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I have the honour to refer to General Assembly resolution 69/246 concerning
the investigation into the conditions and circumstances resulting in the tragic death
of Dag Hammarskjold and of the members of the party accompanying him. In
accordance with paragraph 1 of that resolution, I appointed the Independent Panel of
Experts, on 16 March 2015, to examine and assess the probative value of new
information relating to the deaths of the former Secretary-General and those
accompanying him. In the present letter, I will report on the progress made as
requested in paragraph 3 of resolution 69/246.

At the outset, I wish to express my sincere gratitude to the Head of the Panel,
Mohamed Chande Othman of the United Republic of Tanzania, as well as to the
other members of the Panel, Kerryn Macaulay of Australia and Henrik Larsen of
Denmark, for their excellent contribution to the search for the truth about the events
of 17 and 18 September 1961. The report of the Panel constitutes an indispensable
step towards fulfilling our shared responsibility to establish the facts after these
many years. | have the honour to attach herewith a copy of the report of the Panel as
well as the transmittal letter of the Head of the Panel. I will make the present letter,
the letter of the Head of the Panel, the report of the Panel and its appendices public
subject to minor redactions to protect the personal medical information of the
victims and the privacy of eyewitnesses interviewed by the Panel.

I have the further honour to briefly elaborate on the salient features of the
report of the Panel and its key findings and conclusions. In accordance with its
mandate, the Panel reviewed and summarized the new information made available
to it and assessed its probative value. I am pleased that the Panel has determined not
only whether the new information has probative value, but also the degree to which
it has such value, based on four categories: nil, weak, moderate and strong. It is my
considered view that these categories provide a basis on which a distinction can be
made between the new information that deserves further pursuit in the search for the
truth and the new information that does not.
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| am grateful to the Head and the members of thaeP for their travel to
Lusaka and Ndola in Zambia. | also wish to thank& it surviving eyewitnesses
whom they interviewed and who generously sharedr tfime and recollections of
the final stages of flight SE-BDY. The work of tlieanel was facilitated by the
information conveyed by the Hammarskjold Commissierits report as set out in
the annex to my note of 21 March 2014/¢8/800. It is a testament to its due
diligence and best efforts that the Panel souglt surccessfully obtained additional
new information from the relevant national and pt& archives and from other
prominent sources, including the former HammarskjGlommissioners as well as
various researchers and technical experts. | alslcame the proactive approach of
the Panel in reaching out to all Member Statesianfdllowing up with requests for
specific information to certain Member States thaay have relevant records or
other relevant information in their possession. sThiot only served to focus the
efforts of the Panel on materials whose existerpgeears to be substantiated by the
new information made available to it, but also Elpo narrow the scope of the
possible causes to those the plausibility of whitle Panel deemed to have
sufficient probative value.

| appreciate the efforts of Member States to coafgewith the Panel and wish
to convey my gratitude to the Member States conee@rfor their willingness to
provide or make available new information to theaHeand/or members of the
Panel. | note, however, that in some cases, Men8iates have not provided a
substantive response, have not responded at dflase maintained the classified
status of the documents in question despite thegupes of time. | intend to follow
up with the Member States concerned. In its repthe Panel also stated that
“despite the submission of other specific inforroatirequests by the Panel to
certain Member States, those States that have nelggiohave advised that they were
unable to locate any documents responsive to thaests”. The Panel is explicit in
its conclusion that “this is a line of inquiry thtte Panel considers has not yet been
exhausted”. | understand this to mean that thera igossibility that unreleased
classified material relating to the crash of SE-BDMy still be available. In this
regard, | urge the Member States concerned to woatitheir search for relevant
documents and information and to respond as soompoasible to the pending
requests for specific information.

With regard to the examination and assessmentbyPanel of the probative
value of the new information made available to lithote that new information
relating to the cause or causes of death appearphold the propriety, findings and
conclusions of the original 1961 post-mortem exaation of the passengers of
SE-BDY. This would appear to confirm that 15 paggas on board SE-BDY died
of multiple injuries or presumed multiple injurissstained in the crash and that the
sixteenth passenger died of similar causes, alfieé days later. The lack of
probative value of the other new information reigtito the cause or causes of death
effectively puts to rest the claims that Dag Hamsk@ild was assassinated after
surviving the crash.

Similarly, the Panel's assessment of the new imfmtion relating to sabotage
or hijacking as possible causes of the crash gigears to put these two hypotheses
to rest, absent any additional new information thety emerge. The Panel also
found that “claims made by mercenaries, or thetertocutors, and other agents that
they shot or otherwise forced down SE-BDY in aniaeattack” lacked credibility.
Finally, while the Panel did not receive any nevionmation that was specifically
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related to pilot error, | note the statement by Hanel that this “does not prejudice
the probative value of the existing information ceming that hypothesis of the
cause of the crash”.

The Panel assigned moderate probative value téofheving new information
relevant to the hypothesis of an aerial attack tireo interference as a possible
cause or causes of the crash:

(a) Nine new eyewitness accounts that they obsemere than one aircraft
in the air at the same time as SE-BDY made its @ppn to Ndola, and that any
additional aircraft were jets, or that SE-BDY was fire before it impacted the
ground or that it was fired upon or otherwise aelivengaged by other aircraft
present;

(b) The claims by two persons regarding hearintegeld intercepts or
reading transcripts of intercepts of radio transiues relating to a possible aerial
or ground attack on SBDY;

(c) Additional information that has emerged on thie capability of the
provincial government of Katanga in 1961 and it®e usf foreign military and
paramilitary personnel;

(d) The possibility that communications sent frolme CX-52 cryptographic
machine used by Mr. Hammarskjold were intercepted;

(e) The possible role of crew fatigue as a conttiiig factor to the crash of
SEBDY under one or more of the hypotheses of the possible causes of the crash;
and

(f) Additional information that calls into questidhe official account of the
time of discovery of the crash site and the behawiof various officials and local
authorities.

As such, the Panel ultimately found significantwnénformation that it
assessed as having sufficient probative value tthén pursue aerial attack or other
interference as a hypothesis of the possible caiisthe crash. In particular, the
Panel specifically concluded that the new eyewisnéasstimony, the claims of
alleged intercepts and the new information conaegnihe air capability of the
Katangan forces, as mentioned in (a) to (c) abommy also provide an appreciable
lead in pursuing the truth of the probable causeauses of the air crash and tragic
deaths”.

It is my view that a further inquiry or investigath would be necessary to
finally establish the facts. Such an inquiry or éstigation would, however, be in a
better position to reach a conclusive finding reljag the tragic events of 17 and
18 September 1961 with the benefit of the spedififormation requested by the
Panel from the Member States concerned. | therefoge Member States, once
again, to disclose, declassify or otherwise allomvipeged access to information
that they may have in their possession relatechéodircumstances and conditions
resulting in the deaths of the passengers of SE-BDWs would be of particular
relevance in regard to new information that the dtahas assessed as having
moderate probative value.

To this end, | have requested my Under-Secretapdsal for Legal Affairs,
the United Nations Legal Counsel, to engage with Member States concerned to
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follow up on the unfulfilled aspects of the Paneksjuests for specific information

and to receive and review any additional new infatimn provided by Member

States or by other sources in a “focused and ceedezxamination” of whether it

alters the probative value of the information cuatte in our possession. The Legal
Counsel would also advise me on developments tqiire the attention or action
of the General Assembly. | will report to the Asddyon any further progress made
before the end of its seventieth session.

In this connection, and in line with the recommatidn of the Panel to
maintain contact with the various national and ptely held archives, | have also
asked the Legal Counsel to explore “the feasibitifthe establishment of a central
archival holding or other holistic arrangement thabuld enable access by
electronic or other appropriate means to thoserdscand archives by the United
Nations and any other authorized parties with awtie ensuring their continued and
enhanced preservation and access”.

In conclusion, it is imperative that we heed theres of the Head of the Panel
in his transmittal letter of 11 June 2015, wherk@states that “the final revelation
of the whole truth about the conditions and circtanses resulting in the tragic
death of Dag Hammarskjold and of members of theypaccompanying him would
still require the United Nations, as a matter ohtiouity and priority, to further
critically address remaining information gaps, imihg in the existence of
classified material and information held by Memiftates and their agencies that
may shed further light on this fatal event andpitesbable cause or causes”.

It is therefore our shared responsibility to pwshe full truth concerning the
conditions and circumstances resulting in the watgath of Dag Hammarskjold and
the others accompanying him. To that end, | recominnat the General Assembly
remain seized of this matter. This may be our EHwsnce to find the truth. In our
renewed commitment in this regard, | call on thesé&mbly to reiterate its message
to Member States, further to paragraph 2 of it®heson 69/246, to ensure that any
relevant records that remain classified, more ti#n years after the fact, are
declassified or otherwise made available for revither by the Secretariat of the
United Nations or by any eminent person or persshem the Assembly may wish
to entrust with this mandate.

| consider this our solemn duty to my illustriousnd distinguished
predecessor, Dag Hammarskjéld, to the other membgthe party accompanying
him and to their families.

(Signed BAN Ki-moon
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Letter of transmittal

Letter dated 11 June 2015 from the Head of the bhependent Panel of Experts
established pursuant to General Assembly resolutiof9/246 addressed to the
Secretary-General

In my capacity as Head of the Independent PaneExperts established
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 @mdbehalf of the other members
of the Panel, Kerryn Macaulay and Henrik Larsehale the honour to submit the
Panel’'s report on our examination and assessmernhefprobative value of new
information related to the tragic death of Dag Haamskjold and the members of
the party accompanying him, as well as our key ifigd, conclusions and
recommendations.

We are honoured to have been appointed by youuputsto the request of the
General Assembly in its resolution 69/246 and heaeied out our mandate mindful
of the historical significance of that resolutiom the search for the truth about the
conditions and circumstances resulting in the dezthhe late Secretary-General
and of the members of the party accompanying him.

In accordance with the terms of reference that yad issued, the Panel
commenced its work on 30 March 2015 and, in thdogesince, has reviewed the
report and materials submitted by the Hammarskjf@tdnmission, as well as other
information received from Member States and otheurses. We travelled to
Zambia to interview new witnesses and to Belgiunwe8en and the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland tcsitivarious governmental and
non-governmental archives. We proactively souglibrimation from all Member
States and submitted specific information requestsertain Member States.

As a result of the foregoing mandate and actigititne Panel received a large
amount of new information in addition to what thecgetary-General received from
the Hammarskjold Commission. We have reviewed amdnrearized all new
information made available to the Panel and hasessed that some but not all of it
has probative value. On the basis of the relevaacghenticity, credibility and/or
reliability of the new information, and bearing mind the relationship that each
piece of information has to the totality of infortizmn, the Panel has also assessed
the degree of probative value of each piece of riefermation as nil, weak,
moderate or strong.

It is the Panel’s ultimate conclusion that theafinevelation of the whole truth
about the conditions and circumstances resultingtha tragic death of Dag
Hammarskjold and of members of the party accompamnyiim would still require
the United Nations, as a matter of continuity andonty, to further critically
address remaining information gaps, including ie #&xistence of classified material
and information held by Member States and theirnagges that may shed further
light on this fatal event and its probable causeauses.

Without prejudice to your prerogatives as Secref@eneral and to the
ultimate decision of the General Assembly, the Paha&s also made several
recommendations for your consideration concernhmgpreservation of the archives
in a holistic manner; the continuation of your efforts to obtain classified records or
documents from the Member States concerned; and the disposition of any new
information that is received after the completidrttee Panel’s mandate.
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It has been a distinct privilege to assist youhis important endeavour. We
wish to extend our gratitude to the Deputy Secretaeneral for his unwavering
support. We also greatly appreciated the assistahtiee Office of Legal Affairs, in
particular the Assistant Secretary-General for Leiffairs, Stephen Mathias, and
Mona Khalil, Senior Legal Officer. Most of all, ware grateful for the excellent
secretariat support provided by the Secretary efRlanel, Matthew Willis, and the
Assistant to the Panel, Leslyn Raphael, as wellthees United Nations Resident
Coordinator in Zambia, Janet Rogan, and the Unikations country team in
Zambia.

We also wish to place on record our deep appriecialo Member States for
their constructive cooperation and hope that théy @ontinue their own efforts to
bring forth documents and other material relatinglte death of the late Secretary-
General and the others accompanying him, in accarglavith General Assembly
resolution 69/246.

We are grateful to the witnesses who graciouslegas their time and shared
their recollections of the events.

We are beholden to the many experts and spedalibb generously gave the
Panel their time and indispensable expertise withemyy compensation. We must
also thank Susan Williams and the Hammarskjold Caogsran for their efforts in
bringing this matter to the attention of the int&tional community.

Finally, we extend our profound respect to the ifeas of those who perished
in the plane crash and for their patience in waitifor the truth about what
happened on that fateful night. We hope that otioref help to shed light in that
regard.

(Signed Mohamed Chand®thman
Head of the Independent Panel of Experts
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Introduction

Background

1. Having received the report of the Commissioduifists on the Inquiry into the
Death of Dag Hammarskjold (Hammarskjold Commissjaie Secretary-General
submitted to the General Assembly, on 21 March 2@h4dt report along with a note
providing his assessment that it includes new ewigerelated to the tragic death of
former Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjold and & thembers of the party
accompanying him (seeA/68/800 and A/68/800/Add.). The Hammarskjold
Commission was a private and voluntary body of framowned international jurists
invited by an enabling committee to principally exae and report whether, in their
view, evidence now available would justify the Usdt Nations in reopening its
inquiry.

2.  Having acknowledged the report and considered #ssessment of the
Secretary-General, the General Assembly requestedtsi resolution 69/246 of
29 December 2014 the Secretary-General to appoima@ependent panel of experts
to examine new information and assess its probatalee. In that resolution, the
General Assembly encouraged Member States to melaay relevant records in
their possession and to provide to the Secretamye@d relevant information related
to the tragic deaths. Pursuant to the resolutibe,3ecretary-General announced the
appointment, on 16 March 2015, of the IndependemeP of Experts (the Panel) to
examine and assess the probative value of newnrdtion related to the conditions
and circumstances resulting in the tragic deathfosfer Secretary-General Dag
Hammarskjold and of the members of the party acamymg him. He appointed as
the Head of the Panel, Mohamed Chande Othman, ttief Qustice of the United
Republic of Tanzania, as well as Kerryn Macaulayg¢®alia), an aviation safety
expert, and Henrik Larsen (Denmark), a ballistigpart. The Panel carried out its
work from 30 March to 12 June 2015. This reportggms the Panel’'s summary, and
assessment of the probative value, of the new mé&tion made available to it, as
well as its findings, conclusions and recommendetio

Previous official inquiries

3. The events subject to the Panel's mandate wést &xamined by the
Investigation Board of the Department of Civil Atien of the Federal Government
of Rhodesia and Nyasaland (the Rhodesian Civil defaBoard of Investigation),
from 19 September to 2 November 1961. That invesiign was followed by a
Federal Commission of Inquiry established under #ederal Commission of
Inquiry Act of 1955 (the Rhodesian Commission ofjuiry), whose report was
made public on 19 February 1962. Thereafter, pursda its resolution 1628 of
26 October 1961, the General Assembly establisheduM Commission of
Investigation (the UN Commission) to conduct anerm@tional investigation into
the conditions and circumstances resulting in thegit deaths. Following the
publication of the UN Commission’s repoA/6069), the General Assembly, in its
resolution 1759 of 26 October 1962, took note oé tteport and requested the
Secretary-General to inform it of any new evidetita may come to his attention.
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Mandate and definitions

4. Pursuant to General Assembly 69/246 and thedearfireference issued by the
Secretary-General, the Panel's mandate was to edamand assess the probative
value of new information related to the conditicsusd circumstances resulting in
the tragic death of former Secretary-General Dagmhharskjold and of the
members of the party accompanying him. In particutae Panel was tasked to
review the report and source materials of the Hanskjdld Commission, as well as
any relevant records released by Member Stategher aelevant information that
might be provided by Member States or other sources; to interview witnesses and
other persons who provided new information, as waH experts who can
authenticate or explain technical aspects of that information; to visit the site where
the incident ocurred, if necessary and appropriate; and to produce a report on its
findings, including with new statements from witses interviewed by the Panel
and any new records or information provided by MemS8tates or other sources.

5.  With regard to the scope of its assessment, Bamel defined “new
information as that relating to the tragic deathsch, by virtue of its content or the
timing of its availability, was not available todHJN Commission at the time of its
investigation, as well as information that was éafalie to the UN Commission but
can now be seen in a new light due to the emergeficeew material, scientific or
technical developments or best practice.

6. The Panel defined “probative value” for the page of its assessment as
whether and to what to degree the (new) informatiemds to prove or disprove,
either by itself or in combination with other infoation, the existence or
nonexistence of a fact or facts related to the @dors and circumstances resulting
in the tragic death of former Secretary-General Dd@mmarskjold and of the
members of the party accompanying him. In ordemeke such an assessment, the
Panel took into account one or more of the follogyimon-exhaustive criteria, as
applicable to the particular piece or pieces obinfation: the authenticity of the
information (including consistency and contempom@msmness), type of information
(e.g. primary, secondary, hearsay or circumstantias credibility (including its
consistency with other information or establishedct§), expert technical
assessments and the degree to which it is corrodaitay other material.

7.  With regard to assessing the probative valuthefnew information, the Panel
used four value categories: nil, weak, moderate stndng. The selection of four
categories was dictated by the nature, content,cgoand wide-ranging character of
the new information. Of note, although an item efaninformation may have been
assessed as weak and thus would need more infamediassist in proving in and
of itself the existence or non-existence of a factfacts, such items were also
viewed and assessed in the context of the totalitthe information relating to the
issue. In this context, the assessment of the pidaalue of a piece or pieces of
information is not necessarily static, and can gedepending on the emergence of
additional new information at a later date.

8. The Panel was not mandated to carry out an tigestson or to reach any
findings of law.
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Methodology and activities

9. The Panel organized its work according to thpeases. In the first phase, it
conducted a desk review of “old” and new informatiabout the conditions and
circumstances resulting in the tragic deaths, idicig that contained in the reports
of the prior official inquiries (the Rhodesian Qiviviation Board of Investigation,
the Rhodesian Commission of Inquiry and the UN Commission); the Hammarskjold
Commission report and source materials; relevant files and records in the UN
archives; and contextual information about events in and around the Congth&n
early 1960s. In addition, and further to Generasémbly resolution 69/246, which
encouraged Member States to release any relevaatde in their possession and to
provide to the Secretary-General relevant inforovatielated to the tragic deaths,
the Panel submitted, on 8 April, a general requesall Member States inviting
them to share any such records or information whghPanel (see appendix 1).

10. To assist with its subsequent assessmentseoptbbative value of the new
information made available to it, the Panel alsbmiited during this phase more
specific information requests, on 23 April 2015, thee Governments of Belgium,
France, Germany, the Republic of South Africa, thdted Kingdom and the United
States (see appendices 2 to 7). In addition, toetttent possible the Panel met with
representatives of those Member States to explsimeiquests. Further, the Panel
engaged extensively with the Government of Swedethhé course of its work.

11. In the second phase, the members of the Pame&tlted to various locations,
from 28 April to 10 May, to gather and review infoation relevant to its
assessment. The travels included to London to mé#t the former head of the
erstwhie Hammarskjold Commission, Sir Stephen Sedley; to Oxford to review the
papers of the former Prime Minister of the Fedematof Rhodesia and Nyasaland,
Roy Welensky, at the archives of the Bodleian Library at the University of Oxford;

to Lusaka and Ndola to interview eyewitnesses tofthal stages of flight SBDY;

to Brussels to review material at the State Archives of Belgium; and to Stockholm to
review materials at the National Archives of Swedemd the Royal Library of
Sweden, as well as to meet with former Hammarsk@tdnmission member, Hans
Correl, and voluntary Swedish researchers, Goraorkgjahl and Hans Kristian
Simensen. The Panel considered that searches fbreamews of the materials at the
national archives of France, Germany, the Unitedddiom and the United States
were covered by its respective specific informatrequests to those Governments
and the research of other persons with whom theePeomsulted.

12. Also during this phase, the Panel met in NewkYwith former Hammarskjéld
Commission member, Richard Goldstone, and Unitechgdom academic and
historian, Dr. Susan Williams, whose bodkho Killed Hammarskjold?: The UN,
the Cold War and White Supremacy in Afrig2012) inspired the establishment of
the Hammarskjold Commission and served as a sduooe which that Commission
drew material.

13. In the third phase, the Panel summarized the mdormation, carried out
assessments of its probative value and draftecparten its findings. In assessing
the probative value, the Panel relied on a rangeppfroaches particular to the type
and nature of the information. This included, intdia, drawing from technical
assessments provided by expert specialists. Thes|Palptained, in this regard,
expert assessments related to medico-legal infdomafrom the Deputy Chief
Forensic Pathologist of the Institute of Forensath®logy, University of Southern
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Denmark, Professor Peter Juel Thiis Knudsen; the Chief Forensic Pathologist of
Ontario and Professor of Laboratory Medicine anthBhiology at the University of
Toronto, Professor Michael S. Pollanen; and the Director of the Centre for Forensic
and Legal Medicine at the University of Dundee, féssor Stewart Fleming. In
regard to ballistics information, the Panel obtainassessments from Detective
Inspector and Firearms Examiner at the National tteenf Forensic Services in
Denmark, Egon Poulsen, and the United States Feddreeau of Investigation
(FBI), who in turn consulted with the United Stat¥ational Transportation Safety
Board (NTSB).

Structure of the report

14. This report presents a substantive summaryhef iew information made
available to the Panel relating to the conditiomsl @ircumstances resulting in the
tragic death of former Secretary-General Dag Hanskjatd and of the members of
the party accompanying him. Furthermore, it setstba Panel’'s assessments of the
probative value of that new information.

15. More specifically, the first section summarisesl assesses new information
related to the cause or causes of the tragic deathganising it around two
categories: death due to multiple injuries or preed multiple injuries resulting
from the aircraft crash and death purportedly résglfrom some other cause or
causes. The report then reviews and assesses fiesnation from eyewitnesses to
the final stages of the flight of SE-BDY, in pauilar as it relates to possible
external interference resulting in the aircraftgdralt then summarises and assesses
the probative value of the new information relatedour hypotheses for the cause
of the crash of SE-BDY, these being pilot errorfegral attack or threat, sabotage
and hijacking. The Panel did not receive any neferimation that was related, in
and of itself, to pilot error, or what the UN Comnsgrion described in its report as
“human failure”, as a possible cause of the crabhis does not prejudice the
probative value of the existing information condaemthat hypothesis of the cause
of the crash. The next section provides a summang assessment of new
information related to the possible role of humarttbrs in the crash that is of
probative value in respect of the various hypothder the cause of the crash. The
penultimate section of the report reviews and assesew information about the
activities of officials and local authorities. THimal section sets out a summary of
the Panel’s overall findings, conclusions and reomndations.

16. The Panel wishes to note that it consideret@dessary, to provide consistency
of presentation with the reports of the officialgiriries and the Hammarskjéld
Commission, and to ensure the coherency of thisontepto arrange the new
information around the issues or clusters of sulsj@ound the causes or probable
causes of the aircraft crash as considered in ¢perts of the earlier inquiries and
on which new information has been made availablehtoPanel. Such an approach
is intended to facilitate a better appreciationtled substance and relevance of the
new information and should not be understood agradprsement of any particular
theory of the cause or causes of the aircraft coaghe tragic deaths.

17. The Panel also wishes to note that it has nisdeest efforts to summarize, as
accurately and concisely as possible, within thersheriod of its mandate, the new
information made available to it from among the wks of information provided

by the United Nations Secretariat, including thepa® and source materials
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conveyed to the Secretary-General by the Hammalgkdmmission, as well as by
Member States, national and private archives angadety of other sources.
Moreover, the Panel notes that its summaries retlee information it has received
and, while it did not have sufficient time or resoes to verify the veracity of every
aspect of the information provided to it, the Pahak nonetheless sought to the
extent possible to assess the authenticity andilmiteeg of that information in its
assessment of the probative value thereof.

New information about the causes of death

18. Since the conclusion of the UN Commission i®19ew information that has
surfaced attempts to interrogate some of the caotdsath of the persons on board
the aircraft, as established in the post-mortem ioeddexaminations conducted by
the Rhodesian authorities. There is also a nextwdsn the causes of death and the
air crash, in terms of whether they occurred duramgafter the crash. In assessing
the probative value of the new information, the ®asrganized the material around
two categories of causes of death, namely, (a) delate to multiple injuries or
presumed multiple injuries resulting from the aaftr crash and, (b) death
purportedly resulting from some other cause or eau®©n the former, post-mortem
medical examinations conducted by pathologists arthern Rhodesian, from 21 to
24 September 1962, and under the Inquests Ordinamoesal that, with the
exception of a UN Security Officer (AAA), who dieah 23 September 1961, and
whose cause of death was attributed to renal faildue to extensive burns
following the aircraft crash, the cause of deathhd fifteen other persons on board
the aircraft was found to be multiple injuries aepumed multiple injuries arising
from the air-crash.

19. The autopsy reports should be read togethen thie Report on the Medical

Investigation of the Accident to Transair DC6B dretnight of 17-18 September
1961, prepared by Drs. H. Douglas Ross, P.J. Steeed J. Hillsdon Smith for the

Rhodesian Commission of Inquiry. With regard to tager, a claim on the cause of
death presented in the new information is to tHeafthat Hammarskjold suffered a
fatal gunshot injury to the forehead after the @iash, and another allegation that
the extensively incinerated body of one the Swedishdiers accompanying him

(BBB) had a bullet wound in the left leg.

Bullet wounds and other injuries

20. The new information on the claim that Hammad&kps body had a round hole
in the forehead was revealed in an interview puigd in Swedish newspaper
Aftenpostenon 28 July 2005. Therein, Major-General (Rtd.pj Egge (deceased),
a Norwegian military officer deployed to the UnitBidtions Operation in the Congo
(UNOC) at the time of the tragic deaths, and wha wpecifically sent by the UN to
Ndola immediately after the air crash to collectnktaarskjdld’s cypher machine
and briefcase, asserts that when he viewed Hamiddd&k non-scorched body at
Ndola Hospital, he saw a round hole in the foreheBue inference sought to be
drawn from the above was that the former Secre@eperal had not died in or as a
result of the air-crash, but had survived it andemeshot and killed thereafter.
Relying on information from the boolprommenes palass: Trygve Lie og Dag
Hammarskjold-en beratin§Palace of the Dreams: A story on Trygve Lie and Dag
Hammarskjoldl (2000), by Bodil Katarina Naevdal, Egge furtheated that in one

15-09722



A/70/132

15-09722

of the photos taken of the body, this hole had bleeavily retouched such that it is
not discernible.

21. Neither the reports of the Rhodesian Commissimin Inquiry or the
UN Commission indicate whether or not these indsriwere aware of or had
considered Egge’s claim. Similarly, there is noigadion that Egge shared, with any
United Nations official, his alleged observatiortsoat Hammarskjold's forehead at
Ndola Hospital at that time or immediately thereaft

Assassination on the ground by mercenaries

22. This information sits alongside additional olai by a number of former
mercenaries alleged to have said or admitted tanigashot dead Hammarskjold or
some of the members of the party accompanying lmthe crash site after the
aircraft had come down. One piece of new informatiisclosed by Keith Howard
Osmond is that, in June 1999, following a Duke @fkf School class reunion on
12 August2013; he met his schoolmate, Colin John Cooper, at the Holiday Inn, in
Taunton, United Kingdom. The latter had confidechim that the crash was staged,
and that he and a South African mercenary he refleto as Swanepoel had been
detailed to ensure that Hammarskjold had died & ¢hash. He further stated that
upon hearing the aircraft crash, he and severdéaglies jumped into a land rover
and made their way to the crash site, where thesewbke first persons to arrive.
Swanepoel went on to say that Hammarskjéld and bfichis bodyguards had
survived the crash, and that he allegedly shotkiheld Hammarskjold and the two
other survivors. Then Swanepoel and his colleagygmrently riddled the wreckage
with bullets. Cooper is also alleged to have stateat he was paid a Coca-Cola
bottle full of diamonds for his services.

23. Questioned earlier by Norwegian Police at OmpdgBailiff's Office, in
November 2005, Cooper told them that he appliethéoa mercenary in Katanga,
and that when he was in Elizabethville he had stharehotel room with a South
African mercenary with a police or military backgired by the name of Swanepoel.
One night when Swanepoel was drunk and emotional,bbasted that he had
participated in killing Hammarskjold after the chaand shot his bodyguard, who
had hitherto survived, as he tried to pull himself out of the site; as well as that
everyone on board the plane, including Hammarskjflad many bullet wounds.
Information made available to the Panel indicates the Katangese authorities had
in their service an estimated 500 mercenaries attithe of the crash. Mercenaries
were also present at Ndola airport, on 17 Septertbéd.

