SECRET/REL TO-USANATO-RSMA

HEADQUARTERS
UNITED STATES FORCES — AFGHANISTAN
BAGRAM AIRFIELD, AFGHANISTAN
APO AE 09354

AFZB-CJ36 10 Ogtouir 2518

MEMORANDUM FOR General Austin Scott Miller, Commander, Resol\u, unport /
United States Forces-Afghanistan, APO AE 09356

SUBJECT: Findings and Recommendations for Army Regulation‘ (AR) 15-6
Investigation, Green-on-Blue Attack, on Forward Operating Base (FOb) Maiwand,
Afghanistan, 3 September 2018 ,

1. (U/EQUQ) Background. On 13 September 2018, yo-I a,.'\OI «ted me as an
Investigating Officer (I0) pursuant to AR 15-6. The puipo.e of the investigation was to
determine the facts and circumstances surrounding théfreen-on-Blue Attack, on FOB
Maiwand, Afghanistan, 3 September 2018.

2. (U/EQUO) Summary. On 3 September 201&y4 Green-on-Blue attack at
FOB Maiwand resulted in the death of CSMiiimthyBolyard of Headquarters, 3rd
Squadron, 1st Security Forces Assistance ! ‘%rlgad« (3/1 SFAB) and the wounding of
(b)(3), (b)(6) of C Company, Task riarec 1-28 IN (C/1-28). Members of 3/1
SFAB and C/1-28 participated in an El:ctigns Security Shura (hereafter “Shura”) on
FOB Maiwand at the office of BG Muhamiaad Raziq, Commander of 4th Brigade, 203rd
Corps (4/203rd). At approximately=#210 on 3 September 2018, a shooter fired upon the
group while they headed to the £rghan National Army (ANA) Dining Facility (DFAC).

3. (U/EQUQ) Overview. | riceived.tne Appointment Memorandum on 13 September
2018. | contacted and metimy“eaxi advisor (b)(2). (b)(6) for general
procedural guidance regardiag the conduct of the investigation during the evening of 13
September 2018. From T4=45September 2018, | reviewed the appointment
memorandum, AR 15-6 Chapters 3 and 5 and coordinated transportation to FOB
Dahlke West. | travled tc FOB Dahlke West on 16 September 2018 witkp)3). (0)©)

§ G, (Ohe? and commenced the investigation that day. |
conducted witr=ss: mterviews from 16-20 September 2018. During the course of this
investigations!.gehered sworn statements, email documentation, and pictures of the
incident lozatic 1. | completed my findings and recommendations on 10 October 2018.

4. (U/EQLLD) Summary of Relevant & Material Facts - Pre-Attack
L EQUQ) Security Shura Date Change. (b)(3), (b)(6)
(b)3 for (0)(3), (b)(6) received a phone call from BG Raziq on the evening of

2 Septamber 2018. (Exhibits 1, 3, 4, 11, 12, 13, 23). BG Raziq called to inforn®)3). ()
(b)3), (b)(6) that the Shura was being rescheduled from 4 September 2018 to 3 September
2018. (Exhibits 1, 3, 4, 11, 12, 13, 23). 3/1 SFAB and 4/203rd Corps are partnered
units for Train, Advise, Assist (TAA) missions. BG Raziq later stated he wanted to
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change the Shura date because he had received information indicating there ¥'as/an
imminent threat in Logar and he wanted to conduct the meeting to ensure thair sceuiity
posture was elevated. (Exhibit 29). ’

b. (S/REL USA_NATO, RSMA) Mission Coordination. At approxinidig’y1945, on 2
September 2018, the Security Forces (SECFOR) platoon from C Cempaiy, Task Force
(TF) 1-28 conducted pre-mission coordination in preparation for the 3 gep.ember 2018

mission. (Exhibits 1, 3, 4, 12, 13, 23, 28). TF 1-28 (b))%
(b)(1)1.4a
(b)(1)1.4a (Exhibits 1, 3, 10, 12, 13, 15, 23, ?J) rOP " Maiwand is the
(b)(1)1.4a 4irogt FOB Dahlke, the home
base of 3/1 SFAB. (1142 Were assigned to provide interiar aiid exterior personal
security: (b)(3), (b)(6) and ®)3), (b)6) 4 onin the interior anab)3). (b)®)
(b)(3), (b)(6) and d)XEmee  on the exterior.

(Exhibits 3, 7,8, 9, 12, 13, 16, 27, 28) (633), (b)(6)

(b)(3), (b)(6) ,
)3), (0)(6) were mounted (b)3), (b )
dismounted. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17 475} 8,

P ROOROO)
" and (b)(3), (b)(6) vera

c. (U/EQUQ) Pre-Mission Brief. Frorh apprexamately 0830-0900 on 3 September
2018, the 3/1 SFAB command team, sfaff sand TF 1-28 personnel participated in a pre-
mission brief at FOB Dahlke. (Exhibits 1,2, 4, 7, 12, 13, 15, 28). The brief addressed
current intelligence reporting, threat*emplate, radio frequencies, and each element’s
task and purpose. (Exhibits 3, 14, 13,23, 28). Attendees included all GA and
SECFOR personnel named abave and'the following TAA Advisors: (0)(3), (b)(6)

(b)3), (b)6) and  (b)3), (b)(6) “exkibits '3, 12, 13, 28). At the conclusion of the brief, all
participants moved by vehi#le onyoy from FOB Dahlke to Advisor Platform (AP) CASA
(Crusher and Stallion Area).%(Exribits 3, 6, 12, 13, 28). AP CASA is a small US-
controlled base adjacentte-E0B Maiwand that 3/1 SFAB Advisors use as a base of
operations for their TAA missions. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 28).

d. (U/EQUQ mArriuabat AP CASA. At approximately 0930, all personnel arrived at

AP CASA. (BEx 1|b1‘ 23, 12, 13, 28). TAA Advisors (b)(3), (b)(6)
(b)(3)

(b)(6) ) ana (b)(6) were already at AP
CASA wheri*the convoy arrived. (Exhibits 1, 6, 11, 12, 13, 14, 28). Although all GA
and SECFOR personnel remained in their personal protective equipment (PPE, which
includes:¥ elmet and body armor), ®)3). (bx6) authorized all Advisors to downgrade
the “RPF 1¢r purposes of attending the Shura. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 28). All GA,
SEC-%R, and Advisors carried their assigned duty weapons, regardless of their PPE
postur>. (Exhibits 3, 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 15, 28). Interviewees stated that downgrading
PPE was typical for Advisors while conducting their TAA mission, symbolizing and
establishing trust between themselves and their Afghan partners. (Exhibits 3, 6, 7, 8,
12,13, 15,28). ®)3).()e) made a calculated command decision not to wear PPE to
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the Shura location based on threat, risk, mitigations (proper amount of GA ane
SECFOR), culture sensitivities, and previous guidance and discussion with e S b
Commander, BG Scott Jackson. (Exhibit 3).

e. (U/EQYQ) Advisor Travel from AP CASA to the Shura. The Shura™ 2ok place in
BG Raziq’s office, approximately 300-400 meters, or a three to foury minute walk from
AP CASA. (Exhibits 3, 6, 12, 13, 28). As outlined in Figure 1, ad\ sor per\,onnel which
included (0)(3), (b)(6)

(b)(3), (b)(6) and v)@), inyma walked from AP CASA to the, Shura as US personnel
often did when conducting TAA missions. (Exhibits 3, 4, 6, #1, 12 _15, 14, 28). No one
observed anything unusual during the walk and GA and S'f*CFJR personnel
maintained 360-degree security for the duration of the walk.'f-r”Er libits 3, 4, 6, 11, 12,
13, 14, 28).

