-22.9, 7-10.

? Departments of the Army, Air Force, and Navy, TM 9-1005-317-10 Pistol
Semiautomatic, 9mm, M9 (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 1990), 1-6.

3 HQDA, TC 3-22.9, 7-10.

“ Departments of the Army, Air Force, and Navy, TM 9-1005-319-10 Operators
Manual for Rifle, 5.56mm, M16A2 W/E, Rifle, 5.56mm, M16A3, Rifle, 5.56 mm, M16A44,
Carbine, 5.56 mm, M4 W/E, Carbine, 5.56 mm, M4A1 (Washington, DC: Government
Printing Office, 2010), 0002 00-2.

> HQDA, TC 3-22.9, 6-15.

6 Ibid.

7 Ibid, 6-16.

8 Ibid., 6-15.

% Ibid., F-11.
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19 Headquarters Department of the Army (HQDA), Field Manual (FM) 3-22.9,
Rifle Marksmanship M16-/M4-Series Weapons (Washington, DC: Government Printing
Office, 2008), 4-25.

''HQDA, TC 3-22.9, 1-8, 7-20.

12 bid., 8-6.

P Ibid., 5-7.

14 Headquarters, Department of the Army (HQDA), Training Circular (TC) 3-
23.35, Pistol (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 2017), 6-12.

S HQDA, TC 3-22.9, D-6.
1 Ibid., 8-8.
17 1bid., 5-3.

18 Kyle Lamb, Green Eyes Black Rifles: Warriors Guide to the Combat Carbine,
(N.p.: Trample & Hurdle, 2008), 151-160.

1 HQDA, TC 3-22.9, E-3.
20 Tbid., C-6.

21 Tbid., 5-4.

22 Tbid., 5-6.

2 Ibid, 5-6.

24 Ibid, 8-14.
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APPENDIX E

KOREAN WAR DATA COLLECTION TOOL

Code Enzazement Narrative | UnitType | Condition | Engazement Summary

A Historical Perspective of Light Infantry (CSI)

*MOTE: By the end of the campaizn, many soldiers had acquired

, - ’
pistols as personal close-defense weapons of last resort. (pg. 15) Na NaA NA

NA

Honor and Fidelity, the 65th Infaniry in Korea, 1950-1053 (CMH)

During the early morning of 29 Janmary, the Chinese made their
first concenmated effort to block the 3d Division. At 02040, a
bartalion from the Chinese 447t Fegiment blowing whistles and
tugles and supported by concentrated machine-gun and mortar fre,
turled itelf at the 1st Battalion, 65th Infantry, encamped several
miles northeast of Suwon. Sumounding the Company A conumsnd
post, the ensmy soldiers pinned down the company commander and
his headguarters platoon. The wmit's exsoutve officer, 15t Lt. Panl
Lavergne, then charged the Commumnists while blazing away
with his awtomatic rifle. His bold and unexpected maneuver sent
the enemy mnning snd bought enough time for Colonel 5t Clair o
organize 3 counterattack with Conpany C. The Chinese also stck
IstLt. Fafael A Serra’s Company B, which was located in a
defensive perimeter on nearby Hill 270, Confonted by an estimated
three nmndred enemy troops amed with grensdes, antomatic
weapons, and mortars, Company B found itself in danger of being
overmun. Sesing 3 gap develop in his perimeter, Lisutenant Serra
repositioned his men to phog the hole and then called for mortar and Uit
amillery fire as close to his moops as safety would allow. Their conducting an .
artack dismupted by the incoming shells, the Chinese soon retrested. offensive ﬂﬁ;ﬁfﬂm
Meanwhile, Company C from the 15t Battalion lmmched a artack Unit ; o . ;

- 3} . o Command nmultiple targets; mmultple
connteratack agaimst the enenty soldiers besieping Conpany A Post halted and rownds fired: enzazed whils
The commander of Company C, Captain Magner, “had "encamped" — sed standing
ordered his men to fix bayonets,” remembered Harris, “and in preparation £ BAER ’
when they landed in the middle of two hundred Chinese, the far for advance.
began to fly. In short order it became a rifle-butt swinging,
bayonet jabbing, close-range shootout, where it was difficult to
distinguizh friend from foe.” 15 Meanwhile, elemsnts of the §5th’s
tank and hesdquarters companies, located with the regimental
commeand post on an adjoinmg hill fve bondred yards to the sonth,
targeted several Chinsse heavy-weapons teams with tank cannons
and machine ons. As a result of the regiment’s quick reaction, the
Boringuensers were sble to regain the mitiatve and prevent te
enemy from making further inreads against the 1st Bartalion's
defensive perimeter. M Szt Juan Cordero of Company B, 15t
Battalion, for example, led a platoon-size connterattack against
the Chinese. Using grenades and small arms, be forced the
enemy back and restored the line in his sector. After he
rearganized his men his conpany repulsed all subsequent
Commumist sttacks and infiltration attempes. For leadership and
conrage under fire, Sergeant Cordero received the Bronze Star for
valor. 16 (pe. §3-84)

KWl

Barmo later recalled: About this fime, & Chiness pamol of four men
came to the bunker [where he was hiding]. One of them squared
down and med 1o look in - .. I raised my carbine and pulled the
rigger. It didn’t go off. The four scrambled o the top of the
‘tunker, talking excitedly. They dropped a prenade at my feet. It Ocoupying a | Carbine malfinction/mmitiple
EWC2 weant off and I wasn't hit. A second, and I think a third, were Infaniry Tunker in targets(four); close

dropped at nry feet and I s6ll wasn't hit.. I threw the only srenade I dafense. ENZAZETEnt

had about ten feet from me The blast hit ooy left eye and shrapnel
bt moy ledt hand. I could hear grosning on top of the unker. A few
moments later, 8 VT [variable time] round came in directly over the
tunker. Wo more groans. Silence 30 (pg 214)
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The Morth Koreans landed the first blow, targeting 1st Lt Albert E.
Carzely’s Company E, which had taken up positions near the
willage of Sin’gi-dong only & short distance fom Hamch'ang.
Taldng advantage of the predawn darlmess, a large North
Eorean force infiltrated to within vards of the Americans
without being detected. At 0615, the ensmy lmched a surprise
artack that quickly penetrated the Company E perimeter.
Lientenant Carsely emerged from his command post and saw a
North Korean soldier only seven vards away and ronning in his
direction. The lientenant shot the man with his carbine and
then rallied his soldiers, leading them in a successfol
counterattack. The Morth Eoreans remeated after losing seventy-
eight killed and another siviy-four captured 87 (Page 309

Command
Post

Uit
Command
Post in Urhan
Arsg

Close Fange Engagement
(seven yards); limited
visibility conditons; moving
aTEEL.

Convey Support in Korea (CMH)

KWF1

The comvoy then proceeded by the right fork but stopped about
mile farther on. Azzin I doubled the colunm to see what was wrong.
The sergeant told me things didn’t look right to him Although the
civilians were under curfew, a civilian had stoed by the road as he
drove through the village and waved the comvoy on. Farther om,
seven of eight civilians were standing in the road, but scattered
when they came within the headlight beams. I told the men to
remount and contdnwe on, but &t that moment we were smck by
small-arms fire from both sides of the road and in front. We were
forced to the rear, and I instmcted the men to stay on the road and
fire at anyone who approached from the fields on each side of ns.
This was to prevent our men from firing at one another in the
dark . Msking a defense with these 25 to 30 men was wirmally
immpossible. I didn’t know them since they were not from the 377th.
Some of them bhad no weapons. Oune tuck monnted a caliber 50
meachine pun, and I ordered the driver to remom fire with it. He got
into positon and pulled at the operating handle, then declared that
the weapon was janumed. Later, the ensmy momed this gan on us,
and I believe that driver just didn’t know bow to use his weapon. In
the cironmstances I could do nothing bt order the men to move to
the rear of the comvoy. . At the tail of the columm I ordered the last
four trailers unhitched, the oucks nrned and the men o load up
and drive ont. Three vehicles were mmmed around, loaded, and
moved out. Then I discoverad I was alone with the fourth tack! All
the men had left in the frst three. I zot into the fourth trock,
started the engine, and turned it around. As I did so a North
Eorean ran alongzide. His white clothing stood out clearly in
the night_ I peinted my pistol at him and fired twice. I either hit
him or scared him, becanse he dropped baclk, and I drove away.
(pg. §2)

Supply
Comvoy

sJD-ng Supply

Limited visibility conditions;
fired more than one round at
target; Alemated Finng
Position (shooting seated in
wehicls).
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The 135 officers and men of the 38th were armed with 7 muck
mounied, caliber .50 machine guns, 3 caliber .30 machine zuns, 3
submachine suns, 3 bazookas, 45 carbines, and 76 pistols. The
conpany’s alert plan called fior sounding the mack sirens in case of
emergency. The men were to take their posts by sections. On the
south and east sides wonld be headoquarters, supply, service, and
recovery sections. These 53 men were armed mostly with pistols.
The carbines were primarily in the sutomotive section (48 men),
and this section was responsible for the north and west sides of
camp. . Shortly before 0200, a party of 35 or 40 goerrillas
reached the rice paddies and began crawling toward the
ordnance company. Unnotgced by the two guards stationed o the
south of the company, they quietly reached the four-foot bank
which bounded the company area First realization of the attack
came with the thnd of grenades falling in the company area. (pg
195) Few of the crdnance company”’s men fired back at the ensmmy.
Some were so poorly simated they could not fre withowt
endangermg their comrades. Some were scared. Others just didn’t
think of the importance of defending themsabres. The entire
company might have been overnm had not 5gt. Engens MoCracken
taken 3 hand. McCracken dressed only in vnderwear, was umder
his wrecker. He helped Lt. Henry J. Moore, who was wounded, and
then began to look around. The artack had now been undsr way for
about five minntes, and McCracken snddenty realized that all the
fire was incoming. He jumped on his wrecker and attemmpied o fire
the caliber .50 machine gun mounted on it. The gun wouldn't

fire.. McCracken conld see ten or twelve guemllas moning up and
dowmn the bank throwing grenades while three others sat on the benk
behind his wrecker and fired small arms. Another man who fired
at the ememy was FFC Daniel LeCGaspi, who wsed his caliber .25
pistol. LeGaspi was wounded during the action by an enemy

gremade. (pz. 1046)

Ordnance
Company

Support Ares
infiltrated and
artacked

Limited visibility conditions;
nultiple targets; engage fom
barricade (stationary

wehicles); engage fom prone.

The engineers placed 200 pounds of the explosive on each of the
first two piers, and 50 pounds on the deck of the bridge, to bresk it
m the middle as the piers collapsed. . After fifteen mimites the
friendly machine-gm crew departed and the demoliton party was
without security, To get observaton, Liswtensnt Champion moved
northward in the rver bed a few yards. Twenry minutes after he
ook up this new position the lieutensnt notced five or six Mort
Eoreans conung up the nver bed single-file from the sowth
Evidently they were trying to get back to their own lines. The
Lewtenant shouted 1o his men. The lead enemy soldier, who had
approached within forty feet of the bridge. reached into his
blouse for 8 hand grenade instead of ralsing his nfle. Lientenant
Champion conld not fire becanse his own men were between
him and the target. Cne of the enginesrs shot this Momh Eorean
and the rest scamerad behind a dike. Several more enemy soldiers
joined the first group and a fre fight began. The engineers took
cover behind the bridge piers and rocks in the river bed, but
soon they flanked the dike and in Sfieen mintes killed 9 MNorth
Eoreans and took 3 prisoners. . After the fight ended, the men
remurned to the bridge and completed the placement of demoliton
charges. The engineers then moved to the railroad brdge. (pg. 19-
I

Emplacing
Explosives on

Bridge

Close engagement (within 40
feet); target discrimination;
enzaged Som cover
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We had one incident during the night. I had besn informed that a
civil-affairs detachment and some engineers were working north of
us, and that they had not remmed to the division area. Early in the
evening 3 numiber of these people were challenged and then came
through our roadblock. We assumed all had remmed. Later in the
nmight 3 jesp came along the road bat did not halt when challenged.
The roadbleck officer was a former infantoryman, and be fired
toward the jeep with his M1 as it came on. As the jeep sped by he
grabbed mao of the passengers and hauled them out. The jeep soon
halted and we leamed he had wounded the local chief of police. I
ordered him taken to the hospital, but he died from loss of blood on
the way. (pg- 204)

MP Team
Foad Block

Friendly Foad

Framicide

Limited visibility conditions;
target discrimination.

South of the Naktong. North of the ¥alu (CMEH

EKWF2

This attack on the 34 Battalion, 21* Infaniry, was one of the most
perfectly coordinared assaults ever lannched by Morth Eoreans
azainst American woops. The Morth Foreans who had been driven
from the 3d Battalion's position shortly after midnight, together no
doubt with other infilrators, apparently had provided detailed and
accurate information of the 3d Battalion's defenses and the location
of its command post. The anack disorganized the bamalion and
desoyed its commmmications before it had a chance o fight back.
Eneny roadblocks behind the battalion prevented evamation of the
wonnded or resupplying the hattalion with ammmniton. For several
howrs units of the batalion fomght as best they could. Mamy
desperate encounters took place. In one of these, when an enenty
machine gun placed a band of fire on E Company’s conmesnd post,
Fwt. Paul B_ Spear, armed with only a pistol, charged the
machine gon emplacement alone, entered it with his pistol
empfy and, wiing it as a club, routed the enemy punners. Eneny
fire serionsly wonnded him. (pe. #8)

Banalion

Ageault on
nnit positon

Limited visibility conditions;
shooting on the mowve;
nmultiple rounds fired;
enzaged multple targets

EWF4

Ap thiz dme, close to 03, 3 company-sized colunm of men (one
source said platoon-sized) fom the south approached the bridge
over the Nammniyon Fiver below the battalion command post. The
two squads of M Company charged with security of the bridge let
the colunm pass over the bridge thinking they were F.O's. When
this column was even with the conumand post one of its leaders
sounded a bugle. This was the signal for a deadly surprise assault
on the battalion command post from all sides. At the same time,
other enenry forces engaged L Company along the siream bank 1o
the southrest, and sl others crossed the soeam directly south of
the comumand post and artacked the tanks there Sergeant Miller
crawled back to his tank in time to help fizht enemy troops off
the decks with a pistol. The tanks on both sides of the road backed
up to the road except one which was first damaged by a satchel
charge and then in & few mumutes, blew up. At the road the tanks
held off other enemy woops Tying to cross the sweam fSom the
south. (pg. TO1)
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Meanwhile, a few minutes after Ormond and McAbee had laf the
dugout, Capt. Clarence B. Anderson the bartalion surgeon, and
Father Emil J. Kapsun, the chaplain, brought in 8 wounded man.
The small arms fire contitmed unsbated and Major Morarty
stepped outside to investizate. Vistbility was good, and in the bright
moonlight he saw Captain McAbee stagger toward him. Just
beyond McAbee, Moriarty saw three or four wmiformed figures
wearng fur headgear. He grabbed McAbee and thrust him into the
dugout Close at hand someone called for help. Fiesponding to the
call, Moriarty clambered over the dugout ramp leading from
the road and found the battalion 5-4 rolling on the ground
grappling with an enemy soldier. Moriarty shot this soldier
with his pistol and another who was crouching nearby. For the
next fifteen or twenty minotes he was one of the many in the
command post area waging a "cowboy and Indian™ fight with
the Chinese, firing at close range, and throwing grenades. (pg.
T

Baalion
Command
Post

Surprise
Amack on
Unit in
Asgzembly
Area

visibility conditions; mulbple
targets; close ENZAZEmMEDt

Bazooka teams from the 24th Feconnaissance Company set out
after the two tanks. These tanks, meamwhile, encountered oo
jeeploads of men at the Medical Conpany headquarters, killed all
but two, and woumded them Omne tank ran over one of the wounded
as he lay helpless in the road A bazooks man finally got in a shot
azainst one of these tanks, hiting it in the side snd bouncing it of
the zrommd, bt the tank kept on going. At the railroad station, this
tznk fired into supplies and equipment, starting large fires. There,
with a wack off it came to the end of its journeys. Rifle fire ldlled
the tank commander_ A rocket hit the second tank and kmocked a
piece of armor three feet squars from its front plate. A third tank for
a period survived a rocket that penemated the top torret. Pfic. Jack E.
Lowe and Cpl. Fobert B. Watkins of the 24th Feconnaissance
Company were the bazooks men who scored the desouctive hits on
these tanks. (pg. 162)

Company

Small team
Eengaging an
ensmy tank

Engaging a moving target
(Enemry Tank Commander).