24. The material provided to the Panel by the Hanskjald Commission contains
information that a person by the name of John BmimaEbrnezar Swanepoel was
guestioned by a UN investigation Officer, Major Brikson, on 26 December 1962.
J.B.E. Swanepoel told the investigator that he wasemployee of the Katangese
Gendarmerie and that had re-entered Katanga inJuig-1961 and stayed until
October 1961, after which he was hospitalized invazi following the sustainment
of an injury incurred during a hunting expeditidhalso contains an attestation that
J.B.E. Swanepeol was repatriated by the United dwatifrom Elizabethville, on
21 March 1963. The Panel is not in a position téedmine from the information
made available to it whether J.B.E Swanepoel wasamrd the same person referred
to by Colin John Cooper or Keith Howard Osmond.
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25. In connection with its assessment of the priokatvalue of the new
information, the Panel sought the assistance ofGbgernment of the Republic of
South Africa with identifying and assessing the hautticity of the information
implicating Swanepoel. More specifically, the Panetjuested, on 23 April 2015,
that the competent South African authorities seafoch and share with it any
information they may have in their possession ietato the claim, as well as any
other relevant information they may have about ¢léestence and activities of one
or more South Africans working as mercenaries irtakga in 1961 with the name
Swanepoel (see appendix 5). At the time of writittgg Panel was yet to receive a
response.

26. That said, considering the contradictory anghhi divergent accounts given
by Osmond and Cooper, which goes to the root of the issue; their imprecise and
vague identification of a mercenary by the name&wafanepoel, a common name in
South Africa; and as we shall soon highlight, the findings and conclusions of the
post-mortem medical examinations, including theexgorensic opinion, the Panel
found that the probative value of the new informatialleging that mercenaries
named Swanepoel or Cooper shot dead Hammarskjoltheatcrash site is of nil
probative value.

Hammarskjold: found alive or dead

27. In October 2010, John Ngongo, an eyewitnesthéotragic event, provided a
statement to Swedish researcher, Goran Bjorkddhting that he had been in the
bush with a now-deceased colleague learning homa&e charcoal on the night of
the crash. He recalled that the aircraft had cras30 metres from their shelter. At
around dawn they went to the crash site, wheredwe @ man leaning against an
anthill with his hands behind his head. He seen®de alive but struggling to
survive. No injuries were noticed on his body.

28. In a statement given to Swedish researchersK. HSimensen and
K.G. Hammer, over a year later, on 15 December 20&lstated that the person he
had seen lay dead. In a later statement made tckéydl on 23 February 2011, he
gave the distance between the wreckage and whemakeas 500 metres and that
the person he had seen was not alive. In yet anateement, this time to the
Hammarskjold Commission, on 13 June 2013, Ngongtedtthat the person he saw
was in the backward lying position with his handckabehind his head) and,
although it was a bit of a distance, he believeslgerson was dead.

29. Much as it cannot be disputed that Ngongo was at the crash site; considering
that he went there at around 0500 hours, some five hours after the incident; the
material contradictions between his first statemantl the subsequent statements
about whether or not the person he saw was alive or dead; the smouldering state of

the wreckage, the ensuing explosions and the safety risk involved in approaching it;

the improbability that at thairhe he know who Hammarskjold was; and the medical
information that he had died instantaneously, taed? assigned nil probative value
to his original claim that the person he saw at Waw the crash site was alive or
struggling to be alive.

Bullet injury to one of the soldiers

30. An Assistant Inspector in the Northern Rhodd3ddice Force at the time of
the tragic event, Adrian Eden Begg, informed themearskjold Commission, on
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25 January 2013, that when he visited the cragh teitassist in the search of the
wreckage, on 19 September 1961, he discovered thy lof a Swedish soldier

concealed beneath the debris, whom he thought wesddier (BBB) and whom he

photographed. The body was extensively burnt ampkaped to have a bullet wound
in the left thigh. The remains of a 9-mm sub-maehgun were in the wreckage
nearby. He believed that the leg injury might haween caused either by the
explosion or discharge of ammunition carried by so&ier.

31. Begg also claimed that while he was at the ltrsitse he photographed the
soldier’s body. In fact, the photograph he had tales the body of another victim
of the crash (CCC), who wore a blue and white Uhikations arm band on his left
arm, and not that of the Swedish soldier (BBB).

32. The post-mortem examination of the person tBagg actually saw and
photographed (CCC) noted his cause of death agauneultiple injuries due to the
crash. He had a fracture of the right femur, ang tight lower leg had “very great
loss of tissue on the lower half, posterially, mahji and laterally” and his ankle
joint had a fracture dislocation. On the left legere was a gaping wound of the
lateral aspect of the mid-thigh, but the femur wasact.

Post-mortem medical examinations

33. In assessing the probative value of the newrmftion related to the cause of
death, the Panel noted that both the Rhodesian Gssionm of Inquiry and the
UN Commission placed significant reliance on thadfngs of the post-mortem
examinations and the Medical Investigation Repagpared by Drs. Ross, Stevens
and Smith. The Rhodesian Commission of Inquiry waf the view that
Hammarskjold, who was thrown clear of the aircrafd out of the area of fire, and
eight of the other persons on board were killedthie crash. Some of the others
(with the exception of AAA) who were not killed hynpact were at least rendered
unconscious and unable to escape. It was the Rimmd&ommission’s finding that
Hammarskjold had died instantaneously. Bullets atiter projectiles discovered in
the bodies of two of the Swedish soldiers (DDD &8BB) were found to have
resulted from ammunition carried by the soldierattlexploded as a result of the
fire. The ballistics examination also revealed thetne had passed through a
“rifled” barrel of a gun. The UN Commission expredssimilar views about the
matter.

34. After a study of available medical informatioand in an opinion given on
11 May 2011 to Dr. Williams, Fellow of the Royal Bxge of Pathologists (United
Kingdom), Dr. Robert lan Vanhegan, opined that noefgn bodies were found in
Hammarskjold’s X-rays, which would have shown mdtalgments such as bullets,
and that there was no medical evidence of a petiegrdead wound. Dr. Vanhegan
was of the view that the orientation of the bulleiand in tissues in the two soldiers
(DDD and BBB) did not suggest they had been fireahf a gun and did not show
any rifling marks. He concluded that there was malence from the post-mortem
examinations of all of the bodies that any persoasvdeliberately shot or that
gunfire played a part in causing the air crash.

35. The Hammarskjold Commission also sought theeexmpinion of three
distinguished pathologists, namely, Professor Lennart Rammer of Linkoping;

Professor Christer Busch of Uppsala and Dr. Derginds of Cardiff. In their joint
opinion, rendered on 24 July 2013, they concludefie( studying the available
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medical and other relevant information but withdvaving the benefit of the autopsy
X-rays) that there was no evidence from the autaegprts that Hammarskjold had
been shot, subjected to explosion or exposed tokemdn their opinion, the
post-mortem examinations strongly indicated th&t mhost important cause of death
was the “crush injury” to the chest with multipleaétures of the ribs, sternum and
thoracic spine, with bleeding into the pleural cavities; all of which would have led

to respiratory failure due to unstable chest wéla{l chest”). It was their opinion
that the appearance of the injuries strongly sutggesthey were caused by
decelerating force during ejection from the airtm@aid the subsequent impact of the
body against the ground. The presence of injuries auggested that Hammarskjold
was alive when the injuries were sustained. Inrtlvedw, survival would have been
expected to be only brief, though it was not polestb give a definite estimate, and
that Hammarskjold was probably unconscious fromhaad injury after the impact.

36. Given the claims arising out of the new infotina on the cause of death; the
nexus of that issue with the air-crash, and thestjoes raised on the propriety of
the original post-mortem medical examinations bys.DRoss, Stevens and Smith,
the Panel found it appropriate to seek the opina@nthree independent and
renowned forensic experts.

37. The Deputy Chief Forensic Pathologist of thstitmte of Forensic Pathology
at the University of Southern Denmark, ProfessaiePduel Thiis Knudsen, came to
the conclusion that there were compelling indicasio if not evidence, that
Hammarskjold was alive when he suffered the fractures; and that a gunshot wound

to the head, particularly one that was inflicteddse the aircraft crashed, is very
unlikely. He was of the view that, judging from higjuries, it is unlikely
Hammarskjold should have survived the crash forerntian a few seconds at most,
and a gunshot wound to the head after he diedsis ary unlikely and contradicted
by the autopsy findings. He opined that the sugpicof a gunshot wound to the
head is purely speculative and supported in no tmaythe autopsy. He concluded
his opinion with a caveat that the lack of gunstvotunds to Hammarskjéld's body
or the other deceased persons, with the exceptfoth® wounds from exploded
cartridges, does not exclude the possibility tiat aircraft was shot down.

38. Chief Forensic Pathologist of Ontario and Pssfe of Laboratory Medicine
and Pathobiology at the University of Toronto, Rfor Michael S. Pollanen, was
also of the opinion that the deaths of all of thecupants in the aircraft can be
explained by injuries sustained in the crash ortygossh fire; that there is no
medical evidence Hammarskjéld sustained one or ngoreshot wounds to the head
and that the metallic debris embedded in the twtdisos aboard the aircraft,
including bullets and fragments of cartridge casare explained by post-crash
thermal ignition of live ammunition contained in ethaircraft, ignited by the
post-crash fire, rather than from gunshot woundsrtiter, he assessed that the
deaths did not occur prior to the aircraft craghthat the injuries of the aircraft’s
occupants were sustained in the air crash and oeduvhile they were alive and
explained the deaths. He was of the further opirtivat the autopsy reports do not
provide any evidence to determine what caused iteeadt to crash. He opined that
there are no medical or scientific grounds for arimg Hammarskjold's body or that
of any of the deceased. Pollanen agreed with théirigs and conclusions reached
by Drs. Ross, Stevens and Smith, which were arria¢dafter a pathological
examination of the bodies at the crash site, radjmlal examinations, external and
internal examinations, and laboratory examinati@iristology and toxicology).
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39. The new information, including that by Eggesakndeavours to cast doubt on
the propriety of the autopsy reports, which Eggaimmked had been removed from
the case documents when he visited Ndola Hospitahédiately after the crash. In
the Panel’s view, the verified existence of theopsty records among the Roy
Welensky papers in the archives of the Bodleian Library; of the autopsy records in
the archives of Dr. J. Hillsdon Smith at the Onta@hief Pathologist’s Office in
Toronto; and those of Dr. Hugh Douglass Ross at the University of Dundee fatall
undermine any probative value that that claim mayehhad. With regard to the
availability and accessibility of medical archiveése Panel wishes to commend the
decision of the Government of Sweden to declagsiéyMedical Information Report
held at the National Archives of Sweden. Similarthe Panel appreciated the
decision of the University of Dundee to authoribe telease and make available to
the Panel for its review the relevant medical relsoneld in its archives.

40. Commissioned by the Panel to examine the aeshiM Dr. Ross, held at the
University of Dundee Archive Services, the Directdrthe Centre for Forensic and
Legal Medicine at the University of Dundee, ProfasStewart Fleming, identified
two pieces of primary medico-legal evidence, namalycomplete set of original
X-ray, consisting of 200 X-ray films of all 15 viats of the air-crash and X-rays of
the ankle fracture of Sergeant Julien; and a large chart entitled “Analysis of
Pathological Findings on Victims of Accident of UNircraft at Ndola on 17/18
September 1961” (the Chart), which consists of @oreé of the pathologist’s notes
from the autopsy examinations of all 16 victims tttzae believed to have been
written contemporaneous to the post-mortem exaranat

41. Having examined the primary evidence, in pattc all of the 200 X-rays, and
checked the traumatic injuries against those remdréh the Chart and in the
Medical Investigation Report, Professor Fleming ragg that all injuries were
correctly recorded by the pathologists at the timhéhe post-mortem examinations.
Furthermore, in regard to Hammarskjold, he washef view that the severity of the
chest trauma was evident in his X-rays and was twuerash injury to the chest.
Based on these findings and Dr. Ross’s post-mortsscription of the thorax,
vertebrae, neck and head of the victim, he wastdethe conclusion that death was
due to ventilatory failure brought about by a crusjury to the chest. He considered
that survival following the accident would have hdwief and that the victim would
almost certainly have been unconscious as a coeseguof the head injury
described in the Medical Investigation Report. Afseudying Hammarskjold's skull
X-rays, he concluded with certainty that there was bullet wound to
Hammarskjold’s forehead, as had been claimed byeEgg

42. The Medical Investigation Report acknowleddest tEgge officially identified
Hammarskjold’s body at Ndola Hospital. His corpsaswalso viewed by Knutt
Hammarskjold, his nephew. Considering the relevafdrmation; the non-immediate
reporting by Egge to United Nations authorities whad purposely sent him to
Ndola, or to his Norwegian military supervisorspabwhat he alleged to have seen
on Hammarskjold' forehead at Ndola Hospital; the unexplained delay in disclosing
the alleged new information; the concurrence of the opinion of forensic experts
consulted by the Swedish Royal Medical Board (DiFAykholm and Dr N. Ringertz)
as part of the UN Commissianinvestigation; and the respective experts consulted
by Dr. Susan Williams, the Hammarskjold Commissiand this Panel, who
essentially agree on the correctness, propriety eodclusions of the original
autopsy reports prepared by Drs. Ross, StevensSamith, the Panel is of the view
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that Egge’s claim that Hammarskjold had a bulletehin his forehead has nil
probative value.

43. Further, considering the mistake by Begg in idhentification of the victim,
and the belief that the person he saw had bullaingds, which is in variance with
the autopsy report, the Panel found the new infarmmaprovided by him as having
nil probative value.

44. For completeness, it may be added that whigergspective forensic experts
consulted by the Hammarskjold Commission and byRheel generally also agree
that the post-mortem examinations conducted by Ross, Stevens and Smith were
rather brief and the details of the appearancee siad position of some of the
injuries were described more in summary than theyld have been if conducted
according to current forensic standards, they aisderscored the point that they
were of good quality, professional, and that thegcumately and completely

documented all of the injuries that can also benseetheir respective X-rays, and
were probably in line with what were then the priéimg standard.

45. With regard to the additional claim supporte¢ Egge that one of
Hammarskjold’s photographs was heavily retoucheddweer up a bullet wound to
his forehead, the Panel was unable to locate thginal photographs or the
negatives of Hammarskjold forehead or body takeéhegiat the crash site or at the
Ndola Hospital Mortuary to enable a technical asse=nt of such a claim.
Moreover, the Panel was unable, due to a lack ofglete identifying information,
to ascertain the authority and expertise of theoknhreferred to in théftenposten
newspaper article and on whom Egge based his @&ssebr. Vanhegan, who had
viewed three of Hammarskjold’s photographs, expedsghe view that it is not
possible to determine how the body lay at the titmeas found, nor how near it was
to the point of impact of the aircraft when it chasl. Considering all of the above,
and the nature of the unsubstantiated allegatioa,Ranel found that the probative
value of the new information claiming that one bétphotographs of Hammarskjéld
was “heavily doctored” to be weak.

New information from eyewitnesses to the finastages of
flight SE-BDY

46. Since the conclusion of the UN Commission, &lt@f 12 witnesses to the
final stages of the flight of SE-BDY who did notguide information to that inquiry,
or any of the other official inquiries, have progil statements about what they
observed on the night of 17-18 September 1961. @&hstmtements were first
obtained through interviews by private and volugptagsearchers and then, in the
case of seven of the witnesses, again by the Haslkjidd Commission in May
2013. While the statements of all 12 witnesses weagle available to this Panel, it
interviewed six of the new witnesses itself in Zamlin May 2015. The remaining
six of the 12 new witnesses were not interviewedtlny Panel because they had
either passed away, were unavailable due to hemd#tsons or had previously
provided statements that were based solely on hgailthe new witnesses cited as
reasons for not testifying at either the UN Comraasor the other official inquiries
that they were not made aware at the time thatesites were being sought or they
were reticent to do so for fear of some form ofriedénation.
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47. Of the 12 new witnesses, five (Custon Chipdyankasa, Mwebe, Ngongo and
Ngulube) referred in their statements to havingesbed more than one aircraft in
the air at the time they believe they saw a largeraft, assumed to be SE-BDY,
making an approach to land at Ndola on the night {18 September 1961. Seven
of the witnesses (Custon Chipoya, Kankasa, E. MgdenS. Mulenga, Mwebe,
Ngongo and Ngulube) claimed that the large aircwads on fire prior to crashing to
the ground. Despite being just two to three kilorastfrom the crash site, two
witnesses (Mwansa and Chimema) stated that theyadidbserve a second aircraft
(or third, for that matter) or signs of a fire dretone aircraft they did see in the air.

48. The Panel noted from its review of all of thé&ness statements, including
those provided by witnesses who testified at tHeeiafl inquiries, in 1961 and 1962,

that much of the content of the new witness statémés not entirely new in that

several of the witnesses who testified at the ddficinquiries also reported

observing one or more aircraft in the air in adultito SE-BDY as the DC6 was
manoeuvring to land at Ndola. Some of these witeesalso reported observing
what they believed was SE-BDY on fire while stilftteorne. The Panel nevertheless
considered the contents of the statements madehbynew witnesses as new
information on the basis that it is from source$ heard by the UN Commission or
the official inquiries that preceded it.

49. In addition, the Panel revisited the statemenfswhat the Rhodesian

Commission described as the “African” witnesseseasing that the testimony they
provided was either treated unfairly or inconsisignwas at times held as

unreliable without sufficient reasons, was regareeth extreme suspicion because
of the holding by the witnesses of nationalisticpmlitical feelings or because the
witnesses were disregarded merely for not reportinmediately to the authorities

what they saw even though they satisfactorily exy@d their reasons for not doing
so. In that connection, the Panel agreed with tlenkharskjold Commission that,

with respect, the UN Commission appears to havenlmeaservative in the selection
of witnesses it heard and that it relied too heawih the Rhodesian Commission of
Inquiry in this regard, which the Hammarskjold Comsgion described as “a less
reliable predecessor”. For these reasons, the Raoredidered that the information
provided by such withesses was “old” informatiomtticould now be seen in a new
light for the purposes of the Panel’'s assessment.

Summary of the new witnesses’ observations

50. The following is a summary of the observatigg®vided by the 12 new
eyewitnesses to the final stages of flight SE-BRY¥,presented in statements to the
Hammarskjold Commission, private researchers andthe case of six witnesses
(Custon Chipoya, Kankasa, E. Mulenga, S. Mulengayelle and Ngulube), the
Panel itself. The summaries are organised arourmd ldlcations from which the
withesses made their observations on the nightret8 September 1961.

51. Four new eyewitnesses to the final stages ef flight of SE-BDY were
charcoal burners attending to their kilns in thee&i near the crash site on the night
in guestion. The first of these (Ngongo) reportedttsometime after 2000 hrs (local
time) he observed a large aircraft in the air watltsecond aircraft flying in close
proximity to it. He described the second aircradtaasmall jet based on the sounds
he heard. He recalled seeing that the large aitrawaks on fire, in particular the
engine and wings, before it crashed. He noted likateard the second aircraft leave
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the area after the large aircraft had impactedgiteeind. The witness claims to have
gone to the crash site at dawn. Upon arrival, heeobed that there was nobody
around and that the aircraft wreckage was smoutderHe claims to have seen the
body of Hammarskjéld set against an anthill.

52. The second new eyewitness (Custon Chipoya)llegtdhat around midnight
he witnessed a large aircraft circling in the &is. it circled for the third time, he
saw a small aircraft he described, because of peed and sound, as a jet. The
witness then described seeing fire going from theal$ aircraft toward the large
aircraft. He heard a big bang, following which tlaege aircraft caught fire and then
crashed. The witness claims to have gone to theshcsite at dawn, where he
observed police and soldiers present. He reporti@d many of the bodies of the
victims had already been removed, including thaHaimmarskjold, as had parts of
the aircraft wreckage.

53. The third of the new eyewitness in the foresttloe night in question (Moses
Chimema) recalled observing a large aircraft in $kg, sometime between 1900 and
2200 hours. He went on to recount that the airtgafing “bashed into trees” as it

turned and then crashed. The witness made no comimehis statements about
having seen the aircraft on fire while it was ain®. Having gone to the crash site
at 0900 hours on 18 September, he observed thaaitheaft was still burning and

that there were police present.

54. The fourth new eyewitness at this location (layinChipoya) stated that she
saw a helicopter with smoke coming out of its w@rkcling in the area two or three
times, after which it “fell down”. The witness rdk=d that she visited the site
shortly after the crash, where she observed paiuksoldiers present.

55. Two of the 12 new eyewitnesses (Kankasa andghtat Ngulube) were
located at Twapia (7 km south-east of the crasd) sitnder the flight path of aircraft
approaching to land on runway 10, the runway in aséldola airfield on the night
of 17-18 September 1961. The first of these (Kankagcounted being called by
her husband, sometime between 2100 and 2200 houmgyickly come out of the
house to see something happening in the sky. Umamgdso, the witness saw what
she said looked like “two army jets” pass overhe¢lae house heading toward the
airport. She did not see the large aircraft whilevas airborne, but saw flames in the
distance in the direction of the crash site. Sttt visit the crash site.

56. The second new eyewitness who was at Twapiaddtat Ngulube) recalled

seeing two aircraft in the area, one being smahan the other, between 1800 and
2100 hours. She noted that both aircraft were hepdoward the airport from the

west when she saw them. As the small aircraft phise large aircraft, the wings of
the large aircraft caught fire and then “droppeavdty The witness stated that she is
not sure where the smaller aircraft went after ldrge aircraft had disappeared out
of sight. She did not go to the crash site.

57. Three of the new eyewitnesses were locatedhéfulBu (10 km north-east of

the crash site and five km north-east of the outlibleg of the instrument approach
to Ndola airfield). The first of these (Safeli Mulga) saw an aircraft coming “from

the Congo”, between 2000 and 2100 hours, that @weget than normal in size. He
observed the aircraft circling and, on its thirdinal, turning toward the airfield. The
witness stated that the top of the aircraft, but th@ wings, then caught fire. He
remarked that it looked as though the fire had “ednom somewhere else” and was
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like “lightning”. The witness did not observe anyher aircraft in the air that
evening. He went to the crash site one or two dafter the crash, where he
observed markings on the ground where the bodidsean.

58. The second eyewitness located at Chifubu (Emktalenga) recalled
observing an aircraft come from the west, sometbmmtveen 1900 and 2000 hours,
which caught her attention because it was circli@q its third orbit, she saw a
flash, like lightning, hit the aircraft from abové&he top of the aircraft then caught
fire. The fire increased in intensity as the aiftrdropped out of the sky. The
witness did not hear any other sound or see angrathicraft in the vicinity. She did
not go to the crash site.

59. The third eyewitness at this location (Dicksbhwebe) recalled seeing an
aircraft approach the airfield from the east amattsto circle at what he estimated to
have been between 1900 and 2000 hours. On its deomund, the aircraft was
joined by another, smaller aircraft that he desedilas a jet because of its speed and
sound. Soon thereafter, the withess saw a flashnateafrom the small aircraft
toward the large aircraft, hitting the top of thengs of the large aircraft and
causing it to catch fire. The small aircraft theepdrted the area toward the
northwest. The witness went to the crash site ar@gmately 0600 or 0700 hours,
on 18 September, where he observed police andessldit the site. He noted that
the site was cordoned off with red tape and thatehwas red paint on some of the
trees. A body was lying near an anthill.

60. Three new witnesses in other locations alswipex statements. The first of
these (Joseph Kalupentala) recounted a story mwldim in 1987 by his then boss
(Chikabouya), in which the boss stated he was dethiand threatened by armed
“white soldiers” when he visited the crash sitetba night of 17-18 September. The
witness described himself as a smuggler at thaetike stated that his boss had
added that the soldiers were Belgian and had shahdhe aircraft.

61. Another of the eyewitnesses in this group (DasgMwansa) stated that at
some stage while he was in his house in Kamenshandlipi (3 km south-west of
the crash site), on the night of 17-18 Septembe6119%he heard an aircraft
approaching from the west. After briefly departirige aircraft returned heading in
the opposite direction, following which he heard explosion. Upon hearing this,
the witness immediately ran outside, where he foumsl wife pointing in the
direction of the crash. The witness did not offaly durther information about his
observations of the crash sequence, describindgobistion as being “a bit far from
the crash site”. He claimed to have gone to the sit around 0700 hours on
18 September, where he observed police presenthé&urhe noted that the site was
cordoned off and that the bodies had been removed.

62. The third eyewitness in this group (Abraham Hah observed an aircraft
circling in the sky three times on the night of 18-September. He noted that soon
thereafter the airport lights went out for the rémaer of the evening. At around the
time the lights went out, the aircraft was headiogard Ndola Hill (12 km west of
Ndola airfield). The witness then went back int® hiouse, which was located at
Masala, an area he described as being “200 to 30@sy from the airport. He
visited the crash site sometime on the afternoonl®fSeptember, but did not
provide any observations of that visit.

21/99



A/70/132

22/99

Factors affecting the probative value of the newyewitness statements

63. Significant events, such as that which occurred the night of
17-18 September 1961, can leave a vivid and lagtiqgression on eyewitnesses to
those events. The reliability of eyewitness testiyioand thus its probative value,
generally depends on a number of variables, thesegb the extent of the
opportunity for observation or identification; whether the conditions and
circumstances for obsettion were favourable or not; and the impact that the
passage of time may have on human memory and estih of past events. While
it is possible for a witness’s account of his or kissual observation, recognition or
identification to be given honestly and with stroegnviction, the probative value
of the information in the statements of the newneises must be assessed in light
of the foregoing factors.

64. Regarding the considerable variations in thenesses’ statements about the
times at which the various events they recall sgedm hearing occurred, both
among themselves and as compared with other infoomavailable, the Panel did
not place significant weight in its assessmentpmbative value on this aspect of
their testimony. This was arrived at on the baket tmany of the witnesses relied on
imprecise indications of time, such as the obseceaaof habits in their work and
domestic life, as opposed to clocks or watches.

65. The UN Commission established, based primaoitythe time the victims’
watches stopped, that the crash occurred shortér afidnight, when the moon was
within minutes of dipping below the horizon. Accard to meteorology information
and multiple witness statements, it was a clear antbst calm night. Nevertheless,
the Panel considered the possibility that the gbdif witnesses located further from
the crash site than others to accurately identdfgns of the details they described
may have been affected. Conversely, those witneskeswere nearer the crash site,
in particular those who were tending to their cluaickilns in the forested area in
which the aircraft crashed, may have been bettaced to hear and observe the last
moments of the crash sequence yet may not havecbatplete field of vision
because of the surrounding forest canopy and glogeimity of SE-BDY.

66. The Panel assessed that the variations in timebar of aircraft observed by
the witnesses does not necessarily mean that soitmeesges’ observations were
accurate and others were not. Factors such asirttee @t which they observed the
sequence of events and their location may haveiémfted what they saw in regard
to the number of aircraft in the area at any giwene. Further, while not very
familiar with the specific technical aspects ofcaaft and aviation, nearly all of the
witnesses stated that they had regularly observiecradt manoeuvring in and
around Ndola airport in the past. As such, some@sdses offered their views, based
on their experience, about whether any of the aftdthey observed on the night in
guestion were jets.

67. While noting that some caution must be apptiethe eyewitness information
because of factors such as those described inrdeeding paragraphs, the majority
of witnesses provided first-hand accounts of winetytgenuinely believed they had
observed and must be afforded the opportunity teehaspects of their observations
tested against the body of available information.

68. Moreover, in some cases, the observations ®mnéw eyewitnesses related to
different issues or events under considerationhagyRanel and, therefore, aspects of
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their information were assessed by it accordingh® criteria outlined earlier, as
having a higher or lower probative value than othspects of the same body of
information they provided.

69. Recalling its mandate to examine and assessptbbative value of new
information related to the conditions and circumstas resulting in the tragic deaths
of those on board SE-BDY, and considering the conté the witnesses’ statements,
the Panel considered the degree to which the in&ion provided by the new
witnesses helps to establish the following: thatréhwas more than one aircraft in
the air at the time SE-BDY made its approach to lddohat any aircraft present
other than SE-BDY was a jet, that SE-BDY was o firefore it collided with the
ground and whether SE-BDY was fired upon or othsenactively engaged by one
or more other aircraft. On these questions, theePfound that the probative value
of the new information provided by nine witnessssmoderate, and that of three
witnesses (Lumayi Chipoya, Kalupentala and Kunddjose purported observations
were grossly inconsistent with other available mfation or based almost entirely
on hearsay, is nil.

70. The Panel will return to the witnesses’ obséores about the crash site in the
section in this report titled new information abdhé activities of officials and local
authorities.

New information about an aerial or ground attack or other
external threat

71. The UN Commission of 1962 stated in its repbet it “carefully examined
the possibility of SE-BDY having been shot downdnpther aircraft or by an attack
from the ground”. Further, it considered “the pdhdl#iy that the crash may have
resulted from evasive action or from momentaryrdistion of the pilot by an attack
of feigned attack from the air or from the ground@’he Commission found in this
regard, “no evidence to support such a hypothesihough it could not rule out
the possibility such an attack had taken placec&ithen, several pieces of new
information related to the hypothesis that anothgcraft shot down SE-BDY or
otherwise threatened the aircraft in a manner tzaised it to crash have come to
light. Further, the Panel noted also that the Cossinin had been informed that “no
radar watch was maintained in the Ndola area dutimg evening and night of
17 September 1961 and, therefore, the possibilitaro “unknown aircraft” cannot
be entirely excluded”.

