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NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY

CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE
FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MARYLAND 20755-6000

Serial: MDR-58829
8 June 2009

This responds to your request of 23 May 2009 to have A
Review of the Technical Research Ship Program 1961-1969
by Julie Alger reviewed for declassification. The
material has been reviewed less than 2 years ago under
the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requirements of
Executive Order (E.0.) 12958, as amended and is enclosed.
We have determined that some of the information in the
material requires protection.

Some of the information deleted from the document was
found to be currently and properly classified in
accordance with Executive Order 12958 as amended. This
information meets the criteria for classification as set
forth in Subparagraphs (c) of Section 1.4 and remains
classified TOP SECRET as provided in Section 1.2 of the
Executive Order. The information is classified because
its disclosure could reasonably be expected to cause
exceptionally grave damage to the national security. The
information is exempt from automatic declassification in
accordance with Section 3.3(b) (1) of E.O. 12958, as
amended.

In addition, this Agency is authorized by various
statutes to protect certain information concerning its
activities. We have determined that such information
exists in this document. Accordingly, those portions are
exempt from disclosure pursuant to the third exemption of
the FOIA, which provides for the withholding of
information specifically protected from disclosure by
statute. The specific statutes in this case are Title 18
U.S. Code 798; Title 50 U.S. Code 403-1(i); and Section
6, Public Law 86-36 (50 U.S. Code 402 note) .



Since your request for declassification has been
denied you are hereby advised of this Agency’s appeal
procedures. Any person denied access to information may
file an appeal to the NSA/CSS MDR Appeal Authority. The
appeal must be postmarked no later than 60 calendar days
after the date of the denial letter. The appeal shall be
in writing addressed to the NSA/CSS MDR Appeal Authority
(DJP5), National Security Agency, 9800 Savage Road, STE
6884, Fort George G. Meade, MD 20755-6884. The appeal
shall reference the initial denial of access and shall
contain, in sufficient detail and particularity, the
grounds upon which the requester believes the release of
information is required. The NSA/CSS MDR Appeal
Authority will endeavor to respond to the appeal within
60 working days after receipt of the appeal.

Sincerely,

g 1B

Acting Chief
Declassification Services

Encl:
a/s
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(b) {3)-P.L. 86-36

During the period 1961-

1969 inclusive, a number

of dedicated seaborne

surface platforms, gener-
ally referred to as

technical research ships, conducted SIGINT collection
under the control of the National Security Agency.
These ships supported the national SIGINT effort by
operating in navigable international waters, primarily
providing coverage in coastal area, on targets not
otherwise accessible to collection resources.

— e w—. - — — —

The technical research ship program was terminated
in October 1969, by the office of the Secretary of
Defense, as part of the reduction in Department of
Defense operations necessitated by budgetary limitations.

This review documents the significant aspects of
technical research ship operations. Besides summariz-
ing the history of the program, it highlights those
considerations that affected operations and, when
possible, indicates the actions taken to alleviate or
solve problems that were encountered.

The intention in producing this review is to
provide a ready reference for those involved in the
future planning for, and conduct of operations by,
dedicated seaborne surface SIGINT collection platforms.

May 1, 1970
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Basically, the operating schedule for a T-AG
called for 5 days in port for every 25 days at sea
(not to exceed 25 days). Length of cruises, port
calls and shipyard schedules were established by
the Military Sea Transportation Service in coordin-
ation with NSA,

Originall the T-AGs were

i - that is
() (3)=50 USC 403~ - [ In
(b} (37=P. L. 86-36 July 1967, sponsorship was turned over to the Chief
R of Naval Operations.as part of a two-fold plan to
L convert all TRSs to T-AGsf ]
~ [ The plan for conver-

' 8ion was never realized but the sponsorship was
shifted as programmed.

These ships, with a maximum operating speed of
10-11 kts ,were not capable of quick reaction or
shadowing missions but were well suited for sustained,
‘ in-depth ¢q of a limited area {(e.g. the USNS
MULLER off |

Another feature of these ships was the compara-
tively economical conversion and operating costs.
The lower cost of conversion ($3,300,000.00 &
$1,891,000.00) was due to the size and less rigid
standards of the Military Sea Transportation Service
as compared to those of the US Navy. Also, the
annual operating cost ($2,586,000.00) was signific-
antly less per year than that of the AGTRs when on-
station time is taken into consideration.

The on-station time of the T-AGs was consist-
ently higher than that of the AGTRs because these
ships were able to operate at sea for longer periods
of time and the yard periods and overhauls could be
performed in overseas ports (e.g. the USNS VALDEZ
operated from Capetown South Africa 1961-1967) unlike
the AGTRs which were required to return to CONUS, or
in the case of the OXFORD/JAMESTOWN, to Subic, for
yard periods.
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USS OXFORD (AGTR-1)

Former Hull Number: AG-159
Liberty Ship type: Z-EC2-8-C5

Displacement: 11,157 tons

o =B (1))
Former Name: ysS SAMUEL AITKEN (MCE-3127) - (b} (3)-50 USC 403
e (b) (3)-P.L. 86-36
General Service Personnel Allowed: Officers - 9; (b)(3)-F.L.
Enlisted - 151 -~ 86-3€

Personnel Allowed: Officers - 6;
Enlisted - 110

Propulsion: Reciprocating Steam

Maximum Speea: 11 kts

First Commanding Officer: CDR Howard R. Lund
Conversion: New York Naval Shipyard
Commissioned: July 8, 1961

Cost of Conversion: $13,300,000.00

7 i) (D)
- (b) {3Y-50 USC 403
{b) (3)-18 UsC 7¢8
(b} (3)-P.L. 86-36
798
{by (3)-P.L.
86-3¢6




USS GEORGETOWN (AGTR-2)

Former Hull Number: AG-165
Liberty Ship Hull type: A-~EC2~S-C5
Displacement: 11,157 tons

Length: 441°

Former Name: SS ROBERT W. HART

General Service Personnel Allowed: Officers - 9;
Enlisted - 151

e e T T T ) (1)
Personnel Allowed: Officers - 6; ‘;g‘; g;—;OLUSC 42%
T _ { -P.L. 86-36
Enlisted 137 B (3) b1,
86-36

Propulsion: Reciprocating Steam
Maximum Speed: 11 kts
First Commanding Officer: LCDR Westly A. Gleason

Conversion: Newport News Shipbuilding and Drydock
Company

Commissioned: November 9, 1963

Cost: 3,100,000.00

L

{1

(3)-50 UsSC 403
(3)-18 USC 798
{3)-P.L. B&-36

L=

“(b)
{b)
(b}
(b)
798

(b) (3)-P.L.
86-306
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USS JAMESTOWN (AGTR-3)

Former Hull No: AG-166

Liberty Ship Hull type: Z-~EC2-8~C5

Displacement: 11,157 tons

Former Name: §SS J. HOWLAND GARDNER

General Service Personnel Allowed:
Enlisted - 151

Personnel Allowed.

Officers - 6;

Enlisted - 137

Propulsion: Reciprocating Steam

Maximum Speed: 11 kts

First Commanding Officer: CDR Allen J. Kaplan

Conversion:

Commissioned: December 13, 1963

Cost: $3,000,000.00

9

*}ﬂ‘L.ﬁ: B
TOP-SECRI

At ”"

Officers -~ 9;

(b)

)(l))

}(3)-50 USC 403
(3)-P.L. 86&-36
(b) (3)-P.L.
86-36

Newport News Shipbuilding and Drydock Co.

b) (1)

b} (3)-50 USC 403
b) (3)-18 USC 798
(b} (3)-P.L. 8e¢-36
798

{b) (3})-P.L

86-30



USS BELMONT (AGTR-4)

Former Hull Number: AG-167
Victory Ship hull type: VC2-S-AP3
Displacement: 11,500 tons

Former Name: IRAN VICTORY

General Service Personnel Allowed: Officers - 9;
Enlisted - 151

e T T T D) (1))
| Personnel Allowed: Officers - 6; ﬁg;ig?ﬁoLU%i4g%
v - { —c.L. to—30
Enlisted 128 {b) (3)-P.L.
8636

Propulsion: Steam Turbine
Maximum Speed: 18 kts
First Commanding Officer: CDR Jerome E. Henderson

Conversion: Williamette Iron and Steel Works,
Portland, Oregan

Commissioned: November 2, 1964

Cost:

/(b)) (1)
/ (b) (3)-50 USC 403
/ (k) (3)-18 USC 798
/ {b) (3)-P.L. 86-36

/




USNS VALDEZ (T-AG-169)

Hull Number: T-AG-169

Knot Ship hull type: Cl1-M-AV1

Displacement: 5,000 tons

Former Name: ROUND SPLICE/JOSEPH J. MARTINEZ

Ship Personnel Allowed: Officers - 1ll;
Enlisted - 48

e e T (b) (1) )
Personnel Allowed: Officers - 4; (b) (3)-50 USC 403
Enlisted - 91 {b) <3~—91J 86 3€
) (3)-P.
Propulsion: Diesel 86 >e
Maximum Speed: 9 kts
First Master: William F. O'Reilly
Re~acquired from Maritime Administration in 1959;
returned to Navy in 1961
Conversion: 3,300,000.00
_ (b} (1)
. (b} (3)-50 USC 403
{b) (3)-18 USC 798
(b) (3)-P.L. 86-36
798
(b} (3)-P.L.
86-36




USNS MULLER (T-AG-~171)

Hull number: T-AG-171

Knot Ship hull type: Cl-M-AV1

Displacement: 6,000 tons

Former Name: CHECK KNOT

Ship's Personnel Allowed: Officers -~ 11;

Enlisted - 48

[ lPersomnnel Allowed: " Officers - 4;
Enlisted - 90

Propulsion: Diesel

Maximum Speed: 10 kts

First Master: William F. O'Reilly

Re~acquired Maritime Administration in 1962 -
Reclassified T-AG-171 in 1963

Conversion Cost: 1,891,000.00

Tib) (1) )

{b) (3)-50 USC 403

(b) {(3)-P.L. 86-3¢
(b) (3)-FP.L.
86-3¢

by (1)

{(b) (3)-50 U3C 403
(b} (3)-18 USC 798
(b) (3)-P.L. 86-36
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(b) (1)

(b) (3)-50 U3C 403
{b) (3)-18 U3C 798
{b) (3)-P.L. 86-36




‘th) (1)

(k) {3)-50 USC 403
{(b) {(3)-18 USC 798
{(b) (3)~P.L. 86-36

{b) (1)

{b) (3)-50 USC 403
(b) (3)-18 USC 798
{b) (3)-P.L. 86é-3%

Ay (1)
7 I{b) (3)-50 usc 403
SECTION 4 7¢/ \(b) {(3)-P.L. 86-36
i I
7 L
HISTORY OF v I
USS OXFORD y ', ‘\‘

SHAKEDOWN AND FIRST DEPLOYMEN? !

for the OXFORD to deploy to the African coast in !
January 1962 upon completion of its shakedown,ops
at GTMO. Auygmenhtation of a Latin American TR

program however,. necessitated the shlpLs

diversion to South America.She arrived on-staglon\
in mld-January 1962. The operations area was the
east coast of South Americal|

" and operational guidance was provided ;n

|

,indicated that |

An evaluation of the OXFORD's first two cruises

16
.
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\b) (1)
{b) (3)-50 USC 403
{(B) (3)-18 USC 798
P} (3)-P.L. 86-36
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Yb) (1)

ib) (3)-50 USC 403

{b) (3)-18 USC 798

(B)(3)-P.L:

\ \.
i
N

86-36

JCS, 1n June 1965, issued the guidance (with modifica-
tion) for TRS operations in Southeast Asia. The
guidance outlined NSA and Command responsibilities

and procedures for the planning and approval of TRS
operation in Southeast Asia.

SOUTHEAST ASIAN DEPLOYMENT

_ The OXFORD was deploved to Southeast Asia and
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(b) (1)
(b) (3)-50 USC 403
{B) {3)-P.L. 86-36
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tb) ¢3)-50 USC 403
(b} (3)-18 USC 798
(b)Y (3)~P.L, 86-36

Ly
Ly

AN

S ! :
\ \ \r_____Ithug?Qut 1966, the OXFORD operated primarily
| : providing coverage of Southeast Asian

| . arget eptities

: The OXFORD's operations in Southeast Asia in
' 1966 resulted in a series of firsts: a DRV message

' forwarning of B52 strikes; unique Viet Cong trans-

' missions; Viet Cong maritime infiltration communica-
\tions; internal communication changes within the DRV;
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{b) (3)=80- USC 403
{b1{3)-18 USC 798
(b} {3)=P.L. 36-36




b) (1)
{k) (3)-50 USC 403
{b) {(3)-18 USC 798
b} (3)-P.L. 86-36
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(b) (3)-50 USC 403
{b) (3)-18 USC 798
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th) (1)

(b} (3)=30 USC 403
(b) (3)=-18 USC 798
(P} {3)-P.L. 86-36
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(b} (3)-50 USC 403
(L) (3)~18 USC 798
(B} (3)=B.L. 86=36




/ DEACTIVATION

. ; __The USS OXFORD continued operations |
/ P |off South Vietnam until November 1969.
J .~ Tasking was for the most part routine in nature and
/ y there was no requirement for diversion of the ship
/ o during the last months of operations. Mission objectives
/ p for TRSs in SEA was published in January 1969.

In August, CNO published its 703 list of ships to
- be inactivated as a result of the DOD budget cut.
/ - 'The USS OXFORD, as well as all the TRSs were included
/ _-~ " in the list,

- o | programming for the deletion of the
/o .~ -.==—"" ships from Navy's inventory was completed.

g%;souscm On 20 October, the USS OXFORD departed her opera-
(b)}3)118 USC 798 tions area and sailed to Yokosuka, Japan to commence
®NIP.L. 86-36 stripping and deactivation. The ship was stricken

from the Navy ledger and stripped for resale.




7/ (b) (3)-50 USC 403
7/ (k) (3)-P.L. 86-36

USS GEORGETOWN

On 2 January 1964, the USS GEORGETOWN departed
Portsmouth, Virginia enroute to Guantanamo Bay for
three weeks of general shakedown training exercises.
On completion of the training period, the ship pro-
ceeded to Montego Bay, Jamaica and then to Key West,
Florida.

{b) (1)

{b) (3)-50 U3SC 403
{(b) (3}-18 USC 728
{b) (3)-P.L. 8&-3¢




\b) (1)

{b) (3)-50 USC 403
(B) (3)=18 USC 798
(b} (3)-P.L. 86-36

‘ THIRD DEPLOYMENT OF THE USS GEORGETOWN
TeY (= — = — — On 5 January 1965, the USS GEORGETOWN departed
(b)(ércgjﬁsc\4qa ~ Norfolk;-Va. to conduct special operations in the
ib) (3)-P.Lx 86-3 [[larea and along the]
<b><N‘P-L-86*%ﬂ coasts. The cruise was divided into three phases:

.. (1) between N

{

(b 3) -50 uUsC 403
(b) {3)~18 USC 798
(b) {3)-P.L. 86-3¢




Ty (-

{k) (3)-50 U3€-403
{h)(3)-18 USC 798  —
{b) (3)-P.L. 86-36

\ On _completion of this mission, the ship] |
\ [ relieved the USNS MULLER
} The USS GEORGETOWN remained on station until
relieved on 8 May by the USNS MULLER and then proceeded
\ to Norfolk.




oy (1 )
(b (3)-50 USC 403
{b) 3) P.L. 8e-36
LTI SR I A e e o - J{b) (3) P.L.
o | DEPTOVMENT 1965-1966 « A

i |
tb)(ls 3 |
{b) {3)-50 USC 403 |
(b) {3)=18 USC 798 P
{b) (3)-PiL. 86-36

| |
The GEORGETOWN returned to Norfolk on 7 March 1966.

| o ._RELIEF OF TH "Usus MULLER MAY-JULY 1966] |
o JULY-AUGUST 1966

on completlon of upkeep, the USS GEORGETOWN

departed Norfolk 17 May 1966 enroute the | Iopera—
_tions area to relieve the USNS MULLER. |

{b) (1)

(b) {3)-50 U3C 403
(b) (3)-18 USC 798
{k) (3)-P.L. 86-36




(k) (1)
(b) (3)-50 USC 403
(b) (3)-18 USC 798

(b){3)-P.L. 86-3¢

.. 86-36 On 23 August, the USS GEORGETOWN arrived in
_ .. Norfolk where she remained in port until 4 October 1966.