(b)(1)1.4a

(SL2EEUSA_NATO,RSMA) Figure 1: FOB Maiwand and AP CASA.

f. (SLRELUSA _NATO _RBSMAY Mounted Travel from AP CASA to the Shura.
While the Advisors walked, SECFOR personnel, (b)(3). (b)(6)
®)3). (b)6) and  (by3) wye)  drove in their MaxxPro, parking on the northeast side of a
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concrete pad next to the Shura site. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 28). AL (1142
(b)(1)1.4a : "al o
they established security. ), me and  ©@. exe)  dismounted whil2 78
remained in the driver seatand 3, py7a  remained in the gunner’s turret,
depicted in Figures 2 and 3 below. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 25).

(b)(1)1.4a -

(SJ—RE—L—-USA—NAIQ——RSM#- F uré ';2: SECFOR MaxxPro arrives at the Shura site.
SECRETH/RELTOUSA-NATO,-RSMA
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(b)(1)1.4a

(SLREL USA, NATO, RSMA) Figure 3. v:f.,'«'w"ES?Shura location from concrete pad.

g. (S/—R-EL—ESA—AAL,—RSMA Arnval of the ANP and NDS personnel. (p)1)1.4d

(b)(1)1.4d

(Exhibit 29).

h. ( ) Beginning of the Shura. At approximately 1000,
the Advisors.and' 1As arrlved first at the Shura. (Exhibits 1, 3, 4, 6, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17,
18, 28). THe S :CFOR MaxxPro was the only vehicle present on the concrete pad.
Nothing 1nue :al was observed outside of the Shura location. (Exhibits 3, 4, 6, 12, 13,
28).

S EEL USANATO-RSMA) Conduct of the Shura inside BG Raziq’s office.
(0)(3), (b)(6) and (®)3).(b)xe) accompanied byb)3), (b))
(0)(3), (b)(6) and ®3),.(bye) entered BG Razig’s office.
(Exhibits 3, 4,6, 7,9, 11, 12, 13, 28). BG Raziq, (b)(6), (b)(1)1.4c
(b)(6) were already present in the office. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 28).
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(1) (SHFRELUSANATO-RSMA) At approximately 1015, other Afgharikes
leaders and their personal security details (PSD) arrived in three HMMWVs, and o |east
two non-tactical vehicles (NTVs), each with a mounted crew-served weap¢n. > hlblts

1, 3,12, 28, 29). The key leaders were (b)(6), (b)(1)1.4c _
.
(b)(1)1.4c, (b)(6) ’
(b)(1)1.4c, (b)6) . (Exhibits 1, 3, 12, 13, 28, 29).

(2) (SFRELUSANATORSMA) The Afghan leads '-rsy’ '-’SDs remained outside.
(Exhibits 3, 4, 11, 12, 13, 14, 28, 29). According to COL Ab&:l Yousufazi, 203rd Corps
Counter Intelligence Commander, PSD personnel are &tr forbidden from carrying
weapons to shura when U.S. Advisors are present. He&wever, BG Raziq allowed the
ANP and NDS PSDs to enter with their weapons. (Exhibi#29) No one inside the Shura

was armed, other than US personnel. (Exhibits .J3 29).

(b)(1)1.4c, (b)(6), (b)(3)

(SLRZUSA-NATO, RSMA) Figure 4: Inside the Shura.

(3) (U/EQUQ) The ANP do not usually attend shuras on FOB Maiwand,
however, they were invited to the Shura due to the ANP’s large role in elections
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security. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 28, 29). Their presence resulted in a greater thai: neima!
number of people in BG Raziq’s office and thus ®)@). 0® sent ®®© angs oy

(bye) outside to reduce overcrowding. (Exhibits 3, 11, 12, 13, 14, 28, 28..30), ()6)

b)(3), (b)(5) remained in the room to conduct simultaneous interpretation for the U.St
personnel (Exhibits 3, 4, 11, 28). The Shura lasted approximately twc.rigu=s, typical of
shuras on FOB Maiwand. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 28). Witnesses noticed tha! Afghans
entered and exited the room during the Shura, which was reasonagvle.Zonsidering the
meeting did not have scheduled breaks. (Exhibits 13, 28). No U.S¥)ersonnel entered
or exited during the meeting. (Exhibits 13, 28). '

(4) (U/EQYLO) Most of the conversations during the SI".Jra focused on election
security in Logar and Wardak provinces. (Exhibits 3, 4, 6 12,17, 28, 29). No
witnesses reported any tension or arguments betweer U. ‘, nersonnel and their Afghan
partners. (Exhibits 3, 4, 6, 11, 12, 13, 14). NDS perscay 'Joked with ANASOC
personnel about equipment and security shortfa||s among\he Afghan National Defense
Security Forces (ANDSF). (Exhibits 4, 13, 28). - type of joking was typical among
ANDSF and did not raise concern with U.S. pernr nel. (Exhibits 4, 13, 28).

(U/EQUO) Conduct outside of the Skura. © ye) was outside of the Shura
Iocatlon noting activities and conversati“ns amaeng the ANDSF, as outlined in Figure 5.
(Exhibit 11). He commented on the nunber of PSD accompanying the Afghan leaders,
indicating that their numbers were greate.sthan previous shuras. (Exhibits 11, 28). As
previously mentioned, the presenca=af the ANP increased the number of attendees.

®ye) overheard boastful cogversaions between various ANDSF personnel, typical
of soldiers and security guardsrmaising/small talk. (Exhibit 11). (yey did not
overhear any threatening canversations towards US personnel, nor did he observe any
unusual behavior that causea®im sny safety concern. (Exhibit 11).
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(b)(1)1.4a, (b)(1)1.4c

(SHREL-USANATO-RSMA) Figure 5: A/\'»’SDF;V&“’hiC/eS outside.

(1) (U/EQUQ) Through a winchw, (b)(3) (b)(s) saw ANDSF personnel outside,
standing around, talking, and using ceII prianes. He noted it was normal for Afghans to

use their phones during meetings #athing he observed through the window caused
him any safety concerns. (Exhikits 13 28).