Interception of radio communications |

72. Among the new information are statements magefdsmer United States

Navy Commander, Charles Southall, to Dr. Williamadathe Hammarskj6ld

Commission on several occasions between 2009 and@ 2®out having heard a
recording or read a transcript of radio communiazasi in which a pilot purportedly

reports sighting and then shooting down an air¢crassumed to be SE-BDY, on the
night of 17-18 September 1961. While some minomadgtvary slightly between his

various accounts of the communications, the Hamkjéld Commission quotes

Southall as having heard or read the following:
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“l see a transport plane coming low. All the lighare on. I'm going to go
down to make a run on it. Yes, it's the Transair@@'’s the plane. I've hit it.
There are flames. It's going down. It’s crashing.”

73. Southall goes on to state that his Communicatid/atch Officer or another
officer present at the time he encountered the conications told him that a
Belgian pilot known as the “Lone Ranger”, flyingFauga Magister aircraft used by
Katangese forces, made the transmission and tlefpilot “must be waiting for

Hammarskjold’s plane”. Southall stated that he ednmecall whether he received
the information by listening to an audio recordimgreading a transcript thereof. He
recalled hearing or seeing the information appratiely seven minutes after the
time of the actual transmission, based on “theyrééetor”. He further stated that he
is not sure whether the information was in FrenchnoEnglish, as he was fluent in
both languages.

74. Southall stated that he heard the recordinglewlsitationed at a naval
communications facility of the National Security édacy (NSA), located near
Nicosia (approximately 5,000 km north of Ndola), pZys. He described his
position at the station as that of a “processind amporting” officer and advised
that the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) sharbd facility with the NSA, although

the working areas of the two agencies were sepakitéle Southall usually only

worked during daytime hours, on this particular daig Communications Watch
Officer telephoned him at his accommodation, sometibetween 1900 and 2100
hours (local time in Cyprus), to encourage him tome to the facility at “about

midnight [because] something interesting is goinghtippen”. It was shortly after
midnight when Southall heard the intercept at thatien. He stated that the
communications intercept was made by the CIA andspd to the NSA working
area, where he was in the company of four or fitkess when he heard the
recording or read the transcript, including thajwfior officer and friend, Tyler Wat.

75. Southall's recollections of the events of tmaght appear to have surfaced
when he was contacted by an analyst at the UniteedeS Department of State,
Karen Engstrom, on 8 December 1992, in connectidth v@ request from the

Government of Sweden for assistance with its natioimvestigation into the

circumstances of Hammarskjold’'s death. That inygsdion was headed by Swedish
diplomat, Bengt Rosio.

Interception of radio communications Il

76. In other new information of a similar natureyrher United States Air Force
Security Services Officer, Paul Abram, stated iniaterview with the Panel, on
26 May 2015, that he heard transmissions relateatiécshooting down of an aircraft
in or near the Congo, on the night of 17-18 Septemi®61. Abram was attached to
an NSA listening post in Iraklion (over 5,000 kmrtto of Ndola), Greece, at the
time, where, he advised, he would typically be pded with approximately five to
six frequencies to monitor at once. He recalledt ttiee “prime targets” included
military activities in the Congo, such as troop raments and arms sales. Abram
claimed that a few days earlier he was providechwite expected flight plan of
SE-BDY, which included information about the airitreype and “plane number”, as
well as its destination of Ndola.

77. Based on the “radio chatter” he overheard @ndabening of 17-18 September,
he believed he was listening to the activities @f ‘8merican ground force”.
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Sometime later in the evening, he heard someoneosay the radio: “Here comes
the plane ... the plane is well lit", followed by seone on another frequency in a
voice he assessed based on the accent as non-Amdhat not French or Spanish,
he later provided), saying “the Americans just sdotvn a UN plane”. He stated
that the transmissions were followed by a signifitciscrease in “radio chatter”.

78. Abram did not believe he heard any communicegtitom SE-BDY during the
period in question. He was not certain about theethe heard the transmissions, but
advised he was working the late shift at the ligigrstation at the time. The view he
provided was that the UN aircraft, which he assumexs the aircraft on which
Hammarskjold was travelling, had been shot downghyund fire. He assessed the
use of ground fire based on having heard the tréssons on a high frequency
(HF) radio network.

79. While Abram advised that he was the only offieg the station to have
listened to the intercept in real time, he immedigtnotified others around him
about what he had just heard. Abram claimed thdtemtofficers at the post
subsequently listened to a replay of the intercephich they processed and
forwarded to the relevant recipients. In a bookawhored in 2013 titledTrona
Bloody Tronaabout a union strike, Abram provided general infation regarding
the circumstances of Hammarskjold’s death, but mbd describe in detail what he
claimed to the Panel to have heard on the nighjuastion. It appears that Abram
first provided the additional information when hentacted the Hammarskjéld
Commission, in 2014, by which time that body haddaded its work.

Assessment of authenticity

80. With a view toward exploring further some ofethdetails of Southall’s
statements, and to assess the clarity and consisteihis recollections, the Panel
contacted Southall and requested an interview. éfdied that he was unable to
oblige due to health reasons.

81. Further, the Panel requested that the compelthrited States authorities
search for and share with it any relevant informatithey may have in their
possession pertaining to records or transcript®dio traffic intercepted or received
on the night of 17-18 September 1961 concerning lémeling or approach of an
aircraft at Ndola, Northern Rhodesia, as well ageptally related records of
correspondence between Washington, D.C., and thiedrStates embassies in
Cyprus and Greece, respectively, around the timguiastion (see appendix 6). The
Panel’s request was informed by a negative respfnose the NSA to a Freedom of
Information Act request submitted by the Hammargkj@ommission, dated 16 July
2013, in which the NSA advised that two files ia fossession were “responsive” to
the Commission’s request (sé¢68/800, para. 15.11). The NSA went on to state
that the files could not be released because dsintcould reasonably be expected
to cause exceptionally grave damage to the naticealurity” and because the
agency is authorized to protect “certain informaticoncerning its activities”
having determined that such information “existghese documents”.

82. In addition, an article published in the SwédisewspapelSvD Nyheteron

21 November 2014, reported that the GovernmenthefWnited States afforded to
the Foreign Minister of Sweden at the time, CarlldBi access to the two
“responsive” files following informal talks betweethe two Governments. The
article quotes Bildt as saying that the informationtained in them is trivial and
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unimportant. In response to the Panel's request tfr same information, one
member of the Panel was afforded full access totde “responsive” files on the
basis of established bilateral security informat&iraring arrangements between the
Governments of the United States and Australia, $tate of nationality. The Panel
member examined the information in the two file®wh to her and assessed that it
would not help establish the facts of the causéhefplane crash or the cause of the
deaths of former Secretary-General Hammarskjéltherothers accompanying him.
She also assessed that it did not contain any imddion relating to the interception
of communications about an attack on SE-BDY.

83. Further to its request for the information hettwo “responsive” files to be
made available to it, the Panel also requested ttimtsearches by the Government
of the United States include the master schedwiésch is to say the inventories of
files and records) of the CIA, FBI and NSA. The Bwent on to express the hope
that any relevant classified documents located @an be declassified, in whole or
in part, and shared with it. In response, the Gorent of the United States
informed the Panel, in a letter dated 9 June 2014t its search had not found any
documents matching the description of the materialsuested by the Panel, and
that this effort included a search of NSA and Ceékards (see appendix 6).

84. Also in connection with its assessment of théhanticity of the information,
the Panel requested that the Government of theedrfitates provide information it
may have in its possession about whether Soutlkealles! in the United States Navy
and Abram in the United States Air Force, respedyivand, if so, whether they
were based at the listening stations in Cyprus @nekece, respectively, undertaking
work with the National Security Agency in the cajppchey stated at the time in
guestion. In its response to the Panel of 9 Jurlb2the United States Government
confirmed, based on information held by the Depaniof State, that Southall was
an active member of the United States Navy at iime,t but it did not provide any
further information regarding whether he was statid in Cyprus or about the
capacity in which he was serving with the Navy.tAe time of writing, the results
of a search by the Department of Defense for infation responsive to the Panel’s
guestions about Southall and Abram remained pending

85. At the request of the Panel, Abram providedittccopies of his service
discharge record, which state that he was in th#gednStates Air Force at the time
in question working as a “voice intercept procedspecialist” and “interpreter”.
The Panel assessed, based on that document, thaimAb claim to have been
employed by the United States Air Force at the tiofethe crash of SE-BDY

performing in the special duties in which he claitashave been engaged, appear to

be valid. However, while a copy of a second docuimgovided by Abram titled
“Education Service Program” noted that the lastildn school he attended was
“Iraklion Greece”, no dates were annotated in tdaté attended”. The Panel was
therefore unable to confirm whether Abram was pdgtelraklion at the time of the
events on 17-18 September 1961.

Type of information

86. With regard to the type of the information pisded by Southall and Abram,
both stated that they were in the company of othdren they listened to, or in the
case of Southall, perhaps read, the radio commtipitea on the night of
17-18 September 1961. Southall made several atenmptthe 1990s to have a

15-09722



A/70/132

15-09722

colleague purportedly also present at the statigter Wat, provide his account of
events. According to correspondence, dated 28 19193, between Southall and
Wat, who was by then a diplomat at the United $Statmbassy in Rome, Wat told
United States correspondent, Staffan Torsell, heahad “no special memory of” an
incident on the night of 17-18 September 1961.désl not appear that Southall has
had any further success in his efforts to make @ontvith other colleagues who
were present at the time or in establishing whettrey of those colleagues have
similar recollections as him of the evening. Then®awas informed that Wat has
unfortunately passed away. Without additional imi@tion corroborating Southall’s
claim to have listened to or read a transcript od@o communication intercept, the
new information he provided stands as solitary e information. Similarly,
without independent corroborating information frooolleagues at the lIraklion
listening station or some other source, Abram’sesteent also stands as solitary
witness information.

Credibility of the information

87. Turning to an assessment of the credibilityh#f information, the Panel noted
that Southall stated his Communications Watch @fficontacted him by telephone
at his accommodation between 1900-2100 hours loeed (1700-1900 Zulu) on the
night of 17 September, and encouraged him to retoithe communications facility
“at about midnight” to witness “something interegti. According to the transcripts
of Salisbury Flight Information Centre recordin@E-BDY first broke radio silence
inflight at 2002 Zulu (2202 hours local time in Qys and Ndola), when the crew
contacted the Centre on HF radio to report, amothg@rothings, its current position
and estimated time of arrival at Ndola. The Panmlld not find in the material
before it indications that the crew or passengdrSB-BDY conveyed to anyone
prior to that the estimated time of arrival in NdofOn the contrary, the crew sought
to conceal its route and estimated time of arrtmakubmitting a flight plan with the
destination of Luluabourg (1,200 km north-west add\g) instead of Ndola and by
taking an indirect route, the particulars of whierere reportedly closely held
among the crew. Further, UN staff at Leopoldvilleid dnot report any
communications between their station and SE-BDYbetween any other station
and SE-BDY during its flight to Ndola. There is imformation that Hammarskjold
transmitted or received any communication throufle tryptographic machine
carried on board the aircraft during the flight. eTHPanel therefore found it
unexplained how the Communications Watch Officeuldohave known in the
mid-evening the estimated time of arrival at NdofeéSE-BDY.

88. Regarding Abram, his recollection of eventghe Panel was consistent with
information he provided earlier to other partiesamely the media and the
Hammarskjold Commission (after it had concludedwtsk). Further, his statement
that his duties included shift work could suppois blaim to have been present at
the listening post late in the evening on the nighquestion.

Expert technical assessment

89. To assist with an examination of the technitedsibility of, among other
things, the information in Southall’s statementle tHammarskjéld Commission
engaged aircraft accident investigator and fornighter pilot, Sven Hammarberg.
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90. Hammarberg considered the remark made by Sbuthhis statement to the
Hammarskjold Commission that, “§t'quite chilling; you can hear the gun cannon
firing”. In noting that both the radio transmit o and the trigger for the aircraft
weapons system are located on the flight contradksin the Fouga Magister,
Hammarberg questioned the ability of the pilot tansmit on the radio and fire the
cannon simultaneously. He does note, however, thatvas possible, though
unorthodox, for a non-flying crew member to makealicatransmissions using
buttons on the joystick. Southall’s recollectiontbe use of first person (I) by the
person making the radio transmissions suggestseheny that that person and the
individual firing the aircraft weapons were one ahd same. Moreover, if Southall
obtained the information on which his observati@me based from a transcript as
opposed to an audio recording, he could not Heaeerd gunfire.

91. Hammarberg also considered the feasibility méilicepting, in Cyprus, radio
transmissions made in Ndola. He stated in this médhat the radio equipment on
board the Katangese Fouga Magister was limited @py vhigh frequency (VHF)
systems only which, due to the propagation propsridf such frequencies, are
limited to line-of-sight ranges (approximately 1kt between a ground station and
an aircraft flying at 5,000 feet). Receiving suchnsmissions in Cyprus or Greece
would thus have required an intermediate receindnd relay station in order to first
receive, then re-transmit a recording or transcoipsuch communications in Ndola
to the distant listening stations. If the communigas were on HF, on the other
hand, it would be possible without the need foreky station to intercept them in
Cyprus and Greece.

92. The Panel sought its own expert assessmenthefpbssibility that radio
communications in Ndola could have been intercegigda listening station over
5,000 km away, or whether it was at least possitolereceive a recording of
intercepted communications at such a facility owhat distance. Chartered
Professional Engineer and member of the Air NavggatCommission of the
International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO),eff Bollard, concurred with
Hammarberg’s findings.

93. To the question of how the VHF communicatiorsyrhave been relayed to the
listening stations, the Panel noted that Royal R¥steh Air Force Squadron Leader,
John Mussell, reported to the UN Commission, “Aman Dakotas were sitting on
the airfield [in Ndola] with their engines runningh the evening of 17 September,
potentially providing a rebroadcast capability. Hoxer, the United States Air Force
Air Attaché in Pretoria, Lieutenant Colonel Don Gay gave evidence to the
Rhodesian Civilian Aviation Board of Investigatigtating that no transmissions
had been made from these aircraft after 1200 Za40Q local time Ndola), on
17 September, until he participated in the seahehfollowing day, and that he was
not in contact with SE-BDY during its flight. Newdeless, the UN Commission
considered the possibility that other aircraft eitlon the ground at Ndola or in the
air in the vicinity of Ndola could have acted asralay station for VHF
communications to provide intelligence on the wladreuts of SE-BDY, or simply
to intercept information about the events of themng. While it found no such
evidence, it could not rule out the possibility.
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Probative value

94. In summary, while some of their accounts diffeddetail, Southall and Abram
claim to have listened to or read a transcript adio transmissions late on the
evening of 17-18 September 1961 relating to whatythelieve was a shooting
attack resulting in the crash of SE-BDY. Aspectsiud authenticity of their claims
have yet to be substantiated, including whethey thvere physically present in the
respective locations at the time of the events laad responsibilities which would
have afforded them access to such information. h¢eitthe Hammarskjold
Commission nor the Panel have been able to iderdiig obtain corroborating
information from any other persons present at tbgpective listening posts that
night. In addition, the Government of the Unitect®s has not provided supporting
evidence of any records of radio transmissions elated documents. Some
guestions also remain for the Panel regarding thdibility of the information with
respect to matters of timing in Southall’s claimBhis notwithstanding, it is
considered technically feasible that listening poat both Cyprus and Greece could
have directly intercepted HF transmissions or iedily intercepted VHF
transmissions relayed via an intermediary statipotentially including Ndola, on
the night of 17-18 September 1961.

95. Overall, the Panel assessed the probative valughe new information
provided by Southall and Abram, in so far as itgsetlo establish that SE-BDY was
subjected to an aerial or ground attack as moderate

Eyewitness observations at the crash site

96. Other new information potentially related toetlpossibility SE-BDY was
subjected to an external attack includes several m&ness accounts from those
who report having visited the crash site and segllebholes or other unexplained
holes in the wreckage of SE-BDY. In a written subsion to the Hammarskjold
Commission, dated 5 September 2012, a foreign spoedent for the Associated
Press of New York, Errol Friedman, who was dispattho Ndola to cover the
planned meeting between Hammarskjold and Moise ifdtey states that he went on
the morning of 19 September to the crash site, wher observed that “it was clear
that a catastrophic accident had occurred withdgrgeces of aircraft scattered in a
plantation of trees and occasional open areas”thiear he observed that all of the
bodies had been removed from the site. Friedmaatedtin his submission that “the
media representatives noted that there m@asign of bullet or cannon holes in any
of the major sections of the aircraft that lay $eetd around”.

97. It is not clear from his statement whether th& comment was based on his
own direct observations or those of his media @glees. Further, the Panel noted
that Friedman first saw the wreckage after it wéficially located and at a time
when it was known to already be extensively butntlight of the fact that the
information provided by Friedman is not contemperams and appears to have been
obtained from “media representatives” as opposedvi® his own first-hand
observations, the Panel assessed its probativee vagarding whether it helps to
establish that there werm bullet holes in the wreckage of SE-BDY as weak.

98. New information provided to Dr. Williams by arfmer Public Relations
Officer of a mine at Bancroft (now Kirilibombwe), Mh Mast-Ingle, on 12 January
2012, is to the effect that, on 18 September 19diile travelling in his motor bike
from Luanshya in the direction of Bancroft on thaldia-Kitwe road, he heard
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SE-BDY crash. After deciding to go to the crashesib investigate, Mast-Ingle
claims to have encountered at the site six to eiglkn in combat-like fatigues
aboard two jeeps, who ordered him to leave the.d&fe@m approximately 20 metres
away from the wreckage, Mast-Ingle purportedly alied a row of fist-sized bullet
holes sprayed across the fuselage, which was athththe wing of the aircraft. He
described in his statement, “big gashes in the gldoles the size of my fist. The
upside of the wing was towards me. | was just behhe wing — about 20 metres
from the aircraft — and the holes swept from uneéath the wing to the fuselage —
as if it had been sprayed with bullets and theres vdawhole row across the
aircraft — more than five or six”. He went on toast that he did not report the
information to officials at the time as “it was adable to avoid getting involved in
the political maelstrom”. He also stated that tireraft was not burnt.

99. Regarding an assessment of the information, Raael noted Mast-Ingle’s
claim that he arrived at the crash site around das#t, although he is somewhat
unsure about the precise time of his arrival, hatest it “was definitely not in

keeping with the official story”, which is to sapnshortly after midnight as held by
official records of events as the time SE-BDY craghln that regard, Mast-Ingle’s
account, or this part of it at least, is incongsistevith the official record regarding
the time of the crash, although that does not rearély preclude the possibility that
his claim to have travelled to and observed thalrsite is not otherwise credible.

100. Further, Mast-Ingle recounted that the airckafeckage was not burnt when
he visited the crash site. The Panel noted howdhat at the time SE-BDY
impacted the ground, it was carrying a significamount of fuel and the crash
sequence resulted in major disruption to the amnfgaand other major aircraft
components. The Panel considered it almost cettaity sometime during the crash
sequence, an intense fuel-fed fire would have bédggered. Moreover, the
majority of the witnesses who observed the crasfusece or who travelled to the
site either before the official time the wreckagasmocated or shortly thereafter
variously described seeing the aircraft on fire in the air; a glow or explosion
coincident with the crash, or observing the wreak&m have been extensively burnt.
Another new witness, a reporter for therthern Starnewspaper, Marta Paynter,
visited the crash site sometime after 1510 houcsilldime on the afternoon of the
18 September and also described seeing that theaftivas extensively burnt.

101. The accuracy of Mast-Ingle’s recollection efrt@ain aspects of the crash site,
in particular the time he visited the scene and tlvae the aircraft was burnt or
burning, appear to the Panel to be inconsistenth wither information made

available to it about the circumstances. The Paoééd also that the recollections,
made more than 50 years after the event, are noteacgporaneous. However, the
Panel accepted that the holes could, at the timéisfobservations, have been
located in an as yet unburnt portion of the aircnafeckage. In light of these

factors, the Panel assessed the probative valtieeoihformation provided by Mast-

Ingle, in particular regarding the degree to whitlhelps to establish that parts of
the aircraft had been “sprayed with bullets”, asate

102. In other new information about the state oé twreckage, Richard Martin
Ridler claimed in a statement made to the Hammatdk£ommission, on 10 April
2013, that his (now deceased) uncle, James lan i@gham Waddicar, told him he
saw the wreckage of SE-BDY “riddled with bullet kef. Waddicar was a Royal Air
Force officer working in Ndola for the British Gowanent training communities in
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animal husbandry methods at the time of the crbl&hneither gave an indication of
the size of the holes nor their distribution, bebfiveyed the impression that they
had been made by a machine gun”.

103. The Panel noted that the information providadout Ridler’'s uncle’s
observations is hearsay conveyed many years dieerevent. Further, there is no
precision in the information about whether Waddicaade his observations at the
crash site or perhaps later in the hangar at Nddaijaort, where the wreckage was
relocated for further examination, nor about thmitig of those observations. While
acknowledging that he had previous experience & Royal Air Force, it is not
clear whether he would have been in a position &kenan authoritative assessment
of the cause of any holes in the wreckage. The Pagsessed the probative value of
the information provided by Ridler, in so far ashi¢élps to establish that there were
bullet holes in the wreckage, as nil.

Expert technical ballistics analysis relating tcan aerial attack

104. For its probative assessment of the varioesgs of new information in this
section, the Panel also drew on expert ballist&seasments. Before coming to that,
the report of the UN Commission noted that “no sigif a pre-crash explosion or
traces of a rocket were found in or near the wrgekaand that other bullet-like
holes had been examined and excluded to the setiigfaof experts. In addition, the
UN Commission considered that the configurationtlod aircraft and the shallow
swathe cut through the trees was consistent wittaiaeraft flying in a controlled
state on a shallow descent preparing to land, ratihen that of an aircraft under
attack or out of control because of damage causedrbexploded bomb or other
form of weaponry, or due to taking evasive actiooni an aerial threat.

105. As part of the investigation conducted by tbi& Commission, Swiss

criminologist, Dr. Max Frei-Shulzer, was retained ¢xamine the wreckage of
SE-BDY for evidence of the remains of foreign btsleas well as a bomb, infernal
machine or the like. He did this by visually insigg and melting down pieces of
the aircraft wreckage to separate the aluminiunfraine material from any other

metals present. Dr. Frei-Shulzer reported that aheminium remaining after the

melting process totalled 3,189 Ib (1,446 kg) (tren® was unable to establish the
proportion of total aircraft wreckage material dabie that this constituted). His

testing did not reveal any traces of metals relatedforeign bullets, a bomb

explosion or detonation device, leading Dr. FreiRr to posit that one can

“exclude the possibility of hostile actions fromethlir or from the ground” and that
there was “no room for the suggestion of sabotage”.

106. In other specialist technical analysis, puidd shortly after the report of the
UN Commission, an expert from the Forensic Insétaf the State of Sweden, Nils
Landin, calls into question the definitiveness of. Frei-Shulzer’s conclusion.
Landin wrote, in a letter to the Swedish Foreignnitry dated 25 May 1962, that
Dr. Frei-Shulzer did not (and could not due to thelume and dispersion of
fragments over the crash site) examine every sipgle of the aircraft wreckage,
leaving open the possibility that there could techily be undetected traces of
foreign bullets, a bomb explosion, detonation devic other evidence of an aerial
attack in the unexamined parts or at the crash site

107. In assessing the probative value of the infdiom provided by Landin, the
Panel considered as credible the assertion thaéfmitve conclusion about the
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exclusion of an aerial attack (or indeed, for cdesation in a later section of this
report, sabotage) could not be reached becausalhot the wreckage material had
been examined. This was informed by the Panel'seaxmunderstanding that
reaching a definitive conclusion through technicahalysis requires testing
absolutely all of the material available. Applyirtbis to the assessment of the
claims made by witnesses to have seen bullet himethe wreckage, the Panel
assessed as moderate the probative value of thenmiation provided by Landin in

so far as it helps to establish that the examimatod the aircraft wreckage by
Dr. Frei-Shulzer could not completely rule out tpessibility of hostile actions,

such as an aerial or ground attack, as positeditny h

Possible involvement of mercenary pilots or otheagents
“Beukels”

108. In his investigation report, titled “Ndola Bister”, dated February 1993,
Swedish diplomat, Bengt Rosio, outlines a claimt tha8Belgian mercenary pilot by
the name of “Beukels” inadvertently shot down SEBDon the night of
17-18 September 1961. Rosio was requested by thediStv Government, in late-
1992, to carry out additional inquiries into thectimstances of Hammarskjold's
death. This was prompted by the publication in ©ditkingdom newspapeifhe
Guardian on 11 September 1992, of a letter from formericetJN officials,
George lvan Smith and Dr. Conor Cruise O'Brienwhich they claimed to have
proof Hammarskjold's aircraft was inadvertently sldown by the mercenary pilot,
who was trying to divert it elsewhere to preventntaarskjold from meeting with
Moise Tshombe. The proof was purported to be tapedrviews of “Beukels”
telling his story to French diplomat, Claude de Kanaria. The tapes were in the
possession of Smith. As part of his investigatiRosio met with de Kemoularia in
Paris, during which de Kemoularia stated that he h#erviewed “Beukels” in
Paris, in 1967.

109. By way of background information, de Kemouarserved in the UN
Secretariat as Hammarskjold's personal assistantn {1957 to 1961, and as the
Permanent Representative of France to the UN, fdd84 to 1987. He was a
businessman living in Paris at the time of the gdlé interview with “Beukels”, on
13 February 1967. He included an account of histmgewith “Beukels” in his
memoirs, titledUne vie a tire-d’aile: Mémoire$2007). The passage described much
the same account as that included in Rosio’s report

110. Both Smith’s tape recordings and de Kemoularimemoirs describe a
scenario in which “Beukels” departed from Kolwemnifield (approximately 430 km

north-west of Ndola) in a Fouga Magister jet accamipd by another aircraft of the
same type (the identity of the second pilot was neeealed by “Beukels”). The pair
were purportedly under orders from a “Mr. X, coresigld to be a senior individual
over military command” and Lieutenant Colonel Lartine (Commander-in-Chief

of Katangese forces) to intercept SE-BDY near Ndatal divert it to Kamina

airfield (approximately 620 km north-west of Ndola)order to have Hammarskjéld
meet an “influential European company executivetieTiring of a warning shot to
demonstrate that they were serious was authorizéukipilots of SE-BDY did not

comply with instructions to divert.

111. “Beukels” claimed that the position of theca#ft, including its estimated time
of arrival at Ndola, was accurately known, that somf this information was
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provided to him by the Ndola air traffic controllexnd that the Fouga was equipped
with sophisticated radio equipment and radar tobémaan accurate air-to-air
intercept by night. “Beukels” claimed that his Faugas airborne for two hours. To
assist with the interception of SE-BDY, “Beukeldained that the Ndola air traffic
controller directed SE-BDY to conduct an “extra madd, thereby adding 30 km to
the flight path. When SE-BDY appeared not to belofwing his instructions to
divert, “Beukels” purportedly fired the Fouga’s nwe guns from behind SE-BDY,
inadvertently hitting the DC6’s tail plane. “Beukélstated that the “pilot had lost
control and the aircraft began to wobble and wabefore crashing and bursting
into flames.

112. Rather than a recording of “Beukels” himsedfsdribing his story, the tapes
referred to by Smith and O’Brien in th@uardian newspaper article were instead a
recording of de Kemoularia translating notes of imterview with “Beukels” from
French into English in a meeting with Smith, on $éptember 1981. Despite
requests from Rosio for him to do so, de Kemoulaiig not provide Rosio with a
copy of the French notes, the tapes or a transthipteof. Instead, a version of the
story, assumed to be prepared by Smith, was deld/és Rosio after the completion
of his assignment. An early version of the story, mepared by Smith, was also
located by the Panel amongst the Roy Welenksy gapethe Bodleian Library, in
which Smith wrote to de Kemoularia, on 8 Decemb@81l, explaining how he had
prepared the story following his earlier meetinghwide Kemoularia. Also in that
letter, Smith set out areas in which matters neefigther clarification and the
proposed next steps. It appears there had beentantion to finalize the story for
public release on the twentieth anniversary ofdtesh of SE-BDY.

Assessment of authenticity

113. Turning to a probative assessment, the Paoeglg the assistance of the
Government of France through a request, submitted28 April 2015, for the
competent French authorities to search for andeshath it any materials they may
have in their possession relating to the interactbetween de Kemoularia and
“Beukels”, and any other material referring to alddan pilot going by the name of
“Beukels” (see appendix 3). The Panel expressec hibat in light of the passage of
time relevant documents could be declassified, ohe or in part, if required, and
shared with the Panel. Similarly, the Panel reqeetshat the competent authorities
of the Government of Belgium search for and shaité the Panel any information
they may have in their possession about the awms/ibf a purported Belgian
national by the name of “Beukels” who may have begerating as a pilot or
otherwise supporting Katangese forces in or arotined Congo in 1961 (see
appendix 2).