~.

DEPLOYMENT OCTOBER - DECEMBER 1966

~
~

On 4 datogjr_laﬁﬁ+_the_usT GEORGETOWN departed
Norfolk enroute- This curise was divided

into two parts: |

{b) (1)
{b) (3)-50 USC 403
{b} (3)-18 UST 798
(k) {3)-P.L. 86-36




Nb) (1

<b»«3»-50 Usc 403

{b) (3)=18 USC 798
® «3

MM3)-P.L. 86-36 '
1

o N b) (1)
e %
The USS GEORGETOWN returned “to Norfolk, Va. . on
21 December 1966.

{3)-50 USC 403
\ ‘ N

)y {3)-P.L. 86-36

P A
S/
DEPLOYMENT MARCH - MAY 1967

\\
\
E 7
The USS GEORGETOWN departed NorfolK 7 March 1967
for deployment to
| '

\
r As id the previous'
deployment, this Cc¥Uise was ded infto 2 phases: .
| y
i \ \
| i \
\

7
\ ;

7
A
| s

=
Vi
W
| |
\ \
|

Va
On 25 March the GEORGETOW& suffered a boiler blow-
\ out off|

There were no personnel

injury but damage to the ship necessitated her return

to Cristobal, C.Z. on 31 March where she remained under
repair until 15 April 1967,

“\

. /
MULLER RELIEF MAY - JUNE /1967

| On 15 Ma
!

/
the USS, GEORGETOWN, h
relieved the USNS MULLER]

|

On 23 June, the USNS MULLER returned to station and
the USS GEORGETOWN sailed to Norfolk.

\ )

\

DEPLOYMENT - NOVEMBER 1967
|

The USS GEORGETOWN departed Norfolk, Va. on 16
|

October enroute the Fleet Training Center at Guantanamo
Bay for two weeks underway refre he i toher-
|




\b) (1)

{b) (3)-50 USC 403
(b} (3)-18 USC 798
SR L 86-36

i

On 26 December, the GEORGETOWN sailedl|
] [but was forced to return

XS
() (3)=20 USC 403
) (3)=-P. L. 86=36




/

;

(k) (1)

) (3)=50 USC 403
() {(3)=18 USC 798
{p){3)-R.L. 86=36

the same day because of salt water corrosion in the

evaporators and low feed water.
on 31 December 1967. ’

Repairs were completed

. v, GEIETELT
TOP SEC= =T




By {1y — - ——
(b) (3)-50 USC 403
(b) (3)-18 USC 798
(b) {3)-P.L. 86-36

MULLER RELIEF - JUNE-August 1968

In May 1968, DIRNSA proposed the USS GEORGETOWN




thy (L)
(b) 13)-50 USC 403
(b t3)-P.L. 86-36

The GEORGETOWN relieved by the USNS MULLER on 1 August,
arrived in Norfolk 7 August 1968.

{b) (1)

{b) (3)=-30 USC 403
{b) (3)-18 U3C 798
{b) {3)-P.L. 86-36
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Yb) (1)
th) (3)=50 USC 403
(b} (3)~18 USC 798

fb)fii-P\L. 86-36
‘\ \\

N,
N

[ \ The GEORGETOWN departed Norfolk enroute | lon

i \ 17 September and operated in the- area until 27
! A October when she ggi}gdsfdf’the east coast of-

\ \ -

e

e \
(b) (1) \

(k) {3)-50 USC 403
{(b) (3)-P.L. 86—3@

__/A vort call was scheduled in
Jon 27 November for badly needed waterside/fireside
cleaning of boiler and maintenance of the auxillary
eguipment.

|
Vo
|

While the ship was returning to the east coast to

\
, resume coastal operations,]
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On 13 November, the ship reported a boiler outage
which the ghip's forcewas able to correct by 16 November.
On 8 January 1969, the ship reported the loss of the

numbgr 1 diesal generator and engine crankshaft; the latter's
repair was not within the capability of the ship's force.
\ Y

DEACTIVATION OF THE USS GEORGETOWN

The GEORGETOWN arrived in
after an extended east

Norfolk on 6 March 1969
| cruise.

40
o

[
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On 17 October, CNO publicly announced the retirement
of the USS GEORGETOWN. On 17 December 1969| was
disestablished. ‘
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USS JAMESTOWN

The USS JAMESTOWN, a converted Liberty hull, began
service as a Technical Research Ship on 20 January 1964
i \

\

when she left Norfolk for shakedown operations in the
The five week cruise included stops at

\

3

Caribbean.
Guantanamo Bay, Kingston, Jamaica and a week of operatlons
off Havana.

FIRST DEPLOYMENT |
\

The JAMESTOWN's first full deployment, a scheduled
i The \
\

circimnavigation of Africa, began on 9 April 1964.
130 day deployment covered approximately 31,000 engine
miles and took the ship into the Mediterranean, through

the Suez Canal, the Red Sea, south along the East African
st coast to Sierra Ieone and

coast, north alon

The deployment area was arbitrarily divided lnto three
Part I

/
parts to facilitate tasking and evaluation:
transit of the Atlantic Ocean to and from the deplovyment

i

/
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SECOND DEPLOYMENT
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\ THIRD DEPLOYMENT T
\ e
The ship departed Norfolk 23 March 1965
\
\
\
\
3
‘\
\
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DEPLOYMENT TO SOUTHEAST ASIA
\\

Durinq the flrst quarter 1965, discussions were
held concexrning the" deployment of a Technlcal Research
Ship to Southeast Asia (SEA) (see Sec.
. relief ship wag
Y \

18).

47, P. A
be avallable within six months.

©lief ship for the OXFORD; the rationale
elng the mlnlmai disruption to the TRS program if the
JAMESTOWN were chosen.~
bx CNO on 24 Aprll. . T
| \ N N
W Y
IR

\\
y
A

recommendation was accepted

] deployment.,
i

and departed 06 January on her initial Southeast Asian

N
JAMEST

N,
N

|
Throughout 1966 and the first five months of 1967,

N

m 14 June to 03 July 1967, the JAMESTOWN operated

4
in response to special mission tasking.
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During Southeast Asian operations, the JAMES-

TOWN's activities closely paralleled those of the

OXFORD. Isolated differences involved special opera-

tions during which one ship was on-station and the
other in port. |




Yh)Ll)
[y )-50 USC 403
{(b)13)~18 USC 798

{b) (3)-P.L, 86-36

I

The general SIGINT objectives were as follows:

(A) North Vietnam/Viet Cong

Y (1) Intercept of VC military, to deter-
Lo mine strength, equipment, location, desposition, organ-~
v ization and mission of enemy forces, in realtime support
of U.S. Military Commanders requirements,

\ - (2) To identify, catalog new/unusual
| N communications and signal characteristics, known or

\ | suspected of emanating from South or North Vietnam
. . and peripheral areas.

\ (5) To maintain technical continuity on
| VC party communications apparatus.
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(G) To assist U.S. ARDF resources in locating
enemy. transmitters off the coast of South Vietnam by
providing tip-off.

_ (H) To establish, maintain continuity, and
determine operational status and capability of specified
signals.
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The JAMESTOWN's operations between January and October
1969 were, primarily routine in nature. On 7 October the
ship left Southeast Asia enroute to its annual overhaul
at Sasebo. During this period, the decision was made by
DEPSECDEF to deactivate all the technical research ships.
The ship was then moved from Sasebo to Yokosuka to be
decommissioned in mid-December 1969.
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USS BELMONT T

The USS BELMONT was the first of the Vlcfory type
hulls to be converted to a Technical Research Ship. |
The shlp 8 maximum speed of 18 knots made it more
responsive than previous TR8s to SLtuatloﬁs requirin

swift diversion from one operations area ‘to another.\

The initi lans prov1ded for 128-enlisted and 6
officer ‘personnel. |

The BELMONT's shakedown cru;se to the Caribbean arga
began on 20 January 1965. Undgrway training was condugted
during daylight hours with the ship returning to Guantanamo
;,  each night and on we /From 20-26 February, the |
,  ship operated in theTﬁfﬁfﬁi}area and returned to Norfolk
/ on 01 March 1965. _ \

|
' ; FIRST DEPLOYMENT \

\

; The BELMONT's first full deployment, starting on 26 |
/ April 1965, was scheduled for the west coast of i |

L
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SECOND DEPLOYMENT

\ S

tember 1965, the BE]
'where it was tasked
\

LMONT deployed to

TEHIRD DEPLOYMENT
|

On 16 March 1966, the BELMONT began its third deployment.
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FOURTH DEPLOYMENT \\
In September 1966, the BELMONT began a deployment to \‘
the west coast of]

r
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FIFTH DEPLOYMENT
P

TOP SECRET JMBRA—

SIXTH DEPLOYMENT
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@ | sEvENm DEPLOYMENT ~
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\ The BELMONT did not depart for[::::::]again until
mid—1968 ‘due to numerous delays encountered during the

ship's yard\0verhaul eriod and the need for refresher

tralning for the

| B—

personnel on board.

The BELMONT's

operations orders were changed several times enroute to

West coast]

1
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After a brief port call in Rota, Spain the ship departed
the Mediterranean enroute Norfolk. On 31 October, the
BELMONT arrived in Norfolk where stripping and deactivation
procedures began. Deactivation was completed in January 1970.
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LA USS LIBERTY (USN-855) o

On 5 February 1965, the USS LIBERTY, AGTR-5, sailed
from the Bremerton shipyard at Washington. The ship

transited to Norfolk, Virginia and arrived 25 February
to begin preparing for|

| \
4 N\ |

E The USS L}BEﬁTY with USN-855 embarked, conducted
\ shakedown operations at Guantanamo Bay between 29 March and

\ 27 Aprié/1965, and then deployed to the west coast of
rom Norfolk on 15 June 1965.
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SECOND DEPLOYMENT TO WEST COAST| l

/o
on 3 January 1966, the -USS LIBERTY deploved’ from
Norfolk enroute|

= /
The ship operatedl '
! \ for approximately 2 months before returnlng to qufolk
\ \ on 21 March 1966. / i \
\ \ , : \
‘ N ] 1
\‘. / ! |
\ \
\ \ / / i
| \ / i *
\ \ /
\ '\\ , / ’ ! \\
\ \ / / I |
\
\ /
\
|

|
SUBGEQUENT DEPLOYMENTS TO WEST COAST | | |
/
4
\

|
&

On 31 May 1966, the USS LIBERTY sailed from Norfolk to
begin her third deployment to/the west coast of

I
This mission, which lasted until 30 August 1966, was conducted
|
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- The LIBERTY returned to Norfolk on 28 February 1967 \
for upkeep. §
_ y
FINAL\DEPLOYMENT : \
\
On 3 May\1967, the LIBERTY sailed from Norfolk to the .
west coast of ] _ .

v
v

On 8 June, the ship was attacked by Israeli topedo boats
and fighter jets. Serious damage was sustained by the ship
and casualities were high. The ship was subsequently towed
to Malta to undergo temporary repairs and later to the U.S.
where she remained out of commission until the end of the
shipborne collection program. (SEE"Report to the Director
NSA - USS LIBERTY (USN-855) 23 May - 8 June 1967)."
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-7 TUSNS VALDEZ | . o Y
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EXTENSION OF THE USNS VALDEZ

The USNS VALDEZ was orlglnally slated to be phased out
in 1964. As the time for inactivation approached, and
prospect of losing the ship became more apparent, strong
voices were heard in favor of extending the ship. The
basic rationale for the proposal was as follows: TRSs 2
and 3 which were programmed for commissioning by the end
of calendar year 1963 would not become operationally
available until late FY64. At that time, the VALDEZ, MULLER
and ROBINSON were due for deactivation; this left only
3 TRSs to be applied to all existing requirements. TRSs
4 and 5, programmed for December 1964 would not be opera-

tionally available until mid-1965, besides, it was believed

th) (1)
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The VALDEZ deployed once again to east coast on 3 Jan-
|

her transit through the Suez Canal to the Mediterranean
enroute CONUS.

uary 1967 and remained there until 8 April when she began
. VALDEZ REHABILITATION PLANNING
\ .

y
i

1

The VALDEZ, commigsioned in 1967 to meetl

[ had been
She had been operated exclusively from foreign ports since

1961 and because overhaul had routinely been accomplished

in Capetown, she had been virtually inaccessible for modifie-
ation and updating of the research department facilities

and electonic installations. 1In 1967, the sh1p was pro-
grammed for overhaul prior to July 1967.

programmed since 1964 on a yvear-to-year basis until 1967.
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USNS VALDEZ REHABILITATION

Between 14 June - 11 September 1967, the USNS VALDEZ
underwent rehabilitation, upkeep and refresher training.
Includeéd in;the yard projects were: rehabilitation of
enlisted men's living spaces including air-conditioning;




by (1

installation of half deck in #2 hold above existing
third deck MILDEPT office spaces; air-conditioning of
MILDEPT maintenance area and administration spaces; .
and painting of the exterlor of the ship.

REDEPLOYMENT TO | }

by (3)-50 USC 403
{b) (3)-P.L. 86-36
(b) (3)-P.L.
86-36
[
i
|
|
i
\
\.

The USNS VALDEZ departed for the west coast of

on 18 September after test d

¥b) (1)
tb) (3)-50 UsC 4
(b) (3)-18 UsC 7
(B){3)-P.L. 88+

In May 1968, the ship returned to the west coast
where she operated until 18 December 1968 when she set
sail for New York for overhaul.

USNS VALDEZ OVERHAUL 1968-1969
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\
The USNS VALDEZ, then commencing overhaul in the \
U.S., was examined as to its capability to provide this
support. |
\

During the ship's overhaul period, a TRSSCOMM AN/SRC-33
system was installed. It was hoped that this additional
equipment would provide the ship with a more reliable
communications capability. The USNS VALDEZ, in the past,

had experienced chronic communications problems especially
while operating in the L

From the time installation of the syétem was completed,
problems with the equipment began primariiy involving the
antenna and its controls. The ship, origin§1ly scheduled
to depart for[ _  |on 11 December 1968 postponed sailing
until January 23, 1969, due to recurring problems involving
the installation and testing of the new TRSSCOMM.

During its remaining days in £ﬁe\u{s., the E@ip received
scuttle/destruct devices and conducted walk through drills.

~. \

(b} (3)=-80 USC 463
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\\ﬁhich\left it dead in the water off Luanda.

In April, the ship experienced failure of transmitters
which required 26 days in port Monrovia, Liberia to correct.
At the same time, TRSSCOMM system developed problems.
Correction of these problems was hampered by excessive heat
in the equipment bays. It was necessary to send a tech-
nician andparts frdm the U.S. to Monrovia to accomplish
repairs. ok

On 6 June, the ship suffered a main enqine'disablement
\ The ship was
towed to«port where repairs were COmpleted on 14 June.

On 13 August, '€NO withheld the obligational authority
to cover the operatlonS\of V. i ER beyond 1 Octo-
ber 1969 (ref gection 6). recommended the
immediate return of the VALDEZ to the U.S. and CINCLANT,
on COMSTS' estimate that 60 days would be necessary to
deactivate the ship, ordered her return on 23 August.

The USNS VALDEZ, in port Monrovia for routine port call,
received orderes to sail to Norfolk, Va. on completion of
the in port period. The ship departed on 27 August and
arrived in Norfolk on 18 September to commence deactivation.
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AT R e y
USNS MULLER - Ty () =B L. uwa-de

‘\\ | N e T
L In early 1962, the Secretary of Def
Lo [In response to the DOD
Lo directive. and |
A require,
\ \ mission

\
\

\

\
\

to the |

to determine the resources this would
~developed a two-phased program for sub-

sistant Secretary of Defense and arranged
for the charter and conversion of a ship through the
Military Sea Transportation Service (MSTS).

teration procedures had begun.
| :

In August 1962, COMSTS advised that the USNS MULLER

had been selected for reoutfitting and by Septembery ‘al-

Higgens Shipyard ne
. 30 April the ship,

On 23 April 1963, the USNS MULLER T-AG-169 left

ar New Orleans for Key West and on
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FIRST DEPLOYMENT APRIL 1963 - APRIL 1964 ] Y
i |
!
W
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1
On 21 Aprll 1964 the ship sailed to Tampa, Florlda\
to undergo its flrst annual overhaul.
SECOND DEPLOYMENT MAY 1964 - APRIL 1965

M
On 19 May the MULtER\salled from the shi
resume her normal mi531onw |

il
ards to

|
THIRD DEPLOYMENT MAY 1965 - MAY 1966

The USNS MULLER returned to operations on 21 May
when she relieved the USS GEORGETOWN in Key West.