When the attack hit Chindong-ni, some of the seourity gmards
apparently were asleep. A few outpost Toops mistook some of the
enemy for South Koreans from other nearby outpost positions 32
Several Americans came mmning shoeless down tie bill to the
conrtyard. Colonel Michselis and his staff officers pulled men from
under jeeps and macks and forced them into position. Cmne soldier
weant berserk and started raking his own companions with machine
gum fire. 33 An officer, by a well-placed shot, wounded him and
stopped his murderous fire. Michaelis and Check with other officers
and noncommissioned officers gradually bronght order out of the
chaos. Capt. Logan E. Weston, A Company commander, led an
attack against the enemy positions on the hill overlooldng the
command post. He assaulted two enemy machine gums on the
crest and eliminated their crews by acoarate M1 rifle fire.
Eneny fire wounded Weston in the thigh during this action, but
after receiving first aid reaonent he returned to the Sght and
subsequently was wounded maice more. Despite three wounds he
refirsed to be evamated. Ten days earlier he had likewise
distinguished himself in leadership and in combat near Poun. (pg.
145)

Uit

Counteranack
on Enenmy
Machine Gun
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Shooting on the Mowe;
Engaging multiple targets;
shooting fom elevated
position (up).
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The @0th Field Artillery Banalion suffered almost as great a
calamiry. Early in the predawn attack the MNorth Foreans scored
direct hits on two 155-mmm. howitzers and several ammmimition
ucks of A Battery. Only by fghting resolutely as infanmymen,
manning the maching quns on the perimeter and oocupying

Limited visibility condition;

’ foxholes as riflemen, were the baralion Toops able to repel the Amllery Fepelling an - )
EWRS | \orh Korean artack Pic. William L. Baumsartner of Uit enemy amack | SoEoelE m;ﬂm
Headquarters Battery contributed greatly in repelling one SHEAZLE prone
persistent enemy force. He fired a tuck-mounted machine gum
while companions dropped all around him Finally, a direct hit on
his gun knocked him nnconscions and off the truck. After he
revived Baumgartner resumed the fizht with a rifle. (pg. 284)
The enenty attack on the night of the 14th was not confined to
Cloverleaf South of Obong-ni eneny troops virneally surrounded
the 1st Bamalion, 21st Infanay, and inflicted oumerons casualtes on
it At 0300 Colonel Hill ordered Smith to withdraw. The
battalion fought its way out of encirclement before dawn and
took up a new defensive position. It held this new position at the
south end of the main barle line with the help of 8 comterattack by
the 3d Battalion, 34th Infantry, which had been soensthened that
moming by the return of K and L Companies from their mver hill Uait
positions 54 Vary few of its members had amy hope of disledzing 5 ied
the enemy when Task Force Hill continmned the attack on the and
moming of 15 Angust Clonds and rain 561l hampered air . i N s
suppert. O the sowh and of Obonz-ni, & snd B Companiss, 3461 iy i L‘m] ted ‘Eﬁ"g’x’j’ﬂ”ﬂ’:
EWES Infantry, fought a sawvage encounter with Morth Foreans on the Infaniry bt (‘h‘.;.ﬂ:l.iﬂ 10
ridge line. The 2d Platoon of & Company, led by SFC Roy E. Bamalion | o .o ;gg?slmm evated
Collins, assaulted across a shallow saddle to an enemy-held T position (mp gﬂ:m down)
knob. Enemy froops were just over the crest of it on the reverse ition then ! ’
slope. A grenads fizht immediately developed. Men exchanged P“‘im‘_':i o
rifle fire at ten paces. One ensmy soldier dived owver the ridze lins cm ]

and tackled Collins around the waist. To his amazement, Collins
learned that the ensmy soldier wanted to surrender. This was the
only way he could do it. Within fifry minntes afier laanching the
artack, the platoon lost 25 men killed or wounded of the 35 who had
dashed across the saddle. Ten men withdrew while PFC Edward 0.
Cleaborn, a Megro, subbomly stayed behind o et in one more
shot He lost his life trying to get that shot. With them the 10 able-
bodied survivors took 9 wounded men, 3 of whom died before they
reached an aid stdon. (pg. 307)
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Enemy troops were not long in discovering the Task Force Mancho
group. They first attacked it at 1400 that afternoon, and wers
repulsed That night an estimated company attacked three
times, pressing the fight to close quarters, but failed each time
to penetrate the tight perimeter. Daylizght of the second day
disclosed many enenty dead on the steep slopes outside the
perimeter. By that moming (2 September) the need for hand
srenades was desperate. Abont 0900 M5zt. Travis E. Watkins of
H Company shot and killed two enemy soldiers 50 vards ontside
the northeast edge of the perimeter. He jumped from his hole to
get the weapons and grenades of the dead men; 20 yards from
them three hidden enemy soldiers jumped to their feet and
opened fire on him. Watldn: lilled them and gathered weapons,
ammuunition, and insignia from all five before refurning to the
perimeter. An hour later a gronp of six enemy soldiers gained a
protected spot 25 vards from a machine gun position of the
perimeter and began throwing hand grenades into it. Although
already wounded in the head, Watldns rose from his hole to
engage them with rifle fire. An enenty machine gun inmmediately
took him under fire and hit him in the left side, breaking his back.
Whatkin: in some manner managed to kill all six of the nearby
enemy soldiers before he sank into his hole paralyzed Som the
waist down. Even in this condition, Watkins never lost his nerve,
but shouted encouragement to his conpanions. He refused any of
the scarce rafions, saying that he did not deserve them becanse he
could no longer Sghi. (pe. 456-457)

Unit

Perimater
Defanse

Engaged multiple mreets;
close engagements (20-50
yards).

A mile north of the crossroads, an ensmy machine gun, hidden in a
native but on 8 mm of the read, suddanly poured devastating fire
into the lead jeep. The bodies of all four men fell from the wrecked
wehicle into a rice Geld. The second jesp stopped with a jerk and the
men jumpsed ns the ditch by the road. After three or four mintes
of silence, seven or eight Morth Korean soldiers started down the
road They passed the first jesp and, when nearing the second, they
shouted and started to nin toward it Pvt. Sidney D). Talley stood
op and fired his M1 at the North Koreans. He lilled two of
them. His three companions now joined in firing. The surviving
Morth Eoreans tumed and ran back. (pg. 223)

Uit

along a route

Moving target; mulaple
targets; shooting while
standing.

Anpther member of the engimeers, 5gt. George D. Libby, was
awarded the Medal of Honor posthumaously for his heric behavior
that evening Enenny fire at the roadblock area disabled the muck in
which be was riding and killed or wonnded everyone in it except
him Libby got into the roadside ditch and engaged the enemy.
Twice he crossed the road o give medical aid to the woumded. He
stopped an M-5 ardllery oactor going through the roadolock, put
the wounded on it, and then placed himself on the eneny side of the
drwer. He wished to protect the driver 2s he realized that no one
else present could drive the mactor out. In this position Libby
"rede shotzun” for the tractor and its load of wounded,
returning enemy fire. The mactor stopped several times so that he
conld belp other wounded on to it. In passing through the main
enemy roadiblock, Libby received several wounds in the body and
arms. Later, the ractor came to 4 second roadblock and there he
received additional wounds in shielding the driver. Libly lost
consciousness snd subsequently died from loss of blood, but the
mactor driver lived to take his load of wounded through to safery.
pe. 173)

Uit
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road

Engage from the prone;
engage from coverharmicads;
angage standing. engage
seated; engage from & vehicle
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Combat Actions in Korea (CME)
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At 210 that night enemy infantrymen lannched an attack thar
appeared 1o be aimed at the destrucdon of the tanks. Liswtenant
Nordstrom's 1st Flatoon tanks, which were positioned near the
road about a bundred yards east of the pass, were under attack
for an hour with so0 many North Koreans scattered through the
area that the tankers furned on the headlizhts in order to locate
the enemy. The Americans nsed grenades and pistols as well as
the tanks’ machine gums. Gradually the action stopped, and it was
quiet for the rest of the night. When morning came there were 15
to 30 bodies around the 1st Platoon®s tanks, some within a few
feet of the vehicles. At 1000 the cohunn got under way again and
reached Chongju that afternoon. This was the objectve, and here
the tazk force broke up. (pg. 43-44)

Uit

Enemy attack
o0 statonary
Tank Platoon

Limited visibility; engage
from a vehicle; close
enzagement (within several o
104t from position); multple
targets; shooting from
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EWET

There was respite for an hour before the enenty stack again, this
fme a5 Liewtenant Jones's plateon began moving north. For this
assanlt the Chinese shifted o the small mound just west of
Mitchell's hill, and attacked from that ditection. Ten or fifteen
enemy soddiers crawled up nnder the mortar and machine-gum
fire and attempted to overrum the American position. Since
Lisutenant Muneller's machine gun was still puarding the sowth end
of the line, five men with rifles and sutomaric carbines waited wuntl
the Chinese were at the rim of their perimeter, then fired at full rate
for 3 mimite or less. There was another brief hill before the Chinese
mde one more assanlt. This dme three enemy soldiers succeeded
in getting into the perimeter where they cansed considerable
confusion in the darkmess. One Chinese soldier stood erect among
Lieutenant Mitchell’s men. “Get the son of a bitch!™ one of them
velled. Several men fired at once, killing him - They killed another
one who appeared immediately afterpards. A third Chinese
walked up to within a few feet of SFC Odvin A Martinson
(Mueller’s platoon sergeant) and fired at him with a burp sun
Sergeant Marfinson, who already had been wonnded five tHmes
that day, fired back with a pistol. Neither of them hit the other.
PFC Thomess J. Mortimer, whe was Iying on the sround
immediately behind the Chinese soldier. raised up and stck a
bayonet into his back 23 someone alse shot him from the front.
Sergeant Martinzon picked up the body and threw it out of the
penmeter. (pg. 96)

Uit

Limited visibility conditions;
close enpagement (within
feet); mnlaple mrgsts.

KWEI1D,
EWEFE

Ag the 15t Platoon crawled toward Lamb’s position, mwie Ien wers
wonmded not far beyond the line of deparfure. Cme of them
seriously wounded in the face and neck by a machine-gun bulles,
became hysterical, and it was necessary for High to hold him dowmn
Farther forward, Lisutenant (Fano, with the lead elements of his
plateon, had almost reached the intermediate knoll when he was
killed om this, his first, amack. The platoon halted, pinned down by
hostle fire. Just at this time Corporal Lamb’s machine gon
ceased firing. “T'm out of ammo!™ the gunner showted. Seven or
eight ememy soldiers came oot of their bunkers and soddenly
appeared on the slope of Hill 520 descending toward Lamb’s
platoon. He reported that he was being counterattacked. Supporing
machineg-gun fire was too high to be effecove. Lamb™s riflemen
opened fire, the ammunition bearers fired their carbines, and
even the machine-gunner began firing his pistol. Part way down
the slope the enemy soldiers stopped, then torned back. (pe.
118)

Uit

Enemy attack
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Shooting fom elevated
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108




EWE?

At thiz pomt, ten or fifteen minwtes after 0100, Funz snd Ganan
remained fghfing in the eastermmost of the thres bunkers under the
hesviest enenyy fire. Corporal Godwin was the only able-bodied
man in the center bunker. Jones, Gibbs and Goldston, in the next
‘tunker to the right, heard the firing suddenly stop at the center
‘tunker when Godwin ran out of amemmiton, and decided that
surely they were the only ones at that end of the perimeter sall
Living. Then they spotted enemy soldiers on top of Godwin's
tunker. The three men—Jones snd Gibbs helping the wounded
Goldston—climbed out of the trench and rolled down the eastern
slope of the hill abont halfway to the wire. Taking advantage of
what cover was available, they lay quist, and remained there
without further mouble during the rest of the action. Corporal
Godwin, in the center lumker with Fiscus and Menzies, also had the
feeling that he mmst be the only able-bodied man left. Stepping out
of the bunker for a lool, he spotted a Chinese soldier coming
along the trench toward him. He stepped back against the
‘bumlzer, waited nntil the Chinese was within point-blank range,
and shot him in the head with a caliber .45 pistol (pg. 230)

Unit

Enemy attack
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KWER11

B the rest of the platoon followed, each man about ten or fifteen
steps behingd the men in front. Mo one was wounded undl the next
to the last man —Cpl Joseph H. Simonesu—iose to go. A burst
from the Morth Koresn gun stack him in the leg and shoulder. He
velled, “T'm hit!™ and f&ll back toward Sergeant Collins. Collins
pulled him tack, called the medics, and then after notifying the
leader of the 34 Platoon that he was the last man from the 24,
jumped ower the protective homp of dirt and ran. This had taken no
lomger than fve mimates. Serzeant Collins had gone cnly 2 few
steps when Corporal Brennen, the lead man  reached the end of the
ndge. After imning the entire distance, Brennen looked over the
low, pinched ridze separating him from the enemy-oooapied gromd
and saw three North Koreans sitting around their machine gun
as if they were relazing. The gun was about twenty yards in
front of him. Bremmen had one grenade ready to throw and e
tossed it. As be did this, he noticed movement to his left and nrmed
to see another enemy light machine gan and its crew nearer than the
frst. He fired one clip from his rifle at them at the same fime
the machine gun fired at him. Corporal Brennen hit both
enemy sodiers manning the gun, and believed he ldlled them,
but not unfil they had shot him through the leg. He slid down the
hill 3 shore distance to a protected area. A brief period of noisy,
confused, and forous fighting followed. (pg. 13-14)

Unit

Friendly
Platoon attack
00 Enemy

Close engagement |2 0meters);
shooting fom an elevated
position (down); nltiple
targeds; more than one round
to eliminate target.
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KWRI12

Ag the members of the 2d Platoon reached the saddle, they formed a
firing line along their side of the Lirde ndge. Lying close to the
round, they peered over the ndge Fequendy to observe and fre st
the enemy, who was often only a few yards away. Three or four
men who became casuslties within a few minates slid down the
slope to join Corporal Bremmen There, Sergeant Gibson and a
medic were now canng for the wonnded. Sergeant Collins, whom
Lisutenant Shea had appointed second in command, reached the
combat ares a few minutes after the first burst of actvity and wok
over the direction of the 2d Platoon. Like Corporal Brennen,
Sergeant Collin: carmied a grensde with the cotter pin straightensd
and the ring owver his index fimger so that he could flip out the pin
quickly. A few seconds after he reached the saddle there was a barst
of fire from an enemy burp gan on the left fank Collins ran back
toward the bank on the left end of the firing line and looked
over the ridge just as a North Korean raised to fire into the
American ine. Collins dropped his grenade on the enenty side of
the hill and juniped to one side as a burst from the burp gon dug
mto the gronnd near him His grenade-burst threw the barp gun mio
the zir, and as Collins raised up to look over the ridgeline again
amother North Korean picked up the gun and tried to reload it.
Sergeant Collins shot him with his rifle. At this moment SFC
Eegis J. Foley of the 3d Platoon came up to Collins. (pg. 24)

Unit

Movement to

Engaged from cover {hill/
nidzeling).

KWR13

Iear the center of the saddle a Megro rifleman, FFC Edward O.
Cleaborn, concenTated on kesping an enenry machine gun out of
action. Standing up on the ridgeline and shooting down into the
enemy side of the hill, he kept killing Morth Foreans who mied to
man the zun. He was excited and kept firing rapidly, calling for
anmmmiton and yelling, *“Come on up, you sons of bitches, and
fight!™ Sergeant Collins told him fo get down on the ground but
Cleabom said “Sergeant, I just can't see them when I gt down.™
(pg. 26)

Unit

Platoon In

Engaged from standing;
enzaged Som elevated
position (down); engaged
nultiple targets.

KWER14

Soon afier the inital thoost fom the south, the enemy gum to the
north opened fire, wounding seven men at that end of the perimetsr.
The men lay a5 still as possible to avoid this fire, except for an
eighteen-year-old squad leader (Cpl. LeRoy Gibbons) who
already had been wounded six times during the Korean war.
Gibbons wanted to talk with Lientenant Mitchell who, by this dme,
had reached the small, flat part of the perimeter. He stood up and
walked erect throngh a siing of tracers that weat past him. Several
of the men yelled at him o get down. “Aw, hell ™ be szid “they
couldn’t hit the broad side of 3 bamn,” and contnued walking. After
this demonswation, Sgt. Everett Lee decided to take the enemy
gun under fire. He crawled about fifteen feet farther north,
saying 1o the other men nearty, “T'm going to get that son of a
bitch.” He fired two rounds to zero in his rifle, then killed two of
the men operafing the machine gun. Other men near him joimed
in the firing and the enemy gun went quiet and did not agsin fre.
Sergeant Lee stood up snd walked back to his position on the lins.
This relieved nmch of the pressure on the north end of the line and,
from then on, the main enemy efforts came from the south and fom

the west (pe. B9

Uit

Platoon In

Engaged targets from the
prone; engagzed nnldple
aTEELs.

