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Mr. Chairman and committee members, thank you for inviting me to give testimony before

this committee. I am very concerned about the McCain amendment which in essence made the

Missing Service Personnel Act ineffective in the protection of our men who are sent into harms

way. This legislation had not been changed since 1942. I would think with all the advanced

technology it should have been updated.

I would like to know the rationale behind Senator McCain's changes. Let's just go

through the changes and if anyone here can explain how these changes offer more protection to

the men who are sent into harms way, I would appreciate your input. I am mystified why Senator

McCain of all people is not interested in protecting our men now and in the future:

Section 1502( a) changes the time period to report someone missing from 48 hours to 10

days. In the civilian community you are reported missing after 24 hours. If Senator McCain had

the misfortune to have landed in the jungle with his broken arms, would he have minded waiting

10 days to be reported missing? How can this be of benefit to our service members?

Section 1502 (b) has unit commanders reporting directly to the appropriate Service

Secretary. Is the Service Secretary going to be in the combat theater or sitting in the Pentagon in

Washington D.C.? How will that benefit our service members. Does an investigating detective sit

in his office and not go to the scene of the crime?

Section 1505 (b) change review boards from three years until there is new information. In

many cases there has been new information that has not been relayed to the families. At the

present time government agencies and their personnel have a license to lie to the families under

the guise of men have to be sacrificed for the "greater good". I would like to know, for what

"greater good" David L. Hrdlicka has been sacrificed?

Section 1506 (c) changes the penalization of any government officiaJ who knowingly and

willfully withholds information of a missing person. Don't future generations deserve better

treatment than the families have received in the past. Should we be asked to sacrifice our loved



ones and never know the truth about their fate? Would any of you be willing to sacrifice your

children, brothers, sisters, or any member of your family and never know what happened to them?

Why shouldn't the people in charge of government agencies be held accountable?

Section 1507 repeal of the requirement that a person can be declared dead (3) without

credible proof (4) that a body or remains have to have certification by a practitioner or

appropriate forensic science, if it can't be identified by visual means. Would you be willing to

accept pig bones in the place of your family member? Would you be willing to have your family

member declared dead with no credible proof? Is there no common sense or logic left in

Washington? How can you ask us, as family members, to accept such a degrading practice for

our loved ones?

Section 1513 take away the rights of DOD civilian contract employees to be covered by

the Act. Why shouldn't the civilian employees have the right to be accounted for if they become

missing during a military operation?

What possible rationale could there be for these changes, I would personally like to hear

Senator McCain's own explanation. What agenda could Senator McCain possibly have to "strip"

the Missing Service Personnel Act of all it's protection for service members who could possibly

end up in captivity as he did? Why would Senator McCain want to protect men that have lied to

the families?

A group of family members tried to hand letters to Senator McCain to ask that he not

make these changes and he refused to accept our letters. Senator McCain stated on the Senate

floor that the families and the veterans agreed with his amendment. Nothing could be further

from the truth-s-in other words that is a LIE. Senator McCain does not speak for the families nor

does he care what we want. Senator McCain won't even meet with the families or accept our

letters. Senator McCain does not care about the regular military man that is shown in his

comment, "CINCs don't have time to worry about lieutenants or sergeants" Does that mean,

lieutenants and sergeants are not important? Maybe the CINCs should be on the front lines.

Why is it that Senator McCain supports anything the Vietnamese communists want=for

instance lifting of the trade embargo, normalization, or most favored nation. Yet, Senator



McCain's voting record shows a lack of support on many of the American veterans issues or our

abandoned POWs' Why would a former POW hug his former captor? I believe Senator

McCain's "Achilles heal" is his behavior during his captivity.

There is much arguing as to who is to blame in the POW issue---well I believe there is

enough blame for everyone to share, Democrat & Republican. Let's just look at the record of

the presidents over the years: First, we have Johnson who escalated the war; then we have Nixon

who got on television and lied about all the POWs being home; then we have Carter who declared

all the men dead with no credible evidence; then we have Reagan, who meant well, but was

surrounded by people who did not want the POW "can of worms" exposed, so he refused the

offer to sell the USG 57 POWs in 1981; then there was Bush who knew the whole truth as a

former CIA director and could have asked the Vietnamese to return our men; and, finally we have

Cliinton who was a draft dodger and protester that does not like the military, so he has also

turned a blind eye to the plight of our men. As you can see both sides are well represented,

Democrat and Republican.

We have heard for 23 years how the POW issue is the Highest National Priority. If that

is the case, why haven't the cases where the men were known to be alive in captivity been solved?

In 1992 the Senate Select Committee, finally after 19 years, admitted men had been left behind in

captivity.