1865

\
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FOURTH DEPLOYMENT JUNE 1966 - MAY 1967

Oon 29 June 1956, the USNS MULLER, on completion of

drydock and overhaul in New York, relieved the USS GEORGE-

TOWN at Key West and

Muller Generator Casualty

On 11 July, the USNS MULLER, having just completed
overhaul, reported failure of 2 generators. COMSTSLANT

. _directed the ship to remain far enough from the coast to
preclude drifting-int before a
tow could be arranged. ;




Ny (1)

e} (3) =50 USC 403

Eb), (3)=1% USC 798

B{, (3)~P.L. B6=36

Ay (1)
' o) (3)-50 USC 4C3
- ! b\) (3})-P.L. 86-3%
S S A
P While awaiting tow, the ship established a’ pattern
o of drifting for approximately eight hours whil
I
I \

é all power
was shifted to the Research Operations spaces, and then
returning to its original position by shiftin
i \ __power back to its engines,
it \

\

all ship's

The following day, the USS EATON took' the MULLER in '

tow to RKey West where repairs were complg.ed on 29 July.
i '
i

Underwater Hull Inspection
i

3
A\
// \
/
/
'

\
\
I

| COMSTSLANT i
| MULLER's MILDEPT

7
in turn recommended that members of the
‘'be trained to accomplish
hull inspection rather than contracted personnel because
¥ this could offer an opportunity to attach objects to the
hull as well as draw undesirable attention to the ship.
I

DIRNAVSECGRU objected to the use of personnel for
this task and recommended use of shore-based military per-
B sonnel.

COMSTS Port Canaveral subsequently arranged for
in-port diving services to accomplish hull inspection and
the MULLER was directed to report satisfactory completion
of the job in the first SITREP following the inspeégion.
| |

FIFTH DEPLOYMENT JUNE 1967-JUNE 1968
i \ . LT

(b) (3)=P.L. 86-36
86-36

On 22 June, the USNS MULLER relieved the USS GEORGE-
,[ TOWN at Key West and resumed|
|




(b) (1)

{b) (3})-50 USC 403
{b) (3)-18 USC 798
{b) (3)-P.L. 86-36




¥b) (1)

{b) {3)=50 USC 403
(M«‘ Usc 798
{by (3 L 86-3¢

%

The MULLER was accompanled by an escort at all times
until her final recall in October 1969. The three destroyers

assigned normally operated outboard of the MULLER but within

quick reaction range for periods of no less than five days.

The special provisioning and refueling requirements

of the destroyers necessitated several changes to the

schedule routine the ship had previously employed (see

Section 5, p. 103).

'SIXTH DEPLOYMENT AUGUST 1968-~OCTOBER 1969

On 6 August 1968, the USNS MULLER commenced what was

to be her last deployment. |

On 16-17 December the ship was off-station in dry
dock in Tampa, Florida undergoing repairs to generators.

deactivation of the t/SNS MULLER

In July 1969, CNO in response to the proposed Navy
FY-70 reduction in funding, recommended the immediate
inactivation of the USNS VALDEZ and USNS MULLER. The
MULLER was due for her annual yard overhaul in September,
but due to CNO's proposal to withhold obligational authority
to cover her operations, COMSTS recommended the ship be
diverted as soon as possible to NORVA to commence stripping
operations,




The ship-arrived on 16 October and removal of the
[fffffffj: equipment began immediately. On 28 October

s wag deactivated.
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CHRONOLOGY OF CRUISES/BY/éhIP
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USS OXFORD /AGTR-1)
04 January 1962 - 08 May 1962

16

31
19
05
03

17
25

11

16
12

19

12

13

03
13
23
05
20
12
18

July 1962 - 02 March 1963

May 1963 - 06 September 1963
December 1963 - 31 June 1964
February 1964 - 10 Jﬁne 1964
August 1964 - 02 December 1964

February 1965 - 03 June 1965

June 1965 - 31 August 1965
September 1965 - 31 October 1965
November 1965 - 18 December 1965
February 1966 - 05 March 1966
March 1966 - 05 June 1966

June 1966 - 28 July 1966

August 1966 - 07 September 1966
September - 28 October 1966
November 1966 - 6 December 1966
December 1966 - 12 January 1967
January 1967 - 24 April 1967
May 1967 - 03 July 1967
September 1967 - 29 November 1967
December 1967 - 15 March 1968
April 1968 - 17 July 1968
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P.li. 86-36

iy

Fooay

East coash

R
!

VAN

i

i
\

A
b

\

W

)
East coast

A
VoA

i
Caribbean i
\

oA
N

West coast|

West coast

West/East coast

Subic

South China

\
Sea !

|\ v l
Uy

\ \

(Y

South China

Sea

South China

South China

South China

Sea

Sea

Sea

“South

South China

South China
South China
South China
South China

China

South China

Sea
Sea
Sea
Sea
Sea
Sea

Sea




28 July 1968 - 23 August 1968

21 September 1968 - 21 December 1968
03 January 1969 - 09 April 1969

24 April 1969 - 27 July 1969

11 August 1969 - 03 November 1969

DEACTIVATED

South China
South China
South China

South China

South China

Sea
Sea
Sea
Sea

Sea
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01
06

03
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15
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05
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16
17
07
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October 1967 - 04 November 1967
November 1967 - 22 November 1967

November 1967 — 13 December 1967

DeCember 1967 -~ 26 March 1968
June 1968 - 09 Auqust 1968
September 1968 - 05 October 1968

‘October 1968 - 27 January 1969

January 1969 - 07 March 1969
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09

14
24

23

07
22
14
11
31
12
07
19
03
02
17
07
31
18

©Mby (1)
7 /i) (3)-50 USC 403
B) (3)-P.L. 86-36
1

A \

USS_JAMESTOWN | VacTR-3) PO

April 1964 - 17 August 1964 Norfolk~Med .
[ forva

October 1964 ~ 03 February 1965 West coast, |

March 1965 - 23 July 1965 East/West coast [ |

\k

\

October 1965 - 02 .Tanuary 1966

January 1966 - 01 April 1966 South China Sea off S.Vietnam
April 1966 ~ 03 July 1966 South China Sea
July 1966 - 30 September 1966 South China Sea
October 1966 - 23 December 1966 South China Sea
December 1966 - 02 February 1967 South China Sea
April 1967 ~ 11 July 1967 South China Sea
August 1967 - 13 November 1967 South China Sea
November 1967 - 20 February 1968 South China Sea
March 1968 ~ 13 June 1968 South China Sea
July 1968 - 30 September 1968 South China Sea
October 1968 ~ 15 January 1569 South China Sea
February 1969 - 17 March 1969 South China Sea
March 1969 - 30 June 1969 South China Sea
July 1969 - 18 October 1969 South China Sea

DEACTIVATED




;i

) ‘Desember 1§64,:\‘ 2:1\December 1964 Bremerton-Norfolk
\\\‘18‘1Janua15y 1965 - 01 Ma\rch\1965\:;\ Shakedown cruise to GTMO
26. Aprll 1963 - 16 Ju]:y 1965 N |
15 September 196§ 28 Janua\rz 1963 ~_ ﬁé?;:ﬁ“gq&é\t‘l ]
17 March 1966 -\19 July 195@ T West coastl I
\ NN N [_(_28 May - 02 July | |
08 September 1966 - 14 November 196 6 . Northwest coas el ]
02 February 1967 - os'\aﬁng 1\9_67 % Circumnavigation
"« . \ . 1 ‘ e = - ]
. N N . ~
15 August 1967 - 03 October 1§67\ West éo\ast{:l
04 October 1967 - 16 November 1967 " East coast| |
. 17 November 1967 - 14 Degember 1367 \’West coast\i:]
N . . transit to CONUS
15 May 1968 - 14 June 1968 “._ Refresher training at
\ . GTMO
15 June 1968 - 25 September 1968 Vs\est\cc\)ast\{:,
N
26 September 1968 - 30 October 1968 Indlan Oca
\ West CQast
31 October 1968 - 28 Novmeber 1968 .\"‘\ Transit S'Q\llth Atlantic
East coast
| YNorva
18 June 1969 - 30 October 1969 Mediterranean
DEACTIVATED




%)*i@ Usc 403
) {3 )< P\ES @ 36

29

15

03

31
01
03

0l

Bremerton - Norfolk

March 1965 - s Apmi \1%5 T~ “Shakedown at GTMO
June 1965 - ?7 October IE965 \: \:_\‘*\West coast to
January 1966 -~ 21 Mar;ch 1966\ :i\”:;,j\f\ as\{tI:l
May 1966 - 30 August 1966 h ‘\Wgéé\t\\qpas\*li’

*\\k» N \_.\ b ~.
November 1966 - 28 February 1967 West\c\oas?:{:I
May 1967 - 24 May 1967 " West coast| |
June 1967 - 08 June 1967 Mediterranean ops

(Torpedoed during Arab-
Israeli crisis and
subsequently deactivated)




Y5T ()= o

(B} (3)=50 USC=463_
(b){3)-P. L. B86-3€

7

NN
SN

08
26
16
21
26
27
21
20
03

) USNS VALDEZ] - - - YT-AG-169)
Decembéf»l%ﬁl - February 1962 South Aﬁigﬁfié
;;§February 1965\=\September 1962 West coast
‘\October 1962 - March 1963 West coast
‘March 1963 - 24 January 1934\ West coast
February 1§54 - 09 August 1964 \\\\\\West coast
August . 1964 —\JO February 1965 é&gt»gpast
March 1965 -~zo October 1965 East coast
October 196§ - 15 December 1965 West coast
December 1965\ 24\May 3966 East coast
June 1966 - 10 Octobe; 19&§ East coast
October 1966 - 13 Decemher 1966 West coast
January 1967 - 30 March 1967 \§§¥  East coast

09
21
18
17
29

23
19
27

April 1967 - 16 April 1967

April 1967 - 22 May 1967 \. N Mediterranean

" . ) \
December 1967 - 16 May 1968 \ East
May 1968 - 28 August 1968 N\, West coast
N
August 1968 - 18 September 1968 . Translt to CONUS for

\.  overhaul
N \

.
N

January 1969 - 18 February 1969 1 " |operations
February 1969 - 26 August 1969 West coast
August 1969 ~ 18 September 1969 Transit to CONUS

DEACTIVATED




30
26
10
02

25

—

(b) (1)

USNS MULLER | yr-ac-171)

April 1963 -/21/April 1964
May 1964 - 01 April 1965
May 195§ - 21 May 1966
July 1966 - 15 May 1967

June 1967 - 11 June 1368
August 1968 ~ 07 October 1969

—

-~ - - DEACTIVATED

(b) (3)-50 USC 403
8e-36

{bY {3)-P.L.

R




 RATIO OF ON-STATION TIME BY SHIP

S . =TT (b (L)
: ' - i -~ (b) (3)-50 USC 403
USS OXFORD (1967-1969 : (b) (3)-P.L. 8€-36
1967 - 0o
ON STATION " 66e

OFF STATION 7?;333,*

* 80 days off station for annual overhaul in Japan and
further delay due to engine fallure.; .

A

1968 |
ON STATION 738 - S

OFF STATION  °27% |

* 33 Days delay in Subic, P.I. for engine répairs.
1969 (308 days only) :

ON STATION 798

OFF STATION 11%




USS GEORGETOWN . 1967-1969

S o~ :
1967 AR e
ON STATION  38% | oL
OFF STATION 62%* e
| | S
* 66 days in Norfolk, Va. for normal RAV. (b) (3)-50 USC 403

109 days in Norfolk, Va.. for annual overhaul. (b} {3)-P.L. B6-3¢€

.

1968 J
ON STATION - 51%
OFF STATION . . 49%

* 13 days delay in Naples, ItalYidue to ﬁSS.PUEBLO incident.
74 days in Norfolk, Va. for normal RAV.
74 days in Norf¢1k, Va. for normal RAV.

1969 {(only 63 days)

ON STATION 85%

OFF STATION 15%




USS JAMESTOWN ]| l1967-1969
1967
ON STATION -  64%

OFF STATION  36%

* 69 days for overhaul

27 days in Subic for

1968 -
ON STATION  81%

'OFF STATION . 19%*

* 17 days”in §ubic due
1969 (291 days only)
ON STATION 78%
OFF STATION = 22%

* 23 days in Subic fof
18 days in Subic for

at~Yokdéuka,5pran
engine repairs.

to'Qen?eror»féilure.

engine repairs.
upkeep.

(b) (1)
(b) {3)-50 USC 403
. (b) (3)-P.L. 86-36




=T T b (1) ‘
(b) {3)~50 USC 403

USS_BELMONT _ 51955:1969,'. " (b)(3)-P.L. 86-36
1967 T
ON STATION  48%

OFF STATION  52%
* 32 days in Norfolk, Va. for normal RAV.
67 days in Norfolk, Va. for normal RAV.
1968 -
ON STATION 34%
OFF STATION  -66%%
* 105 days annual overhaul/refresher training.
14 days in Tema, Ghana for engine repairs.
33 days in Norfolk, Va. for normal RAV.
1969 (304 days only)
ON STATION 34%
OFF STA‘I‘ION 66%%

* 140 days in port Norfolk.




USS LIBERTY (USN-855) 1966

1966
ON STATION 51%
OFF STATION 49%*

* 72 days annual overhaul
53 days in Norfolk, Va. for RAV.




. =T T (b) (1)
B {b) {3)-50 USC 403

- USNS, VALDEZ 1967-1969 - (B} (3)-P.L. 86-38
1967
ON STATION 59%

'OFF STATION  41s#

* 86 days state—81de overhaul in New York. :
6 days in Luanda, Angola for engine repairs.

1968

* ON STATION 55%
OFF STATION 45%*
* 91 days in Norfolk Va. for TRSSCOMM repalrs.

1969 (261 days only)
ON STATION 64%
OFF STATION 36%%

* 35 days in port New York for TRSS COMM repalrs.'
26 days in Monrov1a, Liberia for transmltter repairs.

L




L : (b) (3)

USNS MULLER 1967-1969 (b1 (3)
1967 .
ON STATION . - 58% . | "

OFF STATION 42%*

* 23 days -for yard overhaul in Florlda.
40 days annual overhaul.x :

“ . s F &
S - =

1968 :s’;.ﬁ' o
ON STATION ~  52%
OFF STATION  48%* ]
* 24 days in port due'tomPUEBLO'inéident.

12 days in Key West due to engine failure.

42 days annual overhaul in Hoboken, N.J. -

14 days in Tampa, Florida for generator repairs.
1969 (289 days only)
ON STATION. 63%

OFF STATION 37%%

* 41 days for 1nstallatlon of destruct and scuttle devises.

4 days for cooling system repairs.
4 days for bidder's survey.

-50 USsSC 403
-P.L.

86-36



Mby (1) '

/b)) (3)-50 USC 403
_ /) (3)-P.L. 86-36
. .. /- by (3)-P.L.
\ , :
&?}(3)—E.L. 86— ] 86436
‘\ ;\\  \
[N
Loy

\

Y MSTS AND MONTHLY SCHEDULE SUBMISSIONS

| The monthly prepafatlon and submlsslon of scheduleq by '
\ -for the, MSTS vessels (USNS VALDEZ and UGNS-MDLLER), =~ "7 & -
! resulted‘Lg a. recurring problem. = fThe monthly sqheduleq" , 2
! were prephred and submitted accordlng to the informal quide-
! Vllnes establishéd when the ships-¥first joined. the| | |
i fleet (i.e.,[  |prepared scheduleg for the following month
and coordinated them informally with MSTSLANT before sub-
mlttlng them through official channels t6“JCS). This pro-
cedure” contlnued a duling procedures were defined -
and documented in On numerous
occasions, proposed schedules wére subject to modlflcatlons
~at the request of MSTS. These changes appeared inconsistent
. with the informal guidelines developed in the past and | .
‘caused an-. exce931ve amount of" communicatlons in finalizing
‘the schedules. ) ;
. . |
| A TDY v1s1t to. HQMSTSLANT in Brooklyn, N Y. was arranged
i in order to dl§CUSS the development of schedules (the USHNS

 MULLER's in particular). The meeting took place on 01 Nov-
\ember 1968 with[ 1
L - |

It was agreed that the openatlng ratio should be main-
tained at no more than 25 days at sea fallow1ng 5 days 1n‘
Port Everglades. This was the MSTS requirement for. normal
operations - for occasional operational requirements, MSTS
would notobject to a slight extension of on-station time ’
beyond the 25 day operating period.