SMAY, Security during the Shura. (b)(1)1.4a
{ . &F (DN 4a
(b)(1)1.4a (Exhibits. 1 2 15 15, 16, 17, 18, 28). In addition to their duty weapons,
5 b)(1)1.42 . (Exhibits 15, 16,

17,18, 28). (b)(3 (6) . and ®)3), b)7a  provided GA securlty just outside BG

Raziqg's office. (Exh ‘)lts 3 '7,8,9). my3). wxe) provided GA security in the hallway

outside the entra.iées wWridie office. ®)3).)xe) and (®)3) ®)xe) provided personal GA
security to the: ﬁdv seve within the Shura. (Exhibits 3, 7, 8, 9, 27).
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(b)(1)1.4a

(SHRELUSA-NATO-RSMA) Flblre 6:‘?\'5'11\II security inside and outside.

I. (UEQUQ) Shura coné ’u<‘ ‘on,smovement to lunch. The Shura concluded at
approxmately 1150 and BG ie'Invited attendees to lunch at the ANA DFAC.
(Exhibits, 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 12. 133,28). Though lunch was not part of 3/1 SFAB's plan, they
expected BG Raziq waulc i.e them to lunch as he usually did so following meetings.
(Exhibits, 3, 12, 28){ U.S.\personnel split into two groups based on who needed to use
the latrine prior to luach. Group 1, going directly to lunch, consisted of (b)(3), (b)(6)

o3, @ ¢ SECFOR  m3).exe) and GA ¢x3). @ . (Exhibits, 1,3,
4,6, 8,13, 14,27/ 20). Group 2, using the latrine before lunch, conS|sted of CSM
Bolyard, # N (b)(3), (b)(6) GAs ®)3).®)6) and  (b)3). (b)6)

and SECF ‘R "~ (b)(3), (b)(6) and (b)3), (b)(6) - (EXhibitS, 1,3,6,7, 9,12, 16, 28).
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(b)(1)1.4a

(SLRELUSA-NATO REMAY Fi,c:j”r’é‘?,,; MoVement to lunch.

(1) (U/EQUO) Upon ehiting 8% Razig's office, ®)@). 0)®) observed the NDS and
ANP vehicles on the concreiva,.pad. /All vehicles had their crew-served mounted
weapons pointed skyward. ¥ Exuibits 13, 28). Afghan PSD typically point their weapons
skyward when their vehicles were stationary. (Exhibits 28, 29).

(2) (UFQUE) wmw.xe) and ®xe) observed the ANP get into their
vehicles to leave aftag theineeting concluded. (Exhibits 7, 11, 28). ®)ye) overhead
NDS personneldésk the ANP if they were going to lunch. The ANP replied that they
were not going “o4uncn and were returning to their base. (Exhibits 11, 28).

5. (UESL2) . summary of Relevant & Material Facts - The Attack

a. ‘M/E2YQ) Green on Blue Incident. The Green on Blue incident occurred while
US personel walked from the Shura toward the DFAC. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 28). Both
grotns waiked past the Afghan PSDs and remaining vehicles parked on the concrete
pad. Yitnesses described the walking path to the DFAC as narrow and surrounded on
both sides by shipping containers and T-walls. (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 28).

SECRET-RELTO-LUSANATC-REMA
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(b)(1)1.4a

(b)(1)1.4a, (b)(6)

(SHEEUSANATO RSMA) Figure 9: Pathway between Shura location and DFAC,
site or Point of Impact.

(1) (U/ESYL) Group 1 ( (b)(3), (b)(6)
and (®)3), (0)6) ), accompanied by BG Raziq, the NDS Chief of Staff, and the PCOP,
SECRET/REL TO USA-NATO-RSMA
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began walking south on the path toward the DFAC at approximately 1205. (Efhibits 1,
3,4,8,27,28). Group 1 had just been seated in the VIP section of the DFAS wrian
they heard a gunshot followed by a burst of gunfire. Hearing the gunfire, G:roxp
moved toward the DFAC door. (Exhibits 1, 3, 4, 8, 27, 28). (0)3), b)6) overhzard
Afghans say that an American was down and relayed this information to, G pigp 1.
(Exhibit 4). Group 1 exited the DFAC, took cover behind a T-wall basrier;and
established security. (Exhibits 1, 3, 4, 8, 27, 28). Group 1 membr rs couldnot
positively identify (PID) the shooter or the origin of the fire.

(2) (U/EQUYO) Group 2 (CSM Bolyard, J WOA 0)(6)

(b)(3), (b)(6) and  ®)3). ® Ybegan walking south on
the path toward the DFAC at approximately 1210. (Exhi €. 607,11,16, 28). They
were within approximately 60 meters of the DFAC entsang 2 when they heard gunfire.
Group 2 reacted by finding cover. (Exhibits 6, 7, 11, 18 ). No member of the group
could return fire, as they did not have PID of the shooter orthe origin of the fire.
(Exhibits 3, 6, 12, 20, 21, 23, 28).

(3) (UEQUQO) Most Group 2 members ek eover between nearby containers
during the initial gunfire. (Exhibits 6, 7, 11,116, 28 . However, CSM Bolyard andp)3), (bys)
(®)3). (b)) were shot while moving to coyer. #\ltsesses observed CSM Bolyard draw
his pistol, turn around toward the Shuré si*e, and then turn back south toward the DFAC
before falling to the ground. (Exhibits 3, ty12, 13, 28). (bX(3). (b)(6) was able to
take cover after being shot. He late= 'earned that the bullet struck his helmet. Although
it did not fully penetrate his helm#t, the ‘mpact was strong enough for him to believe he
had been wounded. (Exhibits/3, 2/13,28,35). (6 stated he saw one of the
PSD personnel firing a PKM4 nafmne gun upwards into the air. No other interviewee
could confirm this observatori.(Exnibits 11, 28).
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(b)(1)1.4a

(SHRELUEANATO - REMAY Ficiré™0: The shooting.

(4) (U/FQUQ) After the guniiss ceased, GA and SECFOR from both groups
conducted security sweeps taretighsut their sectors of fire. (Exhibits 3, 4, 8, 13, 27,
28). At approximately 1212, <, (o)e) called the Tactical Operations Center (TOC)
at AP CASA via radio ta.,repcit troops in contact, request a medic, and request
assistance from the Quigk Reection Force (QRF). (Exhibits 1, 3, 15, 28). Responding
personnel at AP CA’5A de =ermined foot travel was the fastest way to the incident site
since vehicles have % go.around the perimeter of FOB Maiwand and that narrow paths
and streets wouid tirther impede vehicle movement. (Exhibits 10, 28).

b. (U/EGs®) Wedical Treatment. After the gunfire ceased and the groups
establishec.security, (b)(3), (b)(®) and ®@3), ®xe) rendered first aid to
CSM Beiyerd«Their examination of CSM Bolyard identified an entry wound on his back
with nc.exi. wound. They sealed the wound using materials from an Individual First Aid
Kit (IFAK,and continued combat lifesaving (CLS) measures until a medic arrived.
(Exribrrs@; 6, 12, 13, 28, 34).

