13, May 1996

William J. Perry

Secretary Of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20301-1000

Subject: U.S. Navy, "Sitting Duck Destroyers",

Dear Mr Secretary:

Please be advised that this letter is in regard to my letter of
appeal, mailed to you on 10, February 1996, the letter was part
of a packet containing numerous copies of documents and letters
substantiating claims in my letter of appeal, with reference to
the six U.S. Navy Destroyers (aka) the "Sitting Duck Destroyers"
who fought and made history in an extraordinary battle against
enemy forces at "Wolmi~-Do" Inchon, Korea oan 13,14,15, September
1950.

The six Destroyers, attached, in "Task Force Group Element"
(90.62) were awarded the U.S.'""Navy Unit Commendation'", for the
above battle action, which was in concert with the U.S. First

Marine Division, Which was awarded the "Presidential Unit Citat-

ion.

Currently, surviving members and veterans of the "Korean War" in
their respective "Sitting Duck Destroyer Associations”are seeking
help through the auspices of your office, to review the above
battle action to establish merit for awarding the six Destroyers
an upgrade of the U.S. Navy Unit Commendation, to the U.S. Pres-
idential ﬂnit Citcation.,

I have been asked by the six "Sitting Duck Destroyer Associations”®
to convey their concern and respectfully request a current status
report on my letter of appeal, submitted to you last February.ln
the event that my letter of appeal did not reach your otftfice, 1
will be very happy to send you an additional package of particulars
immediately. Thank you very much for your indulgence in this very
important matter, which may pale inview of your other priorities.
I look forward to your response, with great anticipation.

I remain,
Sincerely yours Enclosure 2 to
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAV"

CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS
4000 NAVY PENTAQON

WASHINGTON, DC 20380-2000
IN REPLY REFEA TO

Ser 09B33/5U521149
0 2 hs 1005

The Honorable Esteban E. Torres
Member, U.S. House of Representatives

8819 Whittier Blvd., STE 101
Pico Rivera, CA 90660

Dear Mr. Torres:*

1 am responding to your recent inquiry on behalf of Mr. Joe
Carrillo concerning upgrade of the Navy Unit Commendation awarded
to Task Element 90.62 consisting of six.destrovers.

A raviey nf anr historical recordavshay that = Presidertia
Unit Citation was awarded for actions at Inchon - First Marine

Division Reinforced for the period 15 September 1950 to
11 October 1950. There were two Navy Unit Commendations
awarded - Task Element 90.32 and Task Element 90.62.

The criteria for awarding military decorations and unit
awards are subjective and therefore susceptible to disagreement
among the individuals responsible for determining what award, if
any, is appropriate for a given action. The Navy's policies and
regulations concerning unit awards are geared toward lessening
the potential for disagreement, speculation and relaxation of
awards standards. The Navy awards system, through established
time limits, reguires all decisions to be made when facts and
circumstances can be evaluated with a reasonable degree of
accuracy and when the events in question are fresh in the minds
of eyewitnesses. To do otherwise is to create an awards system
wherein cognizant authority and eyewitnesses are no longer
available, and outside influences and speculation become the
basis on which to award military decorations or unit awards.

I regret that the Navy Department cannot support an upagrade
in this c¢ase. Please assure Mr. Carrillo that this fact in no
way detracts from the value of service performed by the brave
officers and men of the destroyers in Task Element 90.62.

1f I may be of any further assistance, please let me know.

Sincerely,

wW.J. SWEET
Assigtant Vice Chief
of Waval Oporations
: (Acting)
Enclosure 3 to
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ol CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF
i
= WASHINGTON, O.C. 2031B8-8595

5 September 2006

Mr. William H. Barnes, |l|
2 Williams Drive
Annapolis, MD 21401-2215

Dear Mr. Barnes,

Thank you for your letter and package regarding the “Sitting
Ducks” of inchon. Throughout history, military awards have served
to recognize those who have sacrificed much for this country. The
decision to award medals is made by each respective Service. Since
you have also written to Admiral Mullen, Chief of Naval Operations,
| am confident he will respond to your cancerns in a satisfactory

manner.

Korea and the Service members who fought there mark a special

period in the annals of American history as a true testament to our

Armed Forces relentless commitment of faithful and selfless service
to our Nation. Please convey to your fellow Sailors how much the

Armed Forces appreciates their continued support as we continue to
uphold the legacy of our veterans. The Bombardment of Inchon, Korea,
13 -15 September 1950 is an exemplary model of the extraordinary

efforts of those quiet heroes -- the Sitting Ducks.

As to your guestion regarding a connection with CAPT John E.
Pace, USN (Ret), unfortunately, we are not related.

On behalf of a gratsful Nation, please accept my deep appreci-
ation for your past service in the US Navy and continued support for
the men and women serving in uniform.

Sincerely,

/'V;t?"‘\
PETER PACE

General, United States Marine Corps
Chalrman

of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
Enclosure 7 to

DUCKS Letter
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LA & 2

Letter from Rich Bowman to Bill Barnes

Roy, Utah
13 January 2004

Bill:

On Friday, January 9" I received a telephone call from Senator Bennett’s representative
acknowledging the information which had been left at their Salt Lake City office over the
holidays. He also said they had received a response to their inquiry from the Department

of the Navy. As he began reading the standard reply from William A. Navis, Jr., I
interrupted him saying, “we have all received the same verbatim response from him.”