Because of provisioning and refueling requirements for!

" the MULLER and her excort, MSTS requested the 25 day at—se#
period be subdivided as follows: 1 day enroute from Port
Everglades to ‘station; 9 days on-station (ninth day for
visit at Key West Buoy for mail etc); 4 days on-station;

1 day to Key West for water and return to station; 9 days
on-station; 1 day return to Port Everglades. The 5 days 1n\
Port Everglades included the day of arriwval .and day of de- |
parture. Naturally, due to normal constraints, this schedule
would be interupted from time to time, but it was deemed v
impractical to deliberately vary the pattern without sound |
justification. , _ i
-




Moy (1)

Mb) {3)-50 USC 403
‘Wb)(B)—P.L. 86~36
j

x\ \

MSTS preferred that arrivals to and denartureslfrom
ports be restricted to days other than Saturday, § qd@y
or holidays. Though such timing had little cost effect
on the MSTS crew personnel, additional costs for tqgs,\
berthing, stevedore support, etc., made these arglvais\
and departures expensive. However, MSTS agreed to supnprt
these arrivals and departures in emergency or urgent \
operational situations. o

[ T

MSTS would not support the need for an overnight port
call in Key West (once standard operating procedure), |
except in the case of an emergency or urgent operational |\
requirement. MSTS allowed only 5 days in port liberty: for
each 25 days at sea; any additional in port tlme would | \
reduce the 5 day port call in Port Everglades. | Since the |
majority of the MSTS crew maintain homes and familles in
Port Everglades, port calls elsewhere could result in a! \
morale problem. ! E ! \

I | | \

The one-day port call in Key West for water and pro- \
visioning took place mostly during day light hburs. ' The' 4
ship normally departed Key. West at 2030 hours,/ sq as to ! !
arrive on station at the first light of morning.

T T t
In the event of the threat of extreme weather coﬁdltlons,

the MULLER would normally head for Port Everdlades and
ride out the storm in port. Attempt to avoid the stdrm bv!

transitinal

__[Additionally, 7 knots (speeq of
ship) was insufficient to maintain a headlng against the
heavy wind and seas which normally extend f r beyond the

e i i

actual eye of the storm. It was agreed woul be

advised immediatelv of the departure of the ship in" e

event of a storm threat, and that the dec1s;on to move ﬁ ) Be 3¢
the ship in this situation was a command deplslqnxfcfrfhe é% ;%‘P'L' -
Master (skipper)/MSTS. T | /]

With full appreciation thatl
-and in view of the numerous admlnlstrat;ve i
and Iogistical._ constraints, MSTS informally proposed ;

S prepare’ and forward the initial monthly schedule
for review and modification/concurrence, instead of |
the reverse which had,been the standard operating procedure.

Upon coordination/concéurre d schedule would
be forwarded in accordance procedures t
_was also at.,sehedule OSLIIGaTions,p ed




should 1nc1ude| |reason for the chanqe

{e.g. "urgent technical requirement,' rk visitors", etc)
so that MSTS could better appreciate!

effectlvely\coordlnate internal MSTS' requlrements.

This proposal was formally made - tb and accepted

In concluding the meetlng, MSTS rﬁquested tha€ ,
{ lvisit MSTS approximat ly every 91x hs
for coordination of-operatiens.

_//
\ ,4/"
Lo
7
~alds :
{b} {3)~P.L. 86-36




ABRUPT CHANGES IN SCHEDULES

Early publication of monthly schedules was necessary
to allow ample time for MSTS and Navy to coordinate,
through maritime and commercial authorities, the avail-
ability of berth, tug support, and delivery of perishable
food and other supplies, etc.,: w1th the arrival and de-
partures of other vessels. -

Abrupt changes in schedules also involved other agencies
such as the U.S. State Department in arranging for port
clearances and visas for personnel joinlng the ship at
foreign ports.

In emergency or quick reaction situations these in-
coveniences could not be avoided but it was generally re-
cognized that mid-stream changes in schedules required
strong justification.




: . Nb) (1)
(p) (3)=50 USC 403~
) (3)=~18 USC 79%8 .

(
() (3} =P.L. 86=36.
A : .

CONVERSIONITO:MSTS'_
The use of AFTPs as TRqs (entlrely Navy mannedx
6

Vo3 -2 2.L. 86-36
"was challendged in November 1963 and.again in February 1964
by RADM-J.W. Ailes III, Commander, Service Force, Atlantlc
His*objectlon was based on the use '

;,...

\\

Fleet.
1

The objection was forwarded to CNO w1th\a pJ
e TRSs to MSTS operations in support of
thus releasing the lnvolved Navy billets

fleet operations. (6) ,
The recommendatlon was rejected by ‘CNO in June

1964, but was subsequently approved by that ‘office in
At that time CNO directed a program ‘be

November 1964,
prepared for an orderly transfer of the Navy [ responsz—
bility for operation of the AGTRs to MSTS : .
The Bureau of Ships estimated the cost for conversion
' at 1.4 million per ship and the time in the; yard to accom-
plish convers%on at 4 months. MSTS estimated annual opera-
ting cost for the three Liberty ships .at 1 42 million and
ships at 1.65 milllon.(7)‘ _ v
then met to develop a echedule of
allow for the fullest: use of [::::::::]

-

the two Victo

J Iand
-conversion that woul
|

l
/ /

The plans for modification of the shlps to accomo-=
bogged down in 1966 £6r the following

L
| date
reasons: going on the assumption “that the ships
would be /manned by units of spec1f1ed numbers, obtained
‘from the BUSHIPS.

an /estimate of costs to convert al:
The estlmate, in April 1965, of e1gh asdollars for expen-
diture in FY68 was subsequently approved by SECDEF in a
PCR of 21 December 1966. in 1966, in addition
‘to other alterations, the number of personnel to be

/accomodated rose from 735 to 813 and it became apparent
/ the basis for SECﬁEF s approval for conversion was unreal-

"Use

“However,

/

I/ istic. L
76,/00368 dtd 21 November 1963,

i /

! / /(a COMSERVLANT ser:

AR of-Fleet Units in Support of Non-Mllltary Operations"
44-042, 4dtd 29 May 1965.

£T)ABUSHIPS 1tr ser:




The revised estimate came to 28.7 million. This
included increased manning fiqures, habitability improvements,
addition of machlne automation equipment and Coast Guard
certification. Subsequently it was decided that it was
not feasible to. convert five ships in oné year and in
view of the fact that only_elght million was included in
FY67 CCP for conversion of all five.ships it was necessary
for Navy to reprogram its mdnpower resources in FY68 to pro-
vide for continued operartmon of these shlps ‘during that
fiscal year. -

and Navy s proposed programs for conversion .
denonstrated the advantages of operating uhder MSTS in
peacetime conditions. Operational days per year under

MSTS operation would be 259 compared to 193 under Navy
operation.

,/ NSA's proposal, however, called for conversion of only
;he two Victory ships with an estimated life expectancy of
ten more years. If accepted, this program. would require
/that one ship be out of operation for most of FY68 and
;one for seven months in FY69. Under the Navy program one

; ship would be out for most of FY68 and three in FY69 and
;/ one in FY70.

i When the above proposals were submitted to the OSD

/ Review Group during the CCP submission 67-73, the group

j  decided that the operat10na1 need for the AGTRs would not
/ decline in the coming years and that until the hostilities

/ in Southeast Asia were terminated, it would not be fea-

/ sible to allow any. ship to be out of service during FY69.

/ Therefore, the Review Group recommended the 5 AGTRs
/' continue to be operated by the Navy and that{
! | be adjusted accordlngly. PR

P The'recommendag;gnfwaé subsequently approved by SECDEF.

i/ —

i/ e

(b} (3)-P.L. 86-3¢




By (L) )
Z{B)Y (3)-50 USC 403
(B) (3)-P.L. 26-36
I(b) (3)~
B6-36
|

AS A RESULT OF CLOSURE OF SOUTH
AFRICAN PORTS TO U.S. NAVAL VESSELS ,

e : i

As a result of an incident involving U.S. Military
personnel from the USS ROOSEVELT while in Capetown,
South Africa in Feb 67 , the U.S. State Department
announced the unoffic1a1 closure ©f South African ports
to U.S. ships. .

o
s

ith) (1)

{b) {3)-50 UsC
{(b) (3)-18 USC
{b) (3)=B.L. 8§

[:::fte loss of these ports|

y requiring long transits to and from suitable ports
for overhaul -and logistics. The material reliability of
the ship was reduced as voyage repair facilities were
reduced in quality and there was an increase in cost and
time for VALDEZ's surface and air logistics support now
comlng from the U.S. to other African ports where the
survice was erratic. (8)

[8) Department of the Navy Memo dtd 4 March 1967, "DOD
Requlrement for Facilities ‘and Contractual Support
in the Republic of South Africa."




(b} {1}

{b) (3)-50 USC 403
{b) (3)=18 UsC 798
(b) (3)-P.L. 8£-36
798 N

(b} (3)-P.L

86-3¢6 h

l lnaorporated lnto DDR&E's paper, as
well as studies from Navy, Air Force and NASA, were for-
warded on 5 June to the Deputy Secretary of Defense and
thence to the Under Secretary of the State Department for
review,

g In the interim, - an exchange of correspondence
/  with CNO and MS$§ in order to develop mutually acceptable
plans for maximum use of the extremely 1im1ted port fac111—

‘ o ties. L

_On 27 April 1967, COMSTS provided CNO with comments
and recommendations for alternative solutions: '

XE)R! [JEd 20 March 1967, "DOD
REQUIREMENTS FOR FACILITIES AND CONTRACTUAL SUPPORT

. IN THE REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA (U) ".

(1)
(b) (3)-50 USC 403
(b} (3)-P.L. 86-3€ ) COMSTS 2613242 April 1967, “"AGTR/MSTS Deployments".
(b) (3)~P.L.




by (1)
{b) {3)-50 USC 403
(b)(3)—P.L. 86-36

COMSTS also 901nted out that 11m1;;tlons of g d port
facilities would require larger .and more frequent gglp—
ments of all supplies to the ships operating in the .area:
and because of this, operating flex}blllty would be re-
duced by the necessity to. schedule operations around sur-
face transport rendezvous. COMSTS- estimated a 25% reduction
in productivity from the VALDEZ as a result of these new
restrictions. v Y \
A\

CINCLANTFL'f in prov:.ding comments to CNO on the
effects this new situation would have on|

stated. a

//

...present 16 week/deployment remains most efficient
in utilization and productive coverage of desired areas,
recognizing that there will be some degradation of
effort during Yatter part of deployment due material
problems, inadequate logistic support and operator
fatigue...with 10 day logistic resupply period at
Rota, deployment can be increased to 21 weeks with-
out degrading operational capability of AGTR...If
Navy responsibility extended to cover east coast in
addition to west coast during overhaul of MSTS ship,
21 week employment with 10 day 1oglst1c support stop
at Rota in mid-cruise feasible...any increase over 16
week deployment should include commensurate increase
ﬁ\\\ frém 8-11 weeks CONUS time between deployments... (11)

e i July,[;::]representatlves met with JCS, CNO and
representa ives to discuss the denial of South African
ports to U.S. Naval ships. The result was a proposal to
initiate-a test action by scheduling a port call for the
USNS VALDEZ. at Durban, South Africa. The Director of
African Region, ISA, indicated a willingness to process
such a request and try to obtain-State Department clear-
ance. A message was sent to ASD/ISA[:::fi:]requestlng
ASD/ISA make preliminary approach to State Department to
help insure a favorable ‘response in regard to Durban entry
when JCS/JRC request for clearance was presented.

Through informal channels,‘ was advised that clear-
ance for the ship's entry into Durban would not be forth-
coming but State Department had indicated that if suff-
icient justlflcatlon was provided, they would not object
to a port call in South Africa by a TRS.

(1T} CINCLANTFLT 0500282 May 1967, "AGTR DEPLOYMENTS".
111



Between July of 1967 a‘nd'the'fina_l departure of TRSs
from the African waters in 1969, no situation of sufficient
urgency arose that would permit the suggestion to be tested
again. : :

(b) (1)

‘ : ' e {(b) (3)-10 USC 130
(b) (3)-P.L. 86-36
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CPA RESTRICTIONS . g AN
- L 7 // N

|

which a country claims territorial rrghtﬁ, vqb e
closest . point of approach a ship may me#e to, forelgn
landmass, and is measured from the’ cogs;al ﬁqee 1ne of

the country in question. ' v ﬂ / b ' i

Clalmed territorlal sea 1s the ereg,af ﬁﬁt rk ver

: Although” the U.S.does not,recggnize any,clalmed

~ territorial seas beyond 3 NM, Technjical Reeeamch Shlpe
usually/cbnducted operations outside ;,the claimed: terrr
torial waters (e.g., | Iclalmed xerrltorxal sea 1&

USNS MULLER operated at | /l. /In cases in which |
there were overriding| s / [conslderatlons,

request for operations within ¢laimed territorial waters
would be considered on an 1nd1v1dual basas. (12)4 |
/ / / |
The JCS and commanders’ of/the Unlfled and Specified
commands designate sensitive areas for programs where !
appropriate,and when required, / designation of such areas:
include geographical boundaries. L [ |
/ / . : ! I ’ |
The Unified and SpeCLfied Commands may incriease but !
not decrease CPAs below the/limits establlshed by JCs. \
// . \

/ / | i

I
!
/ / ! / l
|
]

i i

On 21 Decémber,,the USS GEOﬂGETOWN recelved‘ sailing
orders from COMSIXTHFLT, then her parent cbmmand, with

CPAs afflxed/gs folléws. / S ]

couNTRY cpg_/ ¢LAIMED DISTANCE |
P 25 L ._ ;‘ 6 ; |
g . 25 - . . J/ 6 : :
- j f |
./ 25 - _ 6 .l
.25 , unspecified
(12) | ["Operatimnal Guidance
for | [Programs and Certain ]
[ [(U), Appendix D."

j13




Mb) (L)
— 7 I\b) (3)-50 USC 403

After her January port-call, the GEORGETOWN dommenced

operations on 6 Februa
"CpA for

And

ILO

i

]

d

\»\
\

shall be thlrty—flve mlles, or beyond the 100 fathom

curve whichever lS greater.“ (14) /

At the term;ﬁatlon of the GEORGETOWN's Mediterranean

\

\

\

\

cruise

orovided CINCUSNAVEUR with a summa#y evaluatlon

1 ) (3)-P.L.
e | (b) (3)-P.L.
- I
CONTINUED: e 7 i
‘ ' T rd / i
COUNTRY CPA e CLAIMED DISTANCE I [}
‘/;/ /J/ ] )
257 212 i
-~ 25 . 6 i
- 25 s 12 b
12 12 f i
6 a 6 ’(13) ﬁ
//'/ \\

of

SIGINT operations in the Med. i |

The origlnal diversion of the GEORGETOWN wﬁs due tol

{b) (1)

(k) (3)-50 USC 4
(b) (3)-18 USC 7
(b) (3)-P.L. 88&-

T{I3) COMSIXTHFLT SAILO 2-67 for USS GEORGETQWN dtd
212340Z December 1967, | N
(14) to. JCS/JRC ADP-43, 262149% January
1968, . N
(15) | tr ‘CINCUSNAVEUR “K-137,_ 1822482
MED OPS (U)". '“‘""“——~—~;::;(b)“”_P‘L'

86-36
86-3¢6

86-3¢6



Nb) (1)

~"{b) (3)-P.L. 86-36
¥®y (3)-50 USC 403
BIN3) - 36-3€
b)) -
86-36 \ _ T B
\ @ On 14 February 1969, | forwarded a deployment
\ ENN recommendation for the USS BELMONT, to CINCLANT. This
\ RN proposed a deployment to the Mediterranean Seal
\ o
\ N N
i ¢ 403
B (B) (3)-18 USC 7%8
[} R On 13 June, JCS approved the schedule for then)fiidrskL. 86-36
i * month of the proposed deployment except fot the CPA to
b \whlch was increased from 12 NM to 50 NM. (16)
|
i
\
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(16)‘\ JCS 132052Z Juen 69, "JUNE RECON SCHEDULE".