KWR15

By this time the sound-powersd telephone line to the squad leader
was out, 50 MoGee shouted across to him: *“There are four of them
at the rear of your hole. Toss a grenade up and over.” A burst fom
a machine gun in the 13t Platoon's ares—one now manned by the
enemy—prevented the squad leader fom standing wp to lob the
menade. Lientenant MoCee and the other occupant of his
foxhole (Pvt. Cletis Inmon, a runmer), firing a BAR and rifle,
respectively, lalled the four enemy soldiers. The time was now
about 2200. (pg. 110)

Uit

Platoon In

Engaged mmltiple mrgets (at
least four); limited wisibiliy
conditions.
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EKWC4

By this time other ensmy soldiers had started crawling up the slope
toward Liewtenant Mic(ee's position. Cne of them threw thres
erenades at MoGes before the lentensnt killed the Chinese with a
BAF. be had taken from one of hiz men who had just been hit. The
BAF was jamuming on every tenth rommd. Lisutenant Moee used
his pockes kmife to extract the case. Finally he dropped the knife
and was mnable to find it in the dark. Quicldy, he abandoned the
amtomatic rifle and tried to fire his carbine at a Chinese who
had crawled up to within ten feet of his hole. As the enemy
soldier raized up on his kmees, MoGee pulled back the bolt to
load the carbine, but at this critical moment the cold oil on the
mechanizm stopped the bolt from going home, and the weapon
wounld not fire. MoGee grabbed the operating handle and
slammed the bolt in, fired four rounds at the Chinese, killing
him_ Men in nearby holes ldlled three other enemy soldiers who
got close to Company &5 front line. (pg. 111)

Unit

Platoon In

Limited visibility conditions;
cloyse enpagement (within 10
feet); clear a malfinction;
fired more than one round o
eliminate threat (fiour rowmnds).

EKWCs

Blood spurted from his eye as the platoon leadsr ried to calm him
dowmn. Lisutenant MicGee told him to lie down. “T can’t take you out
now,” he said. He shouted across 1o his platoon sergeant for the
medic. “Tnmon’s been hit ™ Within a few minrtes the aid man came
over and bandaged Inmon’s head. Lientenant MoGee wanted
Inmon to keep on firing his rifle bot the wounded man said he
could not see well emough, 5o MoGee asked him to load chips for
his carbine while he fired. (pg. 114)

Unit

Platoon In

Feload wespon; engagement
nmultiple targets; fred nnldple
Toumeds.

EKWRI14

Several minntes had elapsed since the enenty broke through the
barbed wire and stamed crawling up toward the outpost defenses.
Godwin now discovered that there were no grenades left in the
center bunker. He grabbed his rifle and began firing into the
advancing Chinese from a position in the communication
trench. The enemy troops were very near the top. Godwin fired
nntil his ammunition was gone, threw his rifle at the nearest
Chinese and saw the butt hit him in the face, lmocling him
back down the hill He then ducked into the unker to look after
the two wounded men and as he did so, noticed Corporal Brittian
throwing BAF. magazines at the approaching Chinese. Britian was
killed very soon afterward. (pg. 230)

Unit

Platoon In

Engaged fom elevated
position (down); engaged
nultiple targets; reload;
ENZAZE MNOVINE IATEEE.

KWR17,
EWCE

Ehlers then went to the bunker south of the one where Funz and
Garvin were still operating the machine gun. There Ehlers,
Lisutenant Manley (who had also come over to that position), Cpl
Fobert Hill and Cpl. Joel Yharra, fought the Chinese with their
amtomatic rifles, MI rifles, and grenades. As the Chinese worked
up close, both Ehlers and Hill were killed. At a critical moment
Lientenant Manley ran ont of ammuonition for his carbine, or it
jammed. {pg. 231)

Unit

Platoon In

Engaged moving targst;
enzaged multple argets;
malfunction; fired multiple
rounds

EWCT

As the colomn proceeded through the village, moving slowly,
enemy fire killed the drivers of the first three trucks. The
cohmmn halted and an enemy machine gun immediately raked it at
poimnt-blank range. Tumping off the tailgate of the third muck,
Lientenant Campbell scrambled for the right side of the road
where an embankment separated it from a small plot of
cultivated ground eight or ten feet beneath. In the darlmess he
could see only ontlines of the trucks on the road and the flashes
of a machine gun firing from a hill on the oppoesite side of the road.
Leaning against the embankment, he fired his carbine at the
machine gon’s flashes. A body, an amm torn off, lay nearby on the
road. (pg- 76)
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Uit

Amibush on
COmVDY
during
CASEVAC
operations

Limited visibility conditions;
shoot from cover (road
embankment); mulaple
roumeds fired; mmlnple targets




KWCE,
KWERI13

When Lisutenant Mitchell explamed that be couldn’t move for a
while, Soatton offered to stay with him Just about this time. three
Chinese riflemen appeared on top of the ridee and stopped
about fifteen feet from where the two men were sittimg. Mitrchell
was hidden partially by brush. Stratton saw them first and fired
seven rounds from his rifle, missing each time. Mitchell fired
ome round and missed. His carbine jammed then and he had to
take out hiz bavonet and prv the cartridee from the chamber.
Meanwhile, 2 bullet from one of the Chinese guns hit the stock of
Smatton’s rifle and then his hand tearing it badly. Then the enenyy
gun janumed. The other two Chinese had turned their backs and
appeared 1o be listening o someone who was shoufing to them
from the opposite side of the hill. Lientenant Mitchell finally got
his carbine in operation and killed all three of the enemy. The
two men slid down the hill a short distance to a small gully that
ofered more cover Tom enenty fire. (pg. 8T)

Uit

Uit in the
Defense

Multple mrgets (thres); close
range engagement (within
fifteen feet); multiple rounds
fired (seven rounds);
malfunction; engaged fom
elevated position (down).

EKWCo

Positions still manned by the 1st Platoon were a few yards down the
forward slope of the hill, below Captain Elledge. Toward the west
end of the hill be heard some odd notses.and stopped beside a
three-foot-high grave monnd near the top of the hill Nearby
were several men whom he suspected were Chinese. He conld
not see them, but he could hear them malking low whistling
sounds, like an owl, probably as a sizmal to other ensmy
soldiers. He waited there on his hands and knees, listening. In a
few moments be could hear someone crawling owver the custed
snow. Baising fo look over the mound, he came face to face with
am enemy soldier who was also peering over the mound
Captain Elledge was holding his carbine in his right hand_ It
Was et 10 operate on suwomstc and was pointed in the general
direction of the Chinese. He pulled the trigger and hit the man in
the chest. Right behind this Chinese was another whom Captain
Elledge shot throngh the head. A third enemy soldier threw a
small “ink bottle” grenade which exploded and hit Eledge in
the shoulder. With hiz amm mimb, and figuring he was hadly hit,
Elledge slid on down the hill and went back to the batery’s mess
tent. 14 (pz. 111

Unit

Pamal

Limited visibility conditions;
nmultiple targets; close rangs
engzagement (within feet);
engaged Som coverbarmicads
(three foot high grave
moumd); engaged Som
elevated position (down).

Korea 1950 (CME)

NONARRATIVES AVAILABLE

Korea 1951-1953 (CMEH)

NONARRATIVES AVATLAELE

Connferattack on the Naktong, 1950 (C5I)

NO NARRATIVES AVAILABLE

Source: Created by author using narratives collected from publications listed in Appendix

C.
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APPENDIX F

VIETNAM WAR DATA COLLECTION TOOL

Code Enzagement Narratives | UnitType | Condition

| Engagement Summary

Convey Ambush Case Stodies (U5, Trans. Historian)

Another rocket hit the tail gate sbove Christopher sending a shower
of frapments all over SP4 Czerwinsky, 3 machine gunner. The
other machine Funner, im Boyd, was hit in the arm. Both M-60
machine guns were smashed. While Christopher med to save 54th
VWE1 | Czerwin:zky's life, Bovd searched for a rifle and started firing Transportation
away with his good arm. Christopher then saw an MWVA sapper in Bartalion
the grass across the road. He Sred with his M-79 not sure if thers
was enongh distance for the round to arm. The round exploded on

target.17 (pe 11)

Coovoy
Amimsh

Enpaped fom vehicle,
engaged Tom aliemate
firing positon.

Soon after leaving Bastogne, the firing commenced again. The
intensity was the same as coming in the week before. I remember
several explosions on the edge of the road 1o our left T was doing
my best to fire ont the window and steer at the same time. I
remember shell casings from my M-14 burning my left arm.
“TWe left the fire base and started driving down the mountain when
all hall broke loose. The tanks and APC's opened Sre and we
started shooting to the left of the road. I had my rifle cradled in
my left arm and I was shooting oot the driver's side window. I
was 3 real challenge shiffing gears and shooting out the window and
not rumning into the back of the APC in front of me. When one
magazine emptied, I would put in another and keep firing."127
“After checking my forward movement, I looked to the left, and 585th Coamray
VWE2 | contmued to fite my weapon. This is when I thought the devil Transportation " h
himself had just it me betwesn the eyes with his Sst. My bead Compamny
jolted and snapped back. My black plastic rim glasses were shoved
back and down info nry nose. The pain of being hit between the
eyes was excruciatng. I thought my nose was broke. I wasn't sure
what happened. S0 many things rmun through your mind . First, I
thought I nmst hawe hit @ pothole and bumped my head on the
steering wheel When I locked up, everything was black. Ilooked
arpund and saw nothing but darkness. A few seconds passed and
ny vision remurned Everything happened so fast that I was in a state
of confnsion for & moment After realizing I didn’t hit & pothole, T
zathered my thowzhis, pushed o1y glasses back up on o1y nose and
kept shooting and driving. The only thing on niy mind again was to
et out of that area as quick as we could "128 (pz. 48)

Engaged fom vehicle,
engaged seated; altemnated
firing position; reload.

Seven Firefizhts in Vietnam (CME)

Having reported the action to Colonel Moore, Captain Herren
turned from his radio just in time to see a North Vietnamese .
VWR3 | seldier not more than fifteen meters away with a weapon LT LAY LZ XRAY
trained on him. Rapidly, Herren fired a burst from his M16, (InfanTy)
ducked for cover, and tossed a grenade. (pz14)

Close engagement; fired
mmltiple rovmds st targes

Throwngh it all the men returned the fire, tking a heavy toll of the
ensnry. Sergeant Savage, firing his M146, hit twelve of the enemy
himself during the course of the afternoon. In midaftemoon
Lientenant Hemick was hit by a bullet which entered his hip,
coursed through his body, and went out throngh his nght shonlder.
As he lay dying, the Heutenant contimed to direct his perimster
VWE4 | defencze and in his last few moments he gave his signal operatdon
instructions book to 5. Sgt. Carl L. Palmer, his platoon sergeant,
with orders o barn it if capiure seemed inuminent. He told Palmer
to redistribute the ammmmition, call in artillery fire, and at the st
oppormmity Ty to make a break for it. Sergeant Palmer, himsalf
already slightly wounded, had no sconer taken command than he
oo was killed. (p. 1)

17 CAV

(Tnfmry) LEZ XRAY

Engaged mmaltiple targets.
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From his command post, Edwards himself conld see fifteen to
twenty enemy soldiers 20N meters to his fromt, moving woward

him He called Colonel Moore, briefed him on the simaton, and LT CAYV Mid-range engagement;

VWES | requested amillery fre. Then he and the four others i his Inf y 7 LT XRAY engaged multiple mreets;
command group began firing their M146's at the advancing engaged moving mErgets.
enemy. Edwards called battalion again snd requested that the
batmalion reserve be committed in support. (pe. 30-31)

The heavy fghting continned. At 0745 enenny grazing fire was

crisscrossing X-FLATY, and at least rwelve rounds of rocket or mortar

fire exploded in the landing zone. Cme soldier was killed near the

anthill others were wounded Anyone who moved toward the - r .

VWRS6 | Compamy C sector drew fire inmadiately. Still the man fought on L7 CAY LZ XRAY E:ﬂ?@‘]’d kneeling; engaze
ferociously. One rifleman from Company D, who during the (Infanry) tiple targets.
fizhting had wonnd op somebow in the Company C sector,
covered fifty meters of ground and from a lmeeling position
shot ten to fifteen North Vietnamese with his M146. (pg. 32)

By 2010 the ambush party was ready, ocoupying & positon that
measured sbout fiorry meters from flank to fank with roughly six 1o
Vit Cong conimned 1o rsch for i wespon, By reeved .

Niet Cong conti to rea is weapon, v retrieved it, - Bp—
and was Tying o aim it when Montgomery fired an MI6 burst e pirle
inte his right side, ldlling him. The claymore explosion had also Infantry is fired a1 trges

VWRT, | set off enemy fire from the rize of ground not more than twenty- C . closs en ’

VWES, | five meters from the trail junction, and 2 sub machine zun was l'-‘?rird} Hightiime OP e ’

VWE? | sweeping the trail with sporadic bursts. From the right flank A '1 Limited visiilit
serurity position, Frivate Robinson took this weapon under fire conditions: close
with semiautomatic bursts from his M16. In the adjzcent tno- enpazemen:,
mn team, Private Grooms alse fired one round at the Viet Gong
machine gun, then followed the lead of Sergeant Nobles and began
o throw hand grenades toward the muzzle flash. (pg. 63-65)

Frustrated, Schungel srabbed snother LAW, and with Frages raced

after the tank to gat a closer shot. Spec. 4 James I Moreland 2

medic with the mobile sirike force who had observed the action
VWERILD from the team house, joined them When be thought he was closa Wishsti Limmited visibility
YWEI ]‘ enpugh Schunge] fired his remaining weapon. Misfire! Epecial_Focn:es -!c.rtarj on cm:dmm:ls engaged
vwriz | Desperately, amidst a hail of enemy small arms and machine (Advisor) - Camp moving target, chose

eum fire, the three Americans fired their M16"s at the tank's range.

apernures and tossed grenades at its treads, bat to no avail

Seemingly contempmons of this minor harassment. the enemy tank

contimed to blast away at bunkers and fighting positons. (pg. 123)

Crm the hesls of the blast, the North Vietnamese troops roshed at

the small band, firing their AFZ47 assault ifles. But Lieutenant _— Limited visibility

Oy, who was not injured, fired his M4 rifle as fast as he conld ; Mighttime e ’
VWERI12 | reload and undoubtedly saved his companions, for once again the EP:E;E?}EE Attack on m‘;ﬂﬁm;fg&mi

enenyy infantrymen faltered, their ranks depleted by the deadly fire. Camp enzaped moving tarzete.

(pe- 11d)

While both mjured men climbed down from the tower and into the

unker, Schungel rushed forward and tossed two hand grenades

under the tank. Almost simmitaneously & rocket from a LAW

stuck the tank in the rear. The tank commander's cupola hatch ial Farces Nighrime Limmited visibility
YWERI14 | flipped open with & metallic clang, but only flames emerged. EI;MM_EM} Artack on conditions; close range;

Possibly affected by the sight, the crew of the other tank amempted Camp engaged mmltiple mreets.

to leave their stalled vehicle, although it was stll opersble. As each
crewman crawled out, Colonel Schungel killed him with an
M6, (pg. 116)
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VWEI1S

When Colonel Schimgel and Lismtenant Wilkins had reached the
team houwse, Schungel directed Wilkins, who was weaponless, o
hide behind the bar. The colonel then armed himself with an
M4, two magazines, and fwo fragmentation grenades and took
a positon in the center of the building where he could observe
both entrances. He had out the inmer-tube hinges fom both doors
so that they would remain open He did not have long to wait. At
0330, five North Vietnamese infantrymen, three with AR4Ts
and two with satchel charges, approached the northern
entrance. Unsuspecting, they came toward the building i & group,
chartering excitedly. Schungel siznaled Wilkins to remain quiet.
When the North Vietnamese were less than five meters away
the colonel mowed them all down with the bullets from one
magarine. Almost inmediately, a burst of small arms fire raked the
room, followed by the explosion of a satchel charge which ratiled
the building, wounding Colonal Schungel in the right calf.
Fealizing the vulnerability of the team house, Schungel decided that
he and Wilkins should take cover under the dispensary. (pg. 128)

Special Forces
(Advisor)

Mighttime
Arrack on

Camp

Limited visibility
conditions; engaged
multiple targets; engaged
moving tarzets;

VWEIG,
VWET,
VWR1S

After the explosions all was quiet except for the dizging sounds,
which were coming steadily closer to the wall, and the talk between
the CTDMF woops and thedr captors sbove. Fragos moved back to the
doar, this ime with Longgrear and Moreland. Up above they saw a
HNorth Viemamese summarily shoot 8 CIDG soldier who had been
sipped to his shorts. The three men eased back into the bunker
a5 a voice called out in English from wpstairs. "We want to spesk
to your captain. Is he still there? Fragoes replied deSantdy, "Yes!"
"Hawve you got 2 weapon™ "Yep!" "Do you have ammo™ "Tve got
pleary for you'!" All three fired their M16°s up the stairwell In
response the enenyy tossed down another barrage of grensdes. The
talking bemween the captors and the South Viemamess above the
unker stopped. And then amudst screams and yells, the enenny
soldiers began firing their weapons. Althoush no bodies were found
later at the spot, the Americans assumed that the prisoners were
executed (pg. 131)

Special Forces
(Advisor)

Nighstime
Arrack on

Camp

Enpaped from cover;
engaged Tom elevated
position (zhooting up);
engaged mnltiple mreets;
limited visibility

VWE1?