114. In its response, dated 2 June 2015, the Govenh of France advised that a
search of the archives of the Ministry of Foreigrffatrys and International

Development have not resulted in the location déimation about “a conversation
between de Kemoularia and a Belgian pilot namedul&és’ concerning the death
of Mr. Dag Hammarskjold”. The response added thhoSe archives are public and
not classified”. The Government further advisedtteaquiries made by it to de
Kemoularia about his availability for questioningach established that de
Kemoularia is not available due to his “age andrentr health status”. While the
Government of Belgium provided materials in respots several other facets of the
Panel's information request to it, at the time ofitimg it was yet to provide
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information about whether it has among its fileslaecords material related to the
possible existence of a pilot by the name of “Bdskésee appendix 2).

Probative value

115. The Panel was not able to establish whetheith®mtaped recordings of de
Kemoularia’'s dictated notes of his interview witlBéukels” are still available.
Similarly, the Panel was not able to locate thegimdl notes of de Kemoularia’s
interview with “Beukels”. Given de Kemoularia’'s ag@ntly significant interest in
the circumstances of Hammarskjold’'s death, the PEmend it unexplained that he
did not come forward with this information earli@hen it came into his possession.
It is noted that Rosio states in the end notesi®fdport of 1993 that de Kemoularia
had told the story to senior UN official, Brian UWrdgart, in 1968, at which time
Urquhart advised de Kemoularia to inform the paoli€his was apparently not done.

116. In light of the foregoing, the Panel assessleel probative value of the
information provided by de Kemoularia, Smith and B@én regarding the
involvement of a Belgian mercenary pilot by the mawf “Beukels” in shooting
down SE-BDY as weak.

Van Risseghem

117. In February 2014, the Government of the Uni®thtes provided to the
Hammarskjold Commission a declassified cable semdmf Leopoldville to
Washington, D.C., dated 18 September 1961, in whitdh US ambassador in
Leopoldville draws attention to a Belgian pilot meports possibly shot down
SE-BDY. In the cable, Gullion states, “There is pibdity [the aircraft carrying Dag
Hammarskjold and the members of the party accomipgnlgim] was shot down by
the single pilot who has harassed UN operationsvaima has been identified by one
usually reliable source as Vam (rpt VAK) RiesseghBEklgian, who accepted
training lessons with so called Katanga Air ForPeeviously he had been assumed
to be unknown Rhodesian. As long as he is stillrapenal he may paralyze air
rescue operations.”

118. The Panel subsequently requested, on 21 akb#B2015, respectively, that
the Government of Belgium and the Government of theted States search their
competent authorities for and provide any informatithey may have in their
possession regarding the activities of Van Risseglisee appendices 2 and 6,
respectively).

119. Information provided by the Government of Betg is to the effect that

Hammarskjold sent a telegram to the Minister ofdign Affairs for Belgium, Henri

Spaak, on 16 September, requesting his Governmeotgeration in putting to an
end to Van Risseghem’s criminal acts against the an its properties, as well as
attacks against civilians. The Belgian Governméntluding the Belgian Secret
Service, then conducted an investigation which ade@ that Van Risseghem had
returned to Belgium from Kamina, via Zaventhen,®&eptember, where his entry
at the national airport was registered by the imatign authorities. He then left
Lindt, Belgium, on 16 September, indicating that uas returning to Katanga to
resume air services, thence departed Belgium byjoaiParis, from where he was to
continue to Katanga. The investigation concludedttWan Risseghem was in
Belgium between 8 and 16 September 1961 and coatichave reached the Congo
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from Belgium in time to have the flown a Fouga ayather aircraft over or around
Ndola on the night of 17-18 September 1961.

120. Separately, the Government of the United Statade available to the Panel a
telegram, dated 22 September 1961, sent from itdassy in Brussels to
Washington, D.C., which notes that, according tdgBm security and intelligence
officials, Van Risseghem was “supposed to have esiga receipt on 17 September
for discharge pay received from the Katanga ‘Missim Brussels”. The Belgian
Government noted however that the signed documexst an authority for another
person to collect money on his behalf, from thelifda Solidarity Fund”, and that it
was possible he was either still in Brussels or thaye already have been in Paris.

121. That said, Belgian authorities were able ttalgissh that Van Risseghem did
not leave Brussels before 16 September 1961, atetiiiest, and they could
therefore demonstrate that it would not have beassible for him to reach Katanga
in sufficient time to have carried out the aeritthak on SE-BDY. On that basis, the
Panel assessed the probative value of the infoongtrovided by the Government
of the United States in its cable dated 18 Septeribé1 regarding the involvement
of a Belgian mercenary pilot by the name of Vandeghem in an aerial attack on
SE-BDY as weak.

Alleged CIA contractor

122. In a written submission to the Hammarskjoldn@aission, dated September
2012, researcher and journalist, Lisa Pease, setsacclaim that an alleged CIA
agent, Roland “Bud” Culligan, was responsible foosting down SE-BDY. Pease
provided various accompanying documents includiagong others, an article by
her in a March-April 1999 issue of the publicati®mobe titled “Midnight in the
Congo” correspondence from a Christopher Farrell, who appears to be assisting
Culligan in efforts to have him released from a tédi States gaol in 1976 and at a
later date; a 1994 article by Kenn Thomas in the Steamshovel Press; correspondence
from Culligan to other parties, including to the ig@eal Counsel of the CIA and the
Director of the CIA; and a number of Record Identification Forms from the United
States National Archives showing that CIA recordiating to Culligan have not yet
been released.

123. In this new information, Culligan lays claim lhave been a “hit man” working
for the CIA for over 25 years, including at the §8E-BDY crashed. In handwritten
correspondence, he described flying from TripoliarP38 Lightening aircraft, via
Abidjan and Brazzaville, to Ndola where he interisgpand shot down SE-BDY.
The documents show that the information about @ali was provided to the
Attorney General of Florida, Robert Shevin, by atty Christopher Farrell who, in
turn, forwarded them to the United States SenatecseCommittee convened to
Study Governmental Operations with Respect to ligiehce Activities (the Church
Committee). Culligan claimed to be in possessioma abntemporaneous diary of his
activities, although this was not confirmed by oade available to the Panel. Pease
stated that she believes Culligan passed away 119020

Assessment of authenticity

124. To assist with its assessment, the Panel stgdeon 28 May 2015, that the
competent United States Government authoritiescéetor and share with the Panel
any information they may have in their possessielating to the claim made by
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Culligan. Further, the Panel requested informatatyout whether Culligan was
enlisted in or contracted by the CIA, or other hriaes of the Government of the
United States, at the time in question, and whetherundertook activities in
connection with the work of the CIA or other Goverant of the United States
agencies. In addition, the Panel requested anyrhimition the United States
Government may have about whether Culligan possedbe knowledge and
expertise required to fly an aircraft on a missadrthe nature he described.

125. The United States Government advised, indteet dated 9 June, that it had
“reviewed its records documenting CIA activitiesthé time in question and found
no reference to Mr. Culligan”. The Panel was unatoldocate information about
whether the matter involving Culligan was dealthwiity the Church Committee and,
if so, how.

Assessment of credibility

126. The Panel noted that Culligan’s claim lack&aded information about how he
shot down SE-BDY, including his means of acquirthg aircraft and the methods
used to enable him to intercept SE-BDY over Nddhaaddition, the claim does not
appear to have been first divulged by Culligan ub876, when he was seeking to
be released from goal. In correspondence to the ieector of the CIA, Admiral
Stanfield Turner, dated 30 October 1978, Culligéaims to have already provided
Admiral Turner with his journal, but threatens tobtically release his material,
including a copy of the journal, unless what heald®s as his unfair prosecution
by the authorities is addressed. However, in subsegcorrespondence from Farrell
to “Agent Albergine, United States Secret Servicddted 6 December 1978, Farrell
claims that he has amassed enough evidence “eviiowtia copy of the journal, to
convince anyone what has been going on all thesesyelt is noted that a similar
threat was previously made to the CIA General Ceunsnthony Lapham, in March
1977, shortly before Culligan’s release from pristinrvas not apparent to the Panel
that the information was ever released in full asppsed and whether it included
the diary to which Culligan referred.

127. In the absence of additional information comfng his qualifications and
account of events, including as claimed to havenbeéetailed in a diary, the Panel
assessed as weak the probative value of the infdomaprovided by Pease
regarding the degree to which the information hetpgstablish the involvement of
purported CIA agent, Roland “Bud” Culligan, in aergal attack on SE-BDY.

Employee of Union Miniere du Haut Katanga

128. A cable from the then Officer-in-Charge of UNORobert Gardiner, to the UN
Under-Secretary for Special Political Affairs, RalBunche, dated 16 January 1963,
reported that a number of Congolese witnesses hadauthor of an anonymous
letter submitted to the Swedish Consulate in Ledpitle claimed that Andre
Gilson, a Belgian national and Union Miniere du Had{atanga employee, had,
under orders, shot down SE-BDY in an aerial attagitson had purportedly talked
about his involvement in the attack when he and wimesses were in the mess
room of Union Miniére in Lubumbashi. On 28 AugusB6B, Gilson was
interrogated by UNOC personnel in Elisabethvilleridg which he stated that he
was employed as an accountant with Union Minier&lisabethville, from 10 July
1961, and was attached to its civilian office fooogs and provisions, from
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13 to 27 September 1961. He stated that he wasarmglot and had no role in the
Katanga air forces. The UN investigation concludedt Gilson’s testimony was
truthful and verifiable, and that the allegationgre unfounded. Further, it found
that his whereabouts on the night of 17-18 Septem®61 could be accounted for
and that he lacked the training and informationdeskto be able to carry out such
an attack.

129. On the basis that those involved in the UNerrdgation were able to
independently verify the whereabouts of Gilson ba hight in question, the Panel
assessed the probative value of the new informatgarding the degree to which it
helps establish that he was involved in an aetti@lick on SE-BDY as nil.

Other mercenaries or agents

130. Among the new information provided by formessaciated Press journalist,
Errol Friedman, to the Hammarskjold Commission,508eptember 2012, is a claim
to have met, while staying at the Edinburg HoteNidola in the days following the

crash, two Belgian pilots who told him they “hadllpd the wool over the eyes of
the [Rhodesian] Commission”. They went on to putpdly claim that they had

been in contact with Hammarskjold’s “white paintB€6” when it was near Ndola

and “buzzed” it, which forced the pilot of SE-BDY take evasive action. They
claimed to have “buzzed” it a second time by flyialgove and close to its fuselage,
forcing the DC6 down towards the ground. Friedmamied that the pilots had

drunk a lot of beer and were boisterous.

131. The next day, at the hearing of the Rhodedtmmmission, Friedmann
contends that he wrote a short note about his emteowith the two Belgian pilots
to Adrien Porter, a colleague who was to replace hih Ndola following his
departure later that day. The note left on Portehair found its way into the hands
of the Counsel for the Federation of Rhodesia an@éddland, Cecil Margo, who
told Friedmann if he did not provide evidence vdhnily, then Margo would take
legal steps to ensure that | did.” After consultihis news editor in New York,
Friedmann was instructed to leave Ndola for SouthicA without delay. While at
Ndola airport, a local radio station broadcast quesst for him to contact the nearest
police station or to phone a certain number. Friadrdeparted for Johannesburg the
next day without complying with the instructionsigd in the broadcast.

132. Giving a partially different version of thearunter, Cecil Margo, in his book,
Final Postponement: reminiscences of a crowded (1f@98), states that Friedmann
had approached him and reported that when he wéseafavoy Hotel, one of the
pilots had said what he alleged above.

133. Major Joseph Delin, a pilot of the Katangese farces, who had testified
before the Rhodesian Commission, on 16 January ,1®88 recalled and questioned
about whether he had said that particular phrasengthing similar to Friedmann.
Major Delin responded that he had never used thptession in his whole life and
only recalled speaking to someone for a few minutessing which he claims he did
not say anything important. He reemphasised thé&hee he nor any other person
had flown the sole Fouga Magister in the Katangésees on the night of
17-18 September 1961, which was located at KolvaéZield. He stated that he had
known that Hammarskjold was to travel to Ndola, Wit not know how or
precisely when.
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Probative value

134. Taking into account all the above, in partawuthe serious nature of the
allegations; Friedmann's reluctance to testify at the Rhodesian Commissio
hearing for his version to be fully tested, whileitg fully aware that he was
requested to do so; and Major Delin’s categorical denial before the Rhodesian
Commission to have said what Friedmann claimed, Benel assessed the
information provided by Friedmann regarding the megto which it helps to
establish that the two Belgian pilots under consatien, who of whom appears to
have been Major Delin, was involved in an aerigaek on SE-BDY as nil.

Two unnamed Belgian pilots

135. Similarly, in a written submission to the Haanskjéld Commission, Martin
Hillebard conveyed information about investigatiasenducted by his partner, Eva
Aminoff, into claims that two unnamed “Belgian Aorce pilots” were ordered to
shoot down SE-BDY. Aminoff, at the time a writerdajournalist, claims to have
been at Ndola on the evening of 17-18 Septembed 16§ether with other media
personnel. She purportedly told Hillebard some geater that she conducted her
own investigations and, in doing so, had spokerhwito pilots who told her they
were given an order to “shoot down the DC6” andtttieey arranged a “simple
lottery [to determine] who should do the dirty job”

136. The Panel noted that while nationals of a nendf states, including Belgium,
participated as mercenaries in support of the proel Government of Katanga,
some as pilots, it would be difficult to test thatlaenticity and credibility of the
information in the absence of additional detailscluding the names and other
identifying particulars of the individuals. In adidin, the Panel noted that
Hillebard’'s statement is hearsay, is not contempeoas and is devoid of
information that can be tested against other ewdenThe Panel assessed the
probative value of the new information provided Hiflebard regarding the degree
to which it helps establish that two unnamed “BatgiAir Force pilots” shot down
SE-BDY as nil.

Expert technical assessment of possible aircrafype and operating airfield
Fouga Magister

137. In its investigation in 1961-62, the UN Comgigm examined the question of
which aircraft type could have been used to camy an alleged aerial attack or
threat on SE-BDY. This centred mainly on the Foulyegister, a French-
manufactured two-seat small jet designed for tregnénd light attack missions. The
UN Commission established that one Katangese Aic&douga was operational at
the time of the events and noted that the airdnaft been harassing UN operations
in the Congo in the period prior to the crash, althh this harassment had been
almost exclusively directed at ground targets. Whhe Fouga was typically based
at Kolwezi airbase (approximately 430 km north-we$tNdola), which the UN
Commission assessed was too far from Ndola to enalbund trip, it noted that the
aircraft captain, Major Delin, testified at the Rtesian Commission of Inquiry that
“on at least one occasion the ‘Fouga’ had takerfroffn an unpaved track”. The UN
Commission thus found that “nothing would appearpteclude the use [by the
Fouga] of a track within range of Ndola”. Delin aldestified to the Rhodesian
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Commission of Inquiry that on one occasion near Kemhe had shot at a DC3
aircraft while it was airborne with a “burst [of bets]”.

138. In new information related to the ability oFauga to have been able to carry
out an attack or otherwise threaten SE-BDY, airfcraécident investigator and
former fighter pilot, Hammarberg, expressed seridoabts about the jet’'s capacity
to have launched from and returned to Kolwezi ire @ortie due to the limit of its
maximum combat range (calculated as 419 km, flyatgs,000ft). He noted that
while it is theoretically possible to fly betweehettwo locations, this would only
afford approximately five minutes of combat manoeng time over Ndola. The
pilot would thus have required very accurate infation about the route and arrival
time of SE-BDY, and timed his or her arrival foretintercept accordingly.

139. The Panel noted that recorded information v@#iisbury Flight Information
Centre indicates that, at 2002 hours (Zulu), SE-BB&s estimating an arrival time
at Ndola at 2235 hours (Zulu). When it first contat Ndola tower at 2135 hours
(Zulu), the estimated arrival time for Ndola wa®mnh2220 hours (Zulu). The actual
arrival time overhead the airfield was known to 2210 hours (Zulu) based on a
report from SE-BDY to the Ndola tower on VHF frequeg 119.1 and as noted on
the flight progress strip by Martin, the Ndola taweontroller. Testimony by a
number of witnesses to the official inquiries isnststent with this reported arrival
time. On the basis of the 25 minute variation itireated and actual arrival times,
the Panel finds it difficult, in the absence of ledaate support arrangements that
might have provided more accurate intelligenceuding with the use of radar, to
accept that a Fouga could have timed its arrivéMdtla from Kolwezi to enable it
to intercept SE-BDY while still leaving sufficieritiel to return to Kolwezi in one
sortie. However, like the UN Commission, Hammarbdaes not completely rule
out the possibility a Fouga could have used ano#lirgrort closer to Ndola, either as
a temporary operational base or for the purposesgfoklling.

140. In considering other airfields available fageuby a Fouga, Rosio noted that
with a full fuel load, the aircraft would requiretake-off distance of approximately
1,500 metres. He was informed by Captain von Rosemilot then flying for
Transair with extensive experience of piloting ifrida, that “apart from Kolwezi
and Kipushi [200 km north-west of Ndola], there wefour other airports from
which a Fouga could have taken off” and reached laldSeparately, Hammarberg
refers to a report prepared by the Swedish Air Epdated December 1961, which
states that “no appropriate places are likely tofbend in [Katanga] south of
Elisabethville” from which a jet aircraft could opde, but that the possibility
“simpler airfields can be used by jet aircraft st precluded”.

141. In undated correspondence titled, “Secret:dRepy Neil Ritchie”, the First
Secretary at the British High Commission in Saligbiand MI6 officer, Neil
Ritchie, refers to a trip to Kipushi, on 17 Septemnid 961, in which notes that he
inspected the runway and deemed it to be approxinaB00 yards long
(approximately 730 metres). He described it as dpeaiary rough, overgrown and
with anthills at one end. He asked (Belgian miniogmpany) Union Miniéere
personnel to “put a steamroller over it and stagmdlishing the anthills”. At a
subsequent visit to Kipushi, on 19 September, hgeoled Union Miniere workers
demolishing the anthills. If Ritchie’s observatiom®re accurate, the length of the
runway and its poor surface condition would prolyatve ruled out the possibility
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of a Fouga launching from that location, which veas airfield identified by Rosio
as possibly useable by the Fouga.

142. Aviation expert, Hammarberg, analyses theitgbdf a Fouga to carry out an
aerial attack at night, drawing from his own expede as a fighter pilot. Regarding
the equipment and other limitations of the Fougaraift, Hammarberg’s analysis is
based on the generic information contained in Foaigeraft manuals. Hammarberg
notes, however, that he did not have first-handriimfation, however, about the
particular equipment of, and support arrangemepts the Fougas used by the
Katanga air force at the time in question. Thatwithtstanding, he concludes that
the hypothesis that a Fouga aircraft could be dee@n aerial attack at night in the
circumstances that prevailed on the 17-18 Septerh®ét lacks credibility.

143. While the Panel noted that it would have bertremely difficult for a Fouga
Magister to have carried out an aerial attack gthhion SE-BDY because of the
Fouga's aforementioned operational limitations, tmew information from
Hammarberg and Rosio supports the possibility th&touga Magister was capable
of perpetrating such an attack or threat and mayehased airfields other than
Kolwezi, including unpaved airfields within rangé Mdola. This is not to say that
their information supports the proposition that @uga was actually used to carry
out the attack on SE-BDY.

144. The Panel assessed the extent to which the inbwmation provided by
Hammarberg and Rosio helps to establish that a &ddggister could have been
used to bring down SE-BDY in an aerial attack oMelola airfield at night as weak.

De Havilland Dove

145. In a report dated 23 January 1962, Transdiciaf, Bo Virving, outlines his
assertion that a De Havilland Dove brought downEEY through an aerial attack
involving firing of rockets from the Dove onto orear the DC6 as it made its
approach to land at Ndola airfield. The asserticasvbased almost entirely on his
interpretation of the witness observations on tighnin question, in particular as
they relate to the presence of a second aircrafhénair and to “fire” passing from
one aircraft to another. Given that the letter &edl prior to the conclusion of the
UN Commission’s inquiry, and that the Commissiomsuolted Virving at various
stages throughout its investigation, including ¢w tmatter of Virving's assertion
that a Dove could have been used, the Panel ass#sstethe information is not new
according to its definition. While not referring the use of a De Havilland Dove
specifically, the UN Commission noted that Virvirgut before it a theory that
SE-BDY might have been attacked and shot down Ipjaae armed with rockets,
that “no substantial evidence was submitted in suppf this theory and the
Commission is of the opinion that most of the phaeoa referred to by Virving are
susceptible of other and more logical explanations”

146. That notwithstanding, the Panel identified neformation related to whether
a Dove aircraft could have been capable of carryingan aerial attack on SE-BDY.
In his memoirsMercenary Commandef1986), as told by Brian Pottinger, former-
mercenary pilot Jerry Puren states that De Hawuill@ove aircraft were in use by
the Katangese air force as early as 1961 and wapalde of bombing ground
targets. Puren goes on to outline the technicaéetspof this capability, noting that
the Dove was modified by the Katangese air forcenable bombs to be dropped
from racks through the floor of the aircraft. Hes@ldescribed bombing sorties in
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which he claimed to have been involved; however, his memoir did not include
reference to any sorties flown on the night of 87Sleptember 1961.

147. In his analysis of the capability of a De Hiarid Dove to carry out an aerial
attack on SE-BDY, Hammarberg acknowledged that Bowere in use by the

Katanga air force at the time, although he is uasabout how many were

operational. The Rhodesian Commission of Inquirg ldatermined that two Doves
were in United Nations custody at Elisabethville, the night of 17-18 September,
while three others were in South Africa undergoimgintenance. Other sources
claimed that Doves were based at Kolwezi or Kapushiaddition, Hammarberg

assessed that because of “physical and skill caimd”, the theory that a Dove

could have been used to carry out an air-to-air liogn attack using rockets or a
bomb as “practically impossible”. He cited the difflty of carrying out a manual

bomb operation (whether in order to hit the airt@afto have a bomb explode near
to the aircraft) on a moving airborne target athtig

148. The Panel also noted that the maximum cruisipged of a Dove aircraft is
approximately 180 to 200 knots (333 to 370 km/h)king it only possible for a
Dove to have been able to intercept SE-BDY, a DCiéBa phase of flight in which
the DC6B’s speed is much lower than its normal ssuspeed of approximately
270 knots (500 km/h). This would be possible whele-BDY was preparing to
approach and land at Ndola. Noting that the Rhade8ioard of Investigation had
determined that SE-BDY was found to be in a landtogfiguration at the time of
impact with the ground; it would therefore have been travelling somewhere between
130 and 160 knots (240 to 296 km/h).

149. While it is noted that Puren’s memoirs do describe any sorties involving
air-to-air attacks by a Dove, and Hammarberg igerely sceptical that such an
attack could have been successfully conducted, ahosie may not preclude the
possibility that a Dove was capable of such ancattar for its use in an aerial threat
to SE-BDY such as an attempt to divert the SE-BD&where. However, without
supporting evidence, it does little to support theposition that a Dove was
actually used to carry out the attack on SE-BDYeT#anel assessed as weak the
degree to which the new information provided bydtuhelps to establish that a De
Havilland Dove could have, in terms of its offensiair capability, carried out an
aerial attack or otherwise threatened SE-BDY.

Dornier DO-27 and DO-28

150. In other new information about types of aiftthat could have been used to
carry out an aerial attack or otherwise threaten-BEE, German researcher,
Dr. Torben Gulstorff, provided the Panel with infation about the possibility
Dornier DO-27 (a light single-engine four to sixaseutility aircraft) or DO-28 (a

twin-engine utility aircraft) were in use by Katagp forces in an offensive
capacity, in September 1961.

151. In a communication originating from New Yorklnited Nations official,

Knappstein, summarizes a meeting with senior Unitdions official, Alexander
Macfarquah, held on 7 July 1961, in which Macfargueefers to information
received from United Nations intelligence sources the Congo stating, “the
provincial government of Katanga in the Republic @bngo (Leopoldville) has
arranged to procure German Dornier aircraft withitasy equipment, including gun
mounts, bomb racks, rocket launchers, etc.” Theeswogoes on to state, “It is
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understood on arrival these aircraft will be opedatby military personnel in

Katanga”. The information alleges that the firsttbé aircraft was scheduled to be
delivered sometime during July. The author questitme reliability of the source

and expresses doubt as to whether the German Gmestnwould be supporting

Katangese forces. The communication is followedablyers in which the German
Government makes inquiries into the veracity of thisrmation, including though

discussions with the aircraft manufacturer and bgkéing confirmation that DO-27

aircraft have the capability to fire rockets, asmiastrated during Portuguese
military operations in Angola.

152. The Dornier representative in Bonn, Colonekd(R Wien, told the West
German Ministry of Economics, on 5 October 196httturing the summer of 1961
a Belgian importer, based in Elisabethville, bougixt Dornier DO-28 aircraft, one
of which was delivered to Elisabethville on 21 Astjd961. He further advised that
the other five aircraft were yet to be shipped. @@l Wien added that the DO-28
was not designed to accommodate the installatioma¢hine guns, but he could not
preclude the possibility machine guns could bedhstl in an improvised way.

153. A Daily Expressarticle, dated 6 November 1961, reported that then
President of India, Jawaharlal Nehru, had broadaasturgent appeal to all nations,
calling for a halt to the delivery of arms to Tshioa's Katanga”. The article goes on
to cite from Indian troops serving with the UnitBldtions in Elisabethville that the
Katanga Air Force had, within the last few days;eaiged five new DO-28 aircraft at
Kolwezi airfield. The account also included theiniahat the delivery from Munich
included special equipment to allow the DO-28 targd'bombs or air-to-ground
rockets”.

154. The Panel has no reason to doubt the authisntit the documents provided

by Dr. Gulstorff, which were sourced from variousclaives in Germany. The

documents suggest based on intelligence informattiah the Katangese air forces
had in their possession at least one Dornier dirana 17 September 1961 and that
the aircraft may have been modified to be able tmduct aerial attacks and

bombings. In his report of 1993, Rosio noted thatrmers were not equipped with

guns or other weapons, but could be modified tosdpand that while Fougas had
purportedly not flown on night missions, Dornieradhdone so, dropping bombs on
United Nations units during such sorties.

155. Regarding their performance capabilities, bbh DO-27 and the DO-28 have
short take-off and landing capability, allowing theo use small airfields with short
runways that might otherwise be unsuitable for othiecraft types. The maximum
cruise speed of the DO-27 and the DO-28 is 130 «rfa40 km/h) and 145 knots
(270 km/h), respectively, however, which would hawade it virtually impossible

for a DO-27 and very difficult for a DO-28 to effiaely intercept and manoeuvre
to carry out an aerial attack or threat on a DCBiclv typically travels at approach
to landing speeds of between 130-160 knots.

156. While the Panel acknowledged that it would éendeen extremely difficult
from a capability stand point for a DO-28, and eweare so for a DO-27, to have
carried out an aerial attack on SE-BDY becausehef Dorniers’ slower operating
speeds, the new information from Dr. Gulstorff sapgp the possibility that a
DO-27 or DO-28 was capable of perpetrating such astack or threat. The
information provided also provides some support fioe claim that one or more
Dornier aircraft had already been delivered to Wata before the events of
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17-18 September. However, without supporting evadggrithe information does little
to support the proposition that a DO-17 or DO-2&weatually used to carry out the
attack on SE-BDY. The Panel assessed the probatiliee of the new information
alleging that a Dornier DO-27 or DO-28 could hawred out an aerial attack or
otherwise threatened SE-BDY as weak.

New information about sabotage

157. Among the causes of crash it investigated, UiNe Commission investigated
the possibility SE-BDY crashed as a result of saget It found in that regard that
while such a scenario was “not impossible”, theraswno evidence of a bomb
having exploded aboard the aircraft, or in factamfy explosion having occurred
while the aircraft was in flight”. Since then, seakpieces of new information have
been made to available to the Panel that relatahdopossibility SE-BDY crashed
as a result of sabotage.

South African Institute for Maritime Research

158. While conducting its work, the South Africarruth and Reconciliation

Commission received from the (South African) Natibrntelligence Agency, in

July 1998, a file relating to the assassinationl#®3 of the leader of the South
African Communist Party, Chris Hani. Included amahg file's contents were eight
documents purported to be the internal correspoceleaf the South African

Institute for Maritime Research (SAIMR), an orgaatipn allegedly engaged in
clandestine mercenary activities in and around Go®go, among other places, in
the early 1960s. While the Truth and ReconciliatiBommission was unable to
investigate the veracity of the documents and tHegations contained therein
before its mandate ran out, in keeping with its agtment to transparency it opted,
in addition to handing them over to the former Miwir of Justice, Dullah Omar, to
make them available to the public, in August 1998.

159. The documents refer to an operation codenah@ukration Celeste”, the
objective of which was purportedly to “remove” Harmrekjold. The orders to do so
call for his removal to be “handled more efficignthan was Patrice” (assumed to
be Patrice Lumumba, the former and first democadlycelected Prime Minister of
Congo, who was executed by Katangese Gendarmette te complicity of other
persons, on 17 January 1961). The same documempioparthat “[CIA Director]
Allen Dulles agrees and has promised full cooperatirom his people” and that
“[Dulles] tells United States that Dag will be irebpoldville on or about 12/9/61".
The document also mentions that, “The aircraftyfierg him will be a D.C.6. in the
livery of ‘TRANSAIR™ and urges that, “Leo[poldvi#] airport as well as
Elisabethville is covered by your people”.