(17) ' USCINCEUR 2515197 July 1969, "RESTRICTIONS ON
\- OPERATIONS". h

(18) ' CINCUSNAVEUR 251349% July 1969\ "RESTRICTIONS ON [ |
OPERATIONS".
(19) COMSIXTHFLT 091510% August 1969
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While the USS BELMONT was successful in completion of
her primary mission, the cruise pointed out a problem

that would have to be faced in subsequent Mediterranean

misgions.

The USS BELMONT's summer cruise was the last by a TRS

' in the Medlterra?fFH_E£iQz_EQ_Qggg;L!ét;ga_gf_all_IBSa_Ln____
/ the fall of 1969.

® o
{b) {(3)-50 USC 403
{b) (3)-18 USC 798

(b) (3)-P.L. 86-36
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‘.’ . C T S TN
ESCORT AND PROTECTIVE OPERATIONS . 1 Y
L \\ AN

When e first TRSs were . 1ntroduced to

[ they were not armed for twoprimaert\

[and (2)
- it would be free of the restrlctlons applled to U.S.! oo
warships in foreign ports. Ry

reasons:

For six vears, the TRSs operated

The immediate solution to the problem was to provxde the
ships with the protection they needed in order to carry, qut
their operations without undo risk to the ships themselyes.
This was a command decision and took the form, in certain;
1nstances, of armed escorts (usually DDs) and air coverq |

. There was initial concern over the question of whether\
the appearance of an armed vessel in company with a TRS |
might not provoke the very hostile reaction we were trying |
to avoid. It was deemed however, that if the role of the, |
DD excort was falrly passive; i.e., it remained outboard |
of the TRS, maintaining a loose patrol and not close in | |
unless requested to do so by the TRS, 1t probably would |
not cause overt hostile reactlon. . Lo

‘The mission of the escort;wae to provide protective |
cover for the USNS MULLER|

"Enclosure (7) £o CINCLANT letter'serial 000278/

Th (

igjé;ea)me 403 331 of 15 September 1966...prov1ded guidance for pro-

(b) (3)-P.L. £6-36¢ ¢ ."tive measures to be taken in.applying the rlght of

{b) (3)-P.L. = - self— reservation in peacetime and rules of engagement

86-36 h {::;::E:;] In addition to these rules,. the follow1ng
rules o ' _ o

engagement were prov1ded.




) (L)

<7/ (b) (3)-50 USC 403
s «b)(3>—P.L 86-36
</ b)) (3)-P.L
7 ;| 86-36

: ' ’ g i
f for/some reason MULLER is forced o énter/ !

| ‘territorial waters, the cOmmandiﬂ§ officer |
of the escort is authorized to pursge. e ! '“

(2) In the event of an englneerlng ‘or other casualty
I.!Illi

to MULLER which causes the ship to drlft into
territorial waters, every effort shall be made

tow the MULLER into~ international waters. The/escort
vessel, in any case, will remain with MULLER to |
provide rotection in the .event the MULLER drifts

|
into Eerrlﬁfff:; waters. |
(3) In the event forces’ aré declared h stlle‘
...U.S. forces in self-defense, 'may deliver Zuch !
fire and perform such tactics és are necessary to !
provide for defense of MULLE§ as well as th;mselve$
including firing 1nto[:::::]terr1tor1al watprs and,

airspace.” (20)

The destroyer escort assigned to the MULLqﬁ normal#y
maintained a loose patrol 4-8 miles outboard of the ship
whenever she moved | | The destroyer
assignments for duty were levied by COMSECONDFLT and |
COMASWFORLANT on a quarterly basis.

made available to COMKWESTFOR, were put on alert. These
aircraft were expected to be on station approximately
10 minutes after call and had an estimated stay time of
approximately 1 hour and 20 minutes.

‘ In addition to the destroyer, fighter aircraft, as

The requirement for destroyer escort, which remained
in effect until the MULLER discontinued operations, though
not hamperlng MULLER's activities to any extent, did |

By (1) result in several changes in her routine. i
(1) |
(wa)éﬁlg;cqu The destroyer, according to Navy regulations, had to
zg; 8;_;8]‘ Sgézgmalntaln 70% of its fuel at all times. This made it necess-
ary for the escort to leave station to refuel at Key West
apprdklmately every 9 days. This, of course, affected
the MULLER;-not allowed to remaln[f
North without her _escort.

Situations occured 1
that requlred the MULLER to be on station during
a period when she was scheduled to be in Key West with her
escort, Normally, a schedule modification for the MULLER
would quickly amend the situation, but in view of the
escort, two schedules had to be taken into account.

(20) CINCLANTFLT 0525042 February 1968, CINCLANT OPORD
‘ 2130, "USNS MULLER PROTECTIVE OPERATIONS"
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In: urgent situations however, the destroyer could |
remain on station longer, or, if lead-time permitted, be
brought into Key West early for fueling. . During severail
instances when reschedullng/of the escort was necessary1

[ij:jrder to satisfy high. prlorlty technical requirements,

found CINCLANT most helpful in assisting in the |
arrangements. - !
e i

Like the MULiER, the USS GEORGETOWN, conducti = |

tBaQ\—ﬁ)Ugc4o3 ‘ations in the Mediterranean at the time of the

b) t3)<P.L.
( )13} P. L.
8¢—36 )

86|~

‘was assigned a destroyer escort. ADMINO CINC-
i SN R in January 1968, directed one destroyer escort
prov1de \\d4rect support to USS GEORGETOWN
operated in a:

| The destroyer was to

~» CPA of no less than 25 NM.

{b) (1)

{B) {3)-50 USC 403
{b){3)-18 USC 798
{b) (3)-P.L. 86-36

patrol between GEORGETOWN and the shore, and maintain a
(21~ _

JCS approved the GEORGETOWN'S FebruarYI |
schedule with one exception; the escort was to remain 10
NM outboard of GEORGETOWN's track. (22)

on 11 February, one UAR Beagle aircraft made three
low passes over the GEORGETOWN. As a result of the over-
flight, COMSIXTHFLT took further precautionary measures
for adv1sory warning to the ship. In addition, the USS
F.D. ROOSEVELT and her escorts the USS PUTNAM and USS
CONINGHAM, were placed on one hour notice in support of
GEORGETOWN's operations. (23) The USS STORMES was assigned
as an additional" escort for the ROOSEVELT. The USS
TALAHATCHIE OOUNTY Was placed on two hour standby.
Further, one VP alrcraft was placed on 24 hour coverage
to maintain and documont a continuous navigational plot
of the ship. N

Later, an SP2H alrcraft was assigned to report all
surface contacts within 50 NM. of the GEORGETOWN. (24)

\ AN
. NN T
121} CINCUSNAVEGR 2917417 Januazy 1968, ]
(22) JCS 8863, 0123172 February 1968, "FEBRUARY 1968
' RECONNAISSANCE SCHEDULE".
(23) CINCUSNAVEUR 111135Z February 1968, {
(24) CTF 67 112038%Z February 1968.
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Unllke the USNS MULLER, the USS GEORCETOWN'S CPA's
were increased in addition to the escort. |

| Although her escort

~did not hamper hker operations the excessive protective /
cover involved a number of Mediterranean resources and
considerable reaction planning. /
The requirement for escort was dropped as GEORGETOWN
moved eastward and eventually out of the Mediterranean.

 Again, unlike the USNS MULLER, the USS GEORGETOWN's
escort and cover was not to become a routine operation

since the Mediterranean was not her permanent operatlons
area. /

: /
Evaluation of the two situations (the smooth jtransition
to escort and protective cover by the MULLER; the rapid
addition of escort and protective cover perhaps jas an
over-reaction to the UAR overflight), lndlcated that re-
uireme f escort for TRSs did not degrade
-but did p01nt out that escort/ operatlons
and protectlve cover\planned in advance created Aless up-
heaval in fleet operatiéns_and allowed for the proper
programming of the resources anolved. ,///_
~ 1/
L ///

RISYEY
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G-1174-67, dtd 20 September 1967.
USS BELMONT (AGTR-4)".

"piversion of the




b (1)

{b) (3)-50 UsC 43
(b} {3)-18 USC 7
{b) (3)=P.L. 86-]




k) (1)
{b) (3)-50 usq
(k) (3)-18 usd
{k) {(3)-P.L. %




i(b) (1)
(b) (3)-50 USC 403

{b) (3)-18 Y
{b) {3)-P.L.




lw

Byt —
{(b) (3)-50 USC 4
(h) { 8 UsC 7
{b) ( L. 86+




S (b)Y (1)
(b) (3)-50 USC 403
(b} {(3)-P.L. 86-36

COURIER PROBLEM IN AFRICA s

In February 1969, a recurring problem involving
the dlSpOSltlQn of courier material handled by TRSs
.operating in African waters was addressed by the CO,.
Research Operatlons Detachment, Ust VALDEZ. .

Untll thls time, when a. shiprarrived in Mombasa,
Kenya, a courier from the research department had to
fly to Nalrobi to deliver the outgoing ARFCOS material
to the &merican Embassy and plck up the 1ncoming material.
The problem was a matter of security. The couriers
traveled in civilian cloﬁhes and carried only their mili-
tary I.D. and government passports. On demand by local
mllltary or police authorltles to open “the package the
courier would have no choice but to comply. Though the
Kenyan government was traditionally pro-West, the generally
unstable condltlzns throughout Africa made such procedures
risky and revelation of some sensitive material could
prove extremely embarrassing to the U.S..

[::::;::lrecommended that the Department of State
arrange to have the American Embassy provide courier
service to meet the ship on arrival in Mombasa or provide
the RSCHOPDET with some kind of authorization which '
would grant the detachment ““couriers dlplomatic immunity
for these trips. (31).

Liaison with the Pouch and Courier DiviSion, U.s.
Department of State revealed the fact that the courier
service is operated from Washington and is not subject
to local controls nor is the service obligated to handle
ARFCOS or other Department of Defense courier material
beyond the limits of established courier routes. Nalrobi,
Kenya is a point of entry for State Department courier
materlal and a regular stop on State Departhment courier
routes; there is no U, S. ponsulate or other post in
Mombasa. .

The U.S. Embassy 1n Nalrobl had no resources specifically
allocated for ‘courier duties arid used its own personnel to
perform courier furictions. ' It performed similar functions
for U.S. naval shlps on a courtesy ba51s when personnel
were avallable. ‘ ‘

(31) T-AG-169 sef:OlQ:drd 13 Feb 69, “Courier Material".
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: Taking the above into/account,l ’Tbroposed
: two possible solutions to NSA/ NIC, and DIRARFCOS/ The
Pouch and Courier Division, U.S. Department of State
advised | [ that %zégggéd request the Ambassadbr’ to
Renya to provide letter of id@n tification foﬁ/sbecified
couriers of the RSCHOPSDET VALDEZ. These lef ers would
protect the material only and confer no dipy atic im-
munity on the couriers. Additionally, funds’ would probably
have to be provided to cover commercial air/ cpsts between
Mombasa and Nairobi. ;i

. /)

On the other hand, VALDEZ could diﬁqén#inue using
Mombasa as a courier point while continuing to utilize port
‘facilities there for liberty and dock ;services. The
material would be handled only through African ports where
the State Department maintained foreign missions with TOP
SECRET CONTROL Officers such as Aden,, Mogadiscio, Dar es
Salaam, Lourenco Marques and Capetown. /[This would result
in an undesirable accumulation of,/sensitive material on
board the ship and would require /rescheduling procedures
to arrange for courier drop-offs in ports not normally
utilized. (32) /7 /

/ / /

The addressees of the memorandum were asked to comment

. on the proposals with respect to the adequacy from a

standpoint of security and the feasibility from an opera-
tional standpoint. A /
S/ /

g | then involved in an on-doing review of the world-
wide /| recommended. the problem not
be addresses at that time. (33) /There were no ships

A [then and later events
involving deactivation’of the TRSs eliminated the problem
for the moment. /

/

If, however, aﬁJanv time in the future, us Navy
vessels | /
the/problem will have to be addresses again.

- y

N

< _ _ i ;
(b¢{3) P.L. 86-3¢ // - K
/:’ Sy /"

\\ / ~

/ N - ) /"
(32) | iser: 006103, dtd-6 May 1969, "Courier
Material for RSCHOPSDET Aboard USNS VALDEZ (T-AG-
169) " . ’\\\ /’/
(33) [_J094, 2817282 May 1969, "MOVEMENT OF COURIER
MATERIAL AT MOMBASA KENYA", ~_

e
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DOCUMENT CONTROL/DESTRUCT/SCUTTLE
T
i

l /

In addition, CNO authorized the upe of certaln exystlng
They were the

ordinance devices for destruction puyrpose.

M-3 Destruction Kits permanently ingtalled in the Research

Operations spaces of some ships in metal bins which al§%
the ABC M-4 File Des-

serve as the normal storage location for
5§§TTTEE‘TTI§44 located in senaratr

Eroyers Ior usé in cl
compartments throughout the ship and_the ‘
With slight Varlatlbﬁ: the TRSs:were equipped with the
type system for equlpment/document

"VALDEZ Quick-Fix"
destruction and scuttllng- _
"The USNS VALDEZ has on. board dev1ces to scuttle
the ship and to destruct electonic devicdes and docu-
An electric ignition and" firing method has

‘ments.
been providéd...The scuttle devices are 14 square
shaped explosive charges which will cause a total of




14 approximately 18" square hull penetrations below

the waterline in 3 compartments...The file destruct

are standard stock items (sodium nitrate) (M-4).

The electronic equipment destruct devises

are standard stock items (thermit) (M1A&2}. The

document and circuit beard destroyers are standard

stock items (sodium nitrate or sodium tricalcium
nitrate) (M-3). NWC China Lake devised and installed

a method to electrically ignite file and electronic
destruct devices from a central point within the
research spaces, scuttle charges are fired from outside
the research spaces. Scuttle firing and destruct ’
ignition are installed separately by standard mine .
safety appliance blasting units. These are battery
powered and independent of ship's power." (34)

The destruct devices were'repeatedly tested for effec— . c

tiveness. The .system was never proven totally satisfactory
regardlng the 30 minute goal set for destruction; however,

it was determined ‘that if allowed to fire, .after 30 minutes,
the process ‘of conflagratlon would be too great to reverse.

Prlor to the deactlvatlon of the TRSs, ‘no 1nc1dent
occured that warranted the use. of these devices so to date
the system has never been tested under actual conditions.

e

N

(34) COMSTSLANT 031818Z February 1969, “Scuttle and
' Destruct Report on Interlm Installation.
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| | o
 Repetitive mechanical failure was a problém common
to all the Technical Research Ships. The origianl TRS
program called for retirement of the first ships as it
advanced towards that time when TRSs were newly con-
structed from the ground up, but, when the time came to
retire the USNS VALDEZ in 1964, the program had reached
a point where funds were not available for new bonstruc-
tion and strong Justlficatlon for such on-g01ng construc—
tion was required.

\
\

Funds and justification for further ships were never
approved so the. original 6 ships represented the total
regsources of the TRS program until its conclus1on\ (The
VICOTRY ships LIBERTY/BELMONT had a life expectancy of
10 years beyond 1967; the Liberty ships OXFORD/GEQRGETOWN/
JAMESTOWN had a life expectancy of 5 years beyond 1967)

Though yearly-overhauls and periodic upkeep was the
standard operating procedure, the vessels and installed
equipment suffered numerocus casualties that can be blamed
primarily on "old aqe" factors and the problems i

T a2

“"with on a

vessel not constructed originally for that purpose. For
example: the USS GEORGETOWN suffered a boiler casualty
off Venezuela on 25 March 1967 which required 15 days in
port for .repairs; lost pump engine 14 December 1967 while
enroute to the Mediterranean on .a quick reac¢tion mission;
suffered a generator ocutage 1 ~ 26 May 1968; main engine
disablement 27 May ~ 06 June 1968; failure of a fuel in-
jection system in August 1968; lost SA-01 position due to
a hydraulic pump failure 14 - 25 August 1968; experienced
boiler steam main damage 13 - 16 November 1969; and had

a crank shaft damaged beyond repair December 1968 - 18
January 1969. The USNS MULLER lost two generators 11 -
29 July 1969; suffered a main engine failure 23 March -
05 April 1966 which requlred the ship to be towed to
safety; lost DCGB-04 position due to a short in the
equipment with no spare parts available on board 21 Dec-
ember - 29 December 1968; and lost a diesel generator

12 June 1969. C . \

: The problem can best be summed up by a statement from
CINCLANT concerning the delay of CEORGETGWN s last pro-
posed deployment' .




