THE ATLANTIC COMMAND
AND
UNITED STATES ATLANTIC FLEET
HEADQUARTERS OF THE COMMANDER IN CHIEF

FF1-2/A17-6 U. S. Naval Base
g Norfolk 11, Virginia,
¢ 1866) '

29 APR 1952

Froﬁ: Goﬁmander-in Chief U, 3. Atlantiec Flest
Tos Rear Admiral U. 8. Navy

Subj: Court of inquiry to inquire inteo all of the circumstances surround-
ing the collision between the U.S.S. WASP (CV-18) and the U.S.S.
HOBSON (DMS-26)} which occurred at or near Latitude 42-21 North
Lengitude 44~15 West on or about 27 April 1952

1., A court of inguiry consisting of yourself as President and of Rear
Admiral , Us 8. Navy, and Rear Admiral

U, S. Navy'as additional members, is hereby ordered to cenvene at the U S.
Naval- Base, New York, New York, at 1000 on Wednesday, 7 May 1952, or as
soen thereafter as practlcable, for the purpese of inguiring into all the
circumstances surrounding the eollision which ocecurred between the U,.S5.5.
WASP (CV-18) and the U.S.S. HOBSON (DM5-26) at or near Latitude 42-21
North Lengitude A4-15 West on or about 27 April 1952, Ilieutenant Commander
iy III, U, 8. Naval Reserve, is hereby detailed as counsel

for the court,

2. The court shall make a thorough investigation inte all the circum-
stances connected with and surrounding the collision and the subseguent
loss of the U.S5.S5. HOBSON. The court shall report its findings of fact,
epiniens and recommendations as to the cause of the cellision, damages
resulting therefrom, deaths of and injuries te naval personneli:and their
line of duty and misconduct status and responsibility for the cellision and
subsequent loss of the ¥U.5.5. HOBSON, ineluding recommended dlsclplinary

aetlen.

3. It is directed that the court netify Captain :

U. S: Navy of the time and place of meeting of the court and that he will
be a’'party to the inquiry and accerded his rights as such pursuant te the
provisions ef the Naval Supplement to the Mamual fer Courts-Martial.

to the duty of the court te designate additional individuals-as: partles te
the dneguiry during the proceedings when appropriate, attentien is ‘parti=
cularly invited to Section 0307c, Naval Supplement to the Manual. for Courts= |

Martlal.

L The preceedings of the court will be held in accordance: w1th Chapters.
II, I1I, and V of the Naval Supplement to the Manual for Courts-Martial,

5, The Commander in Chief of the U. S, Atlantic Fleet will. Sfurnish the
necessary reporters and other clerical assistance for the purpose- of
asgisting the .counsel for the court in recording the proceedings’ of this

court of inguiry.

- Admiral, Us 5. Navy, i i
Commander in Chief, U,5. Atlantic Fleet
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equipment and personnel of the WASP, there was no delay in detecting the
HOBSCN's final left turn, and the emergency actien then taken by Captain

was sound and all that could be asked of a cenning efficer
under the circumstances.

Tn light of the above discussion, the convening authority considers
the deficiences discussed, along with certain others evidenced in the
" record, to be administrative and organizational in nature. Accordingly,
‘a copy of the record of proceedings and actien of the convening authority
- is being forwarded for appreopriate action te Commander Air Force, Ue. S.
_ Atlantic Fleet, the type commander under whose administrative centrol the
WASP was operating at the time of the eollision,

P summarize this action, a tabulation is included belew which is sub-
jeet to the foregoing remarks. The convening authority:

a. Concurs in the finding of facts.

b, Oencurs in parageaphs 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 15, 17,
19,. 20, 22, 2h, ?5, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34 and 35 of the

majority epinien.

ce As indicated in the foregoing discussion, does not fully concur
. in paragraphs li, 1L and 23 of the majority opinion.

d. Does not concur fully in paragraphs 6, 12 and 16 of the majority
" opinien, nor the corresponding expressions of the minerity opinion, para-
graphs 2, 3 and 5. The convening authority's opinions regarding these

. paragraphs are set forth in the foregoing discussien.

e. Does not cencur in paragraphs 18 and 21 of the majority opinien.
Generdlly and except as discussed above, ithe convening authority cencurs
.in-the correspending minority opinions as to these.

f. Fully concurs in reconmendation 1 of the majority report.

g. Does not coneur in recommendations 2 and 3 of the majority
report,

‘he Does not concur with recommendation li of the majority report
solely because it was intended by the majority to be based upon‘aecceptance
of its previous three reccmmendations. A4s indicated above, the econvening
authority does net concur in recommendations 2 and 3,

e Concurs in recommendation 5 of the majority report,: sibject to
the foregeing discussion and recommendations.

Sdbject to the foregoing remarks, the proceedings, finding of“factsg'
opinions and recommendations of the Court of Ihquiry in-this case are
approved. Fir

Iy Aﬂmlrﬁlj'ﬂ. SENays 2z
 Cormander in Chief TU. 5. .&tlﬂﬁi ‘Tle
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SECOND ENDORSEMENT on LT = ; ", USHR letter
of 12 February 1953
From: Chief of N#val Personnel =S

UHOF 0ffice of the Judge Advocate General of the Navy

Subj: HOBSON - WASP collision om 26 Aprii 1952; Acts of Heroism concerning

1. The Navy Department Board of Decorations and Medals reviewed the basic
letter and recommended that it be made a part of the Court of Imquiry that
investigated the collision of the USS HOBSCH and USS WASP on 26 Lpril 1952.

