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Springfield, VA - President Trump recently intervened in the case of Navy SEAL Chief Petty Officer Edward Gallagher to order that the Chief’s rank and pay be restored following his military conviction for an offense committed while stationed in Iraq in 2017.  During military proceedings Chief Gallagher had been cleared of charges that he had stabbed an Iraqi teenager to death (uncertainty concerning his connection to ISIS) and had shot at other civilians during his tour there, but was found guilty of the lesser offense of posing for a photo with the body of a dead Iraqi fighter.  He had also been accused of threatening other SEALs who were with him not to report his actions. 
Following the President’s intervention the Navy continued administrative action to remove Gallagher’s Trident pin, the coveted symbol awarded to those who complete SEAL training.  In response, the President tweeted that Chief Gallagher should retain the pin.  The resulting situation escalated quickly resulting in the Secretary of Defense firing the Navy Secretary who had become embroiled in the controversy.  It now appears that CPO Gallagher will keep the Trident pin and retire honorably with his rank and pay.
I have no idea what actually took place in Iraq during CPO Gallagher’s time there.  I also do not have any personal experience with the SEAL community, other than as a young Navy bachelor in San Diego during the late 1960’s being impressed with their highly desirable standing with young women I was trying (mostly unsuccessfully) to woo.  I also have not experienced combat in a dangerous war zone where the distinction between friend and foe is uncertain.  On the other hand, I have been intimately involved in dangerous military operations with shipmates, all male.  Many of our “antics” during and after such operations would not pass muster in today’s politically correct environment.   I am not even remotely suggesting that what we did was in any way comparable to killing someone, but there were any number of inappropriate actions in which we were involved which would result in immediate disciplinary punishment today.
Where I do have comparable personal experience with Chief Gallagher is being the target of retribution by an Admiral and the entire Navy apparatus.  It is my understanding from press reports that the senior SEAL officer, an Admiral, along with “top leaders of the Pentagon” wished to make an example of Gallagher in order to improve “good order and discipline” within the military in general, and the Navy SEAL community, in particular.  Hence there was an effort to not only reduce him in rank (with a loss of considerable retirement income), but to also strip him of the pin signifying his membership in the SEAL community.   Chief Gallagher did not simply acquiesce to these attempts to punish him while also making him an example.  He obtained an attorney who assisted him in gaining public support among those who, for various reasons, believed that he was being wronged by a vengeful bureaucracy.  Soon his case came to the attention of the President who exercised his authority to order that Chief Gallagher’s pay and rank be restored.
In my case, in 1981 I incurred the wrath of the most powerful Admiral in the Navy (at the time), a fellow named Rickover, by resigning my command of a nuclear submarine because I believed that I could no longer carry out what I felt were the draconian personnel policies of the nuclear Navy.  My resignation was not well received by Rickover and all of the chain of command under him.  Although I requested re-assignment to any billet anywhere on the East Coast due to my wife’s hospitalized  mother of whom she had responsibility  (we were in Portsmouth, NH at the time), the Navy immediately ordered me to report to an aircraft carrier 7000 miles away in the Indian Ocean.   The message was clear both to me and to any others who might dare question Rickover’s policies: either conform or we will treat you exactly as the Navy treated drug offenders at the time, that is, be sent to a carrier far, far away.
Fortunately, like Chief Gallagher, I was rescued by the unilateral actions of a high-ranking civilian.  In my case it was the Secretary of the Navy, John Lehman, who had commissioned his personal attorney (one of my Naval Academy classmates) to investigate my case.  Lehman’s interest in my case was the result of a request from the Director of the Office of Management and Budget who had learned of my situation due to a serendipitous chain of events initiated but a relative.  Lehman brought me to his office in Washington, told me that I had been wronged, and offered me any available Navy job on the East Coast, including working for him.  In doing so, the Secretary, just as Trump, made a decision in opposition to senior military leadership, because he felt it was the correct action.  
I relate this experience to illustrate how powerful uniformed leaders within the military can easily run roughshod over juniors with virtually no resistance.  I do not know what motivated members of the NCIS and JAG corps to initially prosecute Chief Gallagher, but if the senior SEAL officer wanted to make an example of him, the wheels certainly turned in accordance with his wishes.
In response to the broader issue, I would suggest that efforts to sanitize war are ultimately futile.  If we continue to send young men into harm’s way in absolute hellholes where there are few rules for those wanting to stay alive, we must be very careful how we react to their battlefield actions.  Suffice it to say, that war is not only hell, but complicated hell.  
There is one thing of which I am certain:  I am forever grateful to Secretary Lehman for his intervention on my behalf, and I am equally certain that Chief Gallagher is thankful for President Trump rescuing him. 
I thought you might like to know.
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