160. Another of the documents, undated but seemisght after that which first
called for Hammarskjold to be “removed”, reportatli{Belgian mining company]

Union Miniére has offered to provide logistical @ther support.” It goes on to say,
“We have told them to have 6lbs. of TNT at all pib$s locations with detonators,
electrical contacts and wiring, batteries, etcfida“Your decision to use contact,
rather than barometric devices is a wise one”.
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161. In a hand written instruction bearing the sdatéerhead as the remainder of
the documents, dated 14 September 1961, “Captaipbnts back to “Commodore”
that a:

“DC6 aircraft bearing ‘Transair’ livery is parkeat Leo[poldville] to be used
for transport of subject. Our technician has ortdeplant 6lbs tnt in the wheel
bay with contact detonat (sic) to activate as whemk retracted on taking of.
We are awaiting subjects time of departure befaténg.”

162. Another of the documents, the date of whichnig clearly legible, which
seemingly provides a report back to “Commodore” d@dhptain” on events, a
“Congo Red” writes:

1. Device failed on take-off.

2 Dispatched Eagléllegible] to [illegible].

3 [lllegible] activated {llegible] prior to landing.

4.  As advised O'Brien and McKeown were not on fidoa
5

Mission accomplished: satisfactory.

Assessment of authenticity

163. An analysis of the authorship and authentiafy the documents, that is
whether they were written by their purported auth8AIMR or its officers or
agents, and that they are genuinely what they ptifmobe or to assert therein is
required by the Panel in assigning probative vaté¢hem. In that connection, the
Panel first sought to establish the authenticityledf documents. Further, the Panel
noted that the abbreviation of the name of the oigation varied in one document,
which uses SAIMAR as opposed to SAIMR. Efforts blget Hammarskjold
Commission and Dr. Williams to obtain the originals ascertain through expert
technical analysis the authenticity of the versioims their possession were
unsuccessful. For its part, the Panel submitteécuest to the Government of the
Republic of South Africa to search for and sharehwit any records or other
materials relating to the documents; any references to the existence at the time in
question of the South African Institute for Maritime Research (SAIMR); or any
other materials it may have in its possession #idlier negates or corroborates
information about the purported plan (see apperiixAt the time of writing, a
response from the Government of the Republic of t&oMfrica was yet to be
received.

164. In addition, the Panel contacted the formewtfir and Reconciliation
Commission Chief Investigator to enquire about weethe has any recollections
that could assist with an assessment of the doctshanthenticity. At the time of
writing, no information had yet been received bg fanel. The Panel was therefore
unable to establish the authority or the authetytiof the documents, of which it
had only poor quality copies.

165. Also in relation to authenticity, another ques arises, that being whether
SAIMR existed in 1961. On this issue, the HammaikkjCommission found that,
“Very little can be ascertained about the Southiddn Institute of Maritime

Research”, and that, “The Commission has been enabltrace any scientific
research published by it”".
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166. The absence of the oiigl documents; the existence of SAIMR in 1961 not
having been established; the non-availability of the maker of those documents or
parts thereof, or anyone with personal knowledge or familiarity with their contents;
the unexplained whereabouts and chain of possesditime documents between the
time they were allegedly made in 1961 and theirdiag over to the South Africa
Truth and Reconciliation Commission by the Southigdn Intelligence Services, in
July 1998, and their eventual public disclosure; and the uncertainty of the
genuineness of photocopies and the discrepancesith including in the very title
of SAIMR in one, enhance the significant doubt tRanel has about their
authenticity.

167. Further to its assessment of probative vatbhe, Panel also examined the
document’s content, which is to say the feasibibfythe alleged plot. Here it noted
that the UN Commission stated in its report, in tesence of a special guard
having been posted at SE-BDY while it was on theugd in Leopoldville, “the
possibility of an unauthorized approach to the raifcfor the purpose of sabotage
cannot be ruled out.” Moreover, in their statemetdsthe official inquiries, the
Swedish aircraft technicians working on SE-BDY oh September advised that the
aircraft was left unattended for one to one andli hours while they proceeded on
a lunch break and, moreover, one of the mechamiils (Arne Ohlsson) recalled
noting when he went to load luggage onto the aftcira the afternoon the front
cargo hold, which could be accessed from outsi@eatincraft, was not locked.

Expert technical assessments (ballistics and medil)

168. Using information provided by technical exgerthe Panel assessed whether
there is scientific evidence to support the clahattSE-BDY crashed as a result of
the detonation of TNT, as described in the SAIMR@Wments, or more generally by
types of explosives on board the aircraft. A Unitéidgdom explosives engineering
expert consulted by the Hammarskjold Commissionjavi®aniel Perkins, assessed
that “an improvised explosives device of six IbsST8§T main charge would be more
than capable of neutralising the flight controls SE-BDY if correctly placed”.
After assessing the feasibility of detonating suxhdevice using the following
options: a VHF-to-VHF radio transmission, mechahiswitch activated by the
undercarriage, projectile command initiation, baedric switch, and time device,
Major Perkins states that in his opinion a VHF-téHV transmission affords a
perpetrator the best mechanism by which to do sarinarea of his or her own
choosing.

169. Recalling the expert ballistics analysis of. Ddax Frei-Shulzer and Nils
Landin, which the Panel drew upon in its assessmémhe probative value of new
information related to an aerial attack or threatSE-BDY (see paras. 104 to 107),
the Panel noted that such analysis can also bdeapfd its assessment of the new
information related to sabotage. According to thetalysis, Dr. Frei-Shulzer
concluded from his examination of the wreckage BFEDY for traces of a bomb,
infernal machine or foreign bullets that he coulk¢lude the possibility of hostile
actions from the air or from the ground and leawernom for the suggestion of
sabotagé (emphasis added). That said, the subsequent sisalgf Dr. Frei-
Shulzer’s work conducted by Landin, which the Pamgtessed as having moderate
probative value, challenged the definitiveness batt conclusion. Considered
together, the assessments indicate that while acetr of a bomb, infernal machine
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or foreign bullets were detected in the wreckageSBfBDY, the possibility traces
of such materials escaped detection cannot be raled

170. In so far as further testing for traces of legpves is concerned, according to
the Diary of Events enclosed in the report of tHeo&esian Commission of Inquiry,
the wreckage of SE-BDY was “removed from hanger boded at Ndola airport”,
on 22 and 23 August 1962, where it remains todaythle Panel’'s view, further
testing is not possible since the Dr. Frei-Shulzegxamination of the wreckage by
melting down the metal wreckage and parts will hawade it impossible to now
carry out chemical tests for traces of explosivestamals, which would have been
the preferred procedure. Moreover, the Panel haveen able to find any reference
to examples of aircraft wreckage or material oftthature undergoing such testing
after having been buried for more than 50 years] particularly not after the
material has been cut into pieces (which is theedas the wreckage of SE-BDY),
melted down and buried in sand or soil.

171. Turning to the available expert medico-legadlgsis, the Panel noted the joint
opinion of distinguished pathologists, Drs. RamnBarsch and James, who stated in
their report to the Hammarskjéld Commission of 24yJ2013 that they could
conclude there was no evidence from the autopsgriephat Hammarskjold had
been subjected to an explosion or exposed to sriede para. 34).

Probative value

172. In terms of an overall assessment of the prebavalue of the SAIMR
documents, weighing the considerations spelt outlieza in particular their
authenticity; the unknown whereabouts of the originals or anyone who has ever seen
them or any reliable secondary substitute; their chain of possession, together with
the possibility of the placement and planting of a 6 b bomb on board the aircraft;
events which in the then prevailing conditions anitumstances could have taken
place; the time SE-BDY was left unguarded; and parts of the aircraft exposed to the
risk of interference while at Leopoldville airpoosh 17 September 1961, the Panel
assigned weak probative value to the SAIMR documemtd what they purport to
assert.

Involvement of foreign embassy personnel in Leopdville

173. A former UN administration officer based indpwldville in 1960 and 1961,
George Wood, provided information to the Panelhe é&ffect that SE-BDY crashed
as a result of a deliberate assassination perpgetiay personnel from the Romania
Embassy in Leopoldville under the instructions loé tKkGB. According to Wood, a
former air traffic controller at Ndjili airport inLeopoldville, Peter Brichant,
informed him that the embassy personnel gainedsscte SE-BDY on the morning
of 17 September, during which time they installedexplosives device in the nose
of the aircraft. The device was apparently meantétonate on retraction of the
landing gear. However, it purportedly failed to aeate upon take off and instead
ignited when the landing gear was lowered in prapan for landing at Ndola.
Wood cites the fact that the Congolese Governmestladed the entire staff
contingent at the Romanian Embassy persona nom gwrad allegedly then deported
from the Congo as supporting information for hidegation. In addition, Wood
attempted to have what he alleged were former-K@Bspnnel now living in the
United States after having defected corroborateitisrmation. He informed the
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Panel by letter, on 23 April 2015, however, thathaoof the interlocutors had
responded to his communications.

174. Regarding an assessment of the informatiom, Ranel noted that, in the
absence of supporting information from personnghwirst-hand knowledge of the
alleged events, the information constitutes hearsaythe part of Wood from

Brichant. Moreover, Brichant was interviewed by tb#icial inquires yet did not

mention the claim put forth by Wood. The Panel assd the probative value of the
information provided by Wood in so far as it purfgoto prove that Romanian
embassy personnel planted a bomb on SE-BDY as weak.

Alleged physical material from the wreckage SE-BY

175. In 1975, former Swedish staff member with thd in the Congo, Hilfding
Bjorkdahl, reportedly found a metal plate at thie sif the crash of SE-BDY that he
was told originated from the DC6. After having bght the plate back to Sweden, it
came into the possession of his son, Goran BjorkdBluring a meeting with
Bjorkdahl, who has conducted extensive researchairprivate and voluntary
capacity into the crash of SE-BDY, he gave the @lad the Panel to enable an
evaluation of its relevance. The plate is of thietal construction, approximately
43 cm by 25 cm in size and contains holes Bjorkdsindpected were made by
bullets or fragments of an explosive device, inéhgdfour holes located in close
proximity to each other and positioned near thetrmeaf the material.

176. Further to its own expert technical assessmém Panel requested the
assistance of the FBI with an evaluation of thehaaticity of the material and

whether the holes are consistent with damage cabgedallistics or explosives

material. The FBI, in consultation with the NTSBssassed high resolution
photographs of the item. The agencies offered thimion that the piece does not
come from an aircraft. The key findings from the $8 include that while the

material looks like aluminium, it is not load-camg structure from an aircraft and
unlikely to have been used as an aircraft part. idves of holes near the left and
right ends are inappropriate for an aircraft dudrtegular spacing, alignment and
their small diameter. They appear to belong to stdal rather than aviation use.
The aluminium looks thick and relatively soft withe deformations visible. There
are applications where such materials could be doim cargo compartments or
other non-structural areas of aircraft, but the enial looks to be more appropriate
for use in a ground vehicle.

177. The ballistics expert on the Panel assessatlittte holes in the metal plate
were not caused by bullets having penetrated theemnad He based this, first, on

the fact that the diameters of the holes are naipatible with any known calibre of

arms available in 1961. While some military ammionitis loaded with bullets that

have a hardened “penetrator” of a smaller diametebedded in the lead core of the
bullet, it is assessed as extremely unlikely the tpenetrators” from four bullets

would cause four holes in such close proximity with visible damage caused by
the rest of the bullet, which would have had togfrentize at impact. Second, the
expert found that the displacement of the holes theddistance between them does
not appear to be consistent with the normal didpargattern created by an

automatic burst of fire. The holes themselves db simw the signature of a bullet

penetration.
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178. A second ballistics expert, a Detective Ingpeand Firearms Examiner at the
National Centre of Forensic Services in DenmarkpfEd?oulsen, evaluated the
high-resolution images and concurred with the firgdi of the Panel member. In
particular, he assessed that the holes in the |flatéuding the four closely located
together), appear to all be “placed”, which is &y $ocated as if their positions were
measured out. None of the holes appear to be bhbéts, even the four closely
located together. In terms of size and appearaaoce (n terms of location), the
holes do not look as though they were created bietsu

179. In light of the NTSB assessment that it isikelly that the piece of material is

from an aircraft, and the Danish expert assessméraisthe holes in the plate are
not consistent with bullet holes, the Panel assk$ke probative value of the new
information associated with the metal plate, whiehated to the possible presence
of bullet holes in a piece of aircraft wreckage nds

Incendiary device

180. In other new information about the possibili8E-BDY crashed due to
sabotage, reference is made in a Washington P@&trireon 3 June 1978, to an
investigative article that refers to a CIA reporrportedly submitted to President
Kennedy in 1962 stating, “There is evidence cobectby our technical field
operatives that the explosive device aboard therafr was of standard KGB
incendiary design”. No further information was pided beyond this short passage.

181. To enable an assessment of the probative vaflube information, the Panel
requested that the United States Government seigscfiles and records for the
presence of any information about the existencelzasis of the alleged CIA report,
or other CIA reports or related information it mhgve in its possession that would
shed light on the circumstances surrounding thstcia the flight of SE-BDY. The
United States Government replied, on 9 June 201&, the CIA has found no such
report or any record of such a report. Further, iméted States Government advised
that a search of the files and records at the JahKennedy Library also has no
information related to the alleged report.

182. Regarding an expert technical assessment ef féfasibility of the action
described in the information, explosives expert,jdda&Perkins, states in his report
to the Hammarskjold Commission that it would behtaically possible to cause an
aircraft to crash by activating an incendiary devitas opposed to explosive
materials). He notes that the pyrophoric matemaduch a device would help to start
a fire on board the aircraft, which would then lelfed by the aluminium alloy in
the airframe and the aircraft's fuel. That notwitdrsding, in the absence of
information about the basis of the information hetWashington Post article or
more detailed information about the claim that cbible tested further, the Panel
assessed the new information about an incendiavjcdeplanted on the aircraft as
claimed above as having nil probative value.

New information about hijacking

183. As part of its inquiry, the UN Commission notihe “sensational story carried
in several newspapers in some countries during agnh962 to the effect that a
seventeenth man boarded the aircraft at Leopokl\fdk the purposes of hijacking
it". While stating that the story “falls clearly tm the category of rumour”, the UN
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Commission nevertheless “carefully investigated thiee or not it was true.” The
Commission noted in that regard that the Head ofitddih Nations Civilian
Operations in the Congo, Dr. Sture Linner, and dheho saw the plane take off
from Leopoldville testified that they knew or wengtroduced to all persons who
boarded the aircraft prior to its departure. In iidd, the UN Commission cited
Dr. Ross’s assessment that there was a seventdsodly in the wreckage as
“unlikely in the extreme” and that the police exammd the scene of the crash but
found no trace of any passengers having wanderkishtof the bush.

184. The Panel identified two pieces of new infotima related to the hypothesis
that SE-BDY crashed as a result of a hijackingtHa first piece, journalist David
Pallister refers in a United Kingdor®@uardian newspaper article, published on
11 September 1992, to a claim in the boblatre Guerre au Katangd1963), by
former French army officer and mercenary, Coloneh® Trinquier, that a hijacker
was smuggled on board SE-BDY (by whom is not stpbedore it left Leopoldville.
That hijacker purportedly had instructions to fortte pilot to re-route to another
(unspecified) location in order to prevent the @&fae negotiations to which
Hammarskjold was headed from taking place.

185. With regard to an assessment of the probatalae of the information, the
Panel noted that the basis for the Colonel Tringsielaim is not provided and that
details which can be tested against other inforomatire absent. On that basis, the
Panel assessed the degree to which the informékdps to establish that a hijacker
was smuggled on board SE-BDY as nil.

186. In a second piece of new information, the s&@wardian article goes on to
describe a discussion between former UN offici@3gorge Smith and Dr. Conner
O’Brien, and Prime Minister Welensky, shortly aftee crash, in which, in response
to a question from Dr. O'Brien about the body codrdm the crash, Welensky
purportedly “gave one of those big smiles of higl anst said, ‘Was it 14 or 15?".
By citing that conversation immediately after tHaim made by Colonel Trinquier,
the author of th&uardianarticle appears to infer that Welensky was allgdio the
possibility there was an “extra passenger” on bo&f-BDY that hijacked or
attempted to hijack the aircraft.

187. Regarding an assessment of the remarks peqigrimade by Welensky, the
Panel noted that the information is hearsay, theme no further details against
which to test it and its basis is unclear. Moreovke Panel noted that the number of
passengers on board, according to the UN Commissiod (all other official
accounts), was 16, as opposed to “14 or 15" asedté#ty Welenksy. The Panel
assessed the probative value of the informatiorsoirfiar as it helps to establish that
there was an “extra” person on board SE-BDY whadkgd the plane, as nil.

New information about human factors

188. The UN Commission of 1962 considered, among ftbur categories of
probable causes of the crash of SE-BDY, what itcdbsd as the possibility of
“human failure”. This category included investigats into the possibility the
aircraft crashed as a result of incapacitation loé tpilots, use of the wrong
instrument landing chart, misreading of altimetelistraction of the pilot's attention
and misleading or incomplete information providedthe pilot of SE-BDY. While

the Panel did not identify any new information tekh to these issues in and of

49/99



A/70/132

50/99

themselves, it did receive new material about tbesgble role of crew fatigue in the
crash. A summary and assessment of the probatikee w# that new material is set
out below. The Panel wishes to emphasise that tissiple role of crew fatigue does
not in and of itself explain the cause of the crashthe extent to which, if at all,
fatigue was a contributing factor in the range aofsgible causes of the crash of
SE-BDY. Nevertheless, flight crew fatigue has thetemtial to adversely affect the
crews’ situational awareness as well its abilityréact to and manage a range of
abnormal and emergency situations including but Inoited to an aerial attack or
external threat, sabotage, hi-jacking or technfadure.

Crew fatigue

189. A common thread in all three of the officiabuiries was the reliance on the
belief that the aircraft captain, Per Hallonquigtas fit to fly on the day of the
incident and therefore the inquiries could largalje out fatigue as a factor in the
crash. At the same time, the inquiries appeareldatee largely ignored the possible
fatigue levels of the other flight crew members d@hdir consequential impacts on
the overall performance of the flight crew. The Rbksian Board of Investigation, in
its discussion of the evidence, noted that SE-BOMtp Litton and Arheus had
flown to Elisabethville on the night of 16 Septembevhile Hallonquist had
appeared rested and “most anxious to make thetfligihe Rhodesian Commission
of Inquiry noted that when Litton had boarded theraft he “indicated that he was
tired”, while Hallonquist “seemed to be fit andagéd”. The UN Commission noted
that there were three experienced pilots on boatdeast one of whom had had
24 hours of rest prior to the flight, that theresasleeping accommodation on board
for the pilots, and it was therefore “satisfied tthlae accident was not due to pilot
fatigue”.

190. New information set out in a document prepaf®d UIlf Strid, dated
18 December 1961, contains an analysis of the flaytd duty times of the crew of
SE-BDY. The analysis was informed by Transair'gliti log data for the pilots,
Hallonquist, Litton and Arheus, and for the fligkngineer, Willhelmssen, and
reconciled with Transair’s Flight Operations Manuahd relevant collective
agreements. The analysis was an appendix to arlatgeument signed by Ake
Landin, L. Lindman and Torsten Nylen. The Paneledothat Landin and Lindman
were the accredited representative and the techmidaisor, respectively, to the
Rhodesian Board of Investigation. Strid noted ia ttocument that: (a) Hallonquist
had logged no flying hours from 13 to 16 Septemldrile Litton and Arheus had
logged 8.8 hours each on 13 and 14 September, amdflying hours on
15 and 16September; and (b) in the 24 hours preceding the crash of SE-BDY, both
Litton and Arheus had flown as much as 16.8 of €124 hours (all logged as night
hours), while Hallonquist had flown 6.3 hours (aight hours).

191. It was Strid’'s view that, in accordance withafsair’'s Flight Operations
Manual, flight time exceedances had occurred in 24ehour period leading up to
the crash. Strid stated that, “it does not seemnsibtes Litton and Arheus were able
to accumulate a sufficient amount of sleep during last twenty four hours”. Strid
further stated that Hallonquist, on the other haagleared to have had opportunity
for sufficient rest in the same period. Flight Emgér WillhelImssen had also flown
as much as 16.8 hours in the preceding 24 houmg@ehaving been on the same
flight as Litton and Arheus to Elisabethville orethight prior to 17-18 September.
Further, Strid identified a number of occasions time period 1 August to
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17 September when one or more of the three piletd bxceeded flight time
limitations. Strid noted also that his analysis veddlight times only, as opposed to
of crew duty times (which include pre- and posgfii duties as well as airborne
time), which he stated the Sweden Civil AviationtAarity “was not obliged to

monitor”.

192. It would be expected that analysis of thisdkimould have been conducted
following the crash in accordance with Sweden'sigdion as the State of Registry
under the Chicago Convention to provide any “retgvinformation regarding the
aircraft and the flight crew involved” to the Statd Occurrence (Rhodesia)
(Chicago Convention, appendix 13, para. 4.6).

193. In other new information, a former flight seomn attached to the Swedish Air
Force, Dr. Ake Hassler, informed the Panel in cepandence, dated 12 May 2015,
that he believed the “Ndola crash in September 188% an ordinary pilot error

accident”. Dr. Hassler was tasked by the Swedislpabenent of Defence in “the

1960s” to conduct investigations of all “Swedislgfit accidents”, in which he

included the crash of SE-BDY. He went on to statehis correspondence that he
believed the primary factor contributing to the sitaof SE-BDY was that a large
part of the crew was fatigued. He attributed thtgize to insufficient rest in the

36 hours prior to the flight to Ndola, going so fas to state that the crew were
therefore not fit to fly their mission on the nigbf 17-18 September 1961. Other
information provided by Hassler included a docum@mépared by Bengt-Ake

Bengs, dated 29 September 1966, in which, amongrdttings, Bengs has cited and
commented on the same information that was preplye8trid. Dr. Hassler claimed

that the Swedish authorities did not bring this t@asufficiently to the attention of

the Rhodesian Board of Investigation. He went onstate that he has made a
number of attempts to bring this matter to the ratiten of the United Nations

through the Swedish authorities, but that his éffdrad been “blocked” by those
authorities.

Probative assessment

194. Even today, with the benefit of a significgngireater body of knowledge than
was available in 1961-1962, the effects of fatigme flight crew performance
remain a complex issue. The study of human and rosgéional factors and its
contribution to aircraft accidents accelerated Higantly during the late 1970s
following accidents involving large commercial aiaét that resulted in significant
loss of life and which ushered in an era of reskafmcused on crew resource
management and command training. Nevertheless,a$ wiready recognized in
1961 that aircrew must be fit for duty to ensurattthey were able to operate their
aircraft safely in a range of conditions; this included through the implementation of
practices to manage fatigue.

195. The ICAO definition of fatigue states thatig “a physiological state of
reduced mental or physical performance capabilgguiting from sleep loss or
extended wakefulness, circadian phase, or workl¢gagntal and/or physical
activity) that can impair a crew member’s alertnassl ability to safely operate an
aircraft or perform safety related duties”. SE-BD&,DC6B, was, in its time, a
complex and highly demanding aircraft to operatquieng a minimum of three
crew members (two pilots and a flight engineer).dnmulti-crew operation, all
members of the crew must work as a team, with tfeaefined duties and
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unambiguous communications to ensure that situatiawareness is maintained at
all times and that there is capacity to react tal ananage non-standard and
emergency situations. If the performance of thghdii crew had been adversely
affected by fatigue, it would have increased theik of making simple errors such
as slips, lapses and mistakes, or experiencingaliglusions or a loss situational

awareness. Equally, it could have adversely affikdtee crew’s ability to react to

and manage an abnormal or emergency situation, as&@n aerial attack or external
threat, or to deal with the consequences of saleotag technical failure.

196. The Panel considered it unsurprising that ymislof the kind conducted by
Strid would have occurred following the crash of-BBY, given the obligation
under the Chicago Convention of the State of Regidh this case Sweden, to
provide any ‘“relevant information regarding the caaft and the flight crew
involved” to the State of Occurrence (Rhodesia)i¢@go Convention, appendix 13,
para. 4.6). Accordingly, and with regard to an asseent of the authenticity and
credibility of the new information as part of ansassment of its probative value,
the Panel requested that the Government of Swedek ® ascertain whether the
report endorsed by Landin, Lindman and Nylen wasppred for internal use only
by the Swedish aviation authorities or whether @dhbeen provided to the UN
Commission or any of the other official inquiries.representative of the Swedish
Government informally advised that it “had not bessle to answer this question”.
The Panel noted, however, that under questioningnduhearings by the UN
Commission, Landin agreed that Litton and Aerhead hot been given sufficient
opportunity to rest during the 24 hours leadingtaghe crash of SE-BDY and that
“it must have [affected the flight itself and th&edness of the two men], but how
much is another question”, thereby suggesting sloae consideration of the matter
by the Swedish aviation authorities had occurred aray have been informed by
Strid’s analysis.

197. In other information provided by the Governmef Sweden, the Panel was
able to ascertain that the author of the docum8mrid, was an employee of the
Swedish Civil Aviation Authority at the time in gsi&on and was a qualified pilot
and engineer. Dr. Hassler provided documentatioicivincluded a transcript of a
hearing held on 20 April 1967. In that transcrifitwas noted that, on 1 February
1963, Dr. Hassler was appointed in a part-time cédpas a special flight surgeon
to the Swedish air force and was attached to flgfuadron F21. It was also noted
that, from 1 March 1965, Hassler commenced employmwith the Flying
Administration Research Centre at Malmslaet, Sweden

198. The Panel noted that the crew flight timeslinad in Strid’s report for the
previous 24 hours are consistent with those noted the same period by the
Rhodesian Civil Aviation Board of Investigation fddollonquist, Litton and
Wilhelmsson, but for Arheus, for whom the RhodesBoard of Investigation noted
10 hrs 40 minutes whereas Strid noted 16.8 hodrsg Panel was uncertain as to
why there is such a discrepancy, as it had beeerohébed by the Rhodesian Civil
Aviation Board of Investigation that Arheus had amlBown to Elizabethville the
night before and should have logged the same hasitstton.

199. Strid had stated that his report had not idetl an analysis of duty times,
which the Sweden Civil Aviation Authority “was nobliged to monitor”. While the
UN Commission appeared to have made some inquimiesthe possible impact of
fatigue on the performance of the flight crew infeed by the actual flight hours
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logged, based on the information before the Pahele appears to have been scant
or no analysis of the rest time and other actigitié the crew outside of those flight
hours in order to establish the quality and qugndit rest that was taken during the
days and hours leading up to the departure of SE;BIDd of other personal factors
that might have had any adverse effects on therfopmance. Such additional
analysis would have provided a fuller picture retjag the crew’s fitness for duty to
undertake the mission given to them on that nighis noted that contemporary
practices for the management of flight crew fatiggrabrace a more holistic and
risk-based approach that would include both instiual and self-monitoring of
flight crew fitness for duty.

Probative value

200. The Panel assessed the probative value ahfbemation provided by Strid in

so far as it helps to shed additional light on wieetfatigue was a contributing
factor to the crash of SE-BDY as moderate. Sephrattee information provided by

Hassler, in so far as it relates to analysis anthroents on the flight times of the
crew of SE-BDY, constituted a secondary sourcehlabsence of other supporting
documentation made available to the Panel, such asntemporaneous record of
his analysis of the crash of SE-BDY in responseéhito purported assignment, the
Panel assessed the probative value of the infoomgirovided by Dr. Hassler in so
far as it helps to shed additional light on whetfetigue was a contributing factor
to the crash of SE-BDY as weak.

201. However, in the absence of other supportingence that may have been able
to shed light on this issue, fatigue, to the extiduat it may have been a contributing
factor, will be difficult to link to and explain & conditions and circumstances
resulting in the tragic death of former Secretaryn@ral Dag Hammarskjéld and of
the members of the party accompanying him. SE-BD&swot equipped with a
cockpit voice recorder (CVR). According to ICAO 8&tards and Recommend
Practices (SARPS) in place at the time, no requéets for the fitment of CVRs
were prescribed. With regard to flight data receosdewhich record several
parameters of an aircraft such as airspeed, alitadd rate of climb or descent, in a
defined period immediately before an aircraft cratfte SARPS recommended that
piston-engine aircraft such as SE-BDY only be eqeip with such recorders “as
required by the State of Registry” (ICAO AppendiR@&commended Practice 6.3.2).
It was also not mandatory to have recording faeiditon all aerodrome control
service air-ground communications channels suchthastower at Ndola (ICAO
Appendix 11 Recommended Practice 6.1.4.3). Findllyt for Harold Julien, who
did not provide any information about the crew prio or during the flight in the
period between the crash and his tragic deathethn@re no surviving witnesses
from onboard the aircraft and it is unlikely thaher witness can now be identified
who could provide accurate information about thews’ rest periods and other
activities outside of their flying duties prior tehe flight on the night of
17-18 September.
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VIll. New information about the activities of officials and
local authorities

202. The UN Commission investigated and analyseds#arch and rescue action of
the local authorities in the wake of the crashdfing, inter alia, that “the fact
SE-BDY had crashed was not definitely establishetl @ ground party reached the
wreckage shortly after 1500B [1500 local time india]”. The Panel understood
this to mean a ground party comprising local auithes or security forces, as
opposed to one or more of the many civilians whatitied in the official enquiries
that they visited the site on the morning of 18 teegpber. Since the conclusion of
that inquiry, new information related to the timeetaircraft was first located by
security authorities has come to light, which th@en® considered in this section
alongside issues related to other actions takeroffigials in connection with the
crash.