Allow me to give you my view on DPMOs investigation on my husbands case. My son

and I viewed the "classified file" DPMO has on my husband, David L. Hrdlicka, in May of this

year. This "classified file" is nothing more than a record of their own feeble attempts at what they

call investigating. The DPMO hires underachievers and buries them in paper work. There is no

effort made to investigate leads unless you actually show the DPMO "the lead". Example: there

was no effort made to contact the Russian reporter that interviewed David several times in

captivity. This last December of 1995, I asked if they had ever made such an effort, the answer

was, "no". At which time the DPMO then began their 1996 investigation, some 30 years late.

The DPMO will now have to re-think their position that David died in 1968. David was seen

alive in 1969 at a press conference in the caves of Laos. (Read DPMO Letter) Of course, there is



no evidence to back up the DPMO 1968 date, just their assumption. DPMO is nothing more

that a data dump.

The DPMO has not even made a request for the cables referring to a rescue attempt that

was testified to by General Secord where he states, "There should be a raft of cables in the CIA".

Why hasn't the DPMO requested those cables! During our three day viewing of the file, one of

the analysts admitted he had no training in the analytical field. Is that the way investigations are

done, hire people that have no experience and let them learn or not learn on the job? Does this

sound like "HIGHEST NATIONAL PRIORITY"?

In 1992 I sent a Freedom of Information to the Defense Intelligence Agency requesting all

documents pertaining to rescue attempts for David and specifically requested anything on the

code name of "Duck Soup". I received a response on 10 Aug 92 from Me. Charles Trowbridge

denying any rescue attempts were made for David. (Read Trowbridge letter & Duck Soup

documents) I have received the deposition of Thomas Moorer from a researcher wherein it

addresses a rescue operation in 1972 to rescue approximately 60 American POW s held in Laos.

Now, I will have to assume someone is lying, is it casualty and Moorer, or could it be Mr

Trowbridge is deliberately lying, and if so, WHY?

In the beginning the Air Force Casualty did not send any documents to me, they just kept

me informed by telephone and letter. I was informed in 1966 there had been an rescue attempt,

but were not sure whether they had Hrdlicka or Shelton out. Whoever it was, had been

recaptured. Now, I will have to conclude, that if what Me. Trowbridge says is true and there

were no rescue attempts for David, then the Air Force casualty was lying to me from the very

beginning. You must be informed that Me Charles Trowbridge has made a career out of the

POW issue. I have reports as early as 1966 with Mr. Trowbridge's signature on the bottom. Me.

Trowbridge says I can go to the Library of Congress and get the information on David's case-v-I

would like to know, as a taxpayer, what they have done with the budget they have had for over

30 years I should not have to spend my limited resources on investigating David's case-s-that is

what Me. Trowbridge has been paid to do for years.



Mr. Trowbridge seems to have difficulty telling the truth! During the Senate Select

Committee Hearings Senator Bob Smith wanted to call Trowbridge a "Liar" in public. You can

candy coat what Mr. Trowbridge has done any way you want and call it misrepresentation or

misinformation. I call it, as they are, lies. I do understand that my husband and the other men are

expendable by Mr. Trowbridge's standards and that is just the cost of war in his eyes. Mr.

Trowbridge is under an umbrella that gives him the authority to lie to congress and me, as a family

member. With all this in mind, do you think.Mr. Trowbridge should be re-hired to continue his

career off the backs of our men?

During the period oftime after Col. Peck resigned from the DIA, Trowbridge filled in

until a replacement could be found. On one occasion my son, David M., was visiting me and

wanted to know who the U.S. Postal Worker was, that was referenced in a 1990 letter from DIA

stating Col. David L. Hrdlicka had tried to escape. We then placed a call to Mr. Trowbridge and

put the question to him. During the conversation, Me. Trowbridge suggested my son come to see

him in person at which time he indicated he would give my son the name of the postal worker.

When my son arrived, Trowbridge back tracked, he then made a statement that there may not

have been a postal worker. After repeated attempts to get the original report this letter was taken

from, a researcher found a report, which I believe, the letter was taken from. However, it does

not mention a postal worker but says information came from a federal agent. If that is the case

why did Mr. Trowbridge misrepresent (lie) about the facts. The "Frenchman" referred to in the

letter (Mr. Trowbridge couldn't be sure of the name) but it may have been Pierre O'Reilly. At that

time, this man, Mr. Trowbridge, was the Deputy Chief of POWMIA in the Defense Intelligence

Agency and he isn't sure who a source is! That does not give me a great deal of confidence in the

intelligence gathering capabilities of the DIA.

This should be a good example why the families can no longer trust the individuals in these

agencies and the need for drastic changes. We need legislation that will give us power to get at

the truth. How is it, that in February 1996 we were able to get the Missing Personnel Act passed

into law and by August we have that law totally "gutted"! There have been many committees on

the problems, but there is never any follow up action. We, as families have been promised time



and again there will be action' Iwould liken the promises of Washington to a Barnam & Bailey

Circus, just entertainment for the public's benefit and no substance. (I mean no disrespect to

Barnam & Bailey) Thank you.