1) (U/EQYQ) At approximately 1216, the QRF arrived at the incident site.(®)3). (b))
(b)(3), (b)(6) at AP CASA, arrived with the QRF. He took over medical aid, quickly
evaluated (b)(3), (b)(6) and then treated CSM Bolyard. (Exhibits 1, 3, 6, 10, 12, 13,

SECRETREL T US A NATC - REMA
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28). Having stabilized CSM Bolyard as much as possible, Advisors and GAs j!aczd
him on a medical litter and transported him back to AP CASA. (Exhibits 3, £ 10 v
13, 28). The remaining US personnel also moved from FOB Maiwand to / P CASA.
Afghan medics offered additional assistance but US personnel had already
administered appropriate aid. (Exhibit 28).

(2) (SFRELUSA-NATO-RSMA) At approximately 1220, # e b)(1)1.4a

(b)(1)1.42
(Exhibits 1, 2, 3, 12, 13, 20, 21, 23, 28). (b)(14¢.4a
(b)(1)1.42 CSM Bolyard to the Forward Surgica¥Teaw (FST) on FOB

Dahlke-West. (Exhibits 1, 3, 12, 13, 20, 21, 23, 28).

el to AP CASA and
m to the FST. (Exhibits 3,
CPR on CSM Bolyard enroute

(3) (U/FQUO) At approximately 1221, the QRF ret
loaded CSM Bolyard into a MaxxPro and then transporig
6,12,13,28). ®@.0xe) and (@) @0xe) performed
to the FST. (Exhibits 6, 10, 34). 7Y

(4) (U/EQYJQ) At 1228 hours, the MaxkRzo &rrived at the FST. Surgical and
medical staff performed more advanced pr«;;;ceduf’ﬁes in an attempt to resuscitate CSM
Bolyard. The (0)3), (b)6) F g pronounced CSM Bolyard’s death
at 1324. (Exhibits 1, 2, 3, 6, 10, 28, 341, ¢

6. (U/EQUO) Summary of Relevant & Material Facts - Post-Attack

a. (U/EQYO) Unit Actions. ;‘fo‘l.i:wir.g the Green-on-Blue Incident. Immediately
following the incident, AP CASAswvas placed on lockdown status to ensure no one
entered or exited. In addition®ll sénsitive equipment, to include weapons and night

vision devices, were removeq. (r_xhlblts2 3,12,13,28). (0)3),®)x6) hadm)3), (0)e)

(b)3), (b)) contact BG RaZu1 4 astruct him to lock down FOB Maiwand; BG Raziq said he
would comply. (Exhibits®. 4, 28)

(1) (

(b)(1)1.4a
(b)(1)1.4a

; (b)(1)1.42 (Exhibits 2, 3,
13, 20, 21, 29 28).

(2) (U/EQUQ) By approximately 1245, all 3/1 SFAB personnel returned to FOB
Da'sia. Two squads of SECFOR remained at AP CASA for an incident debriefing at
appravmately 1435. One squad remained overnight for security. (Exhibits 1, 2, 3, 12,
13, 20,21, 23, 28).

(3) (U/EQUQ) At approximately 1630, one squad of SECFOR moved back to
FOB Dahlke. The 3/1 SFAB (b)(3), (b)(7)a led an incident debriefing at the 3/1
SECRET/RELTO USA-NATO-RSMA
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SFAB TOC for all personnel involved in the shooting. (Exhibits 1, 3, 13, 28). fiurig
this debriefing, the ®)@). w)e identified eyewitnesses and other key personral in
preparation for the mbound Joint Casualty Assessment Team (JCAT) and hekavioral
health specialist. Upon the conclusion of the debriefing, Soldiers were releaspd .or the
day. (Exhibit 28).

(4) (U/FOUQ) At approximately 1850, BG Raziq contacted” ©)3). w)xe) to
inform )3, b)) that the ANA had captured four ANP officers wi wele the alleged
perpetrators of the shooting. (Exhibits, 12, 3, 4, 12, 13, 28). N

(5) (U/FQUOQ) (b)6)
assigned to 3/1 SFAB, worked with the ANP to collect
(b)(6) who TAAs the PCOP snd i /-\NP officers. (b)®)
®xe)  ANP contacts gave him three weapons, five cel¥phones, and six SIM cards
they had recovered. (Exhibits 5, 28, 29, 30). (b)(6) gave the cell phones and SIM
cards to the Counter-Intelligence (CI) team for e {plc "tatlon before returning them to the
ANP. The next day, he transported the weaporis N (0)X3) (b)e) helmet to the
Afghanistan Captured Material Exploitation £AEMEpab o (b)(1)1.4a for
forensic analysis. (Exhibits 5, 28, 29, 30 4 ’)

(b)®)

7. (U/EQUYO) Pre-Attack Findings. : fte carefully considering the evidence, | find
that:

a. (U/FOYO) What was the ﬂcridiha;.fpurpose and scope of the elections security
Shura? Was it changed? If s@, wita ckanged the mission, scope, or purpose? Why?

(1) (

(b)(1)1.4a
(b)(1)1.4a

(bX114a There wag’no :héhlge to what was discussed during the Shura. (Exhibits 3,
12, 13, 28). On 2 Si>pteml er 2018, BG Raziq informed (v)3). 0y6) that he needed to
reschedule the S'wra®zash 4 September 2018 to 3 September 2018. (Exhibits 3, 4, 28).

(b)(1)1.4d

Ryt aa (Exhibit 29).

b. (J/EDUS) Identify the U.S. and non-U.S. personnel who attended the Shura.
Did the «¥eged perpetrators attend the Shura? Did anyone attend the Shura who was
notiunticinated to attend during mission planning? If so, who, and what was the
purpase ot their attendance?

(1) (U/EQUQ) The U.S. personnel in attendance were the  (®)3). b)) CSM

Bolyard, (0)3). (b)(6)
(0)3), (b)) @and (vy3), bye) The Non-U.S. personnel in attendance were  ®)e)  BG
SECRET/REL TOUSANATO-RSMA
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Raziq, (b)(6) ;

(b)(6) (Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 28, 29). Normally, the ANP desnot attend
shuras at FOB Maiwand, but BG Raziq invited them since they are heavily inySivad with
the election security. (Exhibits 3, 28). The perpetrators were part of the i)

PSD; they did not sit in the actual Shura, but stayed outside on the conirew: nad by
their vehicles. (Exhibits 3, 6, 12, 13, 15, 28).

c. (U/EQUQ) Did anyone exhibit suspicious behaviors or insidexthreat (IT)
indicators at the shura? If so, who? How did the U.S. and noz-U.S. personnel respond
to any suspicious behavior or any insider threat (IT) indicatcys?“

(1) (U/EQUL) None of the witnesses noticed any stnicibus behaviors or
insider threat indicators during the Shura. Nothing outof ‘*%; ordinary occurred, and the
Shura proceeded as previous shuras had. No one repe red tensions or arguments
between U.S. personnel and their Afghan partners. (Exhigits 3, 4, 6, 11, 12, 13, 14,
28). NDS personnel joked with ANASOC persorine about equipment and security
shortfalls among the ANDSF, however, it was ed this, and other joking among
ANDSF was within cultural norms. This did #%saise any concern with U.S. personnel.
(Exhibits 4, 11, 14, 28). '

d. (U/FQUQ) Did all non-U.S. perghnrel properly go through biometrics enrollment
and Counter Intelligence (Cl) vetting procass prior to attending the Shura? What were
the results of the biometric enrolimaat and Cl screening? Did the unit have access to
the information provided by the Fiometiic enroliment or Cl screening? Specifically, did
the perpetrators properly go thsough aliometric enroliment and CI vetting process prior
to attending the Shura and whatinforimation did that provide regarding their
background? Did the unit have acgess to the information, if any, provided by the
biometric enrollment and Clscregning of the perpetrators?