Asg Fragos, the sboh man out, neared the supply bunker, antomstc
weapons fire from the former positons of Compamy 104 began to
beat a deadly path in the dirt just fifty meters ahead of him
Lientenant Longgrear wheeled and fired an entire magazine
from hiz M6 rifle into the bunker aperture, silencing the
weapon. With Sergeant Phillips and Captain Willoughby carmmying
Sergeant Earley, the men made their way out of the canp
nnmelested. (pg. 136-137)

Special Forces
(Advisor)

Mighttime
Arrack on

Camp

Engaged in limited
vistbility; engaged target
with nmltiple rounds.

Thiet Giap! The Battle of An Loc, April 1972 (CAMEH)

NONARRATIVES AVAILAELE

Vietnam Studies, Airmobility 1961-1971 (CMH)

VWEID

Om 17 May, at 0615 howrs, Bravo pulled in its listening posts,
which had been stationed some 20-25 meters ontside the perimeter,
and the o companies initisted & "mad minwte" of fre-a systematic
spraying of wees and bushes in front of the positdons. This firing
touched off an immediate enenty reaction, and he launched a violent
attack at all sectors of the perimeter, covering his assanlts with an
intense barrage of grenade and rocket lamcher projectiles. The
intensity and vielence of the incoming fire indicated an assault
by at least a battalion-sized wmit. Both companies fonght bravely
side-ly-side for nearly two hours. Enemy riflemen came within a
few feet of foxhole positions before being ldlled, and the
amnmmition in the perimeter began nmning alamingly low. The
approach of another relisf company, Company C, 15t Battalion,
12th Cavalry-moving up from HEFEFORD, apparently camsed the
enenmy to break contact. As the enemy riflemen faded back into the

C Co/l2
CAV
(Infanay)

Company
Defense

Limited visibility
conditions; engaged
mmltiple tarzets; reload,
close engagsment;
engaged Tom footholes.
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qungle, the men in the perimeter already had Sxed bayonets and had
loaded their last magazines in their nfles. (pg. #9-1040)

Vietnam Studies, Allied Participation In Vietnam (CME)

NONARRATIVES AVAILAELE

Vietnam Studies, Medical Support (CAME)

NONARRATIVES AVAILAELE

Vietnam Studies, Mounted Combat in Vietnam (CMH)

VTWEIl

Enowing that the enemy was in the ares in swength the 1st
Squadron, Sth Cawvalry (Air), with Company A, 1st Bamtalion, §th
Cavalry {Airnmobile), moved to the Duc Co Special Forces Camp
and by evening on 3 MNovember 19465 had begun reconnaissance
force along the Cambodian border. The Squadron ambush force,
consisting of three American aerorifle platoons, an atached
Viemamese platoon, and 3 mortar section of Company A, 1st
Battalion, 8th Cavalry, reconnoitered and establizhed threse ambush
sites. Im the early evening the southemmost anibush, manned by
Troop C's serorifle platoon, sighted a large, heavily Iaden North
Vietmamese Army company. The enenty soldiers easily seen by
the light of the full moon, wers laughing and talking and obvioshy
felt secare in that part of the jungle The waiting cavalrymen
detonated eight claymors mines set along & 100-meter kill zone, and
the troopers joined in with their M16§ rifles as additional
claymores and rifle fre fom the fank seourity elements sealed off
the ares. The firing lasted minwtes and when there was no
answerng fire fom the enenty the aemrifle platoon renurmed to the
patrel base. Olle (PAGE 58)

Infaniry

Migh time
Ambush on
Enenty Forces

Limited visibility
conditions; engaged
multiple targets; engaged
MOVIRE tArgets

Vietnam Stwdies, Riverine Operations 1966-1969 (CAMH)

NONARRATIVES AVAILAELE

Vietnam Studies, US Army Engineers 1065-1870 (C)

H)

N/A

Exploration was usually conducted by two man teams. Whils one
man Slayed at the enrance the other descended into the nmmel
equipped with a phone, communications wire, conpass, bayonet,
flashlight and pistol. As be explored the network, the man in the
nmnel mamtained commmunication with his parmer at the entrance,
o whom bhe reported his progress, findings, snd changss of
direction The man on the surface recorded 2]l such mformation as
it was received. (pg. #4)

NIA

NIA

NA

Vietnam Stodies, US Army Special Force: 1961-1971 (CMH)
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When I reached the company. the ensmy had it pinned down in an
open fSeld with suomatic weapons and mortar fire. I inmmediately
ordered the platoon I had to retarn the fire, but they did not-only a
few men fred I started firing at the enemy, moving up and
down the line, enconraging the 883rd conpany fo renum the fire.
We started to receive fire from the right flank. I ran down to where

Close engagement; shoot
on the move; engaged

VWEI2? | the firing was and found five Viet Cong coming over the trench Srm-‘?;:sf! Cuu:rll_'ai'rt.ad: Tmﬁleﬁssiﬁﬁ

lime. T killed all five, and then I heard firing from the left flank. I Viemamese af'bei'earl}' tham IZI'I;E rmmd-at single )
VWFL | ran down there and saw about six Viet Cong moving toward Forces morning Faid | targst; malfnction;

our position. I threw a grenade and killed four of them. My M16

jammed. 5o I shot one with my pistol and hit the other with my Transition to sacondary

M6 again and again unfil he was dead (pz. 94)

Vietnam Studies, The War in the Northern Provinces 1966-1968 (CNIH)
NONARRATIVES AVAILAEBLE
Dost Off: Army Aeromedical Evacuation In Vietnam (CAH)

The engine compariment was on fire. The crew ot out as fast as

possible, the pilots squeezing between the door fame and their

seats' shding armor side plates, which were locked in the forerard

position. They started to nin from the sircraft when they realized

that their rifles and amnmmition were still inside. The medical

corpsman dashed back imside, grabbed the rifles and bandoliers,

Jjumped back out, and dismibuted the amms. They looked arpumd and

decided that they had overflown the enemy, who now separated Diowmed
VWRI '.hL'IJ. from the fn.endl;-'u:ljt with the casnalnes. Father T.han:l.e:ad Helicopter Aircrat, Target dis fion

ity @ possible ambush they started toward a knoll in the direction Crew moving ¢t GlsCTHInAnOT.

of Long Binh Unknown to them, another platoon of the friendly thronzh jungle

COmpany was out on A sweep headed in their direction. On the
eround the crew was completely out of their environmen:. Their
leaded M16"s cocked on antomatic, they were ready to shoot the
first blade of grass that moved. Suddenty they heard the thump,
thomp, thomp of treops runming toward them They stopped,
waited, then saw ULS. roops coming at them through the bush. (pg.
T4)

Vietnam, From Cease Fire to Capitulation (CAMH)

NONARRATIVES AVAILAELE

Combat Operations, Taling the Offensive, October 1966 to October 1967 (CMH)
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NA

Carmying a pistol, with a silencer when availsble, a telephone, and a
flashlight, he would enter the tunnel, take an srivmth {direction)
with his conpass, and move forward slowly, using a probe to detect
booby waps and trailing his phone line behind him  As he reached
each bend and matst of the mmnel, he would stop, estimate the
distance raveled, and shoot 2 new azinmith reporting that
information by telephone to his comrades above sround, who woald
record it If he lost contact with the monitor or needed sssistance,
anoither soldier would wse the telephone wire to find him  The
enanmy's defensive arangements within the tnnels were ofien quite
elaborate In one case, 3 mnel rat mapping & second-level complex
fonnd that the namrow passageway he was exploring came to an
apparent end. Probing sbout, however, be discovered a trap door
which led down into another tnnel at & third level, only to rise
vertically two or three meters to the second level In the earth,
constinming the apparent dead end, were two small holes throngh
which a man might observe and fire. He found a similar
arrangement several meters farther. Buf this time, as be was lifting
the trap door to drop down to the third level, he was shot at through
one of the peep holes. The shot missed. and the inoepid soldier
snapped off his fashlight and, nsing the telephone wire as a guide,
inched his way in total darkness back to safsty. (pe. 108)

NA

NA

NA

VWEL,
VWE2

Ag the frefight degenerated into 3 general melee, withdrawing to
safery became a maner of individual initiatgve. Pfc. James c. Jones,
the artllery forward observer's radio operator, found himself with.
mwo jobs-calling in artllery and fizhting off the enemy closing in
around hm. After emptying his _45-caliber pistol at his
attackers, be snatched up a wounded soldier's M16 and kept
firing. As the bullets flew, Jones stayed on the radic, walking in the
artillery fire 50 close that shell fragments spatterad all around him.
When the enenty fire lessenad, Jones, believing himself to be the
sole survivor in the area, crawled to the rear, evenmally rejoining
Company A's command group (pg. 356-357)

]

1-28IN
(Forward
Oibserver
engaged)

Batile of Omgz

Close enpagement;
engaged munltiple mreets.

Close engagement;
engazed mmltiple targats.

Combat Operations, Stemming the Tide, May 1965 to October

1966 (CAIE)

VWE1S

VWE216

VWF3

Early in the moming of 5 March, as Bowie's woops prepared for the
day, the company pamol to the north of the perimeser heard noises.
Led by Company B's 2d Li. Fobert I. Hibbs, the unit went on the
alert and kept low. Although it was still darle, Lientenant Hibbs
could see well emough through his Starlizht scope, a night-
imaging device that intensified the existing light. Half an hour
later, shortly before daybreak, Hibbs' men spotted an enemy
supply column of about one hundred women and children
moving slowly from the east along a road that lay on the
northwest cormer of the Lo Ke Plantation. The women were
camying weapons, while the children bore anmmmiton. The file
stopped fifty to one hondred meters short of the patrol’s
posifion, meeting up with about a company of Viet Cong coming
in from the north. Hibbs notced that they were bresthing hard, "as
if they had been monning for some distance." Az Hibbs watched
through the wavy green bues of the Starlight scope, the commiander
appeared to issue instmctions fo his men and then moved a short
distance down the road to meet with the women Hibbs slipped
quietly from concealment and reposidoned two of his claymore
mines.” The Viet Cong conmander returned to his cobmm.
Accompanied by some of the women and children the insurgents
confinued south toward Bowie's perimeter. As they passed
Hibbs, he detonated the two claymores. A blast of steel flecheties
tore through the column, killing almost everyone in their path. Cme
small boy miraculonsly survived, bat was snmned and ran sround n
circles. Hibbs' men extended the killing zone by burling srenades

2-18INF

US Ambush

Limited visibility
condizions: engaged
mmitiple targets; engaged
moving target; close
enFagEment.

Close engagement; shoot
on the move; engage
mmltiple targets.

Cloze engagement; shoot
on the move; engage
mmltiple targets.
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onw and beyond the road. After the volley of grenades exploded the
Viet Cong began to renum fire, and the Americans withdrew toward
the battalion perimater. They were a mere hundred meters from
safety when they ran into another enemy force, which was
probably preparing to attack Bowie's position. At Srst. Hibbs
thought they were Americans, but when be realized his mistake his
men opened fire and tossed grenades to clear the way back to the
batalion.'3 Liemenant Hibbs did not make it to safety. One soldier
was wounded in the hail of gunfire, and Hibbs and his sergeant
stopped to belp him But as they reached thedr fallen comrade, mwo
machine guns ripped mto them . Hibbs ordered the others to keep
zoinz and then, armed only with his M16 and a pistol, charged
the gun crews. He fell, mortally wonnded, in a hail of bullets. As
he lay dying, he smashed hiz Starlizht scope to keep it from falling
into enemy hands." (PAGE 176-17T)

Engineers at War (CMH)

Moving from ad hoc methods practiced during CRimp, allied units
developed techniques and teams 1o deal with nmmels. Two-man
reams wmally explored the nmmels, one member staying at the
NiA entrance and the other descending into the munnel. Equipped with a NiA NiA
telephone, compmimications wire, compass, bayonet, flachlight, and
pistol, the man m the monel explored the network, kesping in
conmmumication with his parmer at the enrance. pg. 180-191)

NA

Basically, however, the 1st Engineer Battalion's numnel rats had the
muain jok, going where a flashlight puided the way and a pistol was
the primary wespon. “Charlie is in thers. All we have to do is dig
hirn out,” explained Pic. Michsel F. Tingley, who served in a team
of seven tunnel rats working in conjumction with the division’s
chemical detachment. Crther team members camied gas masks,
nasesting gas, mensdes, smoke srenades, a telephone, and fifiy- NIA NIA
foot lengths of reinforced rope. One team member, Pic. Roger L. ) )
Comest, noted, “Handling explosives is real touchy af fimes. Yon
can’t really worry about it but you ofien wonder.” Another nmnel
rat with six months’ experience with explosives, Pic. Stephen E
Sikorski, added “T'm most concerned sbout booby traps,” and
regarded his work as a “specialty that can either build or
desmoy."37 (pg. 126-21T)

N/A

NA

Taline the Offensive October 19466 to September 1967 (CME)

NONARBATIVES AVAILAELE

Turning Point 1967 - 1968 (CAME)

NONARRATIVES AVAILAELE

Transition November 1965 -December 1969 (CMH)
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Mist incidents amounted to small-scale aftacks on hamles,
oniposts, and supply routes. One of these actions took place on 11
Jammary 1969 along Highway 13 in northem IT Corps. A platoon
from Troop A, 1st Squadron, 11th Armored Cavalry, had just
escorted 3 supply colinm to Qnean Loi, ninety-six kilomesers nort
of Szigon The operatdon had been incident-free, but on the retrn.
frip a reinforced enemy company ambushed the colunm of seven
M113 armored persoome] camriers. A recoilless rifle round hit one of
the carmers and set it ablaze, seriously wounding the leader of the
columm, 1stLt. Harold A Fritz. Reslizing the enenty had his
platoon surrounded, Fritz climbed to the top of his buming vehicle
from whese he directed his troops into defensive positions. He then A Troop, 1st Ambush on
VWP4 | dismounted and ran from vehicle to vehicle, encouraging his men SQDH, 11t Armored
assisting the wounded, snd directing fire. Cme vehicle in particular ACR Convoy
was cructal fo the platoon’s survival—an M113 equipped with a
six-barreled Vulcan 20-mm antisircraft gum that flashed
contimiously. When the enenty laonched an asssult, Frite manned a
machine gun o halp repulse the artack. Mo sooner had the first
wave receded than a second wave of enemy soldiers nearly
overran the plateon. Armed with a pistol and a bayonet, Fritz
led 2 small sroup of men in a daring charge that routed the
attackers. His actions bought the platoon enough tme o survive
unil A relief force amived from the 15t Cavalry Divvision. The U5,
Eovernment recognized Liewtenant Fritz’'s valor by awarding him
the Medal of Honor (PAGE 11-13)
Cm 13 Tuly, one element of the 1015t Airborme Division—
Company B, 13t Bamalion, 506th Infanmy—mwas moving along a
ridgeline in Thia Thien Province to attack a fortified position that
had pinned down an adjoining company. Swddenly. from a nearby
hill, the North Vietnamese unleashed heawy fire that stopped
the wnit in its tracks. Sp4c. Gordon . Foberts, a rifleman who
had received a Silver Star at Hamburger Hill, crawled through the
Erass toward the nearest emplacement He then jumped to his feet
and, with rifle blazing, headed straizht into the enemy s fire. He
ldlled two gonners and, after pansing to lead a fresh magazine Cong
in his M16 rifle, advanced on a second bunker. When ensnmy fire
knocked the weapon from his hands, he picked up an M16 dropped
by & comrade and continned his assanlt, killing the crew at the
unker with rifle fre before eliminating a third position with an
accurate grenade toss. By then he was cut off fom his platoon,
Tt be contiomed forward, knocking out a fourth enemy position. He
then helped move wounded men while under fire to an evaoation
area. (PAGE 61-62)

Close engagement; shoot
on the move.

