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STATEMENTIOF REAR ADMIRAL MERLIN STARING

ax the senior Navy Jegal officer in London at the headquarters of
. who was then the Comumander-in-Chict, U. 8. Naval Forees,
itrut McCatin wass in command of our nuval forces in the

In June of 1967 | wirs ussiy
Admiral John S, McCaie, 3
Lurope. 1b thar capacity,
Muditerranesn,

The U. S. Navy Court of |
our London headguartors
formal fact-finding body
loss of life, or passible vig
administrativo, not a judici

uiry into the 8 June attack onthe USS LIBIRTY was convered at
the direction of Admiral McCain, A Navy Court of Inguiry is a
vened to investigate an incident involving. for example, substantial
icant internationul o7 other legal conseyuences, Tt is un

body, and its report is purely advisory.

Rear Admiral Teanc Kidd
with Captains Bernard l.au
Navy logal officer, way assi

% uppointed by Admiral McCain (0 be the president of the Court, _
and Bert Atkinson as the other members. (aptain Ward Bosion, a
ned as counsel to the Court.
Admiral Kidd and thc iwo fpombors of his Court, with their legal oflicer, Ward Boston,

> editerrancan where they boarded the LIBIIR'TY at sea and
;¢ for their investigation.

written transcript of the proccedings and the report of the Court of
coniclusion that the attack was uceidental was largeiy accomplished
ily damaged LIBERTY was initially docked, and then at our

the divection and supervision of Adimiral Kidd and Captain Boston,
iately following their on-scene imvestigation.

The clerical production of1
Inquiry contairing is slalc
first ut Maka, wicre the
London headquaricrs, und
in the days during and in

As Force Legul Officer for dmiral McCain, it would normally have been my duty to review the
record of the investigation By the Court of Inquiry and 1a prepure & recommended action on that
revord for Admiral McCaings consideration and decision, leading ultimately to his official
endorsement and trunsmisan of the record to the Department of the Navy in Washington

{cd procedure, Captuin Boston appeared in my office in

midaflernoon of the day th he and Admiral Kidd arrived in London from Malta, handed me the
reeord of some 600 puges, §nd said that Admiral McCain had asked him to bring it to me for my
review,

! inmediatcly swept all othdr work aside and began a comprehensive review of that file, working
steadily at & from the alteripon undil ubout 3:00 AM. At that point I took a brief brcak for sleep,
then resumed my review at rbout 6:00 AM the following morming. | was still so engaged when
Captain Hoston again 4 m my office at sbourt 10:00 AM and asked how I was doing, and

whert 1 thought I would cofiplete my review. 1 told him that 1 was a1 that point only about 1/3 of




and that T was having serioug problems, so far, in finding cvidence i
+f the Court’s conclusions or findings of foct. Onc of the items for
fc (o find supporting evidence in the revord was the Court's very

ke evidence combines to indicate the attack o LIBERTY on 8 Junc
en identity.” 1 also 1old Captain Boston thet | could not yet estimatc
my review, but that | was working full lime on {t and would

which | had =0 fur been v
first conclusion that “avail
was, in fact, 1 case of mists
a time for the completion
comtinue to do %o.

my office, then reappeared about 20 mimncs Iater and said that
vup to get the Court’s record from me and bring it to him in his

the record back over 10 Captuin 13oston, and he left my office with
paini or later, asked for any of my conmments or conclusions hased
to that point. Tater that same day 1 leumed that Admiral Kidd had
1ok to the United States, presumably carrying the Court’s record with
ariment authorities. At that point T had no kowledge whether

his official endarsement on the record, or what it might have said,
participated in its preparaiion,

Captain Boston thercupon
Admisal MeCain had sent |
office, I accordingly turnc
it. | was never, either at |
upon the work that T had d
departed London en route
him for delivery to Navy 1

a Navy lawyer, | have boen called upon 1o review and to take or to
ds of investigations of various degrees of magaitude and

ly instance, during my entire career, i which a record of such an
from me before | had been piven an opportunity to complete nry
ny advice and recommendastions te the convening authority.

In the course of my carcer
recommend action on hund
importance. This was the ¢
investigetion was withdraw:
review and 10 communicat

or purticipation in the Navy’s investigative proceedings thm
35 LIBERTY was thus both brief and incomplete. In recent times 1
Ms purporting to support or 10 justify the validity of the

Court of Inquiry on the ground that those conclusions by the
Admiral McCain, the convening suthority who had ordered the
with the matrer was thus cxtremely briel, 1 do know snd can firmly
proceedings and the conclusions of the Nevy Count of Inquiny were
nt, a considered, and a complete lepal review before the Copvening
d forward for consideration by officials at the highest lavels of the
s Government. Implicit in that conclusion is the fact that no other
m or slewhere, could possibly have reviewed and considered thut
have rendered sound opinions or recommendations to Admiral
ween the withdrawal of the recurd from me and its dispateh to the
idd that same day,

conclusions statcd by the N
Court were latcr approved
Court. Although my conta
testify to one thing - that t
never subjected 10°a com
Authority endorsed the ree
Navy and of the United Su
reviewing authority. in Lo
record of over 600 papes,
McCein, in the brief period
United States with Admirat
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