By direction

AlLC (H¢-
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U. S. S. MERCURY (AKS-20)
Care of Fleet Post Office
New York, New York

4X520/P15 /bl 12 Februery 1953
Serial: - p
(SR
FLAST BENDORSZMENT on LT | ' }, USKR 1ltr of 12 Feb 52

From: Commanding Officer
To; Chief of Naval Personnel

Subj: HOESCON - WASP collision on 26 April 1952; Lcts of Heroism concerning

1, Torwarded.
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12 February 1953

From: It. . , USKR

Senior Surviving Officer, U.S.8. HOBSON (DES-26)
To: Chief of Navsl Personnel

Via: Commanding Cfficer, U.S.S. MERCURY (4KS-20)
Subj: HOBSON - WASP collision on 26 April 1952; Acts of Heroism concerning

1. Two {2) queries were sent to 211 survivors of the above collision in an
effort te determine if there were any acts of heroism during the col¢151on
and rescue per“od wnich followed.

2. To date, I have received ahswers to approximately sixty (60) percent of
these queries. All answers were.in the negative, all stating they had no
persongl Knowledge that any heroic deeds occursd, ,

3. It is hard for me to belleve that ne acts of heroism occured. However,
in view of the fact that I have no basls for recommending any award for any
person, either living or deceased, I reguest that the Beard of Awards have
this information entered in the records of the Court ¢f Inquiry which was
corvened to investigate this collision,

Le It is further reguested that this matter be considered closed, unless new
and substantizl evidence is preseﬂteﬂ, which would denote that an awsrd or
decoration was warranted.

A B

k;;’2>3



iz Pebrosyy L9953

From Lt Telo 00y ‘1.08, USNE
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THE ATLANTIC COMMAND
AND
UNITED STATES ATLANTIC FLEET
HEADQUARTERS OF THE COMMANDER IN CHIEF

FF1-2/A17-4 Ue. 5. Naval Base
Ay Nerfelk 11, Virginia
(. 1907) ’

2 !uH 952

Ffom: Commander in Chief U, 8., Atlantic Fleet
To: Rear Admiral U. 5. Navy

Subj: Advisor to Counsel for Court of Inguiry, designation of

Ref: (a) Seec. 0304.d., Naval Supplement to the Mammal for Courts-Martial,
U. 8., 1951

1. Commander s Us S. Navy, is hereby appointed as

Advisor to the Counsel for the Ceurt of Inguiry, convened by my order of
29 April 1952, of which you are president, in accordance with the provisions

of reference (a).

Admiral, U, S. Navy,
Commander in Chief, U.S. Atlantic Fleet

AL &
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THIRD ERDORSEMENT on subjeet court of inguiry
From: Chief of MNawel Operations e T TER

To: Judge Advecete General

Subjs Court of inguiry; collision of USS WASP end USS HOBSON;
oré. by CINCLANT cn 29 April 1952

Enel:s (1) Pertinent extracis from the Findings of Court of Inguiry,
collision of USS WASP and USS HOBSOH

1. Returned for appropriate action. Enclosure (1) was nsed es press
relesse on subject celligion.

2. As recomnended by the court snd by the convening authority, the
Allied Haval Signal Book has been changed to provide a specisl signal
for use by carriers while operaiing sircraft.

s
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PERTINENT EXTRACTS FROM THE FINDINGS OF A MAVAL COURT (F INQUIRY
45 APPROVED BY THR COMMANDER IR CHIEF ATLANTIC FLEET TO IHQUIRE
INTG THE CTRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING THE COLLISION BETWEEN THE
7.8.S. WASP AND THE U.S.S. HOBSON ON 26 APRIL 1952

(NOTE: All timeas referred to ars local time kept by the ships and are

expressed in four digits based on 2h hours in a day. The first two

digits indicate hours from midnight, the second two, minutes of the hour.

Thus the time 2221 would be 10:21 PM, and the time 0015 would be 12:15 AM. .

411 courses and bearings are true courses or bearings using 360°T in the
ng'r, East 090°T, South 180°T ard West 270°7. The

course of 102°T referred to would be, for a person facing East, 12° to

his right; similarly, the course of 260°T would be, for a person facing

West, 10° %0 kis left.)

On the night of 26 April 1952 the U.S.S. WASP (CV-18) was operating
as a Carrier Unit with two destroyer-minesweepers acting as plane guards,
the U.S.S. RODMAN (D#S-21) and the U.S.S. HOBSON (DMS-26). The Commanding
0fficer of the WASP, Captain Burnbam C. MecCaffree, was the Officer in
Tactical Command. The WASP launched a group of aircraft sboutl 2000 and
directed it to conduct a simulated attack on the remainder of the naval
task growp enrcute to the Mediterranean, approximately 50 miles to the
South, The night was clear but dark, there was no moon, the sea was
glight and the wind was 7-10 knots from 240°T. The ships were in Latitude
429 21' Worth, Longitude ki° 15' West, in 2700 fathoms of water {about 3
miles). The three ships in the unit were im darkened condition except for
red aircraft warning lights on top of the masts which were clearly visible -
tc 511 the ships. :

After the nlgbt launch the task unit was turned to course 102°7. The
HOBSON was then beannéTzhs%, digtance 3000 yards from the WASP, and the
RODMAN was bearing 090°T, dlstence 1000 yards from the WASP. Speed was
25 kmots.