Radio communications between SE-BDY and Ndola Taav

203. The Panel noted in its review of the materiltelegram from British High
Commissioner to Salisbury, Lord Alport, dated 18 f&enber 1961, in which Lord
Alport reported that the “Plane from Leopoldvillessamed to be carry
Hammarskjold passed without landing making contact(emphasis added). In new
information, in his memoirJo Katanga and Or(1976), which the former British
Consul at Elizabethville, Denzil Dunnett, providetb the Hammarskjold
Commission, on 24 January 2013, Dunnett states sbatetime on the night of
17-18 September, he overheard a radio call betvid#eBDY and the Ndola Control
Tower (the time is not specified) in which SE-BD¥ported that it would be
landing at Ndola within a quarter of an hour. ThenBl considered the degree to
which the new information helps to establish thfictals sought to cover-up that
there were radio communications between SE-BDY Hhddla Control Traffic on
the night of 17 September 1961. It assessed inrdgdrd the probative value of the
new information as moderate.

Incorrect altimeter setting

204. According to information provided by Swedistrn®dy Sergeant, Ingemar
uddgren, in his memoirs (undated), who was baseKaahina Airbase in Katanga
on the night of 17-18 September 1961, the QNH rfedter setting) Ndola Control

Tower reported to SE-BDY when it first establishe@mmunications was such that
it would have caused the aircraft to descend targeérously low altitude during the
approach to land. Sergeant Uddgren was in theraffi¢ control tower at Kamina

around midnight on the night in question and clatm$iave heard communications
between the aircraft’s radio operator, Carl Erikb@al Rosén, and his colleague in
the Kamina Control Tower in which SE-BDY asked Kamito check the QNH they
were given by the Ndola Control Tower. The con&olat the Kamina Tower was
sure the QNH setting passed to SE-BDY was incoresxt tried to communicate
this to SE-BDY but could not re-establish commutiiwas. He then expressed with
considerable concern to Sergeant Uddgren that seeaf that QNH would cause
SE-BDY to descend too low.

205. Kamina airfield, which was under the controlWNOC forces, was nominated
as an alternate airfield for use in an emergenegmion. It was for that reason that
the Swedish-speaking radio operator, Rosén, walsoand SE-BDY. His role was to
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establish radio contact with Kamina airfield, whehe Air Traffic Controller was
also Swedish, so the two stations could exchanderrmation without other,
non-Swedish speaking operators being able to umaedsit. The Air Traffic

Controller at Kamina was reportedly knowledgeabbow#t the aircraft approach
procedure information for Ndola Airfield.

206. Regarding its assessment, the Panel questiovied the information was

seemingly not provided to UN officials as soon & tindividuals at Kamina

realized that something was wrong or, failing tithge other official enquiries or the
UN Commission. The Panel assessed the probatiwee\afl the information in so far

as it helps to establish that the crew of SE-BDYravpassed the wrong altimeter
setting by Ndola Control Tower as nil.

Delivery of Fouga Magister jets to Katanga

207. In an interview with the Hammarskjéld Comméssion 27 June 2013, former-
CIA officer David Doyle stated that he was a ClAioér operating in Katanga in
the early 1960s. While there and performing a “noatairport check”, he observed
a United States commercial KC 97 with a United &atrew unloading three Fouga
Magisters in Katanga (the precise location was specified) in the middle of the
night, sometime in July 1961. He advised that ao@el Delotervang, whose
affiliation is not made clear, had signed for the#e went on to state that the Fouga
aircraft, which were purportedly given by the Frkrto the CIA to help counter UN
operations in Katanga, later had guns installedecsfting, he did not know
whether Moise Tshombe, France or Belgium had paidtfiem or whether it was
French or Belgian pilots who flew them. The Hamnkiikl Commission assessed
part of Doyle’s memory as “patchy” at times duritige discussion with him, which
the Panel noted is reflected in his sometimes istxant recollection of events in
the statement made available to it.

208. The Panel noted that no basis is providechenibformation for the assertion
that the aircraft were supplied by “the French”et&IA or any other identified
source for that matter. That said, while takingiatcount the lack of corroborating
information, which renders the information thataofolitary witness only, the Panel
assessed the degree to which the information hefpablish that three Fouga jets
were delivered to Katangese forces prior to thelkeraf SE-BDY as moderate.

Compromised cipher machine

209. Sixten Svensson, the brother-in-law of the receased Boris Hagelin, the
founder of Crypto AG, the Swiss company that prastithe CX-52 cipher machine
used by Hammarskjold throughout his visit to the nGo, explained to the
Hammarskjold Commission, on 6 March 2013, that Hiagdad told him that
machine was among those intentionally designed sliahtheir transmissions could
be surreptitiously intercepted by the NSA and otketect intelligence agencies
unbeknownst to anyone other than the manufactundrthe intelligence agencies.
Svensson explained to that Commission that thea#ewias designed so that, “The
traffic between UN Secretary General Dag Hammaisgkgnd the UN in New York
in September 1961, was therefore fully readabletfier NSA, CIA and GCHQ the
moment the document was read at the United Natfidlftsis was purportedly part of
“Borisprojekt”, a project whereby cryptographic nhdites were sold with a setting
that, unbeknownst to the users, allowed the NSA@WHQ, possibly among other
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agencies, to receive the information unencryptedgélin apparently wrote about
this in a memoir scheduled for publication no earlihan 2033, 50 years after his
death.

210. While this interception capability may haveistad, searches to date within
the UN records and other archives have not revetiledxistence of any cable sent
to or received during the flight. However, commuations between the UN in
Katanga and UN headquarters in the days leadintpgnd following the events on
the night of 17-18 September, if intercepted, coudde provided information about
the travel and other arrangements being made far theetings between
Hammarskjold and Tshombe. As it pertains to thespmbkty that communications
sent from the CX-52 cryptographic machine used lynirharskjold during his visit
were intercepted by the NSA and possibly otherliigience agencies as alleged, the
Panel assessed the information as having moderatafive value.

Time the crash site was located by the authoritgel

211. Rhodesian authorities reported first locatithgg wreckage of SE-BDY at

1510 hours (local time) on 18 September 1961. Harein new information that

challenges that account, a total of six of the neithesses reported visiting the
crash site in the early hours of 18 September (@@, Custon Chipoya, Lumiya
Chipoya, Mast-Ingle, Mwebe and Mwansa) and obseythe presence of police or
soldiers or both. This sits in contrast with the@ants by Rhodesian Government
officials, provided later that day, that securityrdes first located the wreckage at
1510 hours (local time) on 18 September.

212. A summary of the observations of five of thyegwitnesses who visited the site
follows. One (Custon Chipoya) stated that he adia¢ the crash site around dawn,
at which time there were police and soldiers prés€his eyewitness further stated
that Hammarskjold's body had been removed, alonth wieces of the aircraft. A
second eyewitness (Mwebe) stated that he arrivethatsite between 0600 and
0700 hours in the morning on 18 September, at wtiroke he observed the presence
of police and soldiers. He also claimed that Hamskjgid's body was near an
anthill. A third eyewitness (Mwansa) stated that &mived at the crash site at
approximately 0700 hours and saw police presentaéhdsed that the site had been
cordoned off and the victims’ bodies removed. Therth eyewitness (Chimema)
stated that he arrived at the crash site at 090@&rshand saw police present. He
noted that the wreckage was still burning. Thehfityewitness (Lumayi Chipya)
recalled that she visited the site shortly aftex thash, at which time she observed
police and soldiers present.

213. A sixth new witness (Wren Mast-Ingle) provideth a statement to
Dr. Williams, a fuller account of his visit to therash site. He purports to have
visited the site soon after he heard SE-BDY com&rdavhile travelling on his
motorcycle nearby (see also para 94). He state@rtdNilliams that he arrived at
the site at the same time as six to eight men wegaciombat-like fatigues in two
jeeps, who reportedly ordered him away from the.sithe withess also stated that
the aircraft wreckage was not burnt.

214. Notwithstanding variations in the timing oktharrival at the crash site, some
of these witnesses noted that they were not abbgetorery close to the wreckage as
police or other security officials prevented themrh doing so (Custon Chipoya,
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Mast-Ingle and Mwansa), it was too dangerous tosddecause the wreckage was
still burning (Ngongo, Mwebe, Chimema) or that thevras heavy smoke.

215. However, some of the observations of threthefsix new witnesses about the
time the victims’ bodies were removed and the marared time at which the site

was cordoned off were inconsistent with other knolaots about the status of the
crash site at the times they claimed to have béeret This suggests that some of
these witnesses may in fact have travelled to ihe a&ter 1510 hours, by which

time recovery and investigation activities were meiderway. One of the witness’s

(Custon Chipoya) reference to “pieces of the aiittrdaaving been removed may be

able to be explained by the fact that so much of #ircraft had been totally

destroyed by the crash sequence and the conflagratich that it appeared as if
parts of the aircraft had been removed.

216. By definition, none of the new eyewitness agudse are contemporaneous.
Further, the general factors affecting the probathalue of eyewitness information
outlined by the Panel in paragraphs 62 to 66 abapply to the information
provided by the new eyewitnesses here. The Parselsasd the degree to which the
information provided by the new eyewitnesses hetpsstablish that the wreckage
was found by the authorities prior to 1510 houh® time presented in their official
accounts, as moderate in the case of two eyewitse¢€himema and Lumayi
Chipoya) and weak in the case of four eyewitneg€aston Chipoya, Maste-Ingle,
Mwebe and Ngongo).

Time the crash site was located by the authoritgell

217. In an interview with the Hammarskjéld Commessi on 12 December 2012,
former British diplomat, Brian Unwin, who was agsist to Lord Alport at the time
of the crash, states that he and Lord Alport wer®rimed by Lord Landsdowne
upon their arrival at Salisbury via a flight fromdbla that “there had been a crash
and they'd found it and Hammarskjold was dead.” imwwho had accompanied
Lord Alport to Ndola on 17 and 18 September, estadathat he and Lord Alport
arrived in Salisbury between 1330 and 1500 houwsd(l time) (his recollection of
the time varies between his accounts of eventsh Wit later recollections being
closer to the time of the official sighting of tlvreckage). Thus, his comments
indicate that he and Lord Alport were informed abthe discovery of the crash site
before the official account of the site having bebdscovered by the authorities at
1510 hours. In his bookThe Sudden Assignme(t965), Lord Alport also recalls
first learning upon arrival at Salisbury that theagh site had been located. He
recounts the arrival time as 1400 hours (local timealisbury, which is the same
as that of Ndola), although the Panel was not &blielentify the source from which
he learnt of the time. A report of the Officer-imx&ge of UNOC to the Secretary-
General, dated 17 September 1961, states thatutffir@a direct report received by
the United States embassy in Leopoldville fromAts Attaché who was in Ndola,
information was received that the wreck of an &rmd had been sighted
approximately seven miles north-east of the airpamt that a ground party was
enroute” §/4940/Add.4. The Panel was unable to locate information aonifig
this report that the crash site was located byc@dfs at 1400 hours.

218. The time that Lord Alport and Unwin state thegre notified that the crash
site had been found and that Hammarskjold was deathconsistent with the
official account of when the wreckage was firstdted by the authorities, that being
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1510 hours local time. This appears to suggestltbad Landsdowne knew that the
aircraft had crashed and that Hammarskjéld was gwaat to the official accounts
of when the wreckage was discovered by Rhodesiaraifg other) authorities. In
assessing the probative value of the informatiom Banel noted that the persons
involved were of a seniority and level of respoiil#ip that they would likely have
been kept up-to-date about the search and reséagsefHowever, the information
is not contemporaneous and, as far as the issugos$ible official collusion is
concerned, does nothing more than suggest thabthieials covered-up that the
crash site was discovered before 1510 hours (lboed). The Panel assessed in that
regard the probative value of the information aderate.

Time the crash site was located by the authoritgelll

219. In the book,The Rise and Fall of Moise Tshom(®968), by lan Colvin, a
foreign correspondent in Ndola at the time of thast, Colvin describes flying over
the crash site at 0900 hours (local time) on 18t&maper in an aircraft piloted by
himself. He reports having seen a long narrow irifthe trees and police moving
around in the aircraft wreckage and ashes. This sea®ral hours before the time
officials purport to have discovered the wrecka@alvin does not describe any
efforts to notify somebody. In its assessment,Rlaael assessed the probative value
of the information about police observed at thesbrssite in the morning of
18 September 1961 as weak.

Reporting of a foreign intelligence agency

220. Among the new information made available te BHanel by the Hammarskjéld
Commission was a declassified report from the F#stretary at the British High
Commission to Salisbury, and alleged Secret Irdetice Service (MI6) agent, Neil
Ritchie, dated 17 September 1961, in which Ritctetails how he transported
Moise Tshombe and the British Counsel in ElisabgtiavDenzil Dunnett, to Ndola,
earlier the same day, whereupon they then awahedatrival from Leopoldville of
Hammarskjold. While that particular report does nomment on the possible cause
of the crash of SE-BDY, its existence and contervas as new information about
the presence of the British intelligence agencytlie area and that agency’s
reporting about circumstances related to the ai¢iwiof Hammarskjold leading up
to the night of 17-18 September. Furthermore, naferimation presented to the
Panel by Dr. Williams was to the effect that ponoof files and records of the
Government of the United Kingdom potentially relhtso the events in question
have been retained by the Government due to tleeursty classification.

221. In that connection, to assist with its assesgsiof the probative value of this
and other new information, the Panel requested thmicompetent authorities of the
Government of the United Kingdom search for andrshaith it any information
they may have in their possession from Ritchie oheo intelligence officials
relating to the tragic deaths, and any other ratévmaterials. Moreover, the Panel
requested the same authorities to share with theelPthe retained portions of the
records brought to its attention by Dr. William&ésappendix 7).

222. The Government of the United Kingdom respondeda letter dated 10 June
2015, that the vast majority of UK material rel@tito these events has already been
released and is available to the public, and that Foreign and Commonwealth
Office has coordinated a search across all releltdepartments, none of which
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have identified any pertinent material. It furtheroted that after having
commissioned a review of all of the retained matleih question to determine
whether this can now be released, that review lesrthined that the Government
of the United Kingdom is not in a position to redeaany of it due to security-related
reasons. It further noted that the redactions ainef individual pieces of text
within otherwise open files and that the total ambuetained is very small and
consists of only a few words (see appendix 7).

Summary of key findings and conclusions

Summary of key findings
New information on the cause of death or othéegedd intervening causes of death

223. The Panel assigned nil probative value toitlhi@rmation made public in 2005
that Hammarskjold had a round hole in his forehelaaing suffered a gunshot
injury. No medical evidence was found that he sin&é a gunshot wound, pre- or
post-crash. The concurrent forensic opinion is that died instantaneously (the
Rhodesian Commission of Inquiry) or within a fewceads after impact (the UN
Commission and Knudssen) or that his post-crashviwalr was only brief

(Drs. Ranner, Busch and James). The external fare@sperts consulted by the
Hammarskjold Commission and the Panel respectiseigport the correctness of
the post-mortem examinations conducted by Drs. R8tsvens and Smith in 1961.

224. The new information from an eyewitness to ¢fffect that Hammarksjéld was
alive and struggling to survive at the crash sdm, 18 September 1961, is of nil
probative value.

225. The new additional allegation that two mergessm (Swanepoel and Colin
John Cooper) had shot Hammarskjold after the ctacsks any probative value.

226. The confirmed existence of 200 original X-rayfsall of the victims of the
tragic air crash and the “Analysis of Pathologi€ahdings on Victims of Accident
of UN Aircraft”, recorded contemporaneously withettevent, in the records of
Dr. Ross deposited in the archives of the Univgreit Dundee, and the photocopies
of the official post-mortem medical examination oefs also of all the victims that
were made under the Inquests Act, among the arshover. Smith at the Office of
the Chief Forensic Pathologist of Ontario, enhatiee authenticity and propriety of
the original autopsy reports conducted by the NemthRhodesian authorities.

New eyewitness information about the final stagfelight SE-BDY

227. The Panel assigned moderate probative valubeganformation provided by
nine of the 12 new eyewitnesses in so far as ip$ed establish one or more of the
following:

(a) There was more than one aircraft in the aithatsame time as SE-BDY
made its approach to Ndola.

(b) Any additional aircraft in the air at the sartime SE-BDY made its
approach to Ndola were jets.

(c) SE-BDY was on fire before it impacted the gndu
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(d) SE-BDY was fired upon or other otherwise aelw engaged by other
aircraft present while approaching Ndola.

228. That value was assessed on the basis thatjthetanding factors affecting the
reliability of eyewitness observations over the ggge of time, they represent first-
hand accounts of what they genuinely believed thay (or heard) and lend weight
to the witness accounts provided to the officiajuiries.

New information about an aerial or ground attamwkother external threat

229. The Panel assigned moderate probative valubdaclaims made by Charles
Southall and Paul Abram to have listened to or raadanscript of an intercept of
radio transmissions on the evening of 17-18 Sep&ml®61 relating to what they
believe was an attack on SE-BDY that brought abthe crash. While it was
considered technically feasible for a radio trarssign to have been intercepted by
or relayed to the NSA/CIA listening posts in Cyprusd Greece, where Southall and
Abram were stationed, respectively, aspects ofahthenticity of their claims are
yet to be substantiated by the US Government. kitaunh, the US Government has
informed the Panel in a letter, dated 9 June 2Qh&f a search of its files and
records has not revealed any documents responsitheetrequest made by the Panel
on this matter and that this effort included a sbaof NSA and CIA records (see
appendix 6).

230. The Panel assigned weak probative value tormmétion from one new

eyewitness alleging that the wreckage of SE-BDY waayed with bullet holes, on
the basis of inconsistencies with other known infation about the circumstances.
However, the Panel accepted that the bullet homddc have, at the time of his
observations, been located in an as yet unburrttqpoof the aircraft wreckage.

231. The Panel assigned nil probative value tocoiseé witness’s claim that there
were bullet holes in the wreckage of SE-BDY on Hasis that the information was
hearsay.

232. The Panel assigned weak probative value torimétion relating to the claims
made by French diplomat, Claude de Kemoularia, thatinterviewed a Belgian
mercenary pilot by the name of “Beukels” in Parig, 1967, who allegedly
confessed to have unintentionally shot down SE-Bile attempting to divert the
aircraft elsewhere on the night of 17-18 Septemb@81. That value was assigned
on the basis of the unexplained absence of anyimdtion about an attempt by de
Kemoularia to report the allegations to the appropriate authorities; the apparent
absence of the contemporaneous notes taken by deo#laria during or soon after
the interview; and the response from the Governments of Belgium and Frand@e
Panel that they have no information in their fitasd records about the matter.

233. The Panel assigned nil probative value torimimtion alleging the involvement
of two alleged mercenaries, Van Risseghem and Ar@iilteon, on the basis that
investigations conducted by the relevant authaitithe Government of Belgium
and UNOC, respectively) at the time were able ttalelssh their whereabouts,
which demonstrated that it was not physically pbksto have been involved in the
aerial attack on SE-BDY.

234. The Panel assigned weak probative value tocthen that a purported CIA
agent, Roland “Bud” Culligan, shot down SE-BDY dretorders of the CIA. This
value was assigned on the basis of the absenagariiation confirming Culligan’s
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qualifications and account of events, includingcémed to have been detailed by
him in a diary, and the response by the US Govemirtee a request for information

by the Panel that there was no reference to Culligaits records documenting CIA
activities at the time in question (see appendix 6)

235. The Panel assigned nil probative value to dlam that two Belgian pilots,
including a Major Delin, had boasted in a drunkeamwersation overheard by a
journalist that they had forced down SE-BDY in agrial attack. This value was
assigned on the basis of the claimant’s reluctatweestify at the Rhodesian
Commission’s hearing for his version to be fullgtied, while being fully aware that
he was requestedo do so; and Major Delin’'s categorical denial before the
Rhodesian Commission of Inquiry to have made thmeamks.

236. The Panel assigned nil probative value to dledm made by the partner of
journalist and writer, Eva Aminoff, that two unnadhBelgian pilots were ordered to
shoot down SE-BDY on the basis that the informatisras hearsay, not
contemporaneous and devoid of detailed informatiat can be tested against other
information.

237. The Panel assigned weak probative value toinf@mation that seeks to
support the proposition that a Fouga Magister [, Havilland Dove or a Dornier
DO-27 or DO-28 aircraft was used in an aerial &tan SE-BDY. The information

speaks only to the issue of aircraft capabilityr fehich there are a number of
doubts expressed based on operational and othé&ations.

New information about sabotage

238. The probative value of the documents madeipudy the South African Truth
and Reconciliation Commission, on 19 August 1998] purportedly issued by the
South African Institute for Maritime Research (SARY ordering “Operation
Celeste”, which targeted Hammarskjold's “removaliave weak probative value
mainly due the norstablishment of their authenticity; uncertainty of their chain of
possession; and the non-confirmation of whether or not SAMIR existed in
September 1961, much as its contents refer touostins to plant a 6 Ib bomb on
board SE-BDY, the feasibility of which existed whanwas left unguarded for an
hour or more at Leopoldville.

239. There is nil probative value in the claim made&015 that staff members of a
Foreign Embassy (Romania) in Leopoldville were ilwea in planting an explosive
device on SE-BDY while it was on the tarmac at Leldpille airport, on
17 September 1961, merely because its staff memers allegedly also declared
persona non grata on that very day.

240. As potential physical evidence, a piece ofah&iund at the crash site in 1975
by a former United Nations Staff member has nillqative value, it having been
assessed by the United States National Transpont&afety Board as probably not
from an aircraft and, in regard to the holes inbi, Danish ballistic experts that the
size and appearance of those holes do not showiginature of a bullet penetration.

241. In the absence of the source of the inforrmati@uthenticity and verifiable
details that can be tested, the claim in a newspagele, published on 3 July 1978,
to the effect that the explosive device on boardBIEY was of “standard KGB

incendiary design” was assigned nil probative value
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New information about hijacking

242. The new information that a hijacker was smadglaboard SE-BDY, on

17 September 1961, before it left Leopoldville irder to force it to re-route to an
unspecified location and thus prevent the intendedsefire negotiations between
Hammarskjold and Tshombe in Ndola has nil probatigkie.

243. The new information from two former senior WHicials that shortly after the
air crash, the former Prime Minister of Northern dflesia and Nyasaland, Roy
Welensky, alluded to the possibility of an “extrpAssenger on board SE-BDY has
nil probative value given that the information whearsay, lacked details, the
identities of all the sixteen passengers on bodrd airplane were positively
established immediately after the tragic event, grelhost of unanswered questions
on the probability of such an enterprise.

New information about human factors

244. The Panel assigned moderate probative valuaféeemation in which it was

reported that three of the four members of the hligrew had flown up to

16.8 hours, almost entirely at night, in the 24 tsopreceding the crash of SE-BDY
and therefore did not appear to have had sufficapyortunity for adequate rest.
The information was a contemporaneous analysis eotedl by qualified staff

working for the relevant Swedish authorities, dragvifrom records of Transair, the
operating company of SE-BDY.

245. The Panel assessed as weak the probative wélidormation from another
source that also alleges the crew was fatigued @esalt of excessive flight hours,
on the basis the information provided was from &oselary source and that a
contemporaneous record of the claimant’s analydigshe crash of SE-BDY in
response to his purported assignment was not peavid the Panel.

New information about the activities of officiand local authorities

246. The new information from two eyewitnesses ttie aircraft wreckage was
found by Northern Rhodesian authorities prior td.@5ours, the time presented in
its official account, has moderate probative value.

247. The new information from a witness who visitheé site soon after SE-BDY
crashed and, while there, allegedly saw six to eigten wearing combat-like
fatigues, and who may have been from the army erpblice, has weak probative
value because, among other considerations, it gatilsquestion the first sighting of
the crash by a member of the air search party wdmonted having spotted the
wreckage from the air and the official account bgrtiiern Rhodesian authorities
that the police reached the crash site at aroudd Hours.

248. The new information conveyed in 1995 by Loidgd\t that upon his arrival in
Salisbury, at 1400 hours on 18 September 1961, Larmsdowne informed him that
Hammarskjold's plane had been found and that Harskjéld was dead, which was
before the official time given by authorities fdret discovery of the wreckage, is of
moderate probative value.

249. There is nil probative value in the new infation provided by a former Army
Sergeant based at the Kamina Airbase in Katangauaer the control of UNOC
that the Ndola Control Tower communicated an ineotrQNH (altimeter setting) to
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SE-BDY, which could have caused it descend to agdesusly low altitude, as this
contention was neither reported to the United Natimr the troop-contributing
country to which he belonged, in a timely fashiarad all, until he later disclosed it
in his memaoirs.

250. The Panel assigned moderate probative valuéhéonew information that
communications sent from the CX-52 cryptographicchiae used by Hammarskjold
during his visit to the Congo were intercepted btelligence agencies based on the
preliminary information provided to the HammarskiodCommission, on 6 March
2013, by the brother-in-law of the founder of CryAG, the Swiss company that
produced the machine.

Conclusions

251. The corpus of the new information and its ptdle value on the possible
causes of death of Hammarskjold and of some of members of the party
accompanying him does not discredit the propriéhgings and conclusions of the
original post-mortem examination of the occuparftSB-BDY.

252. The Panel is of the view that, if any furthaeguiries into this matter are
agreed to by the General Assembly, little will beirged by subjecting the surviving
eyewitnesses that reside in Zambia to addition@stjoning. Their testimony, in so
far as it is now part of the official UN record, wd remain available to be tested
against the body of the current information and aew information that may come
to light in the future.

253. The Hammarskjold Commission recommended that initial purpose of
reopening the UN Commission’s investigation of 1968862 was to confirm or
refute, based on the disclosure of communicatiom&rcept records, evidence
indicating that the crash of SE-BDY was brought atbby some form of attack or
aerial threat. In particular, that Commission cadesed it important for the Panel to
pursue with the US Government the disclosure oftthe documents reported by the
NSA to be “responsive” to its request but which eened exempt from disclosure
due to their classification. One member of the Paves afforded full access to the
two “responsive” files and assessed that the inBtron contained therein would not
help to establish the facts of the cause of therait crash or the cause or causes of
the tragic deaths. The Panel member also asses$sddittdid not contain any
information relating to the interception of commaoations about an attack on
SE-BDY. Despite the submission of other specifiormation requests by the Panel
to certain Member States, those States that hasjgoreled have advised that they
were unable to locate any documents responsivadgadquests. However, this is a
line of inquiry that the Panel considers has ndtbhgen exhausted.

254. Since the conclusion of the UN Commissioniguimy, there have been several
claims made by mercenaries, or their interlocutarsg other agents that they shot
or otherwise forced down SE-BDY in an aerial attaklost of the new information
before the Panel on this matter lacks credibility.

255. Based on information the Panel has reviewednduits mandate, it appears
that United Nations information sources may havelarastimated the level of
resources that were available to Katanga at theetiof the events of
17-18 September, including with regard to the numbaed types of aircraft that
were in use. Nevertheless, information regarding tRouga Magister, the
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De Havilland Dove and the Dornier DO-27 and DO-gBe¢ak only to the capability
of those aircraft to perpetrate an aerial attackhwseat. The information does not
help to support the proposition that one of thoiseraft types was actually involved
in an aerial attack or threat on SE-BDY on the highquestion.

256. The claim about a possible sabotage of SE-BBYhe installation or planting
of explosives or other such incendiary devices eakly supported by the body of
new information.

257. Collectively examined by the Panel, the sumth® new information and its
probative value on hijacking neither supports neinforces the hypothesis that
SE-BDY may have been subjected to a hijack whilenfi from Leopoldville and
Ndola.

258. On the matter of possible official collusioly la State or States or their
officials, the probative value of the new infornmti before the Panel does not
substantiate its existence. At the same time, 9b aloes not exclude or eliminate
such a possibility given the open questions in tkigard.

259. While there was some consideration by the Udm@ission regarding the
effects of fatigue on flight crew performance, iasvnevertheless insufficient by
contemporary investigation standards. However, fbssible role of crew fatigue
does not in and of itself, explain the cause of thash or the extent, if at all, to
which fatigue was a contributing factor to the ¢raf SE-BDY under one or more
of the hypotheses of the possible causes.

260. Considered in its totality, apart from theadigery of primary and secondary
medical material, the new information is only mawally supported by any physical
evidence.