(1) ( 7=\ , (b)(1)1.42
: (b)(1)1.4a
(2) (S—’-—'?—r:——cSA—N-AIG—RSMA) (b)(1)1.42
(b)(1)1.4a (Exhibit 29, 32) (b)1)1.4a
(b)(1)1.4a
/’%\ \lQl ] == | !QI\’ l\l/\Tf\, RSI\[’A) (b)(1)1.4a
(b)(1)1.4a
(b)(1)1.4a (Exhibit 29). (b)(1)1.4a
(b)(1)1.4a (EXthlt 3) (b)(1)1.4a
(b)(1)1.4a
SECRET/RELTO-USA-NATO-RSMA
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(b)(1)1.42
(b)(1)1.4a (Exhibits 19, 29}

e. (U/EQUO) Prior to the attack, what was known at the unit level regaiting the
threat level? When was the threat level last evaluated and by whorms? Vi¥iere there any
mitigation measures in place for this specific mission?_If so, what/wer: the mitigation
measures? Was the evaluation of the threat level consistent with ax )Ilc uble policies
and procedures? ;

(1) (U/EQYO) Prior to the attack the threat level w;s pi.oderate, with no known
or reported incidents of Green on Blue in historical repogting*at FOB Maiwand.
(Exhibits 3, 12, 13, 19, 28). During the pre-mission brsf quAe"were reports of a

(b)(1)1.4a

(b)(1)1.42 xhibits 7, 8, 15, 23). It was also
briefed that the most likely enemy course of acu iould be indirect fire, with the most
dangerous enemy course of action being an-is: 'lel attack. (Exhibits 3, 7, 8, 15, 17,
28).

(b)(1)1.4¢

(b 1)1 4
(b)(1)1.4c g, (Exhibits 3, 6, 12, 13, 21,
28). D (o)1)1.4a
(b)(1)1.42 T W

(3) ¢ +E REMA) All force protection measures were in place
based on approved CONOF | ch,l O Tier 1 advising. (Exhibits 3, 19, 26, 28). (b)(1)1.4a

(b)(1)1.4a

(b)(1)1.4a (|-_h|b|ts 3, 21, 23, 26, 28, 31, 36). The threat level evaluation was
consistent.vith appiicable policies and procedures including RS SOPs 00331 and
00333.

f. (C/EQUQ) Were any risk assessments made? Did the unit put measures in
la:e:hased on the risk assessment to meet the minimum force protection (FP)
standz.ds? If not, why not?

(1) (U/EQUQ) The risk assessment is part of the approved CONOP, and is also
constantly reviewed by the command team and the S2. (Exhibits 3, 6, 28, 43). The

SECRETRELTOLUSANATC-RSMA
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mitigation measures mentioned in paragraph 7(e) were in place and met the ninigium
force protection standards according to RS SOPs 00331 and 00333.

g. (UEQUQ) What training did the advisors and members of TF 1 28 recm\ 2 prior
to deployment and during their deployment to help mitigate the risk of I". G¢ Bgks?

(1) (U/EQUO) Both Advisors and members of TF 1-28 trajfied exts:.wsively on
countering Insider Threats during the pre-deployment training conaet:teg’both at the
Joint Readiness Training Center (JRTC) and at home station at Fort Benning. This
training included extensive GA training, advanced marksmashigatraining, and
advanced situational awareness training. The units receiyizd sumerous briefs from
AWG and other agencies describing insider threats and.tecrizigyes to counter it.
(Exhibits 3, 6, 12, 13, 20, 21, 23, 28, 31, 33 38). Insidér threats are the number one
risk associated with the TAA mission and was constanty discussed and trained for
throughout the deployment as it was also considered the enemy’s most dangerous
course of action for every mission and location. E""ubnts 3,12, 13, 28).

h. (U/EFQUYO) What operational orders, "’uu‘.‘:‘S and directives, not already
discussed in the answers above, were app! ed to ‘his specific mission? Did U.S. forces
comply with these order, policies, and difectizes?’” If you determine they did not comply,
explain in detail. §

(1) (U/EQYQ) 3/1 SFAB apalied numerous SOPs including RS and unit SOP’s,
including RS SOP 00331 and R¥ SOF10333 and the 3/1 SFAB GA and SECFOR
internal SOP. (Exhibit 31, 39,#43)%Allpersonnel wore their PPE, body armor, and
helmet while traveling from FOB/Dahike to FOB Maiwand. RS SOP 331, Annex A,
states that personal PPE aaa®iearon must be to hand, or immediately available at Tier
Level 1 advising sites. (Exhibit 45). The 3/1 SFAB GA and SECFOR SOP states that
personnel may downgrade all'PPE once inside an engagement but will maintain their
PPE and weapon wifiin‘&:m’s reach at all times. (Exhibit 31).

(2) (U/EQ2D)"wtii3). ()6) deviated from these policies when he authorized the
Advisors to reniove a=d leave their PPE at AP CASA prior to walking the 400m to the
Shura. (Exhikit c:.12, 13, 28). ®)@3). (bye) made a calculated command decision not
to wear PP to the Shura based on threat, risk, mitigations (proper GA and SECFOR to
Advisor raticas, culture sensitivities, and previous guidance and discussion with the
SFAB Lo marnider, BG Jackson. (Exhibit 3).

A ESUO) Was the overall FP posture appropriate for the situation? In
discL<5ing this question, comment on the role of Guardian Angels and their training in
relatio> to both SFAB and TF 1-28, as well as other precautions taken.

(1) (U/ESYQ) The overall FP posture was appropriate.  ®X3). (0)6) made the
calculated decision not to wear PPE to the Shura based upon the level of threat, risk,
SECRET/REL TO-USA-NATO-RSMA
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and various mitigations emplaced, while considering safety of personnel and ti:e
cultural sensitives of the Afghan partners. (Exhibit 3). Commanders make taz
determination of appropriate GA to Advisor ratio based on threat level, risk. asd
mitigations emplaced. The number of GA and SECFOR was appropriate and.in
compliance with RS SOP 00331 and 00333. All personnel received ex:srigwa,pre-
deployment training and all GAs and SECFOR personnel conduct training at the squad
level weekly and at the platoon level monthly. (Exhibits 3, 6, 12, 13, 15, 20).
Appropriate precautions were taken, as discussed in paragraph 7(e;.