Unit Amack Close engagement; shoot
Infaniry against Viet on the move; engage
mmltiple tarzets; reload.

VWE2LT

Source: Created by author using narratives collected from publications listed in Appendix
C.
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Between the Rivers, Combat Actions in Iraq, 2003-2005 (CSI)

There are people up on the roofs, and more than what we conld fghe

through at that point. S0 we engagad and then tomed around. T think I C Company,

was driving behing s tank. T saw two or three BPG romds fly betwesn 2.108sh

me and the tank and we Wwere no more than 10 to 15 maters apart fom | Infore Toew Engaged seated; engaged
OIFE] | gach other. There were zuys popping around corners, firing and York :ﬂm:ny Ambuch from a vehicle; engaged

popping back in the houses. T had my window down in the 1114 Marional on the move; close range.

and was firing at them. MMy 240 gunner was up top and was engaging Guard

targets as well (pz. 19)

When the ambush began Fodrignez was in his up-smmorad HVBIATW

at the head of the columm. “For about the first mimite there was a lot

of chaos, and after about 30 seconds, the soldiers started dismounting

out of the 5-tons,” he remembered 20 “At this time, I received word

that we had one EIA and five or six wounded "21 By now, all the € Compmamy

uninjured soldiers from Charlie Company had dismounted their T P

trucks and were firing back. “When we dismounted " Fodrimez In.ﬁ_nm —
OIFEF? | remerbered “it seemad like the insurgents were really taken by aork An:u} Ambush Close engazement

surprise and didn't know what to do."22 Unable to get a good view of Mational

the simation from inside hiz vehicle, Rodnguez leaped out of the Gard

HMDLWW as bullets skipped across the soeet and whizzed past his

head. The first vehicles of the comvoy had travelled beyond the kill

zone of the insurgent ambuszh. “From the angle we were at, we could

actnally see imto the side of the ambush positions where they were

laying down,” he recalled (pg. 15)

Afer linking up with Fodriguez. Haag and MacDonald ran back to

their truck. As they scrambled up the ladder into the back of the € Conpany,

wehicle, Haaz unleashed a torrent of fre from his SAW at the enenmry 2108t

along the rooftops. Tust as he moved to this new position in the mack AT : e
OIFE3 | bed, an BPG round bounced off the ad precissly where Faag had ﬁmﬁ? Amibush ﬁ;ﬁfi"&l‘m&h’dﬂm '

been standing only a second before. Chat of amme for kis SAW, he Fal:imal} = ’

grabbed the nearest available weapon and continued to fire back Guard

as the truck began slowly larching forward.24 (pe. 25)

Eed Devils, Tactical Perspectives from Iraq (CS5I)
NONARRATIVES AVAITAEBIE
Surging South of Baghdad, The 3d Infantry Division and Task Force Marne in Iraq, 2007-2008 (CMH)

Another assanlt agamst Cahill came on 20 May. This time several

insorgents moved inm close to the base and fired small arms into

the perimeter. Upon seeing the enemy, Sgt. Robert L. Lady raced

to ome of the nearby M1Al tanks and climbed in He planned o

mean the tank’s . 50-caliber machine mm bat, upon detenmining the

gun did not work, he jumped out of the tank and ran toward

another, pulling ount his pistel and firing madly at the enemy to Shooting on the move,
orFp1 | cover his movement. Cmce in the hatch of the new tank, he traversad Armor Amack onFOB | omiltiple shots, nmltiple

the machine gun and sprayed the insurgents with bullets. In the targes.

tactical operatons center, observing the action via a video camera

moumted in the base's watchiower, 1st Lt. Justin 5. Patton saw Lady

dashing from tank to tank “firing his 9mm pistol toward the

sonthwestern corner™ of the base. Tracer fire soeamed back at him

Cmce Lady was safely in the working tank, other soldiers joined the

defense, sliding into hatches snd sking up station inside. (pg. 103)
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OIFC1

Bt the most spectaoular action ocoured at Warrior Eeep itself The
outpoest near the Euphrates was manned by Company B, 2d Battalion,
14th Infaniry Fegiment, and its job was to secure the crossings from
msurgents who often slipped in from the west as they circled into the
sonthemn belt before procesding into Baghdsd. The baze’s sategic
location was a thom in the enemry’s side. On 10 Fune, a soicide
‘bomber driving a dump frock loaded with 14,080 poonds of
explozives moved innocently down the main road—lmown as
Rounte Edsel by the Americans—then veered sharply toward the
baze’s sonthern gate in an attempt to break throngh and blow
himzelf up inside the perimeter. However, two aler sentriss, Spec.
Brandon I, Fork and Spec. Charles L. Osgood, saw what was
happening from their guard post atop the command post. Fork
mmmediately opened fire with his M240B machine gn, pouring
rounds into the tuck’s cab, while Oszood emptied the magarine of
hiz M4 rifle 26 (pg. 110)

Infaniry

Oupst attacked
by Suicide

Shootng from elevated
position; nmltple rounds.

A few minntes after 1600 a crackle of small-arms fire resounded from
south of the baze. Two insurgents carying AF4T: were spoted
beyond the southem gate and fired on by the M2408 machine gun
sited near the baze enrance. Other insurgent=—about ten in all—
popped up to the southeast and southwest, firing from concealed
positions about two hondred and fifty meters away. The defenders
shot back. Pfc. Jose Fodriguez, & member of 3d Platoon, was on the
roof of a building on the eastern side of the base, but he moved south
toward the main enenty gunfire, shooting as be went. 5. 5gt. Elias D
Cowell was in the Eagle’s Mest—a concrete watchiower constmcted
to give geards a longer view over the flat desert—and he yelled o the
negrest soldier, Pic. John J. Borbomas, o fite on the attackers coming
from the south. On the east side of the base, from a Sghting positdon
called the Crow’s Mest, Spec. Mannel Miranda spied shout ten
insurgents and immediately took them undsr fite.§ (pg. T4)

Cavalry
Squadron

Attack on COP in
Baghdad

Wiid-Fanze Engzagement;
shootng on the move;
engaged moving targets.

In Contact! Case Studies from the Lon

g War Volume I

(C5L)

A the insurgents’ bullets contimmed to pelt the sreet around him
Bellavia stated, “T became Livid "2 Grabbing an M16A4. he
procesded toward the front of the honse. .. One of the Soldiers trew a
grenade over the wall After the resulting explosion, all five men ran
back through the gate, scross the carport, and up 1o one of the
windows of the house.._.

In the hownse (see Szure 1), which was eerily illuminated by
burning pieces of paper and smoldering walls, Bellavia conld hear
the insurgents whispering behind the wall of the second room
near the stairwell. Advancing toward the room, Bellavia ordered
Ware to non if sunfire enapted. Isnoring the danger, the reportar
followed Bellavia mto the second room. Gunfire emupted almost
mmmediately as Bellavia traded shots with the insorgents near the
stairwell Peering mto the room, he saw an enemy Sghter fring an
BPE lizht machine ;un and another loading an FPG. Bellavia
immediately enzaged the insurgents under the stairwell shooting
and lilling the one with the EPG. As the other enemy fighter fired
and ran toward the kitchen, Bellavia shot him in the shoolder.
Turning to Ware he said, “T conld see their eyes, and there was no
fear. I'll never forget those eyes.”20 Crtside the house, Soldiers could
hear the insurgent screaming in pain Som the kitchen. In the midst of
the shouting from the house, Bellavia and Ware heard yet another
msurgent yelling from the second foor. (pg. 12-13)

A72-1 Infanmy

Building Clearing
in Fallujah

Limited visihility
conditions; engaged
targets standing; engaged
mmiltiple targets, fred
mmiltple romds; close
Tange; engage Som
coverbarmicade.
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OIFF2

Fesponding to the mmfire, Lawson ran imto the halhway and joined
Ballavia. Armed with only a P-mm pistol, Lawson blasted away at
the kitchen door while the still-screaming enemy fighter belind
the dear opened fire with an AKAT. A: both men fired round after
round through the door, 2 large fragment of either the door or the wall
hit Lawson's right shoulder. Ballaviz remembered Lawson “beating
his leg™ in anger and “shooting the dead sy on the ground.” With
Lawson injored and down to his last magazine, Bellavia ordered
hirn out of the bouse. (pe. 13)

A72-1 Infanmy

Building Clearing
in Fallujah

Winltiple rounds fired;
reload; close range.

This was the master bedroom. As Bellavia peered through the
doorway, he heard someone moving in the room. Firing into the
comers of the bedroom, he noticed a large wardrobe with six doors on
the west side of the room. As be attempted to orent himself an
imsurgent charged down the stairs fom the second floor, moved into
the hallway, and began firing into the bedroom. Taking cover behind
the wall near the docrwray, Bellavia listened as mnother insurgent
began screaming from the second floor. To his astondshrment, yat
another insurgent staned screaming fom somewhere in the master
bedroom Thinking quickly, Bellavia began to scan the room with his
AMTPEQ-ZA lazer sight. Certain that an enemy fighter was hiding
in the wardrobe, he began firing from left to right into each door.
Bafore he could place his Last shot into the sixth and final door, the
wiomnded insurgent in the kitchen made 2 mad dash across the hall and
began pumping rounds fom his AE47 into the bedroom. As the
enemy fire ripped through the doorframe, Bellavia fired back and
moved briskly to the east cormer of the master
bedroom. .. Snddenly. acer fire empted from the wardrobe, the
ronnds impacting azamst the far wall. At that moment, the insurgent
from the second floor reappeared, showering the bedroom with
‘bullets. As be appeared in the doorway, Bellavia fired, mortally
wounding him. Writhing in pain, the insurgent crawled away fom
the door.32 While Bellavia attempted to catch his breath, all manner
of clothing flewr out of the wardrobe followed closely by an insurgent
firing an AFAT. Bellavia recalled his nizht vision goggle: flyving off
his head as he turned and the sound of the gunfire piercing his
ears as a large wooden splinter hit him in the shoulder. As he
emerged fom hiding, the enenny Sghter mipped on the base of the
wardrobe, causing it to £2ll forward on its doors.. Despite his many
wounds, the insurgent near the doorway stood up and ran out of the
master bedroom and wp the stairs. Bellavia fired at the man, but
missed.. Ballavia hit him with his M1644, swinging it like 3 baseball
hat. As be svamg, the enenty Sghter conntered hitting Bellaviz in the
side of the head and cracking hiz front tooth. During the souggle, the
msurgent managed to draw a 4 -caliber pistol. As they fought, the ;un
went off, the round slamming into the wall. Bellavia remembered
firing two rounds at the man, but was oncertain as to whether he
hit him__{pe. 15-1T)

Building Clearing
in Fallujah

Closs rangze; nmltple
targets, mmlaple shots,
shootng on the move;
lirnited visibility
conditions; shooting from
coverbarmicade.

OIFRT

Barered and smnned, Ballavia staggered out of the room and into the
hall without his wespon. Without warming, an insurgent jumped from
the third story roof onto the second story reof, dropping his AFA47 as
he landed Looking at him from a window, Bellavia realized he had no
weapon and ran back into the smoke-filled room. Grabbing his
M16A4 and running back to the window, Bellavia saw the
insorgent scrambling for his AK4T. Firing rapidly, Bellavia shot
the man in the lower baclk Believing he was dead, Bellavia headed
toward the roof. As he approached the entryway, be saw the
insorgent he had just shot “siraddling a water tank at the edgze of
the roof.” Slapping in his last magazine, Bellavia unloaded every
round into the insorgent’s legs. He then headed back toward the
smoking room to retrieve another weapon. As be did, the msurgent
fell from the roof into the zarden. (page 17-18)

A72-1 Infanmy

Building Clearing
in Fallujah

Multiple shots; reload;
close range; firing from
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OIFC2,

When the commandy vehicle cohmm was about 100 meters short of
the 4-West station, it was ambushed in & sudden bail of rockes-
propelled grenades, small arms fire, and mortar rovmds. . Coffman

faced a dilemma He had acoompanted the conmmandos a5 an observer,

and as such, he was not within their chain of command. .. Coffman also
demonstrated to all what was required by personal excample, enzaging
the enenty and tensciously holding his position. In these moments, he
was able to solidify a defensze and bolster the determinaton of the
comuandos to hold their positions. Forfunate to escape injury
during the initial ambuszh, Coffman’s lnck ran out about an hoor
into the fight when an enemy round shattered his shooting hand
and damaged bis carbine. After bandaging his womnd, Coffman
grabbed a nearby AKAT rifle from a fallen commando and
continued to fight. Unable to insert another magazine into the
weapon because of his injuries, he simply dropped the rifle and
picked up another from a nearby commando casualty. With a
burst of adrenaline and pain mmbed by shock, Coffman was able to
operate fully a third AR4T he acquired and went through several
magazines of ammunition. When all that remained were loose
rounds, Coffman held magazines between his legs and loaded the
rounds with his good hand. At one point, the insurgents made a
desperate assault and came within 20 meters of Coffman’s
position. “. . _ I had to beat them back by firing. Most of the guys
arcund me were wounded and pinned down. There wasn't really
much cover so we were just frying to stay ount of sight.” (pg 25-18)

Ohbserver (5F)
for Iragi
Special Police
Commando
Brigade

Mosul

Close range; nnldple
targets, mmldple shots,
reload, altemate finng
positon

#5__ ! Comtact lefi!™ The drver of Fegalator 1, the lead muniack in
the northbound comvoy, heard the shots stmike the driver’s side of her
wehicle and shouted the news into the radio. After stopping at the
shock of the initial assault, she pulled the vehicle forward and to the
left zide of the northbound lane and stopped south of the access road.
The three other Soldiers opened fire on targets n the trenches and
among the stactures on the lef side of the road Within nrinotes, the
M2 5i-caliber machine gun jammed snd the gunner switched to the
M40 Squad Antomatc Weapon (SAW). The sergeant in the
passenger seat dismounted and fired his AM14 rifle over the hood
of the vehicle 13 (pg. 66)

MP Unit,
Comvay
Escornt

Fuomte through

Shoot from
coverbarmicade (hood of
HMRIW).

OIFC3

The second wehicle, driven by Pullen, pulled up 15 to 25 meters
behingd the Srst mack, and the gunners for both vehicles—the revived
Cooper on his | 50-caliber, and 5PC Jesse Ordunez altematng among
his ME1Y grenade lamcher, M24)E machine gun and SAW—
contimied shootng at insurgents in the field north of the access road.
Their fire gave Nein, Morris, and Hester (the vehicle commander
of the second HMMAIWV) the chance to dismount and take up
firing position: with their M4 rifles along the berm on the right
side of the road. Puollen dizmounted and took up a firing position
on the rear left side of her truck.34 (pg. T1)

MP Ulnit,
Comvay
Escort

Fuomte through

Engage from
coverbarmcade; engage
mmiltple tarzets.
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OIFC4

SPC Jason Mike, dismounted and took up firing positions on the
left side of the vehicle. The insurgents could see that they had no
chance if they did not take out Fivera's tuck, so they torned nmich of
their attention to the third HMVMWY. Mike saw firsthand the effects
of the infense eneny fire: At that point SPC Mack had given me his
M4 and he took SPC Haynes” M249 [SAW]. I begin to fire and
that’s when I beard SPC Mack vell ont he was hit. I went over 1o
him and umcovered his wound and observed a gunshot wound to the
left arm. At that time I gave him a first zid bandage to pat pressure on
his wiound and I put him inte cover under the vehicle. SGT Rivera
and SPC Haynes were still laying down suppressive fire to keep
sequrity. I then procesded to fire becamse we were mking heavy fire
from the wench =qll at this point Seon after I begin shooting SGT
Rivera yelled out he was hit and that he couldn’t feel his legs. 35

(pe 71

MP Ulnit,
Convoy
Escort

Fuomie through

Engage from
cowerbarmicade; muiltiple
targets; firing omitiple
Toumeds.