The Commanding Officer of the WASP had a message sent at 2210 inforwm-
ing the plane guards that the probable recovery course for the returning
aireraft would be 265°T and that the recovery speed would be 27 kmots,
Both plane grzrds received this message, For the WASP and RODMAN the
change to the recovery course and speed would be simply a change of course
and spesd; however, the HOBBSON, in additiom to the change in cowrse and
‘speed, would have to adjust her present position of 2L5°T, distance 00

- yards from the WASP to a position 175°T-185°F, distance 1000 yards from

the WASP, Such a change in position is standard practice for maval ships
operating with a carrier task wnit, The Commaending Officer of the HOBSON,
Lieutenant Commander William J. Tierney, discussed the evolution with ki s
Officer of the Deck and indicated his intention %o arrive on his new plane
guard station by changing to course 130°" and, when the WASP bore about
010°T, Lo make a left turn to the recovery course. The Officer of the
Deck, who had previously proposed a right turn and slowing down to 15
knots %o fall imto position, ocbjected to this plan on the basis that a




left turn to the recovery course was dangsrous. Lisutenant Commander
Tierney stated that since the maneuver had to be expedited, that he
would conn {personally direct course and speed changes) the HOBSON
into its new position. '

At about 2221 = signal to change course to 260°T and to change speed
to 27 knots was properly msde and executed., Both plane guards received
the signal. The five degree variation between the probeble recovery
course and the course actnally ordered would not appreciably change the
planned maneuvers of the BOBSON., The position of the WASP and HOBSON at
the time this signal was execubted is shown on the attached chart.

The WASP made a nommal turn to the right from 102°T to 260°T, suc-
cessive positions being as indicated on the attached chart. The RODMAN
bad merely to maintain her approximate true bearing and distance from
the WASP =0 turned simultanecusgly with the cerrier. On ths exscution
of the signal, the Commanding Officer of the HOB3ON took the conn as
pregrranged with the officer of the deck and proceeded to change course
and simultaneously to adjust his position, The HOBSON first turned
right o 130°7 and increased speed to 27 knots, After about two mimutes,
or at 2223 as noted on the chart and well before the WASP bore 010°T, the
HOBSON came left to an average course of about 090°T which she held until
the distance to the WASP had closed to about 1240 yards. The next move
of the HOBSCN at 222, directed by her Commanding Officer, was am in-
explicable turn to the left using standard rudder, The Commanding
Officer apparently soon realized that he was crossing the bow of the
WASP and was in an extremely dangerous position, so he attempted to
extricate his ship by increasing his rudder to full lef$, followed by
hard left and emergency flauk speed zhead,

The Commanding Officer of the WASP ordered an adjustment of the
recovery course to 250°T, sbout the seme time that the Commanding
Officer of the HOBSON ordered his final left turn, The heading of ths
WASP was then 258°T, having almost reached ths prescribed course of
260°T, The Commending Officer of the WASP personally transmitted the
adjustment signal; however, as none of the bridge personnel of the
RODMAN nor any of the survivors of the HOBSON heard the sigmal, the
ceourt was of the opinion that the Commanding Officer of the HOBSON also
did not receive the signal. Since ths HOBSON hed already commenced her
turn to the left, the signal, even if it had basen received by the Com-
manding Officer, would not, at this time, have affected his manner of
executing the evolution.

Almost immedistely after the order was given to the WASP's helmsman
to make the 10° adjustment of course to the left, the Commanding Officer
and Officer of the Deck of the WASP noted the final left turn of the
BOBSON, Captain! . apsumed the comm with a quick and correct
order to the engines to "back emergency full speed".

The combination of the HOBSON's efforts to increase both speed and
rate of turn and the WASP's efforts to back emergency was not sufficient
to avoid the colliasion and about 10 seconds after 2225 the WASP, which
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had swung to heading sbout 260°T and then returned to hesdimg 258°T,
strick the starboerd eide of the HOBSON almost amidship ab epproximately
a 90° angle snd penetrated at least two-thirds through. The HOBSON broke
in two, the forward section remeining &fleat for about four minutes and

‘the stern section sinking immediately. A% the moment of impact the WASP

was still making ebont 22 knots through the water although the engine
speed had been slowed from 27 kmots to about 7 knots. The emergency

‘backing of the WASP's engines, combined with the resistance offered by

the hull of the HOBSOK, brought the WASP deed in the water while the
HOBS(M's forwsrd saction was still elose to the starboard bow of the
WASP,

Search and rescue operations wers commenced immediately by the WASP,
The ship was lighted; searchlighte were turned on; 1life rafts, life
jackets, and other flotation gear were dropped in the water; eight boats

were lowered imto %he water; recovery lines wers put over from the flight

deck to ths water; and the deck edge elevstor was lowered., The RCDMAN
closed the scene expeditiously, lowering hser only boat. Three destroyers
from the task group to the South Joined the rescue operations at 0015 on
April 27 and the WASP temporarily ceased rescus operations long enough to
recover her planes which by this time were very low on fuel., Thorough
search and rescus operations were comtinued umtil 0730, April 27, when it
was conzidered that no further pessibility existed of finding additionsl
‘survivers. Of the 237 officers and men aboard the HOBSOR at the time of
the collision, 176 loet their lives as a result of the collision and 61

- gurvived the disaster, Following the coliision, Lieutensnt Commsnder

Tiernsy was seen going into the water from ths port side of ths bridge
and after thres or four seconds was not sesn agein, There wers no
deaths or injuries tc any persomnsl aeboard the WASP,

The HOBSON wes & total loss imcluding all log bosks and records {a
fact which, coupled with the death of tThe Commanding Officer, made the
investigation more difficult), publicstions, equipment and other material
sboerd, The WASP received conglderable damage to thes bow section which
now has been repaired, .