8. (U/EQUQ) Attack Findings. After carefully consideringsthe @idence, | find that:

a. (U/EQUO) How did the attack happen? Include ,’rh:e'bi-lf'tt_sAand circumstances that
immediately led up to the attack. y

(1) (U/FEQUG) The Green on Blue incident occurred while U.S. personnel
walked from the Shura toward the DFAC. Both g’r’acx,;ps,walked past the Afghan PSDs
and remaining vehicles parked on the concrete pa4. Inhe walking path to the DFAC is
narrow and surrounded on both sides by shising Cantainers and T-walls. (Exhibits 3,
12, 13, 28). Paragraph 5, “Summary of Re;rf{evant % Material Facts - Attack” of this
memorandum fully discusses the attack+" ,

b. (U/FOUO) Describe the facts and ;"‘r_cumstances of the death of CSM Bolyard.
Include where the shot came from.22d any personal protective equipment (PPE) / body
armor he was wearing at the tim« of the attack. Was CSM Bolyard’s individual force
protection status appropriate?s '

(1) (U/FGUO) CSM beivars was attacked as he walked with the second group
to the DFAC. He was shot vthile“noving to cover. Witnesses observed CSM Bolyard
draw his pistol, turn arouitestaward the Shura, and then turn back south toward the
DFAC before falling 0 trit,ground. (Exhibits 3, 6, 12, 13, 28). CSM Bolyard received a
single gunshot wouid to tf'e back, which did not have an exit wound.  (6)3). (b)6)

(b)3), b)E ™. s’ determined that this wound caused CSM Bolyard’s death.
(Exhibits 22, 34).

(2) SJ/EDYG) The shots came from the direction of the ANP PSD, located on
the concretewiad slightly northeast of where CSM Bolyard was attacked. CSM Bolyard
was nc. we aring any of his PPE or body armor.  ()@). (b)6) approved Advisors to
move w:tkout body armor after considering the environment and all the previously
me \&~ned mitigation and force protection measures in place. (Exhibit 3). CSM
Bolyord’s individual force protection status was appropriate under these circumstances.

c. (U/EQUQ) Describe the facts and circumstances, and nature of injuries
sustained by (b)(3), (b)(6)

SECRE L RETOUSANATC REMA
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(1) (U/ESUYO) (0)(3). (b)(6) was also with the second group walking'to e »
DFAC when the attack occurred. Witnesses believe that  ®)3). (0)6)  waa-hitwhie
moving to cover. It was later determined that a bullet struck )3, b)6) |_Hcimet at
the back of his head. Although the bullet did not fully penetrate his helmet, the zpact
was strong enough for him to believe he had been shot and wounded. 1! ric ,,'“pact of
the round indented the back of the helmet and caused a 7 (b)(6!
(0)(6) (Exhibits 3, 10, 12, 22, 28, 25)

d. (U/EQYO) How did the unit respond to the attack? Did the unittollow proper
TTPs, SOPs, and directives?

(1) (U/EQUO) Immediately following the attack, PVeP one found covered
positons and tried to determine who was shooting anc* wh sre it' was coming from. All
the SECFOR and GAs found covered positions from wi i’h to secure the personnel who
rendered aid to CSM Bolyard. Neither Group 1 nor Group®2 members could PID the
shooter(s) or the origin of fire, so no one returnes fits. (Exhibits 3, 6,7, 12, 13, 15, 28).
After the gunfire ceased, GA and SECFOR fronwbsth groups conducted security
sweeps throughout their sectors of fire, while#Reyisers continued to give aid to CSM
Bolyard. (Exhibits 7, 8, 9, 13, 15, 28). All § ECF(.‘R, GA, and Advisors followed proper
TTPs, SOPs, and directives.  ®)3). b)6)4” stateddhat indiscriminate return fire would
have made an already tragic scene we’ se and would have caused negative strategic
impacts. (Exhibit 3).

e. (UFOUO) What FP meaf_ur’es viere taken by U.S. forces present at the scene?

(1) (

(b)(1)1.4a
W 7 (b)(1)1.4a

L (D)(1)14a (Exhibits 3,
6,7,12, 13, 15, 28). SECEQR and GAs secured the area immediately surrounding
CSM Bolyard once thie Tifng ceased. SECFOR and GAs continued to scan the area for
the shooter(s) or a ossibl:: follow-on attack. (Exhibits 7, 8,9, 13, 15, 28).
Accountability ap dwepesting of the incident to the CASA JOC also occurred immediately
after the firing £eag as=-After initial aid was given to CSM Bolyard,  (0)3). (b)6)
determined CSM Solyard needed to be evacuated immediately. Those not carrying
CSM Boly=.d v a medical litter provided security during the foot movement back to AP
CASA. (Exiitits 3, 6,7, 10, 12, 13, 28).

f. (C/EQUO) How many perpetrators were part of the attack? Describe their
appearance and affiliation, if any, with Afghan National Defense Forces (ANDSF)
milite~ or police forces. Include all information currently known about the perpetrators.

(1) (SFRELUSANATO-RSMAL (o)(1)1.4c
(b)(1)1.4c that was located on
the concrete pad. Mir Wali and Javed Noorduddin attacked and shot the U.S.
SECRETH/REL TO USA-NATO - RSMA
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personnel. Atiq Ullah and Mohammed Farooq are suspected accomplices, dri ters who
assisted the shooters to depart the area. (b)(1)1.4d : ‘

(b)(1)1.4d
(b)(1)1.4d (Exhibit 29)
g. (U/EQUO) What was the method of attack? Discuss how f*ie pierpetrators

gained access to the Afghan National Army (ANA) FOB and how triely okFiained a
vehicle.

(1) (SLRELUSA-NATO RSMA) ©A1148, BR)1.40
(b)(1)1.4a, (b)(1)1.4d n &
(b)(1)1.4a, (b)(1)1.4d Javed' N

duddin fired approximately

3-4 rounds first, immediately followed by Mir Wali firingu ursts of approximately 4-6
rounds each toward the U.S. personnel. ~ (b)(1)4a, (b)(1)1.4d
(b)(1)1.4d & 3y
(b)(1)1.4d w7 (Exhibits 29, 30).

h. (UFEOUO) Identify U.S. and other witnessess to the attack. Did the witness
recognize the perpetrators? Do any of tkie witnegses know the individuals who
committed the attack? Do any of the vtnesses know why the individuals committed the
attack? '

(1) (SJ—REL—USA—NAI@-—%SM-/——\ Paragraph 7(b) above contains the names to
the U.S. and non-U.S. personpel viho zttended the Shura and that witnessed the
attack. However, none of them ¢ ‘oula PID the shooter(s) or exactly where the shots
were being fired. (Exhibit 3, 445, 7,8, 9, 12, 13, 15, 28). Mohammed Sabir, ANA
Soldier, is the sole one eyewitness to the actual shooting. He recounts that Javed
Nooruddin fired his AK-47iflexfirst, then Mir Wali fired the PKM. Both ANP fired in the
direction of the groug”or J:AB senior leaders as they walked to the DFAC. (Exhibit 29).
No one recognized 'he shcoters or knew the individuals who committed the attack.
None of the witnf,;“\e~ ‘emcw why the attack was committed.