261. In relation to the parts of the new informatiabout an aerial attack or threat
and its probative value, which was assessed as ratglethe statements by
eyewitnesses that they observed more than oneafiiricrthe air at the same time as
SE-BDY made its approach to Ndola or of jets orttBE-BDY was on fire before it
impacted the ground or that it was fired upon drestotherwise actively engaged by
other aircraft present; the alleged hearing of radio transmissions or reading of a
radio transcript about the event by two witnesses; and the additional information
that has emerged on the air capability of the proMdl Government of Katanga in
1961 and its use of foreign military and paramijt@ersonnel, may also provide an
appreciable lead in pursuing the truth of the phibacause or causes of the air
crash and tragic deaths.

Recommendations

262. The Panel provides the following recommendetio

(a) The Panel notes that the records and archdeesaining information on
the conditions and circumstances resulting in tlagit death of former Secretary-
General Dag Hammarskjold and of the members of gadgy accompanying him,
including primary and secondary material such as tmiginal X-rays and the
post-mortem medical examination reports of theiwist pathological analysis and
charts and other crucial medical information arddhie both private and public
archival holdings, and are located in various $tgt@anada, Sweden and the UK)
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and institutions (Bodleian Library at the Univeysidf Oxford, National Archives of
Sweden, Office of the Chief Forensic Pathologist@mtario, Royal Library of
Sweden, University of Dundee and United Nations r8egiat). The Panel
recommends that the Secretary-General, in cooperatvith Member States,
institutions and individuals holding such archiveplore the feasibility of the
establishment of a central archival holding or othelistic arrangement that would
enable access by electronic or other appropriatensi¢o those records and archives
by the United Nations and any other authorizedipanvith a view to ensuring their
continued and enhanced preservation and access.

(b) The Panel recommends that the Secretary-Gersdrauld continue to
urge Member States to disclose, declassify or allprvileged access to the
Secretary-General to information they may havehairt possession related to the
circumstances and conditions resulting in the twadpgaths. In that connection, the
Panel invites the Secretary-General to follow-uptba unfulfilled aspects of the
Panel’s requests to Member States for specificrmétion related to the event.

(c) Drawing from the Panel’'s key findings and clustons, as a guide, the
Panel recommends that upon the receipt by the Sagr&eneral of any additional
new information from Member States or other sourttes increases the probative
value of any -currently existing information, the cBetary-General, or an
independent body should he deem it preferable tabéish one, should carry out a
focused and concerted examination of the degreewlich the information
establishes the conditions and circumstances ilieguih the tragic death of former
Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjold and of the membef the party
accompanying him. The Panel further recommendsttimSecretary-General report
that new information and the findings of the exaatian thereof, including in so far
as it alters the probative value of the informatoamsidered in this report or that of
the UN Commission, to the General Assembly.

263. The final revelation of the whole truth abdl conditions and circumstances
resulting in the tragic death of Dag Hammarskjold 2of members of the party

accompanying him would still require the United Mat, as a matter of continuity
and priority, to further critically address remaigi information gaps, including in

the existence of classified material and informatield by Member States and their
agencies that may shed further light on this faaént and its probable cause or
causes.

(Signed Mohamed Chand®thman
Head of Panel

(Signed Kerryn Macaulay
Member

(Signed Henrik Larsen
Member
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United Nations @ Nations Unies

INDEPENDENT PANEL OF EXPERTS
APPOINTED BY THE SECHRETARY-GENERAL PURSUANT TO GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 69/246
(Tee DAG HAMMARSKIOLD PANEL)

REFERENCE: 2015-DHP-OH

8 April 2015

Ixcellency,

| have the honour to refer to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December 2014
entitled “Investigation into the conditions and circumstances resulting in the tragic death of
Dag Hammarskjéld and ol the members of the party accompanying him™. Furthermore, I have
ihe honour io recall the announcementi of His Excelleney, the Secretary-General, that he has, in
accordance with operative paragraph | of resolution 69/246, appointed an Independent Panel of
Experts to examine and assess the probative value of new information related to the tragic
death of former Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjdld and members of the party
accompanying him (the Dag Hammarskjéld Panel).

In my capacity as Head of the Panel, | am pleased to inform you that, together with its other
members, Ms. Kerryn Macaulay (Australia) and Mr. Henrik Larsen (Denmark), the Panel has
commenced its work as of 30 March 2015 Furthermore. 1 wish to advise that the Panel is
scheduled to submit its findings to the Secretary-General within 10 weeks.

Further to operative paragraph 2 of resolution 69/246 and the Secretary-General’s note
verbale of 19 January 2015 encouraging Member States to provide him with any relevant
records or other relevant information in their possession, the Panel invites Member States to
share any such records or informaiion wiih it. Member Siaies may contaci mysell or the oiher
members of the Panel through the Secretary to the Panel, Mr. Matthew Willis, who can be
reached via email or telephone at willis2@un.org or +1-917-367-4907, respectively.

Please accept, Your Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.

e

Mohamed Chande Othman
Head of the Dag Iammarskjold Panel

His/Her Excellency

Permanent Representative

Permanent Mission of |...] to the United Nations
New York
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United Nations @ Nations Unics

INDEPENDENT PANEL OF EXPERTS
APPOINTED RY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL PURSUANT TO GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 69/246
{Tue DAG HAMMARSKIOLD PANEL)

Exce: 2015-DHPOO4

23 April 2015

Excellency,

I have the honour to refer to the mandate of the Independent Panel of Experts established
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69246 of 29 December 2014 (the Dag Hammarskjéld
Panel) to examine and assess the probative value of new information related to the tragic death
of former Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjild and of the members of the party
accompanying him. In addition, | have the honour to refer o the note verbale from the
Permanent Mission of Belgium to the Secretariat of the United Nations, dated 25 March 20135,
advising that the competent Belgian authorities are undertaking a search of their records for
information relating to the tragic incident, Furthermore, T wish to refer to my letter to the
Permanent Representatives of all Member States to the United Nations, dated 8 April 20135,
inviting their Excellencies to share with the Panel any relevant records or other relevant
information in their possession, pursuant to the request set out in operative paragraph 2 of
resolution 69/246 and by Iis Excellency, the Secretary-General, in his note veibale of 19

January 2015.

Further to those general requests, and having now reviewed the new information and
material presently available to the Panel more closely, the Panel would like to add the
following more specific requests related to material potentially of particular relevance to its
work. Several sources make reference to the presence of Belgian nationals operating as pilots
for, or otherwise supporting, Kataganese forces in and around Congo, in 1961, including an
individual referred to by the Commission of Inquiry of 2013, in its report dated 9 September
2013 {A/68/800), as “Beukels”, Other such individuals about which new information has come
to light include a Mr. Vak Riesseghel (possibly a misspelling of Jan van Risseghem), referred
to by the US State Department in a cable from Leopoldville dated 18 September; as well as
Messrs. Andre Gilson, Carlos or Charles Huyghe, *Major” Delin, Jose Magain, Jerry Puren and
‘Colonel” Lamouline.

To enable an accurate assessment of the probative value of this new information, the
Panel respectfully requests that the competent Belgian authorities search for and share with it
any information they may have in their possession about the activities of these individuals in
the Congo or Northern Rhodesia (now Zambia) during 1961, as well as relevant information
from inquiries into the assassination of Patrice Lumumba and the activities of Fouga jet aircraft

Her Excellency

Permanent Representative

Permanent Mission of Belgium to the United Nations
New York
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in and around Katanga during the time in question. Furthermore, the Panel respectlully requests
the competent Belgian authorities to scarch for and share any other relevant information they
may have in their possession, including indexes of relevant materials, current and past records
and other classified materials they may be able to declassify and share with the Panel.

In addition, as part of the Panel’s examination and assessment work, one of ils members,
Mr. Henrik Larsen, will visit Brussels on 4 and 5 May in order to visit the State Archives of
Belgium and meet with Belgian resource persons. In anticipation of that visit, the Panel
respectfully requests a scarch of the State Archives of Belgium for information of potential
relevance, including that relating to the roles of Belgian mercenaries in Congo, in particular in
Katanga Province, and the Belgian mining company Union Miniere (now Umicore), during

1961.

The provision of such information, should it be Jocated, would greatly assist with the
Panel’s efforts to assess the probative value of the new information. In light of the passage ol
time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note A/68/800, we hope that any such
documents can now be declassified. in whole or in part, and shared with the Panel,

The Panel may be contacted through the Secretary to the Panel, Mr. Matthew Willis, who
can be reached via email or telephone at willis2@.un.org or +1-917-367-4907, respectively,
The Panel notes it is required to report the findings of its assessment to the Secretary-General
by 7 June 2015 and would accordingly appreciate your Government’s assistance as soon as
possible,

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.

Mohamed Chande Othman
Head of the Dag Hammarskjild Panel

PAGE 2
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One Dag Hammarskjold Paza

Représentation Permanente du Royaume de Belgique 885 Second Avenue, 41st Floor
auprés des Nations Unies Now York, NY 10017

Tel: +1(212)378 63 00

Fax: +1(212)681 76 18

Mail: newyorkun@dipiobel.fed be
www.diplomatie.be/newyorkun

Réf.: NYK UNO/JUR.01/NV/KC/2015/223 CONFIDENTIEL
Annexes: 2

Le Représentant permanent de la Belgique auprés de I'Organisation des Nations Unies

présente ses compliments au Secrétaire général de I'Organisation des Nations Unies et a l'honneur
de se référer & la note verbale 2013-0LC-000840 du 23 janvier 2015 concernant « L'Enquéte sur
les conditions et les circonstances de la mort tragique de Dag Hammarskjold et des personnes qui

I'accomnagnaient ».
o

Le Représentant permanent de la Belgique auprés de 1'Organisation des Nations Unies a

I'honneur  de  transmettre, en annexe et en complément & la  note
NYKUNO/JUR.01/NV/AMR/2015/180 du 22 avril 2015, une copie...

1. d'un télégramme de feu le Secrétaire général Dag HAMMARSKJOLD a feu le Ministre des

Affaires étrangéres belge, P.-H. SPAAK, daté du 16 septembre 1961.

. d’'une « Note pour le dossier Van Risseghem » émanant du Ministére des Affaires étrangéres,

datée du 20 septembre 1961 et complétée a la main le 22 septembre 1961. Cette note montre
que le Ministére des Affaires étrangéres a mené une enquéte, avec le concours de la Slreté
belge, au sujet de M. Jan VAN RISSEGHEM, dés réception du télégramme de feu le Secrétaire
général Dag HAMMARSKJOLD. L’enquéte a indiqué que M. VAN RISSEGHEM se trouvait en
Belgique du 8 au 16 septembre 1961 et qu'il ne pouvait donc pas étre le pilote incriminé par
feu le Secrétaire général dans les attaques aériennes contre les forces des Nations Unies au
Katanga. La note donne une information manuscrite de derniére minute (22 septembre 1961)
émanant de la Sreté belge : « [...] le pilote du Fouga Magister est de nationalité britannique.
En tous cas quand le F.M. a mitraillé 'avion Sabena sur la plaine d'Eville et I'avion ONU
ultérieurement utilisé par Monsieur H, VAN RISSEGHEM était en Belgique 8 au 16
septembre [...] ». Cette phrase indique que |'avion utilisé par feu le Secrétaire général avait été
précédemment mitraillé, ce qui expliquerait les traces de balles relevées sur I'avion, aprés
I'accident qui lui a codité la vie ainsi qu'a plusieurs autres personnes.

Le Secrétaire général de I'Organisation des Nations Unies /o
New York
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Au sujet de l'assassinat de M. Patrice LUMUMBA, le Représentant permanent de la
Belgique auprés de 1'Organisation des Nations Unies référe a l'enquéte parlementaire menée en
2001 par la Chambre des représentants de Belgique visant a déterminer les circonstances exactes
de cet assassinat et I'implication éventuelle de responsables politiques belges dans celui-ci. Le
rapport de la Commission d'enquéte, de novembre 2001, est disponible au lien Internet suivant :

httn: / Jurwnar lachamhra ha /lvuer fchawnaos cfm%cartinn=06L7CenmmL7CImh&lanonacoe=frlctary
FEASEFFA AL AT IR RS RS AN LS R EEEER S ML Pt RA MRS VS PRA S LR LS P R L

Enfin, le Représentant permanent de la Belgique auprés de I'Organisation des Nations
Unies a I'honneur d'informer que Mme Christine SOMERHAUSEN, conseiller-adjoint, a été désignée
comme personne de contact pour le dossier d'enquéte sur la meort tragique de
M. Dag HAMMARS]KOLD au sein de I'administration du Service public fédéral Affaires étrangéres

a Bruxelles (christine.somerhausen@diplobel.fed.be, tél. : +32.(0)2/501 86 37).

Le Représentant permanent de la Belgique auprés de I'Organisation des Nations Unies
saisit cette occasion pour renouveler au Secrétaire général de I'Organisation des Nations Unies les
assurances de sa haute considération,

New Yorl_(, le 1¢ mai 2015
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INDEPENDENT PANEL OF EXPERTS
APPOINTED BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL PURSUANT 70 GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 69/246
(THE DAG HAMMARSKJOLD PANEL)

REFERENCE: 2015-DHP-D08

23 April 2015

Excellency,

I have the honour to refer to the mandate of the Independent Panel of Experts established
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December 2014 (the Dag Hammarskjild
Panel) to examine and assess the probative value of new information related to the tragic death
of former Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjéld and of the members of the party
accompanying him. In addition, I wish to refer to my letter to the Permanent Representatives of
all Member States to the United Nations, dated 8 April 2015, inviting their Excellencies to
share with the Panel any relevant records or other relevant information in their possession,
pursuant to the request set out in operative paragraph 2 of resolution 69/246 and by His
Excellency, the Secretary-General, in his note verbale of 19 January 20135,

Further to that general request, and having now reviewed more closely the new
information and material presently available to the Panel, the Panel notes that reference is made
by the Commission of Inquiry of 2013 (the Commission), in its report dated 9 September 2013
(A/68/800), to “a transcription of a what appears 1o be |*UN diplomat’ George Ivan] Smith’s
tape-recorded dictation of [French diplomat Claude] de Kemoularia's account™ of a claim by a
former Belgian pilot named “Beukels” to have accidentally shot down the *Albertina® (the
aircraft in which Dag ITammarskjéld and the members of his party were travelling) in an
attempt to divert it. The conversation between Mr. de Kemoularia and “Beukels™ reportedly
took place in Paris in 1967,

To enable an accurale assessment ol the probative value of this and other new
information, as it relates to the circumstances that resulted in the tragic deaths, the Panel
respectlully requests the competent French authorities to search for and share with it any
materials they may have in their possession relating to that interaction and any other material
referring to a Belgian pilot going by the name of “Beukels™.

Furthermore, the Panel respectfully requests that the competent French authorities share
with it any other relevant information, including indexes of relevant materials, current and past
records and classified materials they may have in their custody or possession.

The provision of any such additional information would greatly assist the Panel’s efforts

Iis Excellency

Permanent Representative

Permanent Mission of France to the United Nations
New York
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Lo assess the probative value of the new information available to it. In light of the passage of
time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note to the General Assembly
(A/68/800), we hope that any such documents can now be declassified, in whole or in part, and
shared with the Panel.

The Panel may be contacted through the Secretary to the Panel, Mr. Matthew Willis, who
can be reached via email or telephone at willis2@.un.org or +1-917-367-4907, respectively.
The Panel notes it is required to report the findings of its assessment 1o the Secretary-General
by 7 June 2015 and would accordingly appreciate your Government’s assistance as soon as
possible.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.

Mohamed Chande Othma
Head of the Dag Hammarskjéld Panel

raGE 2
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REPUBLIQUE FRANGAISE
MISSION PERMANENTE DE LA FRANCE AUPRES DES NATIONS UNIES

L’Ambassadeur, Représentant Permanent

New York, le 2 juin 2015

BC/ng
N° 20\S - SIS 44y

La Mission permanente de la France auprés des Nations unies présente ses
compliments au Secrétariat du panel Dag Hammarskjold et a Thonneur de se
référer i la lettre, datée du 23 avril 2015, que vous m’avez adressée.

En réponse a cette lettre, la Mission permanente de la France auprés des
Nations unies a ’honneur de faire valoir les éléments suivants :

Les recherches effectuées dans les archives du Ministére des Affaires
étrangéres et du développement international n’ont pas permis de trouver trace
d'une conversation tenue entre M. Claude de Kemoularia et un pilote belge
nommé « Beukels », relative a la mort de M. Dag Hammarskjold. Les archives
consultées sont publiques et non classifiées.

Comme il a été indiqué, la Mission permanente de la France auprés des
Nations unies a accepté que les membres du panel consultent eux-mémes ces
archives in situ, si la demande en est faite.

En revanche et a la suite de démarches entreprises en France, il est apparu
que, compte-tenu de Vige et de I'état de santé de M. Claude de Kemoulatia, celui-
ci n’était pas en mesure de pouvoir répondre aux questions du Panel.

La Mission permanente de la France auprés des Nations unies saisit cette
occasion pout renouveler au Sectétariat du panel Dag Hammarskjold les

assurances de sa haute considération.

Frangois Delattre

Secrétariat des Nations Unies
Secrétariat du panel Dag Hammarskjold

One Dag Hammarskjsld Plaza 245 East 47th Street New York, NY 10017
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The Permanent Mission of France to the United Nations presents its compliments to the
Secretariat of the Dag Hammarskjold Panel and bas the bonor to refer to the letter dated
23 April 2015 from the Head of the Panel to the Permanent Representative.

In response to the letter, the Permanent Mission of France to the United Nations has
the bonor to submit the following elements:

Research in the archives of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International
Development have not permitted to find trace of a conversation between My, Claude Kemoularia
and a Belgian pilot named "Besukels” concerming the death of Mr. Dag Hammarskjold. Those
archives are public and not classified.

As indicated, the Permanent Mission of France to the United Nations bas accepted for
the panel members to consult these archives in situ, if requested.

However, after demarches accomplished in France, it appeared that, given the age and
the current health status of Mr. Claude Kemowlaria, he was not able to respond to questions
from the Panel.

The Permanent Mission of France to the United Nations avails itself of this opportunity

to remew to the Secretariat of the Dag Hammarskiold Panel the assurances of its highest
consideration

Frangots Delattre

74/99 15-09722



AI70/132

RN
- . H ‘-d\\ . -
United Nations &2 Nations Unies
INDEPENDENT PANEL OF EXPERTS
APPOINTED BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL PURSUANT 1D GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 69/246
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23 April 2015

Lxcellency,

I have the honour to reler to the mandate of the Independent Panel of Experts established
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December 2014 (the Dag Hammarskjild
Panel) to examine and assess the probative value of new information related to the tragic death
of former Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjild and of the members of the party
accompanying him. In addition, I wish to refer to my letter to the Permanent Representatives of
all Member States to the United Nations, dated 8 April 2015, inviting their Lxcellencies to
share with the Panel any relevant records or other relevant information in their possession,
pursuant 1o the request set out in operative paragraph 2 of resolution 69/246 and by [lis
Excellency, the Secretary-General, in his note verbale of 19 January 2015.

Further to that general request, and having now reviewed the new information and
material presently available to the Panel more closely, the Panel would lTike to add the
following more specific request related to material potentially of particular relevance to its
work. A German researcher has, following a review of academic archives in Germany, reported
to the Panel that the West German intelligence agency, Bundesnachrichtendienst (BND), had
established operations in the Congo in the summer of 1960 and was likely monitoring events of
significance in the region around the time of the crash of flight SE-BDY in Ndola, Northern
Rhodesia (now Zambia), on the night of 17-18 September 1961, In that connection, and to
enable an accurate examination and assessment ol the probative value of new information
related to the deaths, the Panel respectiully requests that the competent German authorities
search for and share with it any information they may have in their possession received through
their agencies in the Congo or neighbouring countries appearing to relate to the deaths of Dag
Hammarskjold and his party.

Furthermore, the Panel respectfully requests the competent German authorities share with
it any other relevant information, including indexes of relevant materials, current and past
records and classilied materials they may have in their custody or possession.

The provision of any such additional information would greatly assist the Panel’s efforts
to assess the probative value of the new information available to it. In light of the passage of
time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note to the General Assembly

His Excellency

Permanent Representative

Permanent Mission of Germany to the United Nations
New York
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(A/68/800), we hope that any such documents can now be declassified, in whole or in part, and
shared with the Panel.

The Panel may be contacted through the Secretary to the Panel, Mr. Matthew Willis, who
can be reached via email or telephone at willis2@.un.org or +1-917-367-4907, respectively.
The Panel notes it is required to report the findings of its assessment to the Secretary-General
by 7 June 2015 and would accordingly appreciate your Government’s assistance as soon as
possible,

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration,

Mohamed Chande Othn

Head of the Dag Hammarskjold Panel

PAGE 2
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(‘ The Dag Hammarskjold Panel
' NEWYWN POL-1-1-VN Knom, Till to: willis2@un.org 08/06/2015 12:41 PM

u Ce: *NEWYVN POL-AL-VN Schieb, Thomas*
History: ‘I-Nsmwhasbeenmplbdtoandfocwded.

| am referring to your Note Verbal from 23 April 2015 and our telephone conversation and would like to
state, that Germany involved all relevant authorities, no relevant information has been found.

Best,

Till Knorn

15-09722 77/99
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23 April 2015

Excellency,

I have the honour to refer to the mandate of the Independent Pancel of Experts established
pursnant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December 2014 (the Dag Hammarskjald
Panel) to examine and assess the probative value of new information related to the tragic death
of former Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjold and ol the members of the party
accompanying him. In addition, I wish to refer to my letter to the Permanent Representatives of
all Member States to the United Nations, dated 8 April 20135, inviting their Excellencies to
share with the Pancl any relevant records or other relevant information in their possession,
pursuant to the request set out in operative paragraph 2 of resolution 69/246 and by His
Excellency, the Secretary-General, in his note verbale of 19 January 2015,

Further to those general requests, and having now reviewed the new information and
material presently available to the Panel more closely, the Panel would like to add the
following more specific requests related to material of relevance to its work. Reference is made
by the Commission of Inquiry of 2013 (the Commission), in its report dated 9 September 2013
(A/68/800), to a file passed to the South African Truth and Reconciliation Commission, in July
1998, by the National Intelligence Agency relating to the assassination of the former leader of
the South African Communist Party, Chris Hani, That file reportedly contained documents
referring Lo an operation codenamed “Celeste” that, according to the Commission’s report,
“...hore the letterhead of the South African Institute for Maritime Research [and] purported o
report that a bomb planted on Hammarskjold's aircraft had failed to explode on take-ofT from
Leopoldville but had been activated before landing.”

To enable an accurate assessment of the probative value of this new information, the
Panel respectfully requests that the competent South African authorities search for and share
with it any records or other materials relating to the documents referred to in the Commission’s
report, which the Commission advises may be held by the Department of Justice; any
references to the existence at the time in question of the South African Institute for Maritime
Rescarch; or any other materials they may have in their possession that either negates or
corroborales information about the purported plan referred to in the Commission’s report.

In addition, the Commission reported that a “former Katangan mercenary”™ named Colin

IIis Excellency

Permanent Representative

Permanent Mission of the Republic of South Africa to the United Nations
New York
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Cooper (nationality unspecified) alleged to the Norwegian police, in 2003, that a South African
national by the name of Swanepoel told him during a stay in Elisabethville that Swanepocl,
among others, had been posted in the bush to wait for Dag Hammarskjéld's plane and, once it
had crashed, shot and killed 2 bodyguard who had survived the crash and the Secretary-
General, The Panel respectfully requests the competent South African authorities to scarch for
and share with it any information they may have in their possession relating to that claim, as
well as any other relevant information they may have about the existence and activities of one
or more Seuth Africans working as a mercenaries in Katanga in 1961 with the name
Swanepoel.

Furthermore, the Panel respectfully requests the competent South Alrican authorities to
share with it any other relevant information, including indexes of relevant materials, current
and past records and classified materials they may have in their custody or possession,

The provision of any such additional mformation would greatly assist the Panel’s efforts
to assess the probative value of the new information available to it. In light of the passage of
time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note to the General Assembly
(A/68/800), we hope that any such documents can now be declassified, in whole or in part, and
shared with the Panel.

The Panel may be contacted through the Secretary to the Panel, Mr. Matthew Willis, who
can be reached via email or telephone at willis2@.un.org or +1-917-367-4907, respectively.
The Panel notes it is required to report the findings ol its assessment to the Secretary-General
by 7 June 2015 and would accordingly appreciate your Government's assistance as soon as
possible.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.

Mohamed Chande Oth

Head of the Dag Hammarskjéld Panel
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INDEPENDENT PANEL OF EXPERTS
APPOINTED BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL PURSUANT TO GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 69/246
(Tue DAG HAMMARSKIOLD PANEL)

REFERENCE: 20]15-DHP-009
23 April 2015

Excellency,

I have the honour to refer to the mandate of the Independent Panel of Experts
established pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December 2014 (the
Dag Hammarskjéld Panel) to examine and assess the probative value of new
information related to the tragic death of former Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjold
and of the members of the party accompanying him. In addition, I wish to refer to my
letter to the Permanent Representatives of all Member States to the United Nations,
dated 8 April 2015, inviting their Excellencies to share with the Panel any relevant
records or other relevant information in their possession, pursuant to the request set out
in operative paragraph 2 of resolution 69/246 and by His Excellency, the Secretary-
General, in his note verbale of 19 January 2015.

Further to those general requests, and having now reviewed the new information
and material presently available to the Panel more closely, the Panel would like to add
the following more specific information requests related to material of relevance to its
work.

The Panel has received a copy of a cable sent from the US embassy in
Leopoldville (now Kinshasa) to Washington D.C., on 18 September 1961, reporting the
“possibility [the aircraft carrying Dag Hammarskjold and the members of the party
accompanying him] was shot down by the single pilot who has harassed UN operations
and who has been identified by one usually reliable source as Vak Riesseghel [possibly
a misspelling of Jan van Risscghem], Belgian”. The Panel respectfully requests the
competent US authorities to search for and share with the Panel records or files they
may have in their possession that include any response to the said cable, as well as any
other material that could shed light on the basis for the report, as well as any other
reporting on the matter,

The Panel notes that reference is made by the Commission of Inquiry of 2013 (the
Commission), in its report dated 9 September 2013 (A/68/800), to claims made by a
former United States Navy officer previously stationed at the US National Security
Agency’s naval communications facility in Cyprus, Mr. Charles Southall, to have heard
a recording of a radio communication in which an aircraft pilot reports attacking and
downing another aircraft on the night of 17-18 September 1961, the night the aircraft
carrying Dag Hammarskjold and the members of his party crashed near Ndola,

Her Excellency

Permanent Representative

Permanent Mission of the United States to the United Nations
Washington D.C.
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Northern Rhodesia (now Zambia). Furthermore, the Panel has reviewed a transcript of
an interview conducted by Sir Stephen Sedley, the Head of the Commission, with Mr,
Southall, on 21 September 2012, that provides the basis for the Commission’s reporting
on the matter, In that interview, Mr. Southall expresses the belief such a recording or a
transcript thereof is likely stored in the archives of the US National Security Agency. In
its response to a Freedom of Information Act request submitted by the National
Security Archive, on behalf of the Commission, in connection with Mr, Southall’s
claim, the National Security Agency advised, in a letter dated 20 August 2013, that two
out of three documents found to be responsive to the request are exempt from
disclosure to the Commission due to their classification as top secret. Similarly, media
reports refer to a former US Air Force staff member, Mr. Paul Henry Abram,
purportedly assigned to the National Security Agency station in Iraklion, Greece, to
monitor radio traffic who claims to have heard similar radio exchanges on the night in
question.

In order to assess the probative value of this new information, as it relates to
efforts to ascertain the circumstances that resulted in the tragic deaths, the Panel
respectfully requests the competent US authorities to search their files for records or
transcripts of radio traffic intercepted or received on the night of 17-18 September 1961
concerning the landing or approach of an aircraft at Ndola, Northern Rhodesia, between
2130 GMT on 17 September 1961 and 0330 GMT on 18 September 1961, as well as
potentially related records of correspondence between Washington D.C. and the US
embassics in Cyprus and Greece, respectively, around the time in question.
Furthermore, the Panel respectfully requests the competent US authorities to disclose in
whole or in part the contents of the two documents referred to in the aforementioned
National Security Agency letter as responsive to the Commission’s request.

Moreover, the Panel would welcome information about whether Mr. Southall and
Mr. Abram were enlisted in the US Navy and Air Force, respectively, or other branches
of the US Government at the time in question; stationed in Cyprus and Greece,
respectively; and whether and in what capacity they worked in support of the National
Security Agency at that time.

The Panel notes the Commission’s reporting on the presence of two US Air Force
aircraft, possibly DC-3 Dakotas, on the tarmac at Ndola airfield on the night of the
crash, which Rhodesian Royal Air Force Squadron Leader Mussell reported to the UN
inquiry of 1962 were “sitting on the airfield with their engines running”. The latter
observation was assessed at the time as inviting the possibility those on board were
listening to radio communications in the area or transmitting information to another
station or both. In assessing the probative value of this information, the Panel
respectfully requests the competent US authorities to search their records for and share
with the Panel any information they may have in their possession obtained or
transmitted by those aboard the two US Air Force aircraft that could shed light on the
circumstances relating to the tragic crash of flight SE-BDY.

