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relief missions.  Exhibit 36 at 1 and AR 95-1, para. 3-3.n.(4) as cited in the ROI at 16-17 
and responsibilities listed in NG Supplement to AR 95-1. 
 

i. I find that  
 

  This is contradicted by 
the statement of  “The Pamphlet 
provides guidance on the authorized missions… [and] is not regulatory in nature…. It is 
important that users verify the accuracy of the NG PAM before following any of the 
procedures described,” and “The use of MEDEVAC in immediate response should only 
be within the confines of the MEDEVAC missions set.”  Exhibit 36 at 1.  It is also 
contradicted by the statement of  
“For the execution phase, our team could not find evidence of an authorized exception 
to utilize the air ambulance aircraft for other than in support of the aeromedical or 
humanitarian relief missions” as required by AR 95-1.  Exhibit 17 at 2. 

 
j. I find that  

 
  This is contradicted by  

 “The use of MEDEVAC in immediate response should only be within the 
confines of the MEDEVAC mission set.”  Exhibit 36 at 1.  There is no evidence in this 
investigation that the low hover that is the subject of this investigation was intended to 
take immediate action to save life, mitigate property damage, or alleviate human 
suffering.  See, e.g., Exhibit 14 at 9-10; Exhibit 27 at 7-9. 
 

k. I find that  failure to follow the regulatory requirement to seek 
approval for the use of air ambulance aircraft for other than in support of the 
aeromedical or humanitarian relief missions resulted in the JTF Commander believing 
that all aviation assets could be used in accordance with his mission intent.  Exhibit 9 at 
9; Exhibit 108 at 3-4. 
 

l. I find that BG Ryan was not aware of the regulatory requirement to seek approval 
for the use of air ambulance for other than in support of the aeromedical or 
humanitarian relief missions.  Exhibit 9 at 9; Exhibit 108 at 3 and 5. 
 

m.  I find that the statements of  as well as the two 
Performance Planning Cards for the UH-72 aircraft indicate that the UH-72 pilots could 
have performed an emergency landing without undue hazard to persons or property on 
the surface if a power unit fails as required by 14 CFR 91.119(a).  Exhibit 17 at 2; 
Exhibit 35 at 2; Exhibits 106 and 107. 

 
n. I find that the pilots operated the helicopters in a manner consistent with U.S. 

Secret Service approval and with FAA oversight of flight operations in accordance with 
14 CFR 91.119(d).  Exhibit 104 at 1-2; see Exhibits 85-103 for FAA oversight. 
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2. I modify recommendation a. to read: 
 

a. I recommend that the DCARNG develop processes to prevent such a recurrence. 
 
3. I intend to take the following actions: 
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