9. (U/EQUQY, PLit- Attack Findings. After carefully considering the evidence, | find
that:

a. fJ/EDUC) What was the immediate response of U.S. Forces following the
attack’s

1) (SLRELUSANATO-RSMA) (b)(1)1.4a

(b)(1)1.4a It was quickly noticed that CSM
Bolyard had been shot and was lying on the ground. (Exhibit 3, 6,7, 8,9, 12, 13, 15,
28). (b)(3), (b)(6) and ®)@3)oxe immediately began buddy aid on CSM Bolyard.

(Exhibit 6, 12). The other Advisors, SECFOR, and GAs secured the area. Soldiers on
SECRET/REL TO-USA-NATO,-RSMA
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the ground reported the incident to the AP CASA JOC, called for QRF, and foiicasualty
evacuation of CSM Bolyard. (Exhibit 3, 4, 6,7, 8,9, 12, 13, 15, 28). Accouatabitand
status check of each individual also commenced.

(2) (SIRELUSA-NATO-RSMA) A small QRF, comprised of ingitiEimg a(b)3). (b)6)

b)3), b))  and a small security force, arrived from AP CASA arrized 2iid bolstered
the security around CSM Bolyard. (Exhibits 3, 10, 12, 13, 28). They rulcky
determined that CSM Bolyard needed to be evacuated to the FST i fuziner treatment
and that movement by foot to AP CASA would be quickest. (Exhibits 5, 10, 12, 13, 28).
Upon their arrival at AP CASA, CSM Bolyard was transported vieeMAXXPRO to the
FST on Dahlke-East. A larger QRF, consisting of  ©X3). (£6) 4 and (b)(3), (b)(6)
and approximatelg)1.8oldiers, arrived at AP CASA from, FCR Dahlke-West to further
enhance security around AP CASA. (Exhibits 20, 23,28)

b. (U/FOUYO) What actions did the perpetrators take namediately following the
attack?

(1) (U/EQYO) Following the incidentrainfotsperpetrators got in their vehicles
and successfully departed FOB Maiwand ahd rettrned to the NDS Compound. Soon
after arriving at the NDS Compound, they wese girected to return to FOB Maiwand.
(Exhibit 29). No witnesses could ident'y wino directed them to return. Some accounts
indicate that the perpetrators never actuéi;'r';v made it back to the NDS compound.
(Exhibit 29). Most of the Afghan leaders stated they did not know if they left FOB
Maiwand because they were toc/ ousy Vealing with the situation and trying to figure out
what happened. (b)(6)

; both stated that the
perpetrators in fact departed 'fB Miaiwand. (Exhibit 29). ®)3) ®oxe) further claims
that ANA escorts rode with the perpetrators on their return from the NDS compound
back to FOB Maiwand, tGeasure they did not escape. (Exhibit 29).

c. (UFGUS) How we)re the perpetrators apprehended? Describe the facts and
circumstances s:moundisig how the perpetrators were identified.

(1) (ShEEs e (b)(1)1.4d
(b)(1)1.4d
(b)(1)1.4d (Exhibit 28, 29).
2) SIRELUSANATO-RSMA) (b)(1)1.4d
(b)(1)1.4d

. (Exhibit 29). (b)(1)1.4a, (b)(1)1.4d, (b)(3), (b)6)
SECRET//REL TO USA, NATO, RSMA
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(b)(3), (b)(B), (b)(1)1.4a, (b)(1)1.4d
(b)(1)1.4a, (b)(1)1.4d (Exhibits 28, 29).

d. (U/EQYQ) Discuss all information currently known about the perpetrat0r°
including what the motive was behind the attack.

(1) (SFRELUSANATO-RSMAY (b)(1)7:4d
(b)(4) W
(2) (SFRELUSANATORSMA) .,

(b)(1)1.4d

- O N
(b)(1)1.4a, (b)(1)1.4d (Exhibits 28, 29). -
(3) %SJ—R-EL—HSA—NAIQ—RS-M-A) : (b)(1)1.4d
T‘f;’b)(1 )1.4d

(Exhibits
(b)(1)1.4d
(b)(1)1.4d
(b)(1)1.4d (Exhibits 28, 29).
’5) SLRELUSA_NATO_RSMA) eyttt

(b)(1)1.4d

(b)(1)1.4d (Exhibits

28, 29).
SECRETH/REL TO USANATO-RSMA
23

USARCENT FOIA FA-20-0045



SECRET/RELTO-USANATGC-RSMA
SUBJECT: Findings and Recommendations for Army Regulation (AR) 15-6
Investigation, Green-on-Blue Attack, on Forward Operating Base (FOB) Maiwand,
Afghanistan, 3 September 2018

(6) (SLRELUSA NATQ DRSMA) (b)(1)1.4c
e S 7Y T3 (0)(1)
(b)(1)1.4d
(b)(1)1.4c (Exhibits 28, 29).

e. (U/FQUQ) What was the reaction of the ANDSF militar and poiice forces?
Describe their cooperation with any investigation reqardlnq this a‘*ar .

(1) (U/EQYJQ) The ANDSF’s immediate reaction, a;éthesame as the U.S.
Forces; they sought cover until the firing stopped before eseing the situation as well
as trying to identify the shooter(s) and from where the & ng originated. U.S. Forces
stated that both the ANA and ANP were mostly standlng avound and did nothlng to help

next to the DFAC helped secure the area where IVI bolyard was receiving buddy aid.
(Exhibits 14, 28, 29). ‘

(2) (UFEBUO) After the incident botiwRGRaziq and COL Abdali discussed the
incident with each other and determine i that the ANP PSD personnel were the
perpetrators. COL Abdali claims that he«ald the four ANP not to touch their weapons
but he says he is unsure if they left-50B Maiwand because he was busy working with
BG Raziq to deal with the situati¢n. BC Raziq claims that the perpetrators were not
allowed to depart FOB Maiwapd, tuit 8 four and several other ANA personnel, stated
they left the FOB. (Exhibit 2 )

(3) (U/FEYQ) All the key ANA and ANP leaders present during the Shura
stated that they would fUi=sonperate with any investigation. BG Razig, COL Abdali,
COL Mohammed, th< NS Chief of Staff, and several other of the ANA leaders were
interviewed by the JCAT. | Exhibit 29). (®©)3). (b)) stated that the ANA and NDS have
actively cooperat z¢ witksine investigation, agreed to multiple increased security
measures, and'she¢ am.great remorse following the incident.  (0)3). (0)6) has had very
little interactien w th the ANP following the incident, which is not out of the ordinary,
since they. 4o rbt normally interact with the ANP. (Exhibit 3).