"The extent of GEORGETOWN's engineering problem...
cannot be determined for several days because of lack
of information on availability of parts for an ancient
_power plant which has ‘been out of productlon for many
years." (35) .

With every material casualty the relLability of a vessel
decreased and as the days off station for repairs increased

At a
time when TRSs were being looked to as resources for quick
reaction and | many were approach:.ng re-

tirement and unable to satisfy the&e req_ulrements.,

~/
{b) (1)
{b) (3)-50 USCT 403
{b) (3)-P.L. 86-36

(35) CINCLANT 0516402 July 1969, "USS GEORGETOWN Deployment
-* Recommendation”. ' _
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~~._ _  SECTION 6 S
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\ DEACTIVATION OF TECHNICAL RESEARCH S’HIPS./'/ S

\ e L S

4 ™~ Iy / / . (

\ In July 1969, OSD because of’ budgetary/llmltatlons,

proposed a reductlon to each\DOD department "s{ |
Each department was asked to submit a/plan based

on a 5% and 10% proposed reduction™ to indicate from where

the cuts would come. V«, /

CNO subsequently advised -of thosei I
programs considered most expendible and proposéd the
immediate inactivation of the -USNS VALDEZ and USNS MULLER,
" "...in view of the high cost’and difficulty 1n protecting

.. —the and due to the fact that the program does

A

|
|

ﬁbi(ik not provide sufficient redources for adequate uparadlng “(36)
tb) (31 -50 USC-403

(bl (3)<P.L. 86-3¢ ~-Oh 18 July,[::::::]forwarded to DEﬁSECDEF' the program
<bﬁé? P\{\ adjustments -for FY70 based on a 5% and 10% reduction in

86“: o)

S funds. With the 10% reduction, | lto retain only

2 ships for deployment in waters and one for deployment
w:.th a possibility of other deployments in the
uture if priorities change. (37) _

The first 1nd1catlon of Navy's actual deactivation move
: came in August when CNO, because of reduction in operatlng
. funds, initiated some preliminary ship movements prior to
' the final desposition determination by DEPSEC. The AGTRs
were placed on:the Navy's 703 list- the names of the ships
to be 1nact1vated\as a result of budget cutsg and the USS
) GEORGETOWN, undergorng upkeep prior to relief of the MULLER,
was ordered to remain:in port until further notice.

. As a result, CNO advised COMSTS that .obligation to cover
| the operations of the VALDEQ\and MULLER would be w1thhe1d
\ effective 1969. \\
. Estlmatlng that 60 days wauld\be necessary to strip
. the equipment, obtain dispositjon directions and prepare
| the shlps for lay up, COMSTSLANT recommended that CNO

\ the VALDEZ;,; then operating off the [ |
be returned to CONUS" 1mmed1ately fbr\deactlvatlon.

On 22 August, CNO dlrected CINCLANT to - return the VALDEZ
and indicated the MULLER would continue operating
until early September before deactlvatlon. (38)

. (36) CNO 092141% July 1969.. "'Proqram‘Ad-iustmétits. FY70".

Atb) {(3)-P.L. 86-36

ugus g, eactivation o )
 MULLERmg T NI R

L

(b) {(3)-P.L. 86-36
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Shortly thereafter, ‘concerned with ‘the potential
1oss of shipborne capability, forwarded a message to CNO L
expressing reaction to the moves takeh by that office to
deactivate the Shlps. The ne were neither coordin-

ated nor reportedl hntll after the fact.

In view of the p0551b1e deactlvatlon of the TRSs,l;::]\
requested comments: from the CINCs. regardlng their position
on this matter, “CINCLANT recommended rétention of one
or more of the TRSs for use in contlngeﬂcy support role.
CINCPAC recommended retent:.on of the two TRSs in Scutheast
Asia because of their "vital role in supporting current
and future allied operatlons." Stating that he could not
f___]oi:' ‘the AGTRs, USCINCEUR advised

ie removal

/that his reguirements .
/ could best be satlsfled/by other means.ua

JCs then advxsed/OSD (DDR&E) that the milltary
i ment to retain three AGTRs as previously suggested
/v was not. of sufflcxently high priority to warrant t

36

.. of the AGTRs from the Navy 703 List. |

(39) |252114Z August 1969,

"Deactlvatlon of Technlcal

J
i

) [1212462 SEP 69,

(40)
‘ Research Ships."

| .
86-36 (b) (3)=P.L. 86-36"
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Lo By mid-September, Deputy Secretary of Defense had
“not yet made a final decision concerning the disposition
of the TRSs. In the mean while, CNO proceeded with de-
actlvatiqn planning. The USNS VALDEZ was ordered home and
arrived in-Norfolk on 18 September to commence deactivation

-and the MULLER departed station 7 October and proceeded
from Port Everglades to Norfolk to ‘arrive 16 October.

§ On 01 October, Depﬁiy Secretary of Defense Packard
‘concluded that "retention of-the 4 AGTRs in the active

\ fleet is not required to satisfy{ |

| . or military requirements." (41)

y The study had been concluded apparently with out know-
| ledge of the DEPSEC's final decision on 01 October to de-
\ activate the MULLER. In view of his decision, no further
\ action on the report was considered necessary. The first
| enclosure to the memo was hwoever, forwarded to DEPSEC as
\ additional information relating to the deactlvatlon of the
. \ USNS MULLER. . |
\ . N - o
| Once the decision on final disposition was firm,
\ schedules and gu1de11nes for deactivation were formulated
\ for each vessel. N
1 The USNS VALDEZ arrived in Norfolk 18 Septmeber 1969.
|  The USNS MULLER arrived in Norfolk on 16 October and
! completed deactlvatlon on 28\October 1969.,

b The USS GEORGETOWN, in port Norfolk since 7 MAR 1969
. completed deactivation on 19 Qeéember 1969.

! The USS OXFORD and JAMESTOWN commenced deactivation in
'Yokosuka, Japan on 4 November. Since these two ships were
stricken from the Navy ledger, and the shipswere to be
stripped for resale no formal deactlvétlon notices were
orwarded. \
. The USS BELMONT the last to commence étrlpplng,
ccmpleted deactivation in January 1970 “
\ TN

(41) DEPSECDEF Memo 920425 dtd 01 October 1969,"
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FOPSECEST UMBRA —
.'; Aiby (1)

/Mb) (3)-50 USC 403
/ Mb) (3)-P.L. 86-36
SECTION 2 s
/ ”ll
/ MH
/Y
TYPES OF TECHNICAL RESEARCH SHIPS /i
! \IH
/ ik
AUXILLARY GENERAL TECHNICAL RESEARCH (AGTR) - 'l
USS OXFORD, USS JAMESTOWN, USS GEORGETOWN, ' 1
USS BELMONT, USS LIBERTY. K :{“‘““
The AGTRs were US Navy ships from rqéerve V'“‘
fleets, [ it

N
[ The i

ships were under the mili

| Lo
Basically, the operating schedule of an ACiﬁt
called for 16 week deployments and 2 month turn |
. over port periods. The length of cruises, port, | j
calls and shipyard schedules were governed by Navy”
policies and the ships themselves were sponsored o
by CNO. With the exception of the OXFORD, it cost|
approximately $3,100,000.00 to convert an AGTR amd\
$2,472,000.00 to operate it annually. T
! I
The AGTRs ranged in operating speeds from | | |
8-10 kts (USS GEORGETOWN) to 15-20 kts (USS BELMONT/
USS LIBERTY), the swiftest being well suited to | |
quick reaction or sweep missions. Lo
A B
N
MILITARY SEA TRANSPORATATION SHIP (MSTS) - o
USNS VALDEZ, USNS MULLER I i
\
|

\ [
The MSTS ships or T-AGs (Technical Auxillary! !
General) were small coastal transports | ! "
I | The'
ships were under the operatlonal control of the "
military Sea Transportation Service. Both the mastér
and operating crews were civilian
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Basically, the operating schedule for a T-AG
called for 5 days in port for every 25 days at sea
(not to exceed 25 days). Length of cruises, port
calls and shipyard schedules were established by
the Military Sea Transportation Service in coordin-
ation with NSa.

Originall the T-AGs were

RN D that is
D) (3}-50 USC 403~ — in
b)Y (3P L. 86-36 July 1967, sponsorship was turned over to the Chief
R of Naval Operations.as part of a two-fold plan to
o convert all TRSs to T-AGsf |
- ] The plan for conver-

. sion was never realized but the sponsorship was
~ shifted as programmed.

These ships, with a maximum operating speed of
10-11 kts were not capable of quick reaction or
shadowing missions but were well suited for sustained,

. in-depth .cq of a limited area (e.g. the USNS
MULLER off |

Another feature of these ships was the compara-
tively economical conversion and operating costs.
The lower cost of conversion ($3,300,000.00 &
$1,891,000.00) was due to the size and less rigid
standards of the Military Sea Transportation Service
as compared to those of the US Navy. Also, the
annual operating cost ($2,586,000.00) was signific-
antly less per year than that of the AGTRs when on-
station time is taken into consideration.

The on-station time of the T~AGs was consist-
ently higher than that of the AGTRs because these
ships were able to operate at sea for longer periods
of time and the yard periods and overhauls could be
performed in overseas ports (e.g. the USNS VALDEZ
operated from Capetown South Africa 1961-1967) unlike
the AGTRs which were required to return to CONUS, or
in the case of the OXFORD/JAMESTOWN, to Subic, for
yard periods.
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USS OXFORD (AGTR-1)

Former Hull Number: AG-159
Liberty Ship type: 2-EC2-S-C5

Displacement: 11,157 tons

b (L)

Former Name: 'ysg SAMUEL AITKEN (MCE-3127) " ./ 5 oo ysc 403

General Service Personne;rgllewéaE/ Officers - 9;

Enlisted - 151 -~

'Pé?génnel Allowed: Officers - 6;
Enlisted - 110

Propulsion: Reciprocating Steam

Maximum Speeé: 11 kts

First Commanding Officer: CDR Howard R. Lund
Conversion: New York Naval Shipyard
Commissioned: July 8, 1961

Cost of Conversion: $13,300,000.00

Lo

by {3)-P.L. B&-3¢6

= T{by (1)

{by {3y-50 USC 403
{b) {3)-18 uUsC 7¢8
{b} {3)-P.L. BE&~-3¢
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USS GEORGETOWN (AGTR-2)

Former Hull Number: AG-165
Liberty Ship Hull type: A-~EC2-S-C5
Displacement: 11,157 tons

Length: 441'

FPormer Name: SS ROBERT W. HART

General Service Personnel Allowed: Officers -~ 9;
Enlisted - 151 Y
e T T T B (1)

[ Jpersonnel allowed: Officers - 6; (b} (3)-50 USC 403
Enlisted - 137 {b) (3)~P.L. 856-3€

Propulsion: Reciprocating Steam
Maximum Speed: 11 kts
First Commanding Officer: LCDR Westly A. Gleason

Conversion: Newport News Shipbuilding and Drydock
Company

Commissioned: November 9, 1963

Cost: 3,100,000.00

(b} -18 UsSC 788

) (b) (1)

e ibj (3)-50 USC 403
(3)

(b} (3)-P.L. B€-3¢
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USS JAMESTOWN (AGTR-3)

Former Hull No: AG-166

Liberty Ship Hull type: Z2Z~-EC2-8-C5

Digplacement: 11,157 tons

Former Name: S8 J. HOWLAND GARDNER

General Service Personnel Allowed:
Enlisted - 151

Enlisted - 137
Propulsion: Reciprocating Steam
Maximum Speed: 11 kta

First Commanding Officer:

Conversion:
. Commissioned: December 13, 1963
Cost: $3,000,000.00

PeFsonnel Allowed: Officers - 6;

Officers -~ 9;

e = T (L)
(b] {3)-50 USC 403

{b} (3}-P.L.

CDR Allen J. Kaplan

Newport News Shipbuilding and Drydock Co.

_ —"b) (1)

{b) {3)-P.L.

Ed

< [Ty FYLAa
TFOP SECR=

st BV

§€-3¢€

Lo (b) (3)~50 USsC 403
{b) {3)-18 UsC 798

8636
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USS BELMONT (AGTR-4)

Former Hull Number: AG-167
Victory Ship hull type: VC2-S-AP3
Displacement: 11,500 tons

Former Name: IRAN VICTORY

General Service Personnel Allowed: Officers - 9:

Enlisted - 151 o
e e T T iby (13

| Personnel Allowed: Officers - 6; (b) (3)-50 USC 403

Enlisted - 128 (b} (3)-P.L. 86-36
Propulsion: Steam Turbine
Maximum Speed: 18 kts
FPirst Commanding Officer: CDR Jerome E. Henderson

Conversion: Williamette Iron and Steel Works,
Portland, Oregan

Commissioned: November 2, 1964

Cost:

1)

3)-50 USC 403
3)-18 USC 798
3)-P.L. 86-36
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TSNS VALDEZ (T-AG-169)

Hull Number: T-AG-169

Knot Ship hull type: Cl-M-AV1

Displacement: 5,000 tons

Former Name: ROUND SPLICE/JOSEPH J. MARTINEZ

Ship Personnel Allowed: Officers - 11;
Enlisted - 48

e e T T ) (1)
Pergonnel Allowed: Officers - 4; (b} (3)-50 USC 403
Enlisted -~ 91 (b} (3)-P.L. BE-3€

Propulsion: Diesel
Maximum Speed: 9 kts
Pirst Master: William F. O'Reilly

Re~acquired from Maritime Administration in 1959;
. returned to Navy in 1961

Conversion: 3,300,000.00

b (L)
o (b} (3)-530 USC 403
{b} {3)-18 USC 798
(b} (3}~P.L. B€-3€




DOCID: 3526679

USNS MULLER (T-AG-171)

Hull number: T-AG-171

Knot Ship hull type: Cl-M-AV1
Displacement: 6,000 tons
Former Name: CHECK KNOT

Ship's Personnel Allowed: Officexrs - 11;
Enlisted - 48

S N
Personnel Allowed: Officers - 4; (b} (3)-50 USC 403
Enlisted - 90 (bY {3)-P.L. 86-36
Propulsion: Diesel
Maximum Speed: 10 kts
First Master: William F., O'Reilly
Re~-acquired Maritime Administration in 1962 -
Reclassified T-AG-171 in 1963
Conversion Cost: 1,891,000.00
=Ty (1)
e {b) (3)=50 USC 403

(b} (3)-18 USC 798
(b} (3}-P.L. 8&-3¢
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(b} (D)

{(b) {3)~50 USC 403
(b){3)~18 UBC 798
tb) {3)~-P.L. 86-36
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{b) (1)

(b) {3)-50 USC 403
(b) (3)-18 USC 798
(b) (3)-P.L. 86-36
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T T e N j "'E.\ ﬂmgia
L i‘:; '-_\ ‘v‘;y,k;‘;k}‘

(b
' b>(3) 50 USC 493
1) SECTION 4 7 b) 3j-P.L. 86-3¢
3)-50 USC 403 7
3)-18 USC 798 | HISTORY OF e -
3}rP L. 86-38¢ o o
. USS OXFORD

|
e {

“« -, i
i
1

mmAA

SHAKEDOWN AND FIRST DEPLOYMEN‘,/I' | 1

The USS OXFORD, converted from a Liberty ﬁull
to a Technical Research Shlp (TRS), was the firs
U.S. Navy vessel s 1

. |

p H ¥
for the OXFORD to deploy to the African coast in’
January 1962 ypon completion of its shakedown‘ops
at GTMO. Augmeﬁtatlon of a Latin American TR \
| ‘program however, necessitated the sghipis
diversion to South AmericasS8he arrived on—stat;lons
in mid-January 1962. The operations area was the
east coast of South Amerlca$__

and operational guidance was provided in

. An evaluation of the OXFORD's first two cruises
indicated that|

y (1)

y (3)-50 USC 403
}{3)-18 USC 798
}(3)-P.L. 86-3%6
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}~50 USC 403
}~18 USC 798
})~-P.L. 86-36

17
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}{3)-50 USC 403
3) {31~18 USC 798
y{(3)~P.L. 86-36
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b) (1)
(b) (3)-50 USC 403
(5\) (3)-18 USC 798
{(br{3)~-P.L. 86-36
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b (1)

(b) {3)-50 USC 403

(B) {3)-P.L. 8636
\




-18 USC 7958

)
)—-50 USC 403
)
}-P.L. 86-3¢
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(b} (3)-50 USC 403
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{(b}{3)-P.L. 86-36
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DEACTIVATION

. ; r____ThB_IISS_DXEQB.D__c_ontmna? operations- ]
; P until November 1969.
; - Tasking was for the most part_ rottine in nature and
; ’a there was no requirement for diversion of the ship

during the last months: -of operatlons. Migsion objectives
for TRSs_was published in January 1969.