Reference is made in a Washington Post report, dated 3 June 1978, to an
investigative article that refers to a purported Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) report
apparently submitted to President Kennedy in 1962 stating “There is evidence collected
by our technical field operatives that the explosive device aboard the aircraft [flight SE-
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BDY] was of a standard KGB incendiary design™. The Panel would be most grateful for
information about the existence and basis of that alleged CIA report, or other CIA
reports or related information it may have in its possession that would shed light on the
circumstances surrounding the crash of the aircraft carrying Dag Hammarskjold and his

party.

A New York Times article published in 20 September 1961 quotes former
President Harry S. Truman as stating, “Dag Hammarskjold was on the point of getting
something done when they killed him. Notice that I said ‘When they killed him’.” The
Panel respectfully requests the competent US authorities to search for and share with it
information they may have in their possession, such as briefings to former President
Truman that may provide the basis for the afore-mentioned statement.

The Panel respectfully requests that the afore-mentioned searches include, where
relevant, US National Archives and Records files, including the relevant United States
department and agency files; presidential library records, in particular those of
Presidents Eisenhower, Hoover, Johnson, Kennedy and Truman; master schedules for
the Central Intelligence Agency, Federal Bureau of Investigation and National Security
Agency; and United States Congress records.

The provision of any such additional information would greatly assist the Panel’s
efforts to assess the probative value of the new information available to it. In light of
the passage of time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note to the
General Assembly (A/68/800), we hope that any such documents can now be
declassified, in whole or in part, and shared with the Panel.

The Panel may be contacted through the Secretary to the Panel, Mr. Matthew
Willis, who can be reached via email or telephone at willis2(@,un,org or +1-917-367-
4907, respectively. The Panel notes it is required to report the findings of its assessment
to the Secretary-General by 7 June 2015 and would accordingly appreciate your
Government’s assistance as soon as possible.

Please accept, Your Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.

Mohamed Chande Othman
Head of the Dag Hammarskjéld Panel

PAGE 3
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INDEPENDENT PANEL OF EXPERTS
APPOINTED BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL PURSUANT TO GENERAL ASSEMBELY KESOLUTION 69246
(THE DAG HAMMARSKIOLD PANEL)

REFERENCE™ 2015-DHP-017

28 May 2015

Excellency,

[ have the honour to refer to the mandate of the Independent Pane! of Experts
established pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December 2014 (the
Dag Hammarskjild Panel) to examine and assess the probative value of new
information related to the tragic deaths of former Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjild
and the members of the party accompanying him. In addition, I wish to refer to my
letter to Your Excellency, dated 23 April 2015, conveying several specific information
requests relating to an assessment of the probative value of new information about the
tragic deaths, Further to that letter, the Panel wishes to add the following requests
regarding material relevant to its work.

In its ongoing review of the new information, the Panel has noted correspondence
and other materials referring to the alleged involvement of a purported former-US Air
Force and former-Central Intelligence Agency employee or contractor, Mr. Roland 13,
Culligan, in an aerial attack on flight SE-BDY, the aircrall carrying former Secretary-
General Dag Hammarskjold and his party, near Ndola on the night of 17-18 September
1961. The materials describe a claim made by Mr. Culligan in an interview with an
attorney, Mr. Jerome N. Frank, in the mid-1970s, that Mr. Culligan carried out the
attack in a P-38 Lightning aircraft he flew from Tripoli (Libya) to Ndola, via Abidjan
and Brazzaville. According to Mr. Culligan’s account, the attack resulted in the
downing of flight SE-BDY . The Panel understands that the claim was brought belore
the United States Senate Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with
Respect to Intelligence Services (the *Church Committee”) in 1975,

In order Lo assess the probative value of this new information, the Panel
respectfully requests that the competent US Government authorities search for and
share with the Panel any information they may have in their possession relating to the
claim. Morcover, the Panel respectfully requests information about whether Mr,
Culligan was enlisted in or contracted by the Central Intelligence Agency, or other
branches of the US Government, at the time in question and whether he undertook
aclivities in connection with the work of the Central Intelligence Agency or other US
Government agencies. In addition, information the US Government may have about
whether Mr, Culligan possessed the knowledge and expertise required to fly an aircraft
on a mission of the nature ke described would also be very welcome.

Her Excellency

Permanent Representative

Permanent Mission of the United States to the United Nations
New York
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In his book, “I'rue Men and Traitors: From the OSS to the CIA, My Lile in the
Shadows™ (2004), author and purported former-CIA agent, David W. Doyle, writes that
he observed the delivery of three Fouga Magister aircraft to the Katanga region by a US
commercial KC-97 cargo aircraft in the period preceding the crash of flight SE-BDY.
According to an interview ol Mr. Charles Southall by members of the Dag
Hammarskjold Commission of Inquiry of 2013, Mr. Doyle later conveyed the same
observations to Mr. Southall in a phone conversation in “the autumn of 20127,

To enable an assessment of the probative value of this new information, the
Panel respectfully requests that the competent US Government authorities search for
and share with the Panel any information they have about the delivery of such aircraft
to the Katanga region. In addition, the Panel would be grateful for information about
whether Mr. Doyle was a member of the Central Intelligence Agency or other US
Government department or agency and, if so, whether he was posted to the Congo or
the surrounding region at or around the time in question.

‘The provision of such information would greatly assist the Panel’s efforts o
assess the probative value of the new information before it. In light of the passage of
time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note to the General Assembly
(A/68/800), we hope that any relevant documents can now be declassified, in whole or
in part, and shared with the Pancl.

The Panel may be contacted through the Secretary to the Panel, Mr, Matthew

Willis, who can be reached via email or telephone at willis2@.un.org or +1-917-367-
4907, respectively. The Panel notes it is required to report the findings of its assessment
to the Secretary-General by 12 June 2015 and would accordingly appreciate your
Government's assistance as soon as possible.

Please aceept, Your Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.

* Mohamed Chande O man

Head of the Dag Hammarskjiild Panel
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New York, N.Y. 10017-3505

June 9, 2015

Dear Chief Justice Othman,

3 s i ..

Dag Hammarskjoid was a peeriess visionary and dipiomat and a remarkable Sec
General. His tragic death was a loss shared by the entire world.

The United States shares an interest in understanding the circumstances of the death of
Dag Hammarskjold.

Ambassador Sison and I were pleased to meet with you on May 11, 2015, on behalf of
Ambassador Power and the U.S. Government. As we discussed, we have received your letter
dated April 8, 2015, regarding a general request for information and your letter of April 23,
2015, regarding several specific requests for information. We have also received your letter
dated May 28, 2015 containing additional requests for information. We in the U.S. Government
have done our best to be as responsive as possible to your requests.

In your letter of April 23, 2015, you noted that you had received a copy of a cable sent
from the U.S. Embassy in Leopoldville to Washington, DC, on September 18, 1961 reporting the
possibility that the aircraft carrying Secretary-General Hammarskjold was shot down by a
Belgian pilot, identified by name, who had “harassed UN operations.” You asked for records or
files that include any response to this cable as well as any other material that could shed light on
the basis for the report, as well as any other reporting on the matter.

As Ambassador Sison informed you at our meeting on May 11, State Department
searches have revealed a number of documents that are responsive to this request. Ambassador
Sison was pleased to give copies of these documents — now de-classified — to you at our meeting
on May 11,

Chief Justice Mohamed Chande Othman
Head of the Dag Hammarskjold Panel
United Nations

New York, New York
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Your letter also makes reference to the Commission of Inquiry of 2013, and claims made
by Mr. Charles Southall during an interview with the head of the Commission that he heard a
recording of a radio communication in which an aircraft pilot reports attacking and downing
another aircraft on the night of September 17-18, 1961. Your letter notes that the Commission
reported Mr. Southall's belief that such a recording or a transcript thereof is likely stored in the
archives of the National Security Agency (NSA). Your letter notes the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) request, submitted by the National Security Archive on behalf of the Commission,
and the NSA's response that two of the three documents found to be responsive to the request are
exempt from disclosure because they are classified at the top secret level.

Your letter requested that the United States search its files for records or transcripts of
radio traffic intercepted or received on the night of September 17-18, 1961, concerning the
landing or approach of an aircraft at Ndola, Northern Rhodesia, between 2130 GMT on
September 17, 1961, and 0330 GMT on September 18, 1961, as well as potentially related
records of correspondence between Washington and Embassies in Cyprus and Greece,
respectively, around this time.

The United States has performed a search and has not found any documents matching
the description of the documents that you requested. This includes a search of NSA and Central
Intelligence Agency (CIA) records.,

The National Security Archive, acting on behalf of the Commission, filed a FOIA request
with the NSA for radio intercepts as described in your letter, but also asked for “any reports,
memoranda or other correspondence about the airplane that carried” Dag Hammarskjéld. The
National Security Agency, in its response, interpreted the request broadly, stating “We have
interpreted it broadly in order to enable a more thorough search.” Under this broad
interpretation, the NSA said that it had found responsive documents, but that they remained top
secret and could not be disclosed. The documents are not transcripts of recordings of a
purported radio communication in which an aircraft pilot reports attacking and downing another
aircraft on the night of September 17-18, 1961, and the United States is not aware of the
existence of any such transcript.

You requested that the US disclose the contents of the two documents. Under a special
arrangement, Ms. Kerryn Macaulay, a member of the Panel, was permitted to read copies of
these two NSA documents on a confidential basis. These were copics of the same two NSA
documents which were identified by NSA in response to the FOIA request. We hope that Ms.
Macaulay’s review of these two documents will enable the Panel to conclude that they do not
contain information which would shed light on the circumstances of Dag Hammarskjold’s death.
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You requested information about whether Mr. Southall and Mr. Abram were enlisted in
the Navy and Air Force, respectively, or other branches of the US Government at the time in
question, stationed in Cyprus and Greece, respectively, and whether and in what capacity they
worked in support of the National Security Agency at that time. With respect to Mr. Southall. as
Ambassador Sison stated during our meeting on May 11, we have received information that
indicates that he joined the Navy in 1955 and was released from active duty in 1969, and that he
retired from the Naval Reserve in 1978 at the rank of commander. We have requested the
Department of Defense to search for information responsive to your other questions regarding
Mr. Southall, and for information regarding Mr. Abram.

Regarding the presence of two U.S, Air Force aircraft at Ndola airfield on the night of the
crash, we have requested the Department of Defense to search for information responsive to this

query.

Regarding the purported CIA report referenced in the Washington Post on June 3, 1978,
we have sought information regarding that purported report, including from the Central
Intelligence Agency, but the CIA has found no such report or any record of such a report . We
have specifically asked representatives from the John F. Kennedy Library whether they have this
purported report, and they informed us that they searched their files and also have no record of
such a report.

Regarding the New York Times article quoting Harry S. Truman, we have contacted the
Harry S Truman Presidential Library. Truman Library representatives informed us that they
have searched their files and have found nothing that sheds light on the basis for his alleged
comment. They told us that they have no information relating to the death of Dag Hammarskjold
that was communicated to President Truman by President Kennedy or by any other U.S.
Government officials. The U.S. Government has not found anything which would shed light on
the basis for his alleged comment.

The JFK Library provided us with a link to some documents which are in their online
library which relate to the death of Dag Hammarskjold. We have shared this link with your staff.

Regarding your May 28 letter, the CIA reviewed its records documenting CIA activities
during the time in question and found no reference to Mr. Culligan. Likewise, the CIA has
conducted a search and has found no documents regarding the presence of Fouga Magister
aircraft in the Katanga region around the time in question. In addition, neither the CIA nor the
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NSA found responsive information to the requests contained in your letters of April 8 and April
23 of 2015.

I hope that the information that the United States has provided to the Panel has been of
assistance to you.

Sincerely, )
Mark Simonoff
Minister Counsellor
Legal Affairs
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INDEPENDENT PANEL OF EXPERTS
APPOINTED BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL PURSUANT TO GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 69/246
(THE DAG HAMMARSKJOLD PANEL)

United Nations @

REFERENCE: 20|5-DHF-005

23 April 2015

Excellency.

Further to our meeting with you on 20 April 2015, please see the attached letter to Dr.
Cornelia Sorabji of today's date requesting certain specific information from the United
Kingdom National Archives or other relevant Government department or agency files, as
applicable. The Panel would be most grateful if the Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom
and Northern Ireland to the United Nations would take the necessary steps to support the
Panel's request.

Please accept, Excelleney, the assurances of my highest consideration.

.‘viohamcd Chande Othman

iiead of the Dag [fammarskjoid Panel

His Excellency

Permanent Representative

Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland to the United Nations
New York
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23 April 2015

Dear Madam,

I am writing with reference to the Independent Panel of Experts established by the United
Nations Secretary-General pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December
2014 (the Dag Hammarskjild Panel), of which I am the Head. That Panel, which consists also
ol Ms. Kerryn Macaulay and Mr. Henrik Larsen, is mandated to examine and assess the
probative value of new information related to the tragic death of former Secretary-General Dag
Hammarskjéld and of the members of the party accompanying him,

In connection with the Panel’s work, I am kindly requesting a search of all relevant
archives and records of the Government of the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland,
including national agency and Governmental department archives and records, for any
pertinent, as vet unreleased information about the conditions and circumstances relating 1o the
tragic death of Dag Hammarskjold and of the members of the party accompanying him.

Furthermore, the Panel presently has information that, in order to assess its probative
value, warrants more specific information requests. Reference is made in that regard by the
Commission of Inquiry of 2013 (the Commission), in its report dated 9 September 2013
(A/68/800), to the presence and activities of the First Secretary, and alleged Secret Intelligence
Service (MI6) agent, Neil Ritchie, operating in and around Ndola over the period the aircraft
carrying Dag Hammarskjold and the members of his party crashed. A declassified report from
Mr. Ritchie details how, on 17 September, he transported the self-appointed President of
Katanga, Moise I'shombe, and the British Counsel in Katanga, Denzil Dunnett, to Ndola,
whereupon they then awaited the arrival from Leopoldville of the Scerctary-General, While
that particular report does not comment on the possible causes of the tragic deaths of Dag
Hammarskjold and the members of his party, the Panel believes it likely that subsequent
reporting by Mr. Ritchie or other MI6 personnel present in the area could shed light on the
conditions and circumstances relating thereto. In that connection, the Panel respectfully
requests that the competent UK authorities search for and share with it any reports they may
have in their possession from Mr, Ritchie or other intelligence officials with information
relating to the deaths of Dag Hammarskjild and the members of his party, and any other
relevant materials.

In addition, an academic researcher has informed the Panel about the presence in the

Dr. Cornelia Sorabji
United Kingdom Foreign and Commonwealth Office
[London
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records of the Government of the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland of retained portions of
several files of interest and possible relevance to the Panel’s assessment. These are as follows:

a. FCO 371/161548 - Enquiry into circumstances of crash of aircraft carrying Dag
Hammarskjold, UN Secretary General - 1962

b. FCO 371/161549 - Enquiry into circumstances of crash of aircraflt carrying Dag
Hammarskjold

¢. FO371/155003 - Activities of mercenaries in Belgian Congo - 1961
d. FO371/155015 - Air trafTic to and from Belgian Congo — 1961
e. FO371/161551 - Supply of aircrafi for Katanga - 1962

The Panel respectfully requests the competent UK authorities share the retained portions
of those records with it, as well as any other related information they may have in their
possession, including indexes of relevant materials, current or past records and other classified
materials they may have in their custody or possession.

The provision of any such additional information would greatly assist the Panel’s efforts
1o assess the probative value of the new information available to it. In light of the passage of
time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note to the General Assembly
{A/68/800), we hope that any such documents can now be declassified, in whole or in part, and
shared with the Panel.

You or your stafl may contact myself or other members of the Panel through the
Secretary to the Panel, Mr, Matthew Willis, who can be reached via email or telephone at
willis2@.un.org or +1-917-367-4907, respectively. The Panel notes it is required to report the
findings of its assessment to the Secretary-General by 7 June 2015 and would accordingly
appreciale your assistance as soon as possible, In that regard, the Panel would gladly receive
information as it becomes available, as opposed to in a consolidated form.

Please accept, Madam, the assurances of my highest consideration.

Mohamed Chande Othman

Head of the Dag Hammarskjild Panel
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27 April 2015

Dear Sir,

I am writing with reference to the Independent Panel of Experts established by the United
Nations Seeretary-General pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December
2014 (the Dag Hammarskjéld Panel), of which I am the Head. That Panel, which consists also
of Ms. Kerryn Macaulay and Mr. Henrik Larsen, is mandated to examine and assess the
probative value of new information related to the tragic death of former Secretary-General Dag
Hammarskjold and of the members of the party accompanying him.

In connection with the Panel’s work, 1 am kindly requesting a scarch of all relevant
archives and records of the Government of the United Kingdom and Nerthern Ireland,
including national agency and Governmental department archives and records, for any
pertinent, as vet unreleased information about the conditions and circumstances relating to the
tragic death of Dag Hammarskjild and of the members of the party accompanying him.

Furthermore, the Panel presently has mlormation that, in order to assess its probative
value, warrants more specific information requests. Reference is made in that regard by the
Commission of Inquiry of 2013 (the Commission), in its report dated 9 September 2013
(A/68/800), 10 the presence and activities ol the First Secretary, and alleged Secret Intelligence
Service (MI6) agent, Neil Ritchie, operating in and around Ndola over the period the aircraft
carrying Dag Hammarskjold and the members of his party crashed. A declassilied report from
Mr. Ritchie details how, on 17 September, he transported the self-appointed President of
Katanga, Moise Tshombe, and the British Counsel in Katanga, Denzil Dunnett, to Ndola,
whereupon they then awaited the arrival from Leopoldville of the Sceretary-General. While
that particular report does not comment on the possible causes of the tragic deaths of Dag
Hammarskjéld and the members of his party. the Panel believes it likely that subsequent
reporting by Mr. Ritchie or other MI6 personnel present in the area could shed light on the
conditions and circumstances relating thereto, In that connection, the Panel respectfully
requests that the competent UK authorities search for and share with it any reports they may
have in their possession from Mr. Ritchie or other intelligence officials with information
relating 1o the deaths of Dag Hammarskjild and the members of his party, and any other
relevant materials,

In addition, an academic researcher has informed the Panel about the presence in the

Mr. Robert Deane
United Kingdom Foreign and Commonwealth Office
l.ondon
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records of the Government of the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland of retained portions of
several files of interest and possible relevance to the Panel’s assessment. These are as follows:

a. FCO 371/161548 - Enquiry into circumstances of crash of aircraft carrying Dag
Hammarskjold, UN Secretary General — 1962

b. FCO 371/161549 - Enquiry into circumstances ol crash of aircraft carrying Dag
IHammarskjold

¢. FO 3717155003 - Activities of mercenaries in Beigian Congo - 1961
d. TFO371/155015 - Air traffic to and from Belgian Congo — 1961
e. FO371/16155]1 - Supply of aircraft for Katanga - 1962

The Panel respectfully requests the competent UK authorities share the retained portions
of those records with it, as well as any other related information they may have in their
possession, including indexes of relevant materials, current or past records and other classified
materials they may have in their custody or possession.

The provision of any such additional information would greatly assist the Panel’s efforts
to assess the probative value of the new information available to it. In light of the passage of
time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note to the General Assembly
(A/68/800), we hope that any such documents can now be declassified, in whole or in part, and
shared with the Panel.

You or your staff may contact myself or other members of the Panel through the
Seeretary to the Panel, Mr. Matthew Willis, who can be reached via email or telephone at
willis2@.un.org or +1-917-367-4907, respectively. The Panel notes it is required to report the
findings of its assessment to the Secretary-General by 7 June 2015 and would accordingly
appreciate your assistance as soon as possible. In that regard, the Panel would gladly receive
information as it becomes available, as opposed to in a consolidated form,

Please accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration.

Mdohamed Chande Othman

Head of the Dag Hammarskjild Panel
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27 April 2015

Dear Sir,

I am writing with reference to the Independent Panel of Experts established by the United
Nations Secretary-General pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December
2014 (the Dag Hammarskjald Panel), of which 1 am the Head. That Panel, which consists also
of Ms. Kerryn Macaulay and Mr, Henrik Larsen, is mandated to examine and assess the
probative value of new information related to the tragic death of former Secretary-General Dag
Hammarskjold and of the members ol the party accompanying him.

In connection with the Panel’s work, I am kindly requesting a scarch of all relevant
archives and records of the Government of the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland,
including national agency and Governmental department archives and records, for any
pertinent, as yet unreleased information about the conditions and circumstances relating to the
tragic death of Dag Hammarskjéld and of the members of the party accompanying him,

Furthermore, the Panel presently has information that, in order o assess its probative
value, warrants more specific information requests. Reference is made in that regard by the
Commission of Inquiry of 2013 (the Commission), in its report dated 9 September 2013
(A/68/800), to the presence and activities of the First Secretary, and alleged Secret Intelligence
Service (MI6) agent, Neil Ritchie, operating in and around Ndola over the period the aircraft
carrying Dag Hammarskjold and the members of his party crashed. A declassified report from
Mr. Ritchic details how, on 17 September, he transported the self-appointed President of
Katanga, Moise Tshombe, and the British Counsel in Katanga, Denzil Dunnett, to Ndola,
whereupon they then awaited the arrival from Leopoldville of the Secretary-General. While
that particular report does not comment on the possible causes of the tragic deaths of Dag
Hammarskjild and the members of his party, the Panel believes it likely that subsequent
reporting by Mr. Ritchie or other MI6 personnel present in the area could shed light on the
conditions and circumstances relating thereto. In that connection, the Panel respectfully
requests that the competent UK authorities search for and share with it any reports they may
have in their possession from Mr. Ritchie or other intelligence officials with information
relating 1o the deaths of Dag Hammarskjold and the members of his party, and any other
relevant materials.

In addition, an academic researcher has informed the Panel about the presence in the

Mr. Martin Tucker
United Kingdom Foreign and Commonwealth Office
[London
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records of the Government of the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland of retained portions of
several files of interest and possible relevance to the Panel’s assessment, These are as follows:

22 eVt

a. FCO371/161548 - l-nqulry into circumstances of crash of aircrall carrying Dag

inmarskjoid, UN Secretary General — 1962

b. FFCO 371/161549 — Enquiry into circumstances of crash of aircraft carrying Dag
Hammarskjold

¢, FO371/155003 - Activities of mercenaries in Belgian Congo - 1961
d. FO371/155015 - Air traffic to and from Belgian Congo — 1961
c. FO371/161551 - Supply of aircraft for Katanga - 1962

The Panel respectfully requests the competent UK authorities share the retained portions
of those records with it, as well as any other related information they may have in their
possession, including indexes of relevant materials, current or past records and other classified
materials they may have in their custody or possession,

The provision of any such additional information would greatly assist the Panel’s efforts
to assess the probative value of the new information available to it. In light of the passage of
time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note to the General Assembly
(A/68/800), we hope that any such documents can now be declassified, in whole or in part, and
shared with the Panel.

You or your staff may contact myself or other members of the Panel through the
Secretary to the Panel, Mr. Matthew Willis, who can be reached via email or telephone at
willis2(@.un.org or +1-917-367-4907, respectively. The Panel notes it is required to report the
findings of its assessment to the Secretary-General by 7 June 2015 and would accordingly
appreciate your assistance as soon as possible. In that regard, the Panel would gladly receive
information as it becomes available, as opposed to in a consolidated form.

Please accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration,

-

-

2
Mohamed Chande Othman
Head of the Dag Hammarskjild Panel
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27 April 2015

Dear Sir,

I am writing with reference to the Independent Panel of Experts established by the United
Nations Secretary-General pursuant to General Assembly resolution 69/246 of 29 December
2014 (the Dag Hammarskjild Pancl), of which | am the Head. That Panel, which consists also
of Ms. Kerryn Macaulay and Mr, Henrik Larsen, is mandated to examine and assess the
probative value of new information related to the tragic death of former Secretary-General Dag
Hammarskjold and of the members of the parly accompanying him.

In connection with the Panel’s work, I am kindly requesting a search of all relevant
archives and records of the Government of the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland,
including national agency and Governmental department archives and records, for any
pertinent, as yet unreleased information about the conditions and circumstances relating to the
tragic death of Dag Hammarskjold and of the members of the parly accompanying him.,

Furthermore, the Panel presently has information that, in order to assess its probative
value, warrants more specific information requests. Reference is made in that regard by the
Commission of Inquiry of 2013 (the Commission), in its report dated 9 September 2013
(A/68/800), to the presence and activities of the First Secretary, and alleged Secret Intelligence
Service (MI6) agent, Neil Ritchie, operating in and around Ndola over the period the aireraft
carrying Dag Hammarskjild and the members of his party crashed. A declassified report from
Mr. Ritchie details how. on 17 September, he transported the self-appointed President of
Katanga, Moise Tshombe, and the British Counsel in Katanga, Denzil Dunnett, to Ndola,
whereupon they then awaited the arrival from Leopoldville of the Secretary-General. While
that particular report does not comment on the possible causes of the tragic deaths of Dag
Hammarskjéld and the members of his party, the Panel believes it likely that subsequent
reporting by Mr, Ritchie or other MI6 personnel present in the area could shed light on the
conditions and circumstances relating thereto. In that connection, the Panel respeetfully
requests that the competent UK authorities search for and share with it any reports they may
have in their possession from Mr, Ritchie or other intelligence officials with information
relating to the deaths of Dag Hammarskjéld and the members of his party, and any other
relevant malerials.

In addition, an academic researcher has informed the Panel about the presence in the
Mr. Patrick Salmon

United Kingdom Foreign and Commonwealth Office
London
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records of the Government of the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland of retained portions of
several files of interest and possible relevance to the Pancl’s assessment. These are as follows:

a. FCO371/161548 - Inquiry into circumstances of crash of aircraft carrying Dag
Hammarskjild, UN Secretary General — 1962

b. I'CO 371/161549 — Enquiry into circumstances of crash of aircrall carrying Dag
Hammarskjéld

¢. FO371/155003 - Activities of mercenarics in Belgian Congo - 1961
d. FO371/155015 - Air traffic to and from Belgian Congo — 1961
e. FO371/161551 - Supply of aircraft for Katanga - 1962

The Panel respectfully requests the competent UK authorities share the retained portions
of those records with it, as well as any other related information they may have in their
possession, including indexes of relevant materials, current or past records and other classified
materials they may have in their custody or possession,

The provision of any such additional information would greatly assist the Panel’s efforts
to assess the probative value of the new information available o it. In light of the passage of
time, which was noted by the Secretary-General in his Note 1o the General Assembly
(A/68/800), we hope that any such documents can now be declassified. in whole or in part, and
shared with the Panel.

You or your stallT may contact myself or other members of the Panel through the
Secretary to the Panel, Mr. Matthew Willis, who can be reached via email or telephone at

willis2@.un.org or +1-917-367-4907, respectively. The Panel notes it is required to report the
findings of its assessment to the Secretary-General by 7 June 2015 and would accordingly

appreciate your assistance as soon as possible. In that regard, the Pancl would gladly receive
information as it becomes available, as opposed 1o in a consolidated form,

Please accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration.

Mohamed Chande Othman
Head of the Dag Hammarskj6ld Panel

ragy 2
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i i 1 Fax:

Head of the Dag Hammarskjéld Panel www.fco.gov.uk
by e-mail

10 June 2015

Dear Mr Chande

DAG HAMMARSKJOLD PANEL

Please accept my apologies once again that | was not able to provide you with a substantive
response to your requests for information within the original timescale given in your letter of

27 April.

You asked us to search across all relevant archives and records in the UK for any pertinent,
as yet unreleased information about the conditions and circumstances relating to the tragic
death of Dag Hammarskjold and of the members of the party accompanying him. You also
asked us to share with the Panel the retained portions of files held by the Foreign and
Commonwealth Office (FCO).

The vast majority of UK material relating to these events has already been released to The
National Archives at Kew and is available to the public there. The FCO has co-ordinated a
search across all relevant UK depariments. None of these departments have identified any
pertinent material.

| have also commissioned a review of all the retained material listed in your letter to
determine whether this material can now be released. This review has been carried out on
the basis that all relevant information should be released to the Panel unless it is absolutely
necessary to continue to withhold it.

| regret that our review has determined that we are not in a position to release any of the
retained material. We have reviewed all of the individual redactions and we have concluded
that this information must continue to be withheld under Section 3(4) of the UK Public
Records Act. In all cases the reason for these redactions is that the information cannot be
released for security-related reasons.

Tel: 0207 008 1118

15-09722
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The redactions consist of individual pieces of text, within otherwise open files. We are not
retaining any whole documents or files. The total amount of information withheld is very
simali and most of the redactions onily consist of a few words. Tne limited nature of these
redactions can be seen in the files which are openly available at The National Archives. Our
assessment is that all information of value to the Panel has already been released to The
National Archives in the files you have identified and that release of the redacted material

would not provide anything of additional value for the Panel’s work.

Yours sincerely,

K 1)oae

Head of Knowledge Management Department and Departmental Records Officer
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