After carefully weighing the testimony presented, the opinion of the
Court, which has been approved by the Commsnder im Chief, U, 8. Atlantic
Fleet, is that tha scle cause of ths collision was the unexplained left
turn made by the BOBSOW about 222h. In making this left turn the Com-
manding Officer scommitted a grave error in jJudgment. As the Commanding
Officer was not amomg the survivers his reasons for turning left will

never be known, However, three possible explanstions for his action
are as follows:

1, He became complstely confused and having lost the tactical picture,

mistakenly contimied to believe that he counld turn left 4into position and
80 ordsred "lafi ruddern, 5 ; .

2, He decided against his plemmsd final left turn after hes started
the evolution but told no one of his dscislon and inadvertently ordered
Fleft rudder® when he meant "right rudder”™ which, in fact, wouvld have
placed him near ks intended position.

3



3, He made an error in jJudging his position relative to the WASP
which, as noted was darkened except for the red aircraft warning lights
and, thinking that he was on the WASP's starboard bow, when in fact be
was on the port bow, turrped left to avoid crossing ashead,

Bo other person is conzidered responsible for the collision. The
Commanding Officer of the WASP handled his ship properly and when he
gighted the HOBSON making her final left turn took quick and proper action.
Fis seamanship after the collision in carrying out search and rescue
operations, in recovery of planes with comparatively low wind conditions
across the flight deck and in bringing his damaged ship safely into port
was of the highest order,

The condition of material readiness of the WASP and HOBSON was good.

No material, mechanical or elsctronic failures in either ship contributed
to or caused the collision,

4 D 8934
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL

WASHINGTON 25, 0. C, IN REFLY REFER TO
- JAG:Z.5 GHC
S g Det. # 6069-5
o e O APy ~
# in.-.".::'--: ' _"".:'I.E E‘i"’-ﬂ.:&} 5
fEoNrTDENETIL DEC 101952

Eﬂeuﬂiﬁv Information

FOURTH ENDORSEMENT on subject record

From: Fudge Advocste General

Tat hief of Ngvel Personnel

Vias (1) Chief, Buresu of Medicine and Surgery
(2) Chief, Bureau of Aeronsutices
(&) Chief, Buresu of Ships

Subj: Court of Inguiry-Collision of USS WASP and USS
HOBBON, resulting in deaths 2nd injuries to U.S5.
navel personnel; conv by CINCLANT on 2% April
1888

1. Forwsrdied for information and return.

2. Attention is invited to the Judge Advocate Genersl's
gecond endorsement on subject record which contains the
holding of the Judge Advocate Genszral relative ito the
misconduect and line of duty status of the navael persconnel
killed or injured as a result of subject incident.

Fankante Moted U
EO7 '.,ej..\us % s ) =z »
Enma};y Rranch Pers G281 /;, By direction
By Dy Dates F#73
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BUMEDS 3351: JSMt als
ALLEN, Williem BErby

= Serial No, 08001
ﬁﬁi[ ‘ 15 January 195Z
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SECURITY INFORMATIOR

FIFTE ENDORSEMENT

From: Chief, Buresu of Medicine =nd Surgnry

To? Chief of Yavel Perscnnel

Viat {1) Chief, Buresm of Aeronautics
(2) Chief, Bursesu of Ships

SubJs Court of Inguiry - Ceollision of UBS WASP and USS HOBSONW,
resulting in deaths and injuries $o U.8, naval persomnels
conv by CINCLANT on 29 April 1952

1, Porwarded, contents noted,

By diredsion
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[Unelsssified wheu deteched from hasic vorrsspondenge)

SIXTE EFDORSEMERT on subject record

From: Chkief, Bureau of Aeromauwtics
To: Chief of Naval Persomnel
Via: Chief, Bureau of Ships

Subj: Court of Imguiry - Collision of USS WASP and USS HOBSON,
resulting in deaths snd injuries to U. S. naval psrsonnel;
conv,. by CINCLAWT om 29 April 1952

1. Forwarded, contents noted.
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EIGHTE ERDOGSEFENI on subject Court of Inguiry

Froem: Crief of Maval Fersgonnel
To Judge hLdvocate General
Sub]: Ct, of Inq. - Cellision of USE WiSF and USS HOBSON,
resuliing in desths apd injuries to U. 8. Haval
Personnel; conv, by CINCLANT on 29 April 1952
1. EHeturned, conternts noted,
= e !/ 2
J =R

Assictant Chief of Waval Perscunel
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DEFPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL

WASHINGTON 25,D. C, - IN REPLY REFER TC

JAG:I1B:GHCigc
DOT # 60695

§1 JuL wem

From: Judge Advocate General
Tosi Chief of Naval Operations

Subj: COb of Ing-Oollision of U.S.8. WASP end U.S.S., HOBSON; ord
by OINCLANT on 29 April 1852

1, Forwarded for information and rebturn.

2. The subject record is forwarded to the Chiaf of Naval Operations
without prior reference to the Chief, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery,
Chief, Bureau of Aeronautics, Chief, Bureau of Ships and Chief of Naval
Personnel,

3+ The Judge Advocate General holds that the deaths of the following
nemed naval persounel which oceurred on 26 April 1852, were suffered
in the line of duty and not az the result of thsir own misconducti

HAME, SERVICE NO./SERIAL KO. RATE | RANK
William Zrby Allen . s e S&

Michael (n) Amice ' , TA

Lawrence Allen Antley sS4

George (1) Arayaes SIy

David Henry Baker - : sS4

Herold X, Baker - ENW

Sam Robert Baker ¥ SK

Andrew J, Balzer - MMZ

Arthur Joseph Bass ' SN =
Bfracio Luciano Becker : m ‘
Gary Richard Behnke

HIH gl Ballg
William Jearld Berry
Willle Rey Blackburn

Louis Fllis Bloomfield
Alvin Carl Bonrd

Leroy (n) Boney

Julian Richmond Booker, Jr.
Wallace J, Braunschweig
John Joseph Bremnan

Buell Calvin Bresuer

This endorsement is automatisaﬂ;
doelassified when removed from ilhe :
basic reeord . Yl e %(x @
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JAG:I:5:1GHC: gc