-~ In Au?_;ust, CNO published its 703 list of ships to
. /be inactivated as a result of the DOD budget cut.

_ © . The USS OXFORD, as well as all the TRSs were included
7~ in the list, -
N Mﬁ,;J [programming for the deletion of the
’ -~ -=w="" ghips from Navy's inventory was completed.

BH- oo -

\ \x_
§

WA
I

O souscass~ - On 20” October, “the USS OXFORD| ]
(bX3)-18 USC 798 S | |sailed to Yokosuka, Japan to commence
{b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 stripping and deactivation. The ship was stricken

from the Navy ledger and stripped for resale.




~18 Usc 798¢

)
})-50 USC 403
)
)-P.L. B6-36

by 1y

DOCID: 3526678 7 {b){3)~-50 USC 403

7 (b){3)1-P.L. 8€-3€

USS GEORGETOWN

On 2 January 1964, the USS GEORGETOWN departed
Portsmouth, Virginia enroute to Guantanamo Bay for

three weeks of general shakedown training exercises.

On completion of the training period, the ship pro-
ceeded to Montego Bay, Jamaica and then to Key West,
Florida. ‘
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) -18 USC 798
b} -P.L. 86-36
o !
L
\
. THIRD DEPLOYMENT OF THE USS GECRGETOWN
TbY Ly o - On 5 January 1965, the USS GEORGETOWN departed
b a3zv5o use- 4(3 “Norfolky; Va.- to_conduct special operations in the
1 (3)-P. L 86-36 o ~ljarea and along —the]
- coasts. The cruise was divided into three phases:

- (1) between Norfolk and|

re

)
(%)'—50 USC 403

(b} (3)-18 USC 798
(b} {3})-P.L. 86~-36
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/

~-50 U%€.403
~18 USC 798 —
.L. B86-3¢€

o AR

\ \ On completion of this mission, the shiﬁ
\ relieved the USNS MULLER
5 t The USS GEORGETOWN remained on station until
N relieved on 8 May by the USNS MULLER and then proceeded

\ to Norfolk.
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¢
K UIRER
S éb;(3»-50 UsSC 403
o {b -P.L. 86-36

. i o - , T LTk I
® | pEPLOYMENT 1965-1966 . H
N L . !‘ :
[
) (1) B Loy
{(b) 13)=50 USC 403 by
(b} {3)~18 USC 798 P
(b} {3)-P.L, 36—36 P
Co “ ’ f -
- ! i
\-’ i {
_ | !
[ |
i i
i I
i
f |
) |
l {
! t

{

I
The GEORGETOWN returned to Norfolk on 7 Harch 1966.

|
. . RELIEF OF THE bSNS MULLER MAY-JULY 1966/ |
o -JULY-AUGUST 1966 .

I

_On completlon of upkeep, the USS GEORGETOWN
departed Norfolk 17 May 1966 enroute the | lopera-
tions area to relieve the USNS MULLER, |

{b) (1} :

{b) {(3}-50 USC 403
(b} (3)~18 USC 798
(b) {3)-P.L. 86-386
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{b} {(3)-18 UsC
(b)\{3)-P.L. 86

Thy (1)
(B) (3)-50 uscC
(b)(3)~R.In .8

798

-36

403 . i
6-36 On 23 August, the USS GEORGETOWN arrived in

_ " - Norfolk where she remained in port until 4 October 1966.

e
i

AN

.
~
e

“~

DEPLOYMENT OCTOBER - DECEMBER 1966

On 4 d\cjto\lgj_LJ&ﬁﬁ..__tb.aJJs.? GEORGETOWN departed
Norfolk enroute’ This curise was divided

into two parts:

]

-50 USC 403
~18 USC 798

-P.L.

86-36




D&&ﬁﬁ@o3§2@§79 :
(B) (3)
B )

[ERTA

-18 UsC 798
(3)-P.L. 86-36

(b) (3}

£ ;-~_ii'fﬂb>(n
e R
The USS GEORGETOWN returned “to Norfolk,
21 December 1966

\‘

S/

- - /; \\

DEPLOYMENT MARCH - MAY’lQGﬂ \

7

The USS GEORGETOWN departed NbrfolK 7 March 1967
for deployment to
L " deployment, this ¢

i \ :

\
7 A8 1% the previous'
¥ se ivided 1 to 2 phases:
\A

4
| .

/ (b»(31—P L.
Vd.

-50 UsSC 403
8€-36

\ out off|

On 25 March the GEORGETOW& suffered a boiler blow-

There were no personnel
injury but damage to thé sShip necessitated her return

to Cristobal, C.Z2. on 31 March where she remained under
repair until 15 April 1967;
i ‘1\

. /"/
MULLER RELIEF MAY - JUNE 1967

On 15 May, the USS, GEORGETOWN, having |

relieved the USNS MULLER]|

/
/
4

On 23 June, /the USNS MULLER returned to station and
the USS GEORGETOWN sailed to Norfolk.
\

DEPLOYMENT - NOVEMBER 1967
|

The USS GEORGETOWN departed Norfolk, Va. on 16
October enroute the Fleet Training Center at Guantanamo

Bay for two weeks undemay refre he
o
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Nb) (1)

(b) (3)-50 USC 403
(bY (3)-18 USC 798
RBRER- R L 86-36

On 26 December, the GEORGETOWN sailed|

| but was forced to return
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- o R s U QYRR DN

the same day because of salt water corrosion in the
evaporators and low feed water. Repairs were completed
on 31 December 1967. '

: e ¢ ST
TOP SECRET SHSRA—
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/
}
)
./‘
K MULLER RELIEF - JUNE-August 1968 _
R In May 1968, proposed the USS GEORGETOWN
/ (= ne M R o=
r//
/
‘/
./"
'
’/

/

!

/
Y Iy =~ ——
(b} (3)-50 USC 403
(b) (3)-18 USC 798
(b) (3)-P.L. 86-36
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{b} (3)-50 USC 403
{b) 13)-P.L. 86-36

" R N " NN Tt
: — e e .
. i S e AN L e A
<
.

The GEORGETOWN relieved by the USNS MULLER on 1 August,
arrived in Norfolk 7 August 1968.

{b) (1)

{(b) {3)~-50 USC 403
(b} (3)-18 USC 798
(b} (3)-P.L. 86-36

38
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th) (3)-50 USC 403

) o tg;i? ;x-.z{;":’, — T R ; »
fb)(3)-18 USC 798 e A apOT RS SERIERPIS H
(b)%—P.L. B6-36 : ) -
W
[ttt
L
4 \
Py
[
Vo
i
P
Y
| ‘»\
§ i
‘\ i)
! ;\
\ \
Lo The GEORGETOWN departed Norfolk enroutel  lon
! b 17 September and operated in the- are il 27
! ' October when she sailed f6¥ the east coast of-
§ ; o Dbt
4 o —
o ’J:ﬂ
oy 1) '

|
(b) i3)-50 UsSC 443
{(b) (3)-P.L. 86-36

/A port call was scheduled in
fon 27 November for badly needed waterside/fireside
cleaning of boiler and maintenance of the auxillary

\_ equipment.,
\ *
\ While the ship was

returning to the east coast 0
. resume coastal operations,’




Nby (1}

I By (31— 50 UQC 403‘;79

fb\) (3)- 86~-36

B .
TN P d i hiiroiall I 4 4 n@?ﬁ_
TN fomlarl wbos £ b rlYclesl
RN
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[ S

[ A

i \

N
P

On 13 November, the ship reported a boiler outage
which the ghip's forcewas able to correct by 16 November.
On 8 January 1969, the ship reported the loss of the

number 1 diesal generator and engine crankshaft; the latter's
repalx was not within the capabilitvy of the ship's force.

DEACTIVATION OF THE USS GEORGETOWN
i

The GEORGETOWN arrlved in
after an extended east |

Norfolk on 6 March 1969
\

a0

= oFE Cics L

'B‘

u&hYuh-ﬁh
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. On 17 October, CNO publicly announced the retirement
of the USS GEQORGETOWN. On 17 December l969| was
disestablished. ‘

by (1)

{by {3)-50 USC 403
ib) (3)-P.L. 86-3¢
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0SS JAMESTOWN

“Hb) (1)

th) (3)-50 USC 403
(b} {(3)~-P.L. 86-36

i
The USS JAMESTOWN, a converted Liberty hull, began
service as a Technical Research Ship on 20 January 1964
when she left Norfolk for shakedown operations in the

Caribbean. The five week cruise included stops at

4

Guantanamo Bay, Kingston, Jamaica and a week of operatlons

off Havana.

FIRST DEPLOYMENT

A
\
\
|

The JAMESTOWN's first full deployment, a scheduled

circimnavigation of Africa, began on 9 April 1964.

The

130 day deployment covered approximately 31,000 engine
miles and took the ship into the Medlterranean, through

the Suez Canal, the Red Sea,

coast, north alon

south along the EBast African

and

f The deployment area was arbitrarilv divided into thrae

I parts to facilitate tasking and evaluation: Part

(-gizgfri;in_the_Atlantlc_Qnean to and from the deplovment
/:’

b) (1

b} (3)-50 UsSC 403
b) (3)-18 UsC 798
b} {3)-P.L. 86-36

(2]

~_



{1

3{3 -50 USC 403
}{31-18 UsSC 79g
}{

Kt
{
{
{ 3}-P.L. 86-36

b
b
b
b
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o (1)
b} (3r<50 USC 403
(b} (3)~18 -usc 798
(B) (3)“R.L. B6-36
\ ~ -
\\ .
. N
| THIRD DEPLOYMENT S
The ship departed Norfolk 23 March 1965
\
A
\
\

o

.
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-18 Usc 798

(1) '

{3)-50 USC 403
3)

3)-P.L. 86-36
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b} (3)-50 USC 403
by (3)-18 USC 798
BIM3)-P.L. 86-36
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{(bj13)-18 UsC 798

{B (3)-P.L. B6-36
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y~-50 USC 403

{b) (1
(b) (3
{(B) (3)-18 USC 798
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A

b
b
B

{ }-P.L. 86~36
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b} (1)
tb) {3)-50 USC 40
{B) (3)~ 18 USC 79
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N

N

The JAMESTOWN's operations between January and October
1969 were, primarily routine in nature. On 7 October the
ship left Southeast Asia enroute to its annual overhaul
at Sasebo. During this period, the decision was made by
DEPSECDEF to deactivate all the technical research ships.
The ship was then moved from Sasebo to Yokosuka to be
decommissioned in mid-December 1969.
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T B (3) =50 J8C L0232

. A S S I P00 AR P
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USS BELMONT - ’ ;

p , \
The USS BELMONT was the first of the v:.ci-.ory type
hulls to be converted to a Technical Research Ship. :
The ship's maximum speed of 18~ knots made it more
responsive than previous TRSs to situatlons requlrinb
swift diversion from one éperations area ‘to another.\

The initi lans provmded for 128 enlisted and 6
officer ‘personnel, |

; The BELMONT's shakedown cru;se to the Caribbean arga
/ began on 20 January 1965. Underway tralnlng was condugted
/ during daylight hours with the ship returning to Guantanamo
, each night and on we /From 20-26 February, the |
; ship operated in thejfffffi}area and returned to Norfolk
; on 01 March 1965. . 3
/ \
. / FIRST DEPLOYMENT |

|
/ |

/ The BELMONT's first full deployment, starting on 26 |
/ April 1965, was scheduled for the west coast of i l

7
/
i -

o

L
(i (1)

(bi(3,~50 USC 403
(b} {31-18 UST 798
(L1 {3;-F.L. B&-36
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b P
Lo SECOND DEPLOYMENT -~ .,
Vo ‘\ -
L l._In_.mi.d:Sﬁx?temﬁer 1965, the BELMONT deployed to
| where it was tasked
A\
4 Y
\ THIRD DEPLOYMENT
V On 16 March 1966, the BELMONT began its third deployment.
|
\
|
\
\
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FOURTH DEPLOYMENT

\
|
In September 1966, the BELMONT began a deployment to
the west coast of]

L
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FIFTH DEPLOYMENT
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'\\SEVENTH DEPLOYMENT\\~\

~~

“The BELMONT did not depart For]

—

again until

mld—l968\due to numerous delays encountered during the
sh1p~s yard overhaul ferlod and the need for refresher

tralning for the

personnel on board.

The BELMONT's

operations orders were changed several times enroute to

West coast)
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After a brief port call in Rota, Spain the ship departed
the Mediterranean enroute Norfolk. On 31 October, the
BELMONT arrived in Norfolk where stripping and deactivation
procedures began. Deactivation was completed in January 1970.

62 ' -
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USS_LIBERTY | S

i S

[ On 5 February 1965, the USS MBERTY, AGTR—S, sailed

from the Bremerton shlpyard at/washlngton. The ship
N transited to Norfolk, Virginia and arrived 25 February

| ‘' _to begin preparing forf™

! The 0SS L;BEﬁTY with émbarked, conducted
shakedown operations at Guantanamo Bay between 29 March and
! 27 April 1965, and then deployed to the west coast of

[::::::}fiom Norfolk on 15 June 1965.
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SECOND DEPLOYMENT TO WEST coasT| - S ‘;
Lo ‘ / I 1
[ . On 3 January 1966, thevUSS LIBERTY dgplgzgﬁ_ﬁ:gmﬁ__,_
b - Norfolk enroute|
K \ ‘\
L The ship operated| ‘ ‘ ]
t \ for approximately 2 months before returnlng to Norfolk
\ k on 21 March 1966. ; | |
\'\ \‘\ /# /: l
, ' / ! |
" /) .!} "‘
x‘x\ ‘..\ / ; |
\ \ / ! i
3 \ ‘1 } i
| X / ! ¢
/ H |
. / i !
,} / ;
"\ / { i
\ ’ '
. x\\ / ! |
| / I |
i - %
: ’ !
\ On 31 May 1966, the USS LIBERTY sailed from Norfolk: to
\ begin her third deployment to’/the west coast of

1
|This mission, which lasted u@til 30 August 1966, was conducted
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. The LIBERTY returned to Norfolk on 28 February l$67
for ugkeep. \

4
i

FINAL\DEPLOYMENT

Oon 3 May 1967, the LIBERTY sailed from Norfolk to the 4
west coast of [ ] |

kY .
3
o

On 8 June, the ship was attacked by Israeli topedo boats
and fighter jets. Serious damage was sustained by the ship
and casualities were high. The shlp was subseguently towed
to Malta to undergo temporary repairs and later to the U. S‘=
where she remained out of commission until the end of the

it
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EXTENSION OF THE USNS VALDEZ

The USNS VALDEZ was orzginally slated to be phased out
in 1964. As the time for inactivation approached, and
prospect of losing the ship became more apparent, strong
voices were heard in favor of extending the ship. The
basic rationale for the proposal was as follows: TRSs 2
and 3 which were programmed for commissioning by the end
of calendar year 1963 would not become operationally
available until late FY64. At that time, the VALDEZ, MULLER
and ROBINSON were due for deactivation; this left only
3 TRSs to be applied to all existing regquirements. TRSs
4 and 5, programmed  for December 1964 would not be opera-
tionally available 65 id

o) (1)

{(LY{3) =50 USC 41
in} {3)-18 UsC 7
(bl {3)=P.L. £6~3
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The VALDEZ deployed once again to east coast on 3 Jan-

uary 1967 and remained there until 8 April when she began
!

her transit through the Suez Canal to the Mediterranean
enroute CONUS.