[ 'went on to tell him, it was my opinion they have already made up their minds, and don’t
confuse us with facts. He said, “well, I don't know what else we can do, we requested
review and this is the response we got.” I told him we would really appreciate someone
in the congress going to bat for us, but his only responded to by his silence. ####

Yesterday, I received the enclosed letter from L. R. Vasques, White House Liaison
Office. Alll can say is AMAZING! His letter is dated 8 October 2003 and supposedly
mailed that day or the next WITHOUT POSTAGE! And was returned to their office by
the post office. As you can see from my photocopy it was inspected by VISTRONIX
(whatever the hell that is ... probably the anthrax inspection agency on the planet
Uranus). The condition of the envelope looked as if it had been through a combat zone.
Both sides and the top had been sliced open and then re-closed with one staple at the top,
and metered January 02, 2004. It was filthy, and I'm amazed that it ever reached me with

the letter still intact. So much for our tax dollars at work!

Also, enclosed is a brief note from Richard Sierra of the USS Henderson reunion

coordinator, with story from Frontlines (NavyTimes). [ loved his comments with regards

to the PUC’s ... “Looks like they give it out like candy.” *%].e. PUC's to navy
peeo Ple 1n Iraq

Enclosed, is the list of respondents to the many postings regarding the Sitting Ducks,

which has appeared in various magazines and on websites, etc. Disappointing to say the

least! Apparently, no one reads, or cares and one has to wonder why none of the

information you sent to the various association leaders has ever been shared, or passed

down the line.

I doubt that we are going to get much support from any of our congressional
representatives, other than what has already been received. If there were any glory in it
for any of them, they would hop on it like a vulture on dead carcass, especially as

election time approaches. I still think going public or trying to get someone in the print
media or a news personality like Tom Brokaw, John Stossel, etc., interested we would get

someone’s attention as the heat got ramped up through their investigation.

This old sailor has probably lobbed his last grenade ... Don’t know what else to do?

g *%w%Note the political peeples' lack
4 ef willingnese te go hand to hand
_ with the Navy brass on behalf of
Enclosure 8A to the "Sitting Duck" Combat Vets.
DUCKS Letter
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
1000 NAVY PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20350-1000

B October 2003

MR RICHARD A BOWMAN
5007 S 1800 W
ROY UT 84067-2988

Dear Mr. Bowman:

Thank you for your letter to President George W. Bush concerning
an upgrade of your Naval Unit Commendation to a Presidential Unit
Citation for "“The Sitting Duck Squadron.” I am answering on behalf
of the President.

I appreciate the motivation that prompted you to write. I know
it would mean a great deal to you for the President to persocnally
investigate your case. However, the President has delegated this

authority to the Secretary of the Navy, who relies on the decisions
of the Board of Decorations and Medals.

For your convenience, I am forwarding your letter to the Board
so that they may consider your request. If you would like to contact
them directly, the address is:

Navy Board of Decorations and Medals

2000 Navy Pentagon
Washington D.C. 20350-2000

I hope this information has been of assistance and thank ycu ror
writing to the President.,

Sincerely,

AN e

L. R. VASQUEZ
Director, White House Liaison Office
Office of the Secretary of the Navy

Note Mr Vasguez's letter dated 8 October 2003 wae qhklse surprisingly
sent for VISTRONIX inspection on 31 December 2003. Was SECNAV mail
of suspicious nature? Mr. Bowman finally recsived the letter on

12 January 2004,

Enclosure 8B to
86 '\b/l'fr/ 0% DUCKS Letter
of 10/15/08
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CCLUENTARY:
Captain Enrizht and
hia crew performed
4 marvelous fete 1n
sinking the SHIMN/NO,
Fe and his crew were
awarded the Presid-
ential Unit Citation,
and Captain Enright
the Mavy Cross,
Later analysls showed
that SHINANO was in
all respects a true
Sitting Duck. The
Japanese carrlier was
onzy hours oult of the
cullding shipyard,
was manned by an ifnex-
rerlenced crew, and
no offenslve capabll-
lties. Many of thoswu
abocard were shipyard
workers, ARCHERFISH
and Captain Enright
probably did not xnow
that they had an app-
arently defenseless
target, and their
nerolsm was in »ro-
ceeding with thelr
-attacky not xknowing
that they were not
truly in Harm's way
at the time. What was
Stressed 1n the prass
_was the great size of
S INANC.
In & letter to Captialn
Robert Schelling,