DCT # 6069-5
SERVICE NO./SERIAL NO. BATE /RANK

Jzmes Henry Brobst, Jr. - i P Ce3
Joseph I, Brooks, Jr. MMC
Robert Allen Brooks &
Clayton Bddie Bryant S&
ZErnest Boyd Buckner & PR
OCscar Lee Burchedt BE2
Dwight Linceln Burr MM
Willizm Thomas Cellahan BTG
Harold Baymond Carleon 8A
Patrick Bugene Carr )
Cagimir Martin Chrobsk = SN

! John Joseph Clements, Jr. ~ 5K

§ John Monroe Cofer < BHC

| Paul &, Cole . ¥R

i John Peter Comins F ENSICH

i Richard Davis Cornell B =4 SE

| Wiiliam Henry Costello - | SK

! Samuel Darwin Craver S Qo

i Richard Leies Cropsey ETS

| Porter Lovelace Crotts, Jr. @iz
Merrill Marshal Culham BTSN
Donald Lawrence Cuiler P BMSN
Basil Davis SN
Jerry Purdin Davis S¥
James Donald Degaglia - CH
Horman James Deuel sS4
Frank Anthony Dingmen N
Herman James Duke A
Joseph (n) Dunst Ty
Semuel Paul Eernst BT2
Harry Young Eisenbrey SA
Robvert Otto Hisenach SESN
Rolsnd Trenton Ellis .= SA
Cluey (2) Enfinger " PA
Bdward Miles Erwin MMEW

James Richard Fey SA

i James Alois Flannery M3

Boyd F. Floyd I s _BHZ

g Janmes Douglas Gleasom £ - W

§ Theodore Gould, III ENSIGN

Adron Frencis Grammer, JT. SR

Roy Silas Griffin, Jr, DRSN

: Charles William Hannigsn SA

i ?his en@oréement is automatieally —=-
; :ﬁec;assified_whag removed freom ihe
basic regorg
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i

SERVICE NO./SERIAL NO.

Dov Franidin Hardy

Harley John Haugen

Clifford Edgar Havens

Wiilliam Olds Henry

Ougo Clearonce Eerman

Hed Williem Hess :

William Jazmes Hogan £
Gary Hester Hoitala F
Hubert Denning Hopkins s
Irenton Albert Bummel

Homer ¥, dones

Ctis W, Jones i
Frank W. Klimauskas
Lorinz B, Kline

John ¥, Kobtzmen

Joseph R, Kovack
Robert D, Kreger

Kogzan P, Kruichzsk
Charles F, Kuney
Raymond 0, Kunz

Hareld L, Kupper

Frenk Lacio

Georges DuPlaine Lizmbert
Jack B, Lamison
William B, Laverty i
Byrn B. Lea
Morris Lebert
Obie A, Lee
Joseph A, Leonard
Larl B, Lewis
Lawrence C. Lindsay —
Bdward Liska ;
Clarence H, Lowe 1
Williem S, Mapnsfield
Alfred W, Martin

Cecil R. Maugzy

Charles Wayne Mchnulty
James Thomas MceBride
Zack Hagen McCord
Jobert Dwain Millington
William Preston McCrory
dames Eareld McFarlane
Stanley McManus

This endorsement ie sutomatieslly

?eclassifigd when remeved from iie
Re&sic regaerd

G

SIS Y
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JAG:11:5:1GHC:ge
DOT # 60695

RATE/RANE
SN
picy

Bue




JAGII:B:GHECige
DCT # 60695

SERVICE NC. /SERIAL HO. BATE/RANK

Francis J. Merdzinskl _ ' SA
Carl G, Milton &GiC
Robert A. Moceika B — ' BT3
Harold David Morgan HM3
James Richard Moss, dJr. - , SK3
Eenneth LeRoy Mullin = FA
James Wave, Jr. == Sb
Thomas Michzel Noenan Y
Casimer 4L, Norlock, Jr. o - Cs8F
Richard Lee Norman ' S&
Robert Guy Oliveira o S&
Edward John O'¥eill SA
Robert Jarred Ortlip i
Proctor Philip Paine S —— 3
Grady (n) Patterson — % SDC
Irvia Leroy Phillips S5
Roland Henry Pothler = SN
Robert Jackson Potts - . A
Joseph Hoel Pranl —y FA
Boleeslaw Racinowskil — ’- : sy
Ddmund Lee Read - cssy
Eddle Jay Reeves SK
Reginold Fhodes W3
Donald Franklin Roth 2 FA
Richard Allen Royce g SN
Thomes Charles Sawyer SA
hrthur Hopking Seel ; - SA
Georze Edward Swan, Jr. . M3
Richard Dale Sherrill W
Jeck Wendell Shore SKE3
Richard Perry Sites 1 TH3
John Braxten Slater - BT1
Charles David Smith, Jr. Qiz
Devid Howeth Smith " LIJG
Robert Willism Sterling SA
Hontie RBea Southworth = BM3
James Grayson Story, Jr. _RBD3
Paol Horth Sweeny _ By Py
Homer Dean Tenner TA
Joseph Albert Torrisi _— . EMC
William Joseph Tilerpey ~ LEBR

David Arthur Turnper i = B 143

This endorsement is automatieally -4
declassified when removed from the
basie recerd