. VALDEZ REHABILITATION PLANNING
i .

y

The VALDEZ, commissioned in 1967 to meet|

| had been
programmed since 1964 . on a vear-to-year basis until 1967.
She had been operated exclusively from foreign ports since
1961 and because overhaul had routinely been accomplished

in Capetown, she had been virtually inaccessible for modifie-
ation and updating of the research department facilities

and electonic installations. 1In 1967, the Shlp was pro-
grammed for overhaul prior to July 1967.
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USNS VALDEZ REHABILITATION

Between 14 June - 11 September 1967, the USNS VALDEZ
underwent rehabilitation, upkeep and refresher training.
Includéd in:the yard projects were: rehabilitation of
enlisted men's living spaces including air-conditioning;
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- “tbi (1)

o b} (3)-50 USC 403
o ib) (3)-P.L. 86-36
; |

x"”’ }
installation of half deck in #2 hold above existing
third deck MILDEPT office spaces; air-conditioning of

MILDEPT maintenance area and administration spaces;
and painting of the exterior of the ship.

REDEPLOYMENT TO | -

The USNS VALDEZ departed for th

e west coast of
on 18 September after test ini i

50 UsSC 4

In May 1968, the ship returned to the west coast
A

where she operated until 18 December 1968 when she set
sail for New York for overhaul.

USNS VALDEZ OVERHAUL 1968-1969
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The USNS VALDEZ, then commencing overhaul in the :
U.S., was examined as to its capability to provide this |
support.

During the ship's overhaul period, a TRSSCOMM AN/SRC-33
system was installed. It was hoped that this additional
equipment would provide the ship with a more reliable
communications capability. The USNS VALDEZ, in the past,

had experienced chronic _communications problems especially
while operating in the L

From the time installation of the system was completed,
problems with the egquipment began primarlly involving the
antenna and its controls. The ship, originally scheduled
to depart for[ _ _Jon 11 December 1968 postponed sailing
until January 23, 1969, due to recurring problems involving
the 1nstallatlon and testing- Qf the new TRSSCOMM.

During its remaining days in the\uxs., the ship received
scuttle/destruct devices and conducted walk through drills.

R
—

RIS
() (380 USC 403
{b;{3)-P.L. '}{>—’;:,«b
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e (3 -P.L. 86-36

T e

The VALDEZ fifally departed f




. nse 403 i

In April, the ship experienced failure of transmitters
which required 26 days in port Monrovia, Liberia to correct.
At the same time, TRSSCOMM system developed problems.
Correction of these problems was hampered by excessive heat
in the equipment bays. It was necessary to send a tech-

‘ nician andparts fram the U.S. to Monrovia to accomplish
Ter1 "‘ repalrs . i

(L1 {31=-80 UST 403
() {3)~3.L. 86~36_

1

. On 6 June, the Shlp suffered a main engine ‘disablement
which left it dead in the water off Luanda. The ship was
towed tb\port where repairs were: completed on 14 June.

. On 13 August, "€ENO withheld the obligational authority

| to cover the operatlonS‘ef V. ER beyond 1 Octo-
L ber 1969 (ref gection 6). recommended the
. . immediate return of the VALDEZ to the U.S. and CINCLANT,

on COMSTS' estimate that 60 days would be necessary to
X deactivate the ship, ordered her return on 23 August.

The USNS VALDEZ, in port Monrovia for routine port call,
received orderes to sail to Norfolk, Va. on completion of
\ the in port period. The ship departed on 27 August and
\ arrived in Norfolk on 18 September to commence deactivation.
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oy AN . e
L N In early 1962, the Secreta _Def
' \ N
k \ B [In response to the DOD
C directiv ko determine the resources this would
require, -developed a two-phased program for sub-
Lo 2 ) P P
\ N mission to e Assistant Secretary of Defense and arranged
o for the charter and conversion of a ship through the
\ \

Military Sea Transportation Service (MSTS)
i \

In August 1962, COMSTS advised that the USNS MULLER
had been selected for reoutfitting and py Septembery ‘al-
teration procedures had begun.

On 23 April 1963, the USNS MULLER T-AG-169 left
Higgens Shipyard ne

ar New Orleans for Kev West and on
v 30 April the ship,
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FIRST DEPLOYMENT APRIL 1963 - APRIL 1964 LY
B
W
tb) (1)
(b} (3)~-50 USC
}(3rvE.L. 8¢

L

On 21 Apr;l 1964 the ship sailed to Tampa, Florlda
to undergo its first annual overhaul.

SECOND DEPLOYMENT MAY 1964 - APRIL 1965

On 19 May the MULhER\sailed from the shipyards to
resume her normal mission-

i

i
[

THIRD DEPLOYMENT MAY 1965 - MAY 1966

The USNS MULLER returned to operations on 21 May 1965
when she relieved the USS GEORGETOWN in Key West.
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FOURTH DEPLOYMENT JUNE 1966 - MAY 1967

On 29 June 1966, the USNS MULLER, on completion of

drydock and overhaul in New York, relieved the USS GEORGE-
TOWN at Key West and

Muller Generator Casualty

On 1l July, the USNS MULLER, having just completed
overhaul, reported failure of 2 generators. COMSTSLANT

directed the ship to rema £ ugh £ coast to
preclude drifting-int before a

tow could be arranged.




B
&K\}\\y (3)-F.L. 3

i
®
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While awaiting tow, the ship established afpattérn
of drifting for approximately eight hours whilé all power
was shifted to the Research Operations spaces, and then

" : . g4 Y
returning to its original position by shifting all shlb‘s
J power back to its engines, |

& A\

The following day, the USS EATON tootjthe MULLER in\\
tow to Key West where repairs were completed on 29 July.

i Underwater Hull Inspection

i

/ N
{
/

- COMSTSLANT in turn recommendedﬁthat members of the
11 MULLER's MILDEPT |

‘be trained to accomplish
hull inspection rather than contracted personnel because
; this could offer an opportunity to attach objects to the
‘ hull as well as draw undesirable attention to the ship.
i

DIRNAVSECGRU |objected to the use of

&ersonnel for
; this task and recommended use of shore-base
ii sonnel.

military per-
COMSTS Port Canaveral subsequently arranged for
in-port diving services to accomplish hull inspection and
the MULLER was directed to report satisfactory completion
i of the job in the first SITREP following the inspection.
} 1

| FIFTH DEPLOYMENT JUNE 1967-JUNE 1968

(o} {3)-2.L.

36-36
On 22 June, the USNS MULLER relieved the USS GEORGE-
‘[_gown at Key West and resumed|
i
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The MULLER was accompanled by an escort at all times
until her final recall in October 1969.

-assigned normally operated outboard of the MULLER but within
TN

The three destroyers
quick reaction range for periods of no less than five days.

Section 5, P 103)
| i v

The special provisioning and refueling requirements
of the destroyers necessitated several changes to the
schedule routine the shlp had previously employed (see

SIXTH DEPLOYMENT AUGUST 1968-OCTOBER 1969
] \
\

On 6 August 1968, the USNS MULLER commenced what was
to be her last deployment.
[

On 16-17 December the ship was off-station in dry
dock in Tampa, Florida undergoing repairs to generators.
|

Jeactivation of the TISNS MULLER

In July 1969, CNO in response to the proposed Navy

FY-70 reduction in funding, recommended the immediate

inactivation of the USNS VALDEZ and USNS MULLER.

\ MULLER was due for her annual yard overhaul in September,
1

|

The
but due to CNO's proposal to withhold obligational authority
to cover her operations, COMSTS recommended the ship be
operations.

diverted as soon as possible to NORVA to commence stripping




DOCID: 3526679

®

The ship‘arrivea on 16 October and removal of the

o 's equipment began 3.mmediate1y. On 28 October
[afﬁ!r:}was deactivated. ,

(b) (1) : A » , : ~
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CHRONOLOGY OF CRUISES BY SHIP

-

USS OXFORD /AGTR-1)

04 January 1962 - 08 May 1962

16

31
19
05
03

17
25

11

16
12

19

12

13

03
13
23
05
20
12
18

July 1962 - 02 March 1963

May 1963 - 06 September 1963
December 1963 - 31 June 1964
February 1964 - 10 June 1964
August 1964 - 02 December 1964

February 1965 - 03 June 1965

June 1965 - 31 August 1965
September 1965 - 31 October 1965
November 1965 -~ 18 December 1965
February 1966 - 05 March 1966
March 1966 - 05 June 1966

June 1966 - 28 July 1966

August 1966 - 07 September 1966
September - 28 October 1966
November 1966 - 6 December 1966
December 1966 - 12 January 1967
January 1967 - 24 April 1967
May 1967 - 03 July 1967
September 1967 ~ 29 November 1967
December 1967 - 15 March 1968
April 1968 - 17 July 1968

L
I

4y

I
East coast |

| LU
[

AR
East coast |

i i
Caribbean i %
\ Ay

West'coasti W

West coast W

Subic

West/East coast "
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28 July 1968 -~ 23 August 1968

21 September 1968 - 21 December 1968
03 Januvary 1969 —- 09 April 1969

24 April 1969 ~ 27 July 1969

11 August 1969 -~ 03 November 1569

DEACTIVATED 7

: . ‘(b) (1)
. ’ (b) (3)-50 USC 403
. {ib) (3;1-P.L. 86-3¢
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21
15
18
05
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08
16
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07

23

16
08
18

06

28
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/A (3)~-P.L. 86-36
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USS GEORGETOWN | T VAGTR-2)

April 1964 - 26 May 1964 | AN
July 1964 -~ 26 October 1964 ?Easi.éqgsﬁ ; -
January 1965 - 30 March 1965 West cbaél i n
April 1965 - 08 May 1965 o ?vag LR
s "

July 1965 - 13 October 1965 East coast

|
North cqast

December 1965 - 07 March 1966

May 1966 - 30 June 1966 | / ;iii \5\

July 1966 - 23 August 1966 | !’ . 1 \Gﬂ
October 1966 - 21 December 1966 North Coast[ | f{i x
March 1967 - 13 May 1967 | North c#ast : 5 ‘;

May 1967 - 30 June 1967

4

[
D
ot

T
}
|
1

October 1967 - 04 November 1967 Refresher tréﬂninb GTMO |

November 1967 - 22 November 1967

November 1967 - 13 December 1967

December 1967 - 26 March 1968
June 1968 -~ 09 Auqust 1968
September 1968 - 05 October 1968
October 1968 - 27 January 1969

1

|
f
!
|

|
|

!
|
|
f

[

i
H

!
3

i
i

. ol
Mediterranean

é}p

|

1

i

E
5
Lo
i 3

i [

BEast coas Indian
Ocean |

: J
South Atlantic

January 1969 - 07 March 1969

- DEACTIVATED

Norva
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USS JAMESTOWN /AGTR-3) P BRI

09 April 1964 -~ 17 August 1964 Norf 119-Med7[ L
Norva P

14 October 1964 - 03 February 1965 West coast, L

\
24 March 1965 -~ 23 July 1965 East/West, coast [ |

23 October 1965 -~ 02 January 1966 \

07 January 1966 - 01 April 1966

22 April 1966 ~ 03 July 1966

14 July 1966 - 30 September 1966

11 October 1966 - 23 December 1966

31 December 1966 - 02 February 1967
. 12 April 1967 ~ 11 July 1967

07 August 1967 - 13 November 1967

19 November 1967 - 20 February 196§

03 March 1968 ~ 13 June 1968

02 July 1968 - 30 September 1968

17 October 1968 - 15 January 1969

07 February 1969 - 17 March 1969

31 March 1969 - 30 June 1969

18 July 1969 - 18 October 1969

DEACTIVATED
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\ 102 ﬁbcember 1§&4

MV

-“2i$Dacember 1964
\\lB\Januasy\IQGS
26

15

01 Ma;ch\IQESS

\1965‘\K

.
N
. ~.

Py
Sl
R

Aprll\lSGB n‘kﬁ Ju}

l/ //

September\lQGS‘ 28 Januarg 196% -

~.

17 March 1966 - 19 July 1966

\\\\
N

N ,
\ S, -
. N

i
T
.

08 Septembef\196€\f”14\Qovembén;L9§§°\\

AN
BN .
S

~

February 1967 - 08 June 1967

AN

02

\ N

15 August 1967 -~ 03\0ctober 196?
N

04 October 1967 - 16 November 1967

17 November 1967 - 14 Deqember 19§7\\

~
\.
A

15 May 1968 - 14 June 1968

15 June 1968 ~ 25 September 19@&

September 1968 - 30 October 1968

N

26

31 October 1968 -~ 28 Novmeber 1968

18 June 1969 ~ 30 October 1969

DEACTIVATED

X

\ East coast |

Bremerton-Norfolk

Shakedown cruise to GTMO

Py
.~
.y

West\eaasti

.

Went coasfﬁ

28 May - 02 Ju

1y |
Northwest coa;€£::::]

. circumpavigation

k*q»

AN

N . = . l
West coast

East coast{ |

“west coast] |

\\ transit to CONUS

~

_ ‘Refresher training at

G o

West coast[ ]

Transit South Atlantic/

Indlan ch
West caast

YNorva

Mediterranean




03

31

0l
03

0l

ary | AGTR-5)

February iQ%S >:2§ February 1965 Bremerton - Norfolk
March 1965 -~ 23‘A5 ii‘i§ﬁ§f1\~\ \N\Shakgdown at GTMO

June 1965 - 27 October 1965 ‘\\‘\t\\WiSt ci;éE* to

~.

January 1966 - 21 ‘March 196\6\ o :::_‘\;‘S“EE:

/'/

-
May 1966 - 30 August 1966 " West- coast
November 1966 - 28 February i?ﬁz West coast
May 1967 - 24 May 1967 . West coast
June 1967 - 08 June 1967 Mediterranean ops

{Torpedoed during Arab-
Israeli crisis and
subsequently deactivated)
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26
16
21
26
27
21
20
03
09
21
18
17
29

23
19
27

usNs VALOEZ| - - Yw-ac-169)
\ Decemﬂéf\lQGl ~ February 1962 South A;iéﬁfié
\\*\$February 1965\=\September 1962 West coast
\October 1962 - March 1963 West coast
.March 1963 - 24 January 1934\ West coast
February 1964 - 09 August 1964 \\\\K\West coast
August 1964 - 10 February 1965 é;§t»goast
March 1965 = 20 Qctober 1965 East coast
October 193§ - 15 December 1965 West coast
Decembexr 1965 - 24\May\i966 East coast
June 1966 - 10 Octobex 1966 Fast coast
October 1966 - 13 Decemher 1966 West coast
January 1967 - 30 March 1967 \Esii; East coast
April 1967 - 16 Apr11\1967 \\, E
April 1967 - 22 May 1967\\ i iﬁe&i;erranean

December 1967 - 16 May 196£\\ \\\ past]| -

May 1968 -~ 28 August 1968 \\n \Wgst coast’
August 1968 - 18 September 1968\\ Transit to CONUS for
: h overhayl

January 1969 - 18 February 1969 )

\  |operations

February 1969 - 26 August 1969 West

coast

Auqust 1969 - 18 September 1969 Transit to CONUS

DEACTIVATED
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USNS MULLER l l’ T=-AG-171)

30 April 1963 - 21 April 1964

26 May 1964 - 01 April 1965

10 May 1965 - 21 May 1966

02 July 1966 - 15 May 1967
25 June 1967 - .11 June 1968

(b} (1)
(b} (3)-50 USC 403
(b) {3}-P.L. B6-36

08 August 1968

u»fui‘bbtqbe?'zgsa

- DEACTIVATED
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' RATIO OF ON-STATION TIME BY SHIP

T T by (L

o e - e ~ tb) (3)-50 USC 403
USS_OXFORD 11967-1969 ~ (b} (3)~P.L. 86-36
1967 S
ON STATION .“””%e% R

OFF _STATION. 333,*

* 80 days off statxon for annual overhaul in Japan and
further delay due to engine failurey

Y

1968 ‘
ON STATION 738 B
OFF STATION -27%

* 33 Days delay in Subic, P.I. for engine repairs.

: . 1969 (308 days only)
' ON STATION 79%

OFF STATION 11%
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