OIFCS

Cme of the tings we always talked about was thart if we had to go
head-to-head with somsbody, always oy to keep our body armor
square with the bad gwy: that way we had the best ballistic protection
fom our vest We stayed squared up. I stepped off to the left and she
shot mwo 203s [erensdes], but she couldn’t get them low enough
becanse they were abont 50 meters in front of us at that dme T told
her we just had to keep going and so we started throwing
grenades and shooting our M4s. She would shoot over my right
shoulder while I prepared the grenade to throw it, or I wounld be
shooting while she threw a grenade. I had toee prenades when Ilef
that moming. I'd already thrown one. I threw twio more in the canal
off myy vest and she had tro on her as well. I threw one of hers and
she threw one of hers. Basically, 5 or 10 minutes into the canal
system we'd killed the four guys.53 It had not been easy, in part
becanse the shorter barreled M4: did not have much stopping
power. According to MNein, “There wasn't one guy we shot with oor
Mds that went down with one hit; most of them had to be shot
three or four times before they went down.”54 (pg. 75-T4)

MP Unit,
Comvay
Escort

Fuoute through

Shoot on the move;
engage multiple mrests;
shot nmitple dmes.

The Surge 2007-2008 (CMEH)

NONARRATIVES AVAIT ABTFE

Battlezround Iraq Journal of a Company Commander (CMH)

OIFE10

Az we passed an alley, I spotted two guys with AE—47s T yelled for
the Hunmres o stop, and we all piled out for the chase. These mays
freaked out; the wmit assizned bere never chases guys. They ran down
to & comer; Sassaman the master punner, snd I stared maneuvering
on them I had a fleeting shot but didn’t tale it duoe to the
abundance of little kids on the street. We stamed mnning the
alleyways using the zun jeeps in sapport I teok cover behind a corner
and pulled security on an internally opening gate. Well, it opened I
switched my rifle to semi, and drew a bead .. on a four-year-old
little girl Fornmately, I didn’t fire, and she ran back m after ooy hand
signal. We nunmaged throngh the AC for awhile but realized we
didn’t have the combat power to seal off the area (pg. 77)

Infantry
Company in
1-8IVF

Patmol in City

Target discriminaton.

OIFE11

An [ED detonated in froaf of Sassamsan’s wack, so we stamed i on the
firefight I got down and linked up with the gpays at the end of the IED
wire (they initiate these things with 100-meter-long srands of stereo
wire). I confirmed the TAC's frontline race and then wok over the
fight. We started bounding forward on ine emptying a magazine
every fifty meters and lobbing 203 rounds to keep them cloze. We
finally hit 3 canal that the wire was mnning scross; Sergeant Hays and
I mied to get across, but the nmd water, and reeds were way too thick
and our gear was way too beavy ... so I just ended up covered in
murky, nasty water. The Brads meanwhile were moving around the
flank of the firing position, and they reported a bridze. I had the
M203s blasting the far side, keeping the bad goys hemmed in. We got
arpund the far side bat couldn’t find the body—just all his gear and
some blood. (pe. 137T)

Infaniry
Company in
1-8INF

Patrol in City

Shooting on the move;
reloading.
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Eyvewitnesses to War Volume I (C5I)

OIFF3

There was Staff Sergeant imnry Anryest, another one of nry right
hand men who climbed down to clear a spider hole with a
Aashlizht and a pistol and shot an insurgent in the head. I know
people preach about how great the WCOs are but it really was
mmpressive o see those guys operate and do their thing. I never had 1o
worry. (pg 313)

Cavalry Unit

Close range; limited
wisthility.

OIFER12

Then there was Specialist Dawes, one of the losders on Meil Prakaszh's
tanks. An msurgent i red an BPG that hit @ wall a few f2et from him
and he didn’t miss a beat. He just picked up his A-16 and shot the
guy before be conld put an BF G into the baclside of their tank -
vet I had to fight to get im an award because the leadership in 2-2
thought he was sitting safe inside a tank the entire battle and couldn’t
possibly have done smything heroic. (pe. 314)

Armor Unit

Closa range; from
vehicle.

Eyvewitnesses to War Volume II (C5I)

OIFR13

We had just finished pnshing through a section of the city and were in
a big square — there were buildings on all four sides. Lientenant
Colonel Mewell's Bradley was there. Sergeant Major Damin Bohn's
Bradley was there and I believe we were in a holding partern. It
wasn't totally light outside tat it was lizht encugh to see around us
and we wers just sitting there listening to the radio. There was an MEE
maintenance wack behind us — the big ones that can tow Bradleys and
Abrams — and they started cshooting their 50 cal machine gun behind
us. I rned to see what they were chooting at and they were meszing
with the machine sun and the anumo tray, and so I figured they wese
just domg a test fi re. There wasn't really a lot of radio maffic so I
fignred everything was fi ne. Then a couple of M16: went off behind
ns I had turned to cover our rear with my M16 and out of the
corner of my eve, about 50 to 60 meters to my right, I saw a streak
come fiying down this alleyway and it seemed like it was head
level to the ground. It looked like a laser beam that came fiying
through snd I watched it and sawr it hit Lisntenant Twan’s vehicle but
it didn’t explode. Because of the Light conditions it was a liftle hazy,
and I didn’t know he was standing up in his tamet when this
happened. I didn't see an explosion so I thought meybe it hit the
Tesctive armor that was on the turret and sort of fizzled out or bounced
away, because there was no radio wafic. My driver asked me if T had
seen that and I said yes, that it looked like it hit Lieutenans Iwan's
Bradley. He was wondering if Lientenant Foran was okay and there
was stll nothing on the radio. (pe. 204)

Infeniry Unit

Halted umitin
City

Closs range; lindted
wistbility condigons.

Convey Ambush Case Stodies Velume I (Trans. Corps His

torian)

OIFF14

COm 22 March, the 1487th escorted a 70 phus convey nort. An TED
exploded next to an M-915 just past the second bridze on ASE.
Mobile. McCormick mmed the Febra and the M-215 pun tuck back
to secure the damaged vehicle. It received fire from two insargents
manenvering behind a small building. The Zebra did not have any
crew sarved weapons, s the crew dismounted and laid down
suppressive fire with their M-16s and SAWs. The 5-on made four
passes firing its M-60 machinegum. In ten minutes of fighting, the
Americans killed the two insurgents. 192 (pg. 69)

14E8Tth
Transportation
Company,
Mational
(Goard from
Eaton, Ohio

Comvoy Ambush

Ninltple targets; mmltple
roumds; engaged Som
coverbarticade (vehicls).
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OIFE1S

Ap the same time, Church drowve aggressively o svodd the blast of
IEDs: and enenty emplaced obstacles, such as gnandmils, concrete
barmers, and vehicles, intended to slow down the comvoy. Within the
first five minutes of the smbush, two enemmy rounds stmck the convoy
commeander, 11T Brown, woundng him in the bead. While stll
driving, Church zrabbed his first aid pouch, ripped it open and
mstructed 1LT Brown to place the bandage owver his left eye. Church
continued to fire his AM16A? out the window with one hand while
navigating through the obstacles all the while enconraging his
platoon leader to prevent him from slipping into unconscionsmess.
He told ILT Brown to close the ballistic window to prevent further
Imjury just moments before snother IED detonated on the front right
side of the vehicle and blew out the front right tre. Confinwng to
fire hiz weapon with ene hand, PFC Church kept his other hand
on the steering wheel and pushed the vehicle abead on three
inflated tires 215 (pz. 75-T6)

Transportaton

Companmy
(POL), Tih
Transportation

Comvoy Ambush

Finng from vehicle;
firing while seated;
alternate firing posidon.

OIFR1§

An PPG hir the fuel tuck driven by William Bradley, seventh in line
of march A heavy vohmme of small arms fire nddled the gun muck
behind it, drven by Fow, blowing out the mimors. All the while,
MeDermott, eighth in line of march blazed sway with his 50 caliber
machinemun as brass carmidzes piled up at his fest SPC Row
simultaneow:ly fired out the window with his M-16. As they
reached the exdit ramp to make the left um onse the ovarpass, the
bumning fiel mock i Font of them shid off of the road and flipped on
itz right side killing the driver. The smoke from the burning fuel
swept across the road obscuring vision 217 (Page 76)

From Convoy Ambush Volome IT- SPC Fow drove as fast as he
could but with the tires shot out and the highway slick with fiel, he
was harely making ten miles per hour. He was firing his rifle, as
well, and thought he hit one Iragi before he ran out of magazines.
‘When the gun truck reached safety at the dairy, Fow, a rained
combat life saver, went to work helping with the casualties (pg.
51)

T24th
Transportation

{POL), Tth
Transportaton

Comvoy Ambush

Ninltiple targets; shootdng
while seated; shooting
from vehicle; imited
wistbility conditions.

OIFE17T

I looked down the bridge in front of nry tack and saw two Little kkids
on the bridge, about 2 hbundred to a hundred-fifty meters away.
They both had AF-47s; one kid was sbout ten years old and the other
was about seven. The seven-year old was holding his wespon upside
down by the magazine. and the ten-year old was firing three rounds at
a time at me. His first round hit the driver's side windshield on the
tmack - right next to o1y head. I mmed around fo grab ooy gun, and
when I did he shot me two more times in the back; the rounds went
through me and into the cab of the mack 228 “Tt infuriated me as he
kept shooting me. I grabbed my weapon, jumped out, and fired
two rounds over their heads; I didn’t wanf to shoot them - they
were just 1l ldds. After I fired over their heads, they turned
around and ran down the bridge. Then I fell down onte niy hands
and knees; I couldn’t breathe or move. (pe. T9)

Transportat
Company
(POL), Tth

Transportaton

Comvoy Ambush

Target discriminaton;
mmaltple rowmds.
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OIFF13

Walsh claimed, T contiomed to stand on the side of the mock as we
went only about mwvenny-five to thirty mules per hour; there were no
tires left on the muck, it was driving completely on the rims. As we
entered Baghdad, I fired into the city buildings and jost aboat
everywhere trying to keep the suppressive fire down.
Unfortnately, it wasn't womking. The more I fired, the more rounds
were fired atns. And I couldn’t stabilize my weapon; I was afternping
to hold onto the tuck with one hand while firing with the other T
decided I would be more stable on the hood of the truck. "236 Hamill
remembered, “He was standing uwp on the ronning board and had
absohitely no protection. He was shot in the arm but kept firing away
and oying to hold on. A couple of times he grabbed another clip,
bumped it, and slammed it in his 3-16. He was sweeping hiz gun
‘back and forth and firing, not really picldng his targets. He
realized e needed a better prone posidon. Using as a rest, he
contimed firing at anything that moved. We steadily crept along,
barely moving at all "237 (p= 80)

T24th
Transportat
Company
(POL), Tth
Transportation

Comvoy Ambush

Feload; mmitiple mrgsts;
mmiltple romds; alternate
firing position; Sring
from vehicle; engaged

OIFR1%

“I tried again. I reached back, grabbed the truck's passenger
window, pulling myzelf back up onto the truck, then I jumped op
ontoe the hood and lied down I fired left and right into the city
There were people everywhere with weapons firing at ws, it was
horrible. I have no idez how I did not gat shot. T heard a weapon
fire really close to us, closer then the others, coming from my
right side, which was the driver's side of the trocl I looked over
and saw the tao litle kids that were on the bridge earlier, they wers
firing at me again. The older one, who had shot me earlier, was finng
at the wailer and the semi, and the younger kid was Snng mwo to three
ronnds at & dme directly at me. I fired another round over their
heads but they didn’t budge, and apparently they were not about
to. Then I aimed at the younger lid"s chest and fired the round. It
went info his throat and out the other side, and he dropped to the
ground dead 239 “The older kid looked down at him then up &t me,
and started laying into it; firing twenty to thirty rounds at a time at ma.
I rolled over, trying not to get hit, then I aimed at his head and
shot, bt I missed and it went over his head and hit the wall.
Luclily it lmocked enough debris down on him to drop him I
knew he wasn’t dead but he was down on the ground and that was
good enough for me 240 (pg. B1)

T24th
Transportaton
OmpeEny
(POL), Tth
Transportaton

Comvoy Ambush

Close engagement;
mmildple targets; nmltiple
shots; prone positon;
target discrimination.

OIFEI)

SPC Lloyd drove the lead HWMY zun truck, while SPC Delaney
fired his ME19 from the ring mount and 535G Steven G Wells kept
the rest of the convey informed of the actions of the insurgents
while firing his M16 out the window. Wells selected a floating rally
point two to four niles outside of the tomm. He positioned his
HMMW so as to pull security and block southbound maffic from
driving into the kill zone. The rest of the coovoy followed through the
cross-fire as both the drivers and assistant drivers fired out of their
tmacks. 323 (pe. 101)

1486th
Transportation
Companies

Comvoy Ambush

Engags nmltple targets;
enzage from vehicls;
enzage from seated

position

Convoy Ambush Case Stodies Volume IT

(Trans. Corps Historian)

OIFF4

S0 Raz and Hanson climbed up on top of it only to discowver the hatch
was locked Hanson then bronght up a pair of bolt cafters from his gan
track but conld not out the lock. They then started receiving small
arms fire from the right side of the road since the Strykers were on the
left side. Hanson and Flaz immediately jumped to the sround Hanson
dropped hiz M4 and returned fire with his M9 Berretta pistol
then the small arms fire increased. Wilson nearbry conld see one
Iragi to his right and fired four to Sve rounds from behing the rear
wheels of trailer with the tank, and the ensmy fire stopped. (pg. 196)

21Tth
Transportation
Company
(HET) & A
Battery, 121st
Field Artillery

Wehicle Recovery
COperation

Engage from cover;
ransition o secondary.

OIFE21

EFC Miller's truck, with SGT Filey and PVT Sloan as passengers,
was dizabled by enenty fire about 400 meters north of where 15G
Dowdy’s HWIWAT hit SPC Hemandez's tractor-mailer. PVT Sloan
was killed by enemyy Sre before the vehicle came o a stop. BFC
Miller and SGT Riley dismounted from their truck and moved to
assist the eooupanss of the HWVWVWY and mactor-madler just ahead of
them The ocoupants of the ERWWT appeared 1o be dead or beyond
belp. SGT Riley attempted to secure 15G Dowdy’s M1, since his
own rifle had malfonctioned, but was mnswocessful S4GT Riley then
directed 5PC Jolnson and SPC Hemandez o mke cover. Riley also
attempied to fire Johnzon's and Hernandez's M1z, but both
Jjammed. Johnson and Hemandez were both wounded.

50Tth
Maintensnce
Company

Mlovement

Masirivah

Malfimction.

Transformation to Combat, The First Strvker Brigade at War

NONARBATIVES AVATI ABTE

Source: Created by author using narratives collected from publications listed in Appendix

C.
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APPENDIX H

OEF DATA COLLECTION TOOL

Code

Engagement Narratives

Unit Type

Conditi

Enzazement
Summary

In Comtact! Case Studies from the Long War Volume I (C5I)

0OEFE1

The three ATV riders, SFC Larry Hawks, SFC Broce Holmes, and SFC
Bob Thibesult, still mounted, mied to evade the intense and nmrderous
fire. Hawks, the lead ATV, moved up to the hish ground directly to his
fromt, a position to the immediate sonthwest of Syahcow, dismounted his
ATV, and inmediately started remrning fite. Among the rocks of a hald
desert hill, from his s6ll expesed positon. he killed four of the enenry.
For his actions on this day, he was recommended for the Distinguizshed
Service Cross. (pg. 108)

SF ODA

Early Morming
Bzid in Villaze

Enzage nmltiple

Enduring Viices, Oral Histories of the U5 Army Experience in Afghamistan 2003-2005 (CAIH)

NONARRATIVES AVAILABLE

The United States Army In Afgh

istan Operation Enduring Freed

March 2002 - April 2005 (CAME)

NONARRATIVES AVAILABLE

The United States Army In Afshanistan, Operation Enduring Freedom October 2001 - March 2002 (CME)

NONARRATIVES AVAILABLE

A Different Kind of War, The United States Army in Operation Enduri

= Freed

October 2001 - September 2045 (CST)

OEFR2

Thouzh Wiercinski was conmmitted 1o engaging the confimed ensnmy
fizghters, he still had to dacide how he was going to do it. The three
enemy fighters had suddenly increased to nine, almost equal
oumber to their cwn group on the ridge. The Fakkasan commander
decided to direct an airstrike at them bt the TDAM hit too low on the
ridge to kill any of them. The next arempt involved an Apache that Sew
directly over the TAC posifion west to east, dipped its nose just beyond
the crest, and launched several rockets while hovering only & fieet over
Wiercinski and his small alement. The rockets also filed to kill any of
the Sghters. The enemy squad simply took cover and proceeded
toward the TAC s position agzin once the Apache depared 78
Apparently, the enemy fighters were still oblivions that there were
American Soldiers on top of the ridge. Left with no choice, the men
of the TAC chose to ambush the enemy fighters as they came closer.
The S0OF team located with Wiercinskd initiated the action with their
noise-suppressed M4 assanlt rifles. Afer killing oae of the fizhters
when the ambush began, Corkran snd others spent the next several hours
picking off the remasinder in a sort of cat and mouse zame. Eventually all
nine Taliban fighters were killed with no losses to the TF Fakkasan
TAC.B0 (pe. 14%)

TF Ruakkasan
TAC w/S0OF

Amtbush on
Taliban Fighters

Shooting from an
elevated position
(dowm); engaged
mmiltiple targets;
engzaged moving
targets

Strykers In Afghanistan 15t Battalion, 17th Infantry Regime

ot in Kandahar Province 2009 (C5I)

OEFR2

The enamy fred fve unaimed rifle shots near the Stykers. The men
narding the Strykers retuned fire. Sergeant First Class Rande
Henderson popped off ten rounds while Staff Sergeant Justin Prince,
the company's fire support NCO, laid down and fired his rifle. The
enenty fire ceased. At the explosion site, everyone did a head count but
Tom did not respond. Sergeant First Class Bobby Ciman mished to Tom's
location with two medics, but he was nowhere to be found. Zangenberg
callad Pope, “Wea've encountered one IED,” Zamgenberg reportad, “one
possible casualty. 59 The men began searching the area and walking the
canal looking for Tom. They only found IT) tags and parts of his
equipment &0 (pg. 26-27)

Platoon from

15t Battalion,

17th Infanoy
Biagiment

Seourity after
IED Blast

Fired omifiple rounds
at A single targer.