JAG3I:51CECge
DCT # 606Gm5

SERVICE ¥O./SERIAL FO. RATE/RANK
Jemes Lewls Turner o FA
William Michael Ushock EN
Bovert Bugene Vincent i = TA
Richard Marcell Vogtmen a SA
Elmer Houston Wasner - F&
Horst Hugo Wegner ' - : i3
Helson B, Wessel ot _ SA
Benjemin {n) Vhite = FA
Hrvin Scott White i iy
Robert Paul White e Sy
Chegster Julien Wilks, Jr. M3
Joseph M, Walton ‘ M3
Willjam Jeseph Warhoel SK
Welter BErich Wassertheurer ML
Melvizn Smith Wallace T4
James Legter Webd ‘ = B
Warren Albert Washington 83
Robert Creighton Williams ' 1Y
Bobby Charles Willis 84
Richerd Flvin Willis L SK
Bobert Edward Willie ' M3
Joe David Willms e - Sa
Francis Kenneth Wolfe, Jr. == LT
James Lee Woods . = = Ly
Jedie Junior Wright Th
Jzmes Thomas Yates GM3
Frank Chester Zwingmen, Jr. ) FA

4, The Judge Advocate General holds that the injuries of the following
pamed naval personnel which occurred on 26 April 1952, were suffered in
the line of duby and not as the result of their own misconduct:

NAME SERVIGE X¥0./ SERIAL NO, RATE/RANE

FERN

This endorsement is automatieally
declassiried when removed from the -5~
basie regeord




JAG:11:5:GH g
DOT # B069~5

SERVICE WO./SERIAL NO. BATE/RANK

SK
RDSY
M
SA
BTL

- G M3
Sh
GSA
2a
B2
SA

e — SN
SA
MEFR
RUSN
RDSH

Q13
S0
SA
B2
RSN
165
B3
TA
FPEN
RSN
BMSA
Vel
A
FW
RD2
MML

5. The proceedings in the atiached case are legal,

Copy to:

BuPers Thia endorsément is avtomatiealls it
Buled Seciassified when removed from wae ity _§§%_
basie reasord )1 ‘f ).
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THE ATLANTIC GCMMAND
AND
UNITED STATES ATLANTIC FLEET
HEADQUARTERS OF THE CCMMANDER IN CHIEF

U, Se Naval Base,

FF1-2/A17-L Ay -
Worfolk 11, Virginia,
G14205/1h '
" | 9 JUL 1952
gl » ., L By
HElg €f}vgrmjfw?ﬁ
o~ . g

SEOURTTY THFORMATTON

In the review of the record of preceedings of the Court of Inguiry
convened teo inguire into all of the circumstances surrounding the colli-
sion between the USS WASP (CV 18) and the USS HOBSON (IMS 16) which
oceurred on or about 27 April 1952, the convening authority recognizes
that the court was confronted with the diffieult task of recemstructing
the facts of this disaster, which resulted in a heavy loss of life as
well as the complete loss of a ship of the Navy, without the assistance
of any of the records of the HOBSON. This situation was further aggra-
vated by the lack of the testimony of her commanding officer who was one
of those who did not survive the tragedy. These limitations made manda-
tory a most searching inguiry. It is considered that the Court dis-
charged its obligation thoroughly #nd with dispatch.

Y‘(xﬁf""”‘--
The following is a concise narrative of the facts and circumstances ~%§
established by the record as %o the mamner in which the collisien ec- =~ . |

curreds

e ¥
On the night of 26 April 1952 the USS WASP (CV 18) was operating

independently as a Carrier Unit (Task Unit 88.1.1) with two surface plane .

guards, the ROIMAN (TMS 21) and the HOBSON (IMS 26). The Commanding
Officer of the WASP was Officer in Tactical Command. The WASP had
launched a group of aireraft at about 2000P which was directed te attack
the remainder of the Task Group, then operating some 50 miles to the'
south. The weather was clear, the night was dark, the moon had set at
2149 loecal time, the sea was slight, and the wind was' 7 - 10 knots from
about 240°T. The ships were steaming darkened with the exceéption of red
truek lights in all ships and, during flight operations, certain'flight
deck lights in the carrier,

After the night launch in which the ROIMAN and the HOBSON had been
assigned plane guard stations 1 and 2 respectively, the task unit was
turned to course 102°7., Plane guards remained in their launch positions
relative teo the true wind, the ROBMAN 090°T, 1200 yds. from the WASP,
and the HOBSON 2L5°T, 3000 yds. from the WASP, Both plane guards were
sebstantially on these sbations. Speed was 25 knots. At 2210 an inten=
tion signal was semt alerting the unit to a reéovery course of 26597 and
a speed of 27 knots. Both plane guards acknowledged receipt of this sig-
nals. At about 2221 a turn and speed signal was executed to turn right to
course 260°T and to change speed to 27 kmots. Again, both plane guards
acknowledged receipt of the signal inecident to whieh the HOBSON was