‘4) U/E2YQ) COL Abdali has cooperated by submitting to an interview and
ensuring ‘ne perpetrators were identified and investigated. He also turned over the
PK"%and tvio AK-47s, one of which was alleged to have been used in the incident, to

(b)) for ballistic analysis and forensic testing. (Exhibits 5, 29, 30).

f. (U/EQYQ) What medical treatment, if any, did CSM Bolyard receive? Include
specific details related to the medical assistance provided at the scene and where he
was taken after the incident.
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(1) (U/EQUQ) CSM Bolyard was identified as a casualty immediatel;'eaftc-,: h

was attacked. (b)(3), (b)(7)a and ()3) (oye) provided him with initial <|d «cxhibits
6, 12). CSM Bolyard was lying on his stomach in an awkward position indicating
possible spinal injury and struggling to breathe. (b)(3), (b)(6) and (kg e)

turned CSM Bolyard on his back and began the Massive Hemorrhaging, ¥irway,
Respiration, Circulation, and Hypothermia (MARCH) process, whi¢n is'a casualty
assessment method. They noticed an entry wound, with minimal br¢adixg, in CSM
Bolyard’s upper middle back when they turned him back to his,stomacii to check for
hemorrhaging. Atthat point, ®3).()x6) rapplied a chegt se&!.oxer the wound.
(Exhibits 6, 12). ‘

(2) (UFEQUO) The Advisors then rolled CSM Eoly:ird onto his back to check for
respiration, and noticed he was experiencing continuedjissues with his breathing. They
also observed unevenness in the chest cavity, indicating ascollapsed lung. At this point,

(b)(3). (b)6) arrived at the scene and tried to kegp "(;.}'SM Bolyard lucid. (Exhibits 3, 6,
12). (b)(3), (b)(6) with the QRF, arrivas ana (6)(3), (b)(6) quickly briefed
him on his assessment of CSM Bolyard’s inigiies. {&xhibits 3, 6, 10, 12). (b)(3), (b)(6)
then utilized a needle decompression and j rovide 4 a manual respirator Bag Valve
Mask (BVM) to who immesiateh. uged it to aid CSM Bolyard’s breathing.
(Exhibits 6, 10). W,

(3) (UFESUOQ) CSM Bolyardeaas loaded onto a medical litter and then moved
approximately 400 meters by fog. to Ar: CASA. It was determined that foot movement
to AP CASA would be much axicker. a5 the casualty evacuation vehicle would have to
maneuver around FOB Maiwancd’s perimeter and navigate through narrow roads and
alleys to get to the incidentisit. 4 0)3). (b)) continuously used the manual respirator
during the foot movement arid ©)3). (0)6)  constantly monitored CSM Bolyard’s vitals.
(Exhibits 6, 10). Upon aiiwalio AP CASA, CSM Bolyard was loaded onto the
MAXXPRO vehicle for traasport to the FST.  ®)3), (ox6) and  @y3), )6y remained
with CSM Bolyard aad adriinistered two person CPR throughout the duration of the trip.
They continued v comaiessions while the surgical team began treatment at the FST.
(Exhibits 6, 10

(4) TU/FDUU) CSM Bolyard arrived at the FST on Dahlke-East at 1238 and

received.carg rrom the FST (b)(3), (b)(6) CSM Bolyard
sustairzd ¢ gurishot wound to the right posterior chest with no exit wound and on
arrival ria no pulse and no cardiac activity on the ultrasound. (b)(3), (b)(7)a

attc.pted W stop the bleeding, transfuse, and restart his heart, which met with negative
resu.'s. (b)(3), (b)(6) pronounced CSM Bolyard’s death at 1324. (Exhibits 22, 34).

g. (U/EQUQ) Were there any significant delays in the medical process? |If there
were any significant delays in the process, discuss whether or not it affected CSM
Bolyard’s outcome.
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(1) (U/EQUQ) There were no significant delays in the medical proceas. CSH
Bolyard received almost immediate aid from (6)(3). (b)(B) and  (®)3). (b 6) Fa the
incident site. (Exhibits 6, 12).  )3).(bxe) further assessed CSM Bolyard and.juickly
decided to evacuate him to the FST. (Exhibits 6, 10, 12). It was deterraiiiessthat
movement by foot to AP CASA would be the quickest option. (Bx6) ¥ andb)d). (b)6

(b)3), (b)6) provided care and monitoring during the foot movement t¢ AP CAJA. (EXthItS
3, 6 10, 12, 13, 28). CSM Bolyard was placed in the MAXXPRO fc¥ tranaport to the
FST upon arrival at AP CASA. )3, bxe) and  py3), pye) «performed two-person
CPR enroute. (Exhibits 6, 10). (b)(3), (b)(6) and her teazn praaidzd immediate care
and attention to CSM Bolyard upon his arrival at the FST .4 \Exﬂbl’rs 22, 34).

h. (UFEQYO) What medical treatment, if any, did / o3y, (D)(G) eceive? Include
specific details related to the medical assistance provn:.: ‘at the scene and where he
was taken after the incident.

(1) (UFQUO) (Laoiter (6)(3), (b)E)
oxd. e |
(0)(3), (b)(6) F 4 y el (Exhibits 3, 6, 10, 28, 35).

(2) (U/ESUYO) (b)(3), (b)(6): ,v_conﬁhued his  (B)3).(bX6) detail and assisted
with security during the ground ptovemi»nt back to AP CASA. While 3/1 SFAB
conducted accountability and gensitiveitem inventory, (b)(3), (b)(6)

g & 53000 to
b)3) b1 N (Exhibits 20, 23).

(3) (U/EGUG) - -1“‘!»3}:i (b)6)  arrived at the FST at 1419 and was immediately

seen by ®)A3). k)6~ &nd her team. A Military Acute Concussion Evaluation

(MACE) was condu(’ted rhey determined that (0)(3), (b)(6)
g (b)(3), (b)(6)

(b)(6)

(b)(6) (Exhibit 35).

10. {"“ECSQ) Recommendations. In view of the above findings, | recommend that:

—— (b)5)
(b)(®)
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(b)(5)

(b)5)

(b)3)
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h. (U/EQYUQ) Share the results of this investigation with the Military Advisc<e

Training Academy, Fort Benning, Georgia, to be used for future advisor and "A
training. y

11. (U/EQYQ) The point of contact for this memorandum is the undersafiessat k(b)(G)
(xe)  and (b)(3), (b)(6) @mail.smil.mil.

b 2 (b)(?Pﬁ i

Invest: : ,l_zw_Q‘ffyicer

y ;3
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