OEFC4

The o teams headad to the eastem berm laying down covering fire as
they went. Along the way, heat exhanstion overwhelmed Specialist Hill.
Sergeant Brown grabbed Hill's 2408 and fired at the enenry while
camrying the fatizned Hill forward. “He was basically dragzing [Hill]
with him snd shooting at the same dme, ™ recalled Swaff Sergeant Mikola
Tersiev.14 Omce at the berm, the two teams focnsed their fire at the
muzzle flashes across the 2M-meter feld, while Hill fired Brown's
Al4. The berm offered Lttle protection. “[Brown’s] sun team was
probably the most exposed,” recalled Weidss, “just because they were on
that litfle mound. 15 (pg. 44-45)

Platoon from

15t Battalion,

17th Infaniry
Fegiment

Feact to Congact
on Dismounted
Pamol

Mid-rangs
ENFagemant
(20mesers); engazad
mmltiple targets.
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While the firefizht raged, a group of insurgents made their way to the t=ll
zrass along the river and opened fire on the TAC™s vehicles with BPGs,
AFATs, and PEM machine guns. Staff Sergeant Mick Furfar was

hemmering his OE-254 antenna stakes into the sand when the enenty TAC from lst | Feact to Conact Pngaged mult
OEFCs | opensd fire. Everyons else dove into the vehicls, but he remained, Banialion, 17tk | From Insurgents | - - E,::;lgﬁe

banging away at the stakes untll the antenns amray was complete. Major T.nf:mm ﬁrmgucn. moing targets

O’ Connor fired a few ronnds from his M4 rifle bus the 50-caliber Ragiment Position '

machine suns from Alpha Troop and Brave Company’s Strykers quickly

dispatched the insurgents attacking the TAC 58 (pz. 65)

COmce the mortars hit the area. Pope ordered Boimam to work his way

throngh a grape row toward the bnt fom which his unit was being

engaged Mesnwhile, the rest of Pope’s men provided covering fire. Two E i from

Eiowa helicopters flew over the area and the insurgents stopped nng. Eiowa Pilot Engzged vehicle (Kiows):
QEFCS Pnpeduen:edthepu]nmwthelnr.l'heﬁntplln_tﬁl:edm'_nz..'inm_l suppoTting I.nsmgm:ugunp engaged from :

rockets while the second fired 20 rovmds from his .50 caliber machine Ground Troops firing on elevated postion

gun The rockets collapsed the roof, wapping an imsurgent. The pilot in Contact dismounts {dowen)

circled the but and, instead of firing another rocket, pulled out an '

M4 rifle and shot the insurgent 65 “hy Soldiers were like, “danm, thar

was & good shot, "™ recalled Pope 67 (pe. 68)

About 10 minntes into his shift he heard the sound of tree branch

snapping under a feot. Instinctively, he kmew that no animal weighed

enough to do that He closed his eyves and cocked his left ear toward the

noise, holding the Claymore’s trigger in his hands. When he heard a } Lirnited wisibility

second snap, he squeszed the firing device, exploding the Claymore. m@m Might Time | conditions: enzaged
OFEFCT | After the detonstion, 8 Soldier pear Enowler whispered, “Thas stick l‘i‘m : an, Derimeser with mmiltipls romds:

didn’t even finish snapping and youn hit it. ™77 Knowler listened again and B‘.e iment Dafense engagad moving

this time heard some rustling by a tree where he was supposad 1o have FlmEn target.

set up his original OF. He fired five rounds at the sound and heard a

thud and someone gronfing, followed by coughing. Enowler knew he

was listening to someons with a ponctred hmg. (pe. T1)

Enemy rounds pinged off the Soykers. Some of the men dismounted

their vehicles and engaged the insurzents, who were firing BPGs and

machine suns while retreating nortdraest through the town. First .

Sergeant Engene Hicks could see the enemy moving from building to Engaged moving

building and escaping into 2 wooded area. He wanted to enser the Company fom Attack ona mrgets; engaged
OEFCs | buildings but Hallest refused, preferting that the Afrhan Security Forces Lst Battalion, Taliban mmiltiple targets; fired

be nsed for this purposa 66 Hicks dismounted his vshicle smyway and 17¢h Infaniry Sronghold | Tlple rounds;

closed on a building where the enemy fired BPGs. From a distance of Fegiment close range

only 15 feet, Hicls opened fire on four men. “T think I hit one guy ELEZRZANL

twice,” explained Hicks, “but he was just lind of lnrching forward.

He wasn't going to stop.”(pe. 25-29)

O:bome dispatched his sniper team to a side of the hill to fire down onto

the enemy, then deployed the mortar Soyker to maintain rear security

while Fawer anchored the right side of his position on the hill with his

Soyker. The Strykers remuned fire with their M240 machine gum: and - fron Engaging from

ME10 grenade launchers while Soldiers stood and fired from the Company from _ velicle; enzaged
OEFCe | Strykers’ hatches. In Faver's Surykes, Briolla stood in an air-goard 15t Battalion, Beactinzto | .. oore while

hatch firing rounds when he snddenly velled at Faver, “BDG! RDGI™ li;.’:l.“f“‘“f-“ EnemyFire | o rding fired

just a5 the round screeched over bis head. Faver immadiately began ELmE mmltipls romds.

conducting survivability drills—moerving his Soyker in bursts every few
minutes to prevent the enemy from locking on to his position—and he
directed the other vehicles to do the same. {pg. 15)
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OEFC10,
OEFC11

Boimum’s men pushed south through the town and an adjzcent open field
mntil they reached a namow road berwveen nmd walls. A pomegranate
field and a canal were to their left As the Soldiers approached an L-
shaped num with another wall to their froat, they heard a lond “ka-
chumk, ™ the somd of 8 FEM machine gun’s bolt hammering forward, bat
failing to fire 21 Insurgents then opened up with AK-47 rifles from
behind the wall to the Americans’ front Specialist Richard Thibeanlt
tool a round to the chest from only 20 feet and dropped to his kmees.
Staff Sergeant Joshua Meyers grabbed him and threw him behind
cover while returning fire. Everyone else opened Sre at the enammy
mmzzle flashes. Diespite his pain. Thibeanlt emptied his magazine at
the enemy and, as he reloaded, slipped his hand wmdemeath his body
armor. When he didn’t see any blood he shouted to Meyers that he was
okay and continued to fight 22 (pe. 17-18)

562d Enginesr
Company

Fleacting to
Ensmy Fire
following IED
blast

Close engagement;
shooting on the
move;

Close engagement;
fired mmultiple rounds
at targes; reload

Vanguard of Valor Part I (CSI)

OEFC12,
OEFC13

As the sun rose the next morning, the enemy opened fire again. “Tt's
like they were punching in & dme clock atwork,™ said Sergeant
McMillan. Instinctively, the Soldiers began looking for targets asking,
“Where's it coming from where's it coming from?™ Fire came from a
compound with a red door to the southwest. The scouts laid down
suppressing fire with an M240B machine gum 2= M-2035 and sniper riflag
added to the fray. “We let them have it,” said Spear. The second fight for
OF Dmesty had bepun 41 Hearing the conumotion, Specialist Howes woke
up, grabbed his rifle, and climbed op to the roof where he found
Captain Fancher directing fire. By this time, the enemy was firing
from varions locations. “Hey, we're taking small anmes Sre from over
here. ™ shouted one of the scouts while poinfing north. Founds stared
flying over everyone’s head. Spear fived his M320 at the lecation while
Howes fired a number of red smoke grensdes to mark targets for the
helicopters that had been circling since dawm. 42 Enenty fire intensified
Jmst as it had the day before. At the OF’s entrance, Sergeant Brilla
fired his A4 from behind the tractor plow untl an FPG romd flew
and bomced off the wall behind him leaving a fourinch hole without
exploding. “Tt really scared the hell out of me ™ he =xid 43 (pg. 168)

Scout Platoon
from 2/5020d

Enemy Artack
on OF Dusty

Lirnited wisibility
from elevated
position; engaged
mmiltiple targets.

Engaged fom

OEFC14

Ar the strongpoint galat, the Soldiers of 2d Platoon worked to return fire
agaimst the many eneny positions. With all of 2d Platoon, the ANA
Soldiers, and the support assets inside the strucnare, crowding quickly
became an issne. Making matters worse, the galat only had one
window from which the Soldiers counld effectively return fire. From
this window facing the south, 2d Platoon’s Soldiers remmmed fire as best
they could bt many of the known enemy positions were outside of the
field of fire offered by the window. Becanse the trapped elements of 3d
FPlatoon lay to the south, the Soldiers in the galat directed their fire
carefully in an attempt to avoid any friendly-fire incidents.
Unfornmately, these precautions further limited the plateon’s freedom of
acton. In spite of this, the Soldiers in the galat managed to restore some
mezsure of fire superiority over the insurgents, thanks due in part to
HNesze and his team leaving the cover of the qalat to return fire. Inside
the galat, Specialist Michael Patterson fired his M4 rifle and M203
srenade lanncher through the window at enemy positions on the
ridgeline to the southeast. The volume of fire increased when 2d
FPlatoon brought an Mk48 machine gun inte action 21 (pg. 1940)
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Staff Sergeant Cunningham later recalled the intensiry of the mitial
barrage by stating, “T've been in a tnmch of frefights. That was probably
one of the most intense. 27 Specialist Daniel Linnihan remembered
being anwmzed by the “midiculons” volume of PPG fire. Mow well aware
that the ensmy group maneuvering agamst them was not just a few
insurgents with AF-47s, but something pmich larger, Linnihsn recalled,
“They clearly came up there to kill every one of us."28 After several
minutes of intenze fire coming from the woods to the north, it became

clear to the Soldiers on that end of the perimeter that approximately Engzaged mmltiple
OEFCIS 50 imsurgents were coming toward them and attempting to flank the 371 CAV Enemy Attack targets; fired nmltiple

patrol base. The enemy had established two support-by-fire positions to on OF Position | rounds; engaged

the north and nortraest and contimmed to pour machine gun fire into the moving targets.

patrol base. After the mnitisl shock of the sdden attack wore off, the

Soldiers of the kill team began to Sght back. Those positioned closest to

the enenry advance on the northemn edge of the perimeter retomed fire

into the ree line bat realizing that they were too exposed. began w f211

back to the “Alame™ snd the cover of the rocks. Specialist Shawn

Heistand fired a burst from his assanlt rifle in the direction of the

enemy and then zot up and darted for the sontheast corner of the

team’s position (PAGE 12-13)

“Within seconds of the last person walking by our OP/LE, the pamol base

inidated contact,” said Sergeant Feese 34 Lieutenant Smith whispered

over the radio, “Fire, fire, fire.”35 Four of the enermies were directly in

froot of Trudel’s locatdon. At this point, every Soldier facing the wail

opened up on the insurgents who amempeed to fight back, died frying, or

ran away. Smith blew one claymore sending shards of shrapnel into the

enenty cobunm. Private First Class Larson, nearest to the southern

ravine, noticed two enemy heading in his direction buat their close Close mnga

proximity prevented him from firing his 40mm grenades which 2d Pl EnFzFament; enSage

require a minimom of 15 meters to arm. So he used his rifle instead. _Bmtﬁm moving targets;

One fell within six feet of his positon and Larson remembered, “The C - Tt Ambush against | engage nmiltple
OEFCI8 | other fell and rolled down the chiff."36 When the wounded insurgent | —O0r: 10 | G v rpont forces | marzers: engage i

at Larsem’s feet attempted to reach for his weapon, Larson lalled Ba'bmhliml_ Eﬂﬂx limitad vistbility

him with a shot to the head Sergeant Tanner saw three or four - conditions; engage

insurgzents from the back of the enenry column head toward a draw that from prone position.

contained a claymore and yelled to his men to blow the mine and throw

grenades. Sergeant Christopher Thompson, A Team Leadar for 2d Squad,

launched a 40num grenade from his M-203 on a group of the enenty

hitting three to five of them Lisutensnt Smith saw an arm flying off one

of them Private First Class Armuro Molane, 8 machine gunner for 2d

Souad, hit one fleeing insurgent as he f&1 down into a ravine (see Figure

5). (pE- 38-39)

The enemy, canght totally by surprise, continued ronning in all

directions during the deadly onslanght. In fact after the cease fire,

platoon members discoversd a right shoe and a left shoe about four

meters spart with a blood wail leading towards a cliff edge. Apparently, Close range

one insurgent was either blown out of his shoes or ran right off a cliff. 37 SIZIZANA0 engZize

At the OP/LD, the Scouts remained prone as friendly fire flew over 2d Platoon, movIng AT gels;

their heads. As zoon as they noticed several insurgents numning in their Brava Ambush against | et mmiltiple
OEFC1T | giracrion, they too joined in the fay. Sergeant Nightingale shot two of | Company, lst ineurpent forces | NEST: EHEAZE I

the enemy with s silenced M-§ potentially saving Sergeant Reese Batialion, 28th limited vistbility

from harm becanse the enemy was within a few feet of Reese’s Infantry w:mgage

location. Mightingale then threw a grenade at snother insurgent heading target discrimination.