éi?s;jhfrﬂﬁﬁ”* -
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directed to assume recovery station, and thus to take a new station bear-
ing 170°T - 180°T, distance 1000 yds. from the WASP, The WASF, whose
Commanding Officer was on the bridge but did not have the conn, made a
normal turn using standard rudder (10°) from 102°T te about 261°T. This
rudder gave her a tactical diameter of about 1500 yds« The RODMAN had
‘merely to maintain her approximate true bearing and distance and so turned
simnltaneocusly. In going to her new station, the HOBSON first turned
right to 130°T and took speed 27. After what the court calls "a short
period of time", actually about two minutes, the HOBSON came left teo an
average course of about 090°T which she held until the distance to the
WASP had closed to about 1240 yds. At this point all legic of the HCOBSON
maneuver disappeared - her next move, directed by the Commanding Officer,
was an inexplieable turn to the left using standard rudder. Almost imme-
diately, ranges began to clese at an alarming rate and 2 condition of
extremis prevailed. The Commanding Officer of the HOBSON, apparently
realizing this condition, attempted to extricate his ship using hard Left
rudder and emergency flank speed. The combination was not enough and was
too late, and about 2225 the WASP struck the starboard side of the HOBSON
almest amidships at approximately a 90° angle. The HOBSON rolled over to
port and sank completely within )i minutes. An estimated 1 minute and 10
seconds elapsed between the ordering of the final left turn by the HOBSON
and the eollisien. Almost simultaneously with that order, the Gemmanding
Officer of the WASF had attempted to transmit an information type signal
that the WASP's course was 250°T (Mike Corpen~250). At the time of this
attempted transmission The WASP's course was not 250°T but was in the
process of being so adjusted, and at the time of eollision she was on
25897, or 2° off the signdlled course for recovery. It was almoest imme-
diately after the order was given to the WASP's helmsman to make this 16°
adjustment that the CO and 00D of the WASP diseerned the final left turn
by the HOBSON, and the Commanding Officer assumed the comn by his order te
the engines to "back emergency full",

The Court's report was not unanimcusly concurred in by the members and
a minority. report was submitted; thersfore, this endorsement by the cori-
vening authority is intended as action on both reports and will refer
throughout to the majority and/er the minority.

It is apparent that there was only slight variance between the majority
and minority as to the facts found proven, and this, only in the applica=
tion of those facts to their ultimate opiniens and recommendations..

Before proceeding te 2 general consideratien of the opinions and recom-
mendations, it appears appropriate to discuss the matter of the Riles of
the Road as they apply bo this collision. Paragraphs 6 and 12 of the
majority opinion and 2 and 3 of the minority opinion deal with this sub-
Jjects, In essence, the majority holds that the ships in this evolution
were governed, as they approached pesitions where a risk of collisien
might become a possibility, only by Art. 27 (General Prudential Rule);
whereas the minority concludes that a transitory crossing situation was
created by the final turn of the HOBSON and thus that Art. 15 (Crossing
Rule} must be considered. !

The convening authority is of the opinion that, in view of the singua-
lar nature and accepted practiees of naval tactical maneuvers, no "risk
of collision”, in the sense that it is referred to in the Rules of the
Road, existed between the WASP and the HOBSON from the execution of the
signal "turn 260 speed 27" until the HOBSON put her rudder left for her
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final turn. In consequence of this lack of risk of collisien, the two

ships were not operating under any specifically applicable Rule of the
Road during that peried of the maneuver. At the instant that the HOBSON
put her rudder over for her final left turn, a condition of extremis was
created and any action taken thereafter was of an emergency nature and.
was taken under Art. 27 (General Prudential Rule)s. Thus it is comsidered
| that the majority opinion is valid on this point with the exception of

- the time at which Art. 27 became applicable. Further, it is believed
‘that any discussion by the minority in regard to a Yeressing! situation
in this instance approaches the academic because of the immediate ex-
tremis situation developed by the HOBSON's final turn and the apparent
normalcy of the maneuver up to that point.

Tn paragraph 16 of the majority opinion and paragraph 5 of the miner-
ity opinion, the complexity of the maneuver invelved is discussed with
cantra views expressed. It is obvious that an evolution under the con~
ditions described in this opinion is "more difficult®™ than one conducted
in daylight or using lesser speeds, or at night with running lights.
However, it is considered that the maneuver as planned by the Officer in
Taetical Cormand was not necessarily dangerous and was capable of simple
and safe execution by all ships involved. Although this could not be
construed a Proutine® evolution for Lieutenant Commander TIERNEY, as
inferred by paragraph 5 of the minority opinion, his previous ‘experience-
afforded ample background to permit him bo understand the problem and %o
execute the maneuver without incident.

The minerity, in paragraph 6, expresses the opinion that paragraph 17
of the majority opinion is not necessary., However, Lieutenant
was before the Court of Inquiry as an interested partysand, thereforeya
conclusion as to his dereliction of duty or lack thereof is cénsidered
mandatory. :

The cenclusions of the majority in regard te the alleged negligence
of Gapbain ~, Commanding Officer of the WASP, are contained in
_paragraph 18 of its apinion. The convening authority has applied simple
eriteria te each of the alleged centributory negligent acts, as appro=
priate, to debermine its validity: "Was there any action or lack ef
action on the part of the WASP which, varying frem the ordinary and ap=
proved practices of U. S. Naval vessels, contributed either directly or
indirectly to the making of the eollision situation??, or "If the alleged
negligent act had not been committed, would the course of éveats have
been altered in any way?®, The convening authority is of the opimion
that the evidence drawmn from the record does hot substantiate a charge
of negligence in the case of Captain '

|

The foregoing statement is based upon the fza‘llowjng conclusiongs:

Paragraph 18(a)(1)&(2) ~ The maneuver did not imvolve risk of col~
lision to the extent of classifying its selection as negligence. '

Paragraph 18(2)(3) - Prior statiening of plane guards and prescrip-

tion of running lights and/or reduced speed would have ereated mo
tagtical eircumstances for this maneuver; however, the eircumstances

under which it was ordered were guite nermal, and it was-capablas- of simple

‘and safe solution.