"Duck" craws at Inchon
more in Harm's way

/00"Ido agree with you
Sutsy

1950,

AS you said, we were 'balt',

and that 1ls esgsentlsally what [
to Cariilo in

letta:r

put in oy
Thne actlon of

Dec. ‘95-

’ 1 "
48 "for tha speciflc purposa of

Zatting snot 3t",

=
the c:smmm—_\ﬁg%i‘
ing Officer of the "Sitting Du

Destroyer Lyman K. SW#ENSON,
ne was asxked 1f he thought the

than that

of AICHERFISH on 11,/29/447%
Capt. Schelling wrote on 11/22

"Sitting Ducks" stood
into more peril on 13-14 Sept.
than did Enrlght a.d crey

By Ricaaan Prazson
Washingron Post Staff Writer

Joseph Francis Earight Sr., 89, a retired Navy ca
tain and submariner who was a highly decungcmg:
bat veteran of World War I1. died July 20 at his hame
in the Virginian Retirement Community in Fairfax af-
ter a stroke, - )

A8 commanding officer of the submarine Ar-
n:harﬁsh Capt. Enright achieved what 3 U.S. Naval
Histarical Center writer called the “largest single vie-
tory of the submarine war® when he and his ship tar-

oed and sank the Japanese supercarrier Shinano
on Nov. 29, 1944, For this action, the Archerfish re-
ceived eE i";ﬂ#ﬂnﬁﬂ Unit &;taﬁnn, and Capt. Enright
receiv e Navy Cross, service's hi
fm?h:.l:r after th?Mednl of Honor. it han
1e Shinano is believed to be the largest and most
heavily armored carrier ever built, and some naval his-
torians have reported that it had a final displacement
ot more than 69,000 tons. It went on to achieve the du.
bious honor of becoming prabably the largest warship
ever sunk. Laid down as a Yamato-class battleship, the
Shinano was converted to a cdrrier after Japan suf-
fered huge carrier losses at the Battle of Midway.

It had been hailed by Japanese, builders, engineers
and naval officers as simply “unsinkable.” At the time
of its sinking, it was only 10 days out of Tokyo Bay on
its maiden voyage.

Capt. Enright maneuvered his boat at 20 knots on
the surface for more than six hours, managing to
avoid contact with either the Shinano or its four es-
corts, before positioning himself in front of the carrier
at 1,400 yards. The Archerfish unleashed six torpe-
does and scored four hits. The sub continued the shad-
ow the carrier for eight more hours, at which point it
rolled over and sank.

The Archerfish's assignment at the time of its dis-

—

The July 24 obituary of Capt. Jo-
seph F. Enright—a truly great sub-
marine officer—contained several
ITOrs.

The Japanese aircraft carmier Shi-
nano, even accepting 69,000 tons as
its displacement, is certainly not be-
lieved to be the largest carrier ever
built. All 17 US. aircraft carriers
constructed since World War I have
had a greater displacement.

Further. the Shinano's sister ships,
the super-dreadnoughts Yamato and
Musashi (both sunk by US. Naval
aircraft). had slightly greater dis-

placements. They unquestionably
were the largest warships ever sunk.

Further. the Shinano had sailed
Zom its building yard at Yoksouka on

werdo

that ou

I

the. "Ducks

covery of the Shinano was to perform rescue o
tons for B-29 Superfortress bombers that were [F
between Allied-held islands and targets in the J.
nese home islands. Capt. Earight had been infor
that there would be no bombing raids the 20th,
had gone hunting on his own,

After sinking the carrier, the Archerfish finishec
48-day war pat;nl at Guam and eventually rerurnes
San Francisco in March 1945 for repairs. But the ¢
returned to the Pacific fray, becoming one of the
submarines in the historic armada anchored in To
Bay on Sept. 2 to witness the Japanese sign the
ﬂm:nm ts of surrender aboard the bartleship )

After the war, Capt. Enright held a variety of |;
and sea posts. He commanded submarine divisi
and squadrons, taught engineering at the .S, N:
Academy at Annapolis and served as chief of staf
the Atlantic Fleet's submarine force. He also !
served on the staff ol the chicl ol Svavii Operati
and had commanded the missile cruiser Boston bef
retiring from active duty in 1963.

After that, he worked for the Northrop Corp.

: and the Sanders Corp. in DFew Har
shire. He returned to the Washington area in 1995.

[n 1987, he co-authored the book “Shinano! T
Sinking of Japan's Secret Supership.”

Capt. Enright was born in Bismarck, N.D., and v
a 1933 grndunt: of Annapolis. He joined the subn
rine force in 1936. He became a submarine comma
er in 1942 and took command of the Archerfish in St

tember 1944,
He was a member of the Scandinavian Americ

Hall of Fame.
_His wife of 49 years, Virginia Robertson Enrigl
died in 1986, and a son, Joseph Jr., died in 1998.
Survivors include 2 sister: two grandchildren; 2;
five great-grandchildren.

e

- Capt. Joseph F. Enright

the evening of Nov. 28, 1944, and
was sunk the following day: it had
not been at sea for 10 days. The ship
was incompiete when it was sunk
and thus could not have been at its
full-load displacement. [t was
manned by aa inexperienced and
largely untrained crew of more than
2,000 men.

The Shinano, en route to Kure
when it was sunk, had maoy yard
workers still oo board—as weil as 50
one-man Oka suwicide glide bombs
and six suicide boats, yyhich were be
ing taken on the first leg of their trip
to the combat area. No aircraft were
embarked for the voyage.

NORMAN POLMAR
Alexanuina