sonth down the mail Specialist Custer nsed both his M-4 and M-203 to
fire on the flecing men. Fease shot another msargant with his M-110
Sniper nifle and threw 2 hand grensde in his directdon. (pe. 39)
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As 1st Squad took stock of its simation, their sdversaries mamtained a
deadly bamrage of machine-gun and small-arms fire. In spite of
everything, 1:t Squad kept up a blistering fre on the ensmy. On the left,
Chandler, Iacoviello, and Hall fonght back with a vengesnce while on
Fagziano's right, Lee, Thompson, and Bondlla pat up the same
detenminad resistance. Looking down the line and shouting out fire
commands, Fagziano saw an enemy bullet bounce off the ground and

oEFC1g | BF risht between Thompson's arms as he fired his M4 The squad Trocp. Lst " cmm?“‘"? Eagaze "’“mplem
leader warched in smazement a5 Thompson momentarily skid back Squadron, 75 Opesadionin | fargets; engage
. . Cavalry Zhari District cover'barmicade.
behind cover and then gquickly popped back up to engage the ememy. Beriment
“They did a great job,” Fagziano stated afterward. 30 Both Faggiano and £
Chandler could still see a large group of Sghters nmmine in and out of the
bmilding southwest of their position. Meiter Soldier knew it at the dme
Tt Captain Crawford, the Squadron 52, had alesdy confirmed that the
stctare was in fact, a hardened Taliban Sghting position and a
command and conmol point (pe. 142-143)
Vanguard of Valor Part IT {CST)
Murphy stood behind the wall, holding his M4 rifle against his chest
with his right hand when he flt something impact on his chest plate. He
reflexgvely smock his hand umder the plate to see if he had been hit Seeing
no blood, he continwed to call in rounds and fire his rifle. Az rounds
smacked ayoumd Murphy's bead, he had his machine gunner setup &
firing position &t 4 gap in the wall, then reported the simstion to Prisock, In Makuan to
and called in aerial support fire from the on-station AH-64 Apache and c Em‘:m clear the area of
oEFCe | OB-58 Kiowa helicopters. Staff Sergeant McDonsld asked Murphy if he B;Eﬁf& gog | [EDs bomb- | Engaze fom
was okay and began checking his body when he noticed blood dripping P - making cover barmicade.
from Murphy's right glove. Muorphy had, in fact, been hit in the wrist. Fasiment facilities, and
McDonald applied a toumiques to Marphy's am as 2 precantion. 44 ElmEn insurzents
When Staff Sergeant Taime Mewman heard what happened, he bronght
up the medic, Specialist Michael Babinski, who loosened the toumiquet
and wrapped a Eerlix bandage on the wound 45 Everyone kept telling
Mnrphy to get his wrist examined, tut he just brushed them off “T'm
zood, I'm good,” he insisted 48 (pg. 10)
Weapon of Choice, ARSOF in Afrhanistan (CMH)
Ar Objective Brizid, a guard opened fire when he spotted Ashford’s Limited wisibility
aszanlt teams & they ran through the mam gate of the compound o their conditions; closa
breach points. His alarm shots started firefights s the assamlters fought engagamant; engaged
their way across the courtyard and into the main tuilding. Once inside, it mmltiple targets;
was close-quarters combat from room to room, snd the resistance was engaged moving
sharp. Having inigally snnned the enemry fighters i the room with fash- target; shooting on
bang srenades, the assmalters killed five enenyy fighters as two escaped the mave.
ot windows. When A5G Albert Payle and SFC Jon Hin (psendonyms)
burst into another room, an enemy fizhter ran out right between Lirnited wisibility
OEFCI) | them Hsu spun about and pursned him, sheoting him down before conditions; close
he conld escape. Alone and wearing NV G, Payle faced three ememy engagament; engzged
OEFCI1 | fighters smrronnding him in the darkened room He quickly ldlled two Sth Growup Baid Objective | nmltple targets.
of them with his M-4 carbine before the third jumped him from behind
OEFF1 clawing at hiz eyves. Payle, using combat jiu-jitsw, threw the enenty Lirnited wisibility
soldier ower his shoulder, sharply snapping the mean’s head to one side. In conditions;
the darkness, Payle felt the enemy fizhter, even with a broken neck, sdll ransitoned o
grasping at him Payle drew his mm pistol and 6 red twice, finally secondary; fired
finishing his opponent. As he started o move, Payle realized thar his mmltiple shots at
opponent was still hanging on him his hand having been canzht in his single targets.

body armor during their stmggle Mot all fought so violentdy or so
stubbormly. In the next room, a8 single enemy fishter dropped his rifie
when ssssulters charged in and was readily subdued and fex-cuffed 124
(pz 139
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OEFC12

OEFC13

Omnce on the groumd, the bus-sized target was no longer moving, and it
was easier to hit The wounded Deese fell into the radio rack when the
helicopter landed hard Om the floor he tore the Lamyard of his M-2 pistol
and nsed it on his leg as 3 touwrniquet. The heavy volume of ensmy fire
penemating the fiselage umed the cabin soundproofing into congedti.
Smoke was smoldering from the macer bullets. Three romnds slanmmed
into 3FC Lafayere’s fight helmet snmning and mupmring blood vessels
in an eye as it knocked him backward Fanger SPC Anderson was
morally wonnded midcabin and the Air Force PT, Senior Aitman Jason
Cunninzham was werking on him  SGT Larken retreated from the open
ranm o find cover inside the Chinook_ Then an BPG flew through the
open rght cabin door, sriking the oxygen console hanging above the left
window. Although the srenade did not explode, the impact sparks set the
soundproofing on fire. With the Bangers off 5GT Bradley Walters
(pseudonym), the tail gunner; CWO Talbert; and the other Air Force P,
S5GT Eemy Miller (pseudomym), st up a defensive position on the
ranm. 74 The Fanger force exited the Chinook into 3 withenng barrage of
small-arms fire. 550G Faymond DePonli was the first Banger off the
ranp. Exiting, be was hammered in the back and spun around. The bullst
hit his ammor plate mch above his exposed area. He quicldy located the
enemy fighter wrealding havec from the § o’clock position and
emptied a full magazrine from his M-4 into kim 5GT Joshua J.
Walker exited the right side, immediately teok several hits on his
Kevlar helmet, bot managed to empty his M-4 toward the bunker on
the right. (pg. 304)

Fuangers

Chinook

Fired nmltiple rounds
at A single targer.
Shoot on the move;

fired mmitiple roumnds
at A single targer.

OEFC4

As OWO Mark Feagan (psendonyn) mansuvered to land his helicopter,
5GT Foger Wilkerson (psendomym), trying to follow his target
simmltanspusly, only got off a short barst from his minizun before the
ammmmition belt broke and the gun janmmed 139 556G Charles Martin
(psendonym), the Sight medic and a former Eanger SAW gunner,
immediately stepped intfo the open door with his M-4 carbine 140
Firing semiautomatic, Martin killed the truck driver and then shot a
second fighter as Wilkerson began to fire hiz M-4. As the aircrew and
Special Forces element continned to fire from the window ports, the
pilots quickly repositionad the biz Chinook to 2 new spot just over the
crest of @ small hill. The new position masked the helicopter and gave the
aszault force 2 superb finng position overlooking all three tacks in the
comvoy. (pg. 331)
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OEFC1S

Bennington signaled for 12 Pashnm fighters to follow him and with thres
enides, the group ran several bundred yards downhill toward the wadi
Long practiced in infantry tactics, Bennington quickly placed the
riflemen and the machine gunner along the crest of the bank opposite
the orchard by peinting out exactly where he wanted each to lie
down. Moments later, about 30 Taliban soldiers emerzed from the
grove of leafless gray apple frees, slipped down into the dry riverbed,
and started across. Taldng carefol aim at the approaching Taliban
with hi: M-4 carbine, Bennington “triggered” the ambush by firing
first. Instantly, his entdre squad joined in, spraying the rverbed with
bullets. The lond staccato of reruming Fussian-model PE machine gum
fire and the “whoosh™ and crash of rocket-propelled srensdes (BPGs)
could be heard orver the Pashnun machine i and rifle fire. With at least
10 of the enemy force wounded snd down in the dry riverbed, the others
mrned and fled back to the cover of the apple orchard. The Pashiuns
cheered out lond about their suwocess. Bennington directed the senior
Pashmn a veteran fizhter who the Amerjcans had respactfhlly nicknamed
“Gergeant Major,” o kesp the squad ready for another enemy attack.
Then he ran back to Forsythe's location to report that the eneny zssault
had been repulsed. Forsythe realized that the Taliban mdght oy a simdlar
flanking maneuver on their right and dispatched American Special Forces
soldiers with another band of 50 Pashiumes to the west side of the bridge.
Both groups watched and waited for another attack, but the Taliban was
content to harass them with small-arms fire for the rest of that day. 269
pg-177T)

5F

Ambuszh

Engaged fom prone
position; engaged
moving targets;
enpzged nmltple
TATEELS;

OEFC16

“Tmight need a toumiquet.”™ The Fanger replied, “Can you cover the left
side for us right now™ Gaines said, “Yes™ and pulled his leg around,
rwisting his kneebosrd to use the alastic straps as 2 tournigues. A: he
covered the left with his M-4, Gaines mentally prepared himself for a life
without 2 lez. Bounding foraard while the others provided suppressive
fire, CPT Self, SPC Lancaster, and the ETAC, S5GT Vance, joined
Walker at the rock cropping. In one of the fiusillades of fire, Vance had
forgotten his mcksack with the radio at the base of the ramp. The
Eanger force was being fired on from multiple sides. An sneny
fighter popped up at the 4 o’ clock positon snd lammched an BPG that
skipped off the ramp. S5G DePouli saw him, moved to the right side,
and shot him in the head Then DePouli and PFC Gilliam bounded to
another rock pile farther to the right of the other Fangers. Beside the rock
pile they discoversd an enemy fizhter riddled with bullets and simply
pushed him out of the way. With five Rangers and the ETAC abreast,
Self concentrated on the boulder position on top of the hill 50 meters
away. The ensmy threw hand grenades, wounding Lancaster in the calf,
Self in the thigh and Vance m the shoulder. Several Fangers tried
throwing hand grensdes in retorn, bt thrown uphdll, they all fall short,
exploding in the snow. (pg. 30T)

Fuangers

Chinook

Shoot on the move;
close engagement;
nmltiple targets;
engzged fom
elevared posidon
(shootng up).

OEFC1T

The demaged sircraft seemed unstable, “almost like it was shnddering
from the hard landing™ so Corbin held the controls, nowing that the
Fangers were exifing. Gaines reached up and pulled the enzines to stop.
He tapped Corbin on the arm, grabbed his M-4 carbine, released his
emergency door, and because a bullet had shattered his femur, threw his
body out of the open doorway into 2 feet of snow. Corbin stuck his M-4
out the shattered window and returned fire as smolke filled the
cockpit from a fire in the power panel by his seat. Talber:, the AWC,
releazed his seat hamness, trned syovmed, and saw total camage inthe
back of the aircraft. He threw himself over the companionway seat,
zrabbed his M-4, and headed toward the ramp. (pe. 305-307)

Fuangers

Chinook

Lirnited wisibility
conditions; altemate

135




With no other recourse, SFC Staumton, covered by CW3 Fontaine, inched
down the smokey cormidor to the edge of the doorway where the al-Qaeda
were barmcaded. 106 Stmmton’s first attenmpt to get 3 grenade nto the
room was canght by an al-Claeda fishier who tossed it back owtside the

room. Staunton and the other two American assaulters managed to reach Close engagament;

cover in an adjacent room before it detonated. Having mun out of reload; enzaped

zrenades, the holdouts threw chunks of masonry inte the corridor. In the Moming | omltip .
OEFC28 | Zurky ares, e Americans inisally thougs tat hey were genades and | SBGrow | pot Objective n:u.lllipll.: e

retreatad into a room. Afier that, SFC Steunton allowed his srenades to single target; shoot

“cook off " before throwing them low inside the rocm and through an air an the move.

vent After both had detonsted. Staunton fired a 5 56mm magazine into

the strongpoint, reloaded, and then charged into the room, shooting

the remaining al-Qaeda. His rwo backap men ensured that all were

dead (pg. 235)

Convey Ambush Case Stadies (Trans. Corps Historian)

The drivers received most of their small arms fire from the buildings,

then a ee line and another conmpound o thedir left (east).. Again, Dolge's

sunner realized they were taking fire from someone in door of 2 budlding. e . .
OEFC29 | 5o Dolze pulled out his last magazine, which e had loaded with T?T“Déag‘s%m m‘.’m :t“ﬂﬁg]m:lt::;m

tracers, and fired three round bursts into the building. It then began )

o smoke and they no longer received fre from there either 752 (pg. 258-

150

CPL Lewis dismounted from his vehicle and banged on the door of Gun

1. Dra Silva opened the driver’s door and looked inside to see the crew

was shmned by the blast and had moved to the rear of their vehicle She

reverted to her old drill sergesnt voice and commanded the Soldiers o

exit the vehicle. They began to climb out through the driver’s door, the 286tk Combat Enzaged fom

oaly operable door. Da Silva then passed them to her assistant gummes Support Ambushop | ElEvated position
OEFCH | and he quickly urried them into his gum trock through the passenger side | g0 Comvoy (shooting up),

door since the enemy fire from the high ground above them Banalion engaged mmitple

prevented them from entering throwgh the rear door. Because of the targets.

cranped space, the crew of Gun 1 had o take off their body ammor.

Lewis borrowed Da Sikva®™s M4 and began to return fire bot counld

not see the enemy”s muzzle flash to aim at. (pg. 177)

Wanat, Combat Actions in Afghanistan 2008 (CSI)

With their M240 effectively out of acdon, Ayers and McKaig

continmed the fizht at the Crow’s Mest with two M4 carbines. Their

rechnigque was to pop up together at intervals, fire six to nine rounds at

the muzzle flashes ringing the OF, then drop down before the enemy

conld respond. Althoungh scared, the pair contiomed this manesuver untl

enenty returmn fire stack and killed Avers, who collapsed over his Company €, Engage nmltiple

weapon. Mow alones in the position, McEaig began to experience ‘2? Battalion, . targets; malfimction;
OEFC3 | problems with his M4. <My weapon was overhesting. I had shot sbowr | 000 Parachu‘be Wanat Carpost | - mmiltiple rounds

17 magazines by this point already and it had only been sbout = half hour Bi‘j"ﬁ_m““-‘t at target

or 50 into the fight Iconldn’t charge niy weapon and put snother round
in because itwas too hot, so I got mad snd threw my weapon dowm. ™53
When he mied to use Ayers” rifle, he discovered that an AK-47 round had
disabled it in the same volley that had killed hiz squad mate. (pg. 155)
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OEFF?

OEFC32

Meamwhile, 3 badly wounded Stafford crawled back into the northern
firing position and emptied the magazine of his #-mm pistol over the
sandbag wall Then Stafford reached for his rvo Claymores, recalling, “T
grabbed one clacker amd I brought it down, took the safety off and I
started clacking and there was nothing. I clacked it probably 10 dmes and
nothing went off ™ The Claymore’s wires lay on top of the sround and
almost certainly one of the many B blasts had severed them. Stafford
contimned, “Then I saw the other one and so I grabbed it and clacked it. I
don’t kmow, the reports say [the] insurgents had fumed them around and
stuff like that, so I don’t know if they had come in and tumed them
arcund, if they were that ballsy, or if all the BPG blasts had made them
fall dowm bt when I clacked, it blew up and back atus "55 Startled,
Stafford grabbed an M4 carbine that was in the position (either Pimns
or Zwilling'z) and began firing it. Howewver, he recalled being hit almost
immediztely by enenty fire, “T probably got off four or five rounds
before amother PG hit right in front of that wall and tore my hands
up really bad. 5o I dropped the rifle and I was barting really bad at this
point . . . I'm bleeding out of both legs, arms, hands, stomach "5
Stafford crawled back to the souwthem position where the other OP
survivors had at this moment clustered. Bogar's earlier mggeston thatr
the troops at the OF build the southemn position had slmost certainly
saved the Lives of those who remained at Topside. 57 (pe. 156)

Company C,

2d Battalion,
503d Parach
Infantry
Flegiment

Wanat Chatpost

Engaged fom prone
position; fire nmltiple
round.

Fire nmiltiple rounds.

When the action began the two ensineers who were operating the Bobeat
next to the mortar area reinforced Phillips” men in the morar pit. There,
the defenders used whatever weapons were available to them firing
perzomal weapons furiously inte the nearby trees and situng 40mm
zrenades at more distant ensmy positons. Without any machine guns
of their own, the mortarmen had to wse M4 assanlt rifle: firing at the
maximum rate of fire simply to suppress the enemy in order to
survive. In this way, Phillips burned out a series of three M4s. He then
picked up an M240 SAW belonging to the enginesrs and mied to fire it
bt it failad to shoot. Mortanman Queck had previously tred to fire the
SAW but it was jammed  Another mooper later fired it snccessfinlly after
chanzmg its barrel. Cueck mstead fired an AT-4 rocket lsuncher he
found at one of the uildings from which eneny fire was coming.
Soldiers nearby followed up Queck’s effort with hand grenades @ (pe.
144)

Company C,
2d Battalion,
503d Paracharte

Regiment

Wanat Chatpost

Engaged nultipls
rargets; engaged Som
elevated position
(shootmg up).

The new group consisted of Samareo himself, Spectalist Michael Denton
from his 1st Squad, Sergeant Israel Garcia of the 3d Squad, and Private
First Class Jacob Sones from the 2d Squad. The Latter twio had sprinted
from the main position to the TCP when they heard about the desperats
simaton of the OF. Before moving across the open terraces o the OF,
Samaroo carefully scanmed the hillside where the OP was located for any
enenty acovity. He recalled, “That™s when I engaged a man, shot him,
he was directly on top of the OP shooting over a large boulder into
the OF "82 Samaroo and his three men then ascended the hill. Their
vigorous coumteratack drove away the AAF who had entered OF
Topside's perimeter, regained conmol of the positon, snd permansntly
secured it in Amenican hands. (PAGE 161)

Company C,
2d Battalion,
503d Parachume

Fegiment

Wanat Chatpost

Engaged nuiltple
targets; engagzed fom
elevated position
(shootmg up).

Source:
C.

Created by author using narratives collected from publications listed in Appendix
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APPENDIXJ
PISTOL DATA CHART
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APPENDIX K
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APPENDIX L

COMBINED DATA CHART
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APPENDIX M
OPERATIONAL FRAMEWORK DATA CHART

OPERATIONAL FRAMEWORK
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APPENDIX N

INFANTRY/SPECIAL FORCES ENGAGEMENT DATA
COMPARED TO ALL OTHER BRANCHES
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