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Annexfc to ““nclosure 1
-to Gaptaii SATT g ﬂetter _

CHAFF D FIRING POLICY AND ZIPPC HEACTIONS AGAIN_ST Exoéf}air, et

Fea Atﬂi;he time of +the attack SEEE'FIELD had both 3" Rocket launchers
loaded with 8 N4 missiles each, Another 56 N4s were held onboard.
plus 13 Nis. -There was no immediate prospect of obtaining any more
‘W4s once the ship's outfit was expended although it is belleved

that some N1s and H2$ were avallable. : ‘ _

2. 3 The f:Lr:Lng pollcy for CH.AFF D was’ the subgect of numerous - -
signals.. As far as can be recalled the:latest instruction at -the.

time .of the attack was to fire a pattern of 12 at Zippo 4, thus
-keeplng 4 rockets in reserve to enable a reduced pattern to be re-—sown
“if required before reloadlng was completed. .Under this- policy -
SHEFFIELD therefore had sufficient stocks for 7. GHAFRF- patterns. lepo 558
. could only be aalled ‘by themxxxzaand tha;ﬁ—was—net daae. r

3. - As stated by. I}WINGIBLE (Ehclosure 2) 1on,g range presence of S‘fUr
Mirage IIT was expected at the time of the attack:and- as has already
‘been established EW. detections from the’ Mirage- IIT couwdd easlly e .
dorfused with those ‘of the: Buper Etendard. Additionally ‘many spurious’
‘and ‘also intermittent frlendly c.ontacts were frequent on all- rgdars,
some of which were misidentified as enemy. --Had full Zippo reactions
.been applied to all such EW/radar detections on 1st May, most of the
Task Group's CHAFF DELTA would havé been éxpended ‘on the first day. in. .
the Exclusion Zone. . This does not take into. account the: maaor EXOGET
‘threat f:r:um Surface Shlps which had not yet been encountered. o 5,
e S:ane arrlnng in the T E.Z there had been many occas:.ons :
-when ‘eithér EW or radar detections-or. a combination of both had -

cocéurred which could have been the : ‘initial indications of an &ir or-

‘an Air/Execet attack. Some of theseé, as on the 18t of May, were . . ..
‘actual “énemy: transmissions and contacts but :the Hostile: a:n.rcraft d:.d

‘not press home an attack. Many. more were 'misidentifications. of our.

-own ‘forces “4ransmissions or. were detections of our own returnlng
‘aireraft or hellcopters or indeed- spurious. radar echoes$. = Only on )

one ‘important occas:.on did such 3.ndlcatlons prove to 'be a.n attack A
.on . the Task Group. I et g : : ie B '

",5. A Aga:.nst t*hls .“background :L'b was clearly_ :meortant to strlke
-the ra_ght balance between over and under reaction to -any given set -
of clrcumstances, having perhaps over~reacted -to all- such. detectlons oo B i
-en the first day when.all ships fired CHAFF B after a reported :
.release of Emoskb- ﬁ.ﬂb -ejer 100 miles from the Force: (this .was in fact

the release of an ‘air to air missile).  In hindsight SHEFFIELD T
undou‘btedly went too far the other way prior to and during the attack B
-on:.the 4th of May. . A natural desire to conserve mater:.a;i_ resources
._on d.ay 4 111 the T, E, Z, may also have played a part. 0