Paragraph 18(a) (4) = It is not possible o discern how more regard
to all risks of cellision (General Prudential Rule) could have had any
effect en the course ofiie ‘

re simple |
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Paragraph 18(b)(1) = The assumption by the Commanding Officer of
the WABT that the HOBSON had initially turned right, and that the maneu-
ver was proceeding normally until the HOBSCN's final left turm, was a
reasonable one, The signal made by the WASP called for a right turn and
the HOBSON acknowledged receipt of this. Further, this assumption was
substantiated by the fact that the HOGBSON did turm right, amd, as ob-
served from the WASP, the HOBSCN's bearing changed to the left.

Paragraph 18(b)(2) - Fuller appreciation of the situation would
not have altvered the results because there was no real threat from the
HOBSON prior to her final left turn.

Paragraph 18(b)(3) - A delay in ordering the 10° course adjustment
could have had mo moticeable effect because of the small amount, 29,
actually changed from the originally ordered course.

Paragraph 18(b){}h) - The alleged violation of Art. 27 has been dis~
cussed under 10{(a}(L) above. Additionally, in the light of the actions
of the HOBSON, more exact bearings, in this case, would have given the
WASP no more information upon which to take aveiding aectlon than was
obtained by ebservation. Not keeping course is actually an academic
allegation in view of the small course change. Also, this latber opinien
on the part of the majority is not consisbent with paragraph 6 of its
opinion in that it indicates a violation by the WASP of the obligation
of a privileged vessel in a crossing situation. In paragraph 6, the
majority expressed the opinion that rules for . a cressing situation 4id
not. apply.

In paragraph 8 of its opinien, the minerity refers te paragraph 19 of
the majority opiniten, and again claims existence of a crossing situation
after the final left turn of the HOBSON, It is not considered that a
cresging situation within the scope of Art. 19 of the Rules of the Read
did, in fact, exist at that time; and, therefore, the majority opinien
is walid.

In paragraph 21, the majority opinion sets forth the alleged negli-.
gent acts of Iieutenant ~ the Officer of the Deck of the WASP at
the time of the collision. The opinion of the convening amthority is
that the preceding remarks of this endorsement apply equally to the case
of ILieutenant . His wateh standing was not perfect, but it is
certain that any more eemplete infermation he might have ebtained could
not have altered circiumstances. It is therefore considered that con=
tribubory negligence did not exist in the case of ‘Iieutenant

In the consideration of paragraphs lj, 1h and 23 of the majerity
opinien referenece is made to paragraphs 1, L and 10 of the minority
opinion. Fer these portiens of theymajority opimion to be valid, it .
would be necessary to determine: 1) that negligent acts or derslic- m
tions of duty were committed by Captain _ and ILieutenant =
and (2) that those negligent acts®or derelictions were in some manner -
contributory to the cellisien or had some causal connection therewith,

The convenming autherity is of thie opinion That mo act of commission or .

anission on the part of Captain Js ‘or Iieutenant had any
contributery or camsal domnection with the disaster and that Beither
fficer should be held responsible ii . for the isi
efficer should be he sponsible in any degree for the collision. It
follows, that the final left turn-of the HOBSON wis the sole cause of
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collision, and therefore, that Lieutenant Comnander TIERNEY was selely
responsible, The opinion of the minority in this regard is censidered

correct.

With regard to majority recommendation 5.2(1) and the comment thereon
in minority recommendation 3, the cenvening authority considers both have
aceurately described one of the essential elements of command. Accord-
ingly, it is deemed inappropriate to incorperate such a basic corellary

in a2 tactiecal publication.

With regard to majority recommendation 5.a2(3), it is conmsidered that,
when practicable, plane guards should be informed in advance of the pro-
posed schedule for aircraft launches and recoveries.. This procedure,
coupled with standard destroyer doctrine, will gbviate to a great degree
any requirement for messages of the nature recommended in this paragraph.
The recommendation should be so qualified. :

As to majority recommendation 5.a(5), the convening authority concurs:
in this recommendation except that the special signal should be in addi-
tien to the MIKE CORFEN signal. :

Further, the convening authority considers that the majority recom-
mendation 5.5(6), should be made a part of the definition of the proposed

signal.

The convening authority does not comsider that wider publicatien ef
the contents of majority recommendation 5.a(8) is necessary: This
recommendation refers to material the natuTe of which is so basic as te
make it an obvious requirement in the knowledge of all officers with
tactical autherity.

With regard to majority recommendation 5.a(10)(a), the convening
anthority concurs that the wording of GSP 73hA did reguire revision;
hogever, that publication has been superseded by ACP 175 as of 1 July

During the hearings held by the Court of Inquiry, certain deficiences
in the organization and conduct of the watch of the WASP became evident.,
A11 of thesé individually and of themselves had no causal comnection with
the collision. Aeccumulatively, however, and though still divorced freom
any causal conmnectlion, these deficiences cannot be 'ignored. It is con-
sidered that there was a lack of full appreciation on the parts ef the
Commanding Officer and several officers of the WASP of some of the basiec
respongibilities of ships' watch organizations during naval maneuvers.
Although they were watching the lights of the HOBSON, no ranges were
requested, or were deemed necessary for their complete tactical under-
standing. Tookouts, concentrating their attention on plames in the &ir,
failed to observe and report significant changes of swrface ship posi-
tions. Other. sources of infermation available to the bridge were not
used. In this regard, the convening aanthority takes exception to the
statement of the minority, in paragraph 9(a)(2), that, "There was no par=
ticular reason to know the exact coursé or range of the HOESON so long
as it did not threaten the WASR." This view in emphasizing the unimpor=-
‘tance. of ‘Mexact" data in this case loses sight of the necessity to deter-

despite this failuréﬁ%o~exploitfto'thé fullest the capabilities of g1l
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mine the elements bHhat might constitute a threaténing situation. Hewever,iis




