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1. NAME OF PROPERTY 

Historic Name: U.S.S. Lexington 

Other Name/Site Number: (CV-16, CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT-16, AVT-16) 

2. LOCATION 

Street & Number: U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
2914 North Shoreline Blvd. 

City/Town: Corpus Christi 

State: Texas County: Nueces Code: 355 

Not for publication: N/A 

Vicinity: N/A 

Zip Code: 78402 

3. CLASSIFICATION 

Ownership of Property 
Private: X 
Public-Local: 
Public-State: 
Public-Federal: 

Number of Resources within Property 
Contributing 

1 

Category of Property 
Building(s): 
District: 
Site: 
Structure: X 
Object: 

Noncontributing 
_ buildings 
_ sites 

structures 
_ objects 

0 Total 

Number of Contributing Resources Previously Listed in the National Register: 0 

Name of Related Multiple Property Listing: N/A 

Designated a 
NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK on 

JUL 3 1 2003 

by the Secretary of the Interior 
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4. STATE/FEDERAL AGENCY CERTIFICATION 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby 
certify that this X nomination request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation 
standards for registering properties in the National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and 
professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property X meets does 
not meet the National Register Criteria. 

Signature of Certifying Official Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

In my opinion, the property X meets does not meet the National Register criteria. 

Signature of Commenting or Other Official Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

5. NATIONAL PARK SERVICE CERTIFICATION 

I hereby certify that this property is: 

Entered in the National Register 
Determined eligible for the National Register 
Determined not eligible for the National Register 
Removed from the National Register 
Other (explain): 

Signature of Keeper Date of Action 



NPS Form 10-900 

U.S.S. LEXINGTON 
United States Deparmient of the Interior, National Park Service 

USDI/NPS NRHP Registration Form (Rev. 8-86) OMB No. 1024-0018 

Page 3 
National Register of Historic Places Registration Form 

6. FUNCTION OR USE 

Historic: Defense 

Current: Recreation and Culmre 

Sub: Naval Facility 

Sub: Museum 

7. DESCRIPTION 

Architectural Classification: Other: Essex-class aircraft carrier 

Materials: 

Foundation: Steel 
Walls: Steel 
Roof: Steel 
Other: N/A 
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Describe Present and Historic Physical Appearance. 

U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) 1943-1951 

U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) was launched in 1942 as a welded, steel hull, £'55e;c-class aircraft carrier with an 
overall length of 872 feet and a length along the waterline of 820 feet. The flight deck ran 862 feet with an 
additional 4 foot 9 inch ramp curving down at each end. The flight deck width was 108 feet. The vessel's beam 
at the waterline was 93 feet and the depth of hull was 54 feet 8 inches with a draft of 28 feet 7 inches. Her 
design displacement was 33,440 tons, standard displacement was 27,100 and the full load displacement was 
36,380 tons. Her eight Babcock and Wilcox boilers drove four Westinghouse geared steam turbines that 
delivered a speed of 32.7 knots. She carried a crew of 2,486. 

Armament for CV-16 included twelve five-inch 38 caliber dual-purpose guns mounted in four MK 32 DP twin 
mounts and four MK 40 MOD 33 single mounts. These mounts were directed by two MK 37 fire control 
directors, one mounted forward on the island, the other aft, and eight MK 51 directors. The MK 37 directors 
were served by two MK 4 fire control radars. When launched she had a total of eight MK 2 quadruple 40-mm 
Bofors anti-aircraft platforms. Four quad 40-mm mounts were located on the island, two forward of the flag 
bridge and two aft of the funnel. She also had a single quad 40-mm mount on the stem, a single quad 40-mm on 
the fantail and one each on the port and starboard catwalks. When refitted at Puget Sound in 1944 seven 
outboard quad 40-mm mounts were added, five on the starboard hull and two on the port hull. These tubs were 
attached directly to the hull rather than on the catwalk and could be removed to allow passage through the 
Panama Canal. Lexington also carried sixty-two 20-mm anti-aircraft guns. Lexington had hangar deck capacity 
for 103 aircraft. Lexington's first air group (AG-16), consisted of 89 aircraft that included thirty-two F6F-3 
Hellcat fighters, thirty-five SBD-5 Dauntless dive-bombers and eighteen TBF-1 Avenger torpedo bombers.' 

Lexington's armor was designed to meet the requirements of resistance to fire from 6-inch guns at a distance of 
11,250 to 18,700 yards." The hull was protected by steel armor, although unlike British aircraft carriers of the 
time and the future Midway class, her flight deck was not armored. The hangar deck had an armored deck of 2.5 
inches of Special Treatment Steel (STS) steel. The fourth deck was armored with 1.5 inch STS to further protect 
the engine and fire room spaces. Side belt armor varied from 2.5 to 4 inches. The steering spaces were 
enclosed with 4 inches of class B armor on the sides and 2.5 inches of STS on top. Lexington was the only 
Essex-c\ass carrier to serve throughout the war without the "dazzle pattem" camouflage measure. Instead she 
wore the solid "Measure 21" paint scheme of Navy Blue until 1945 when she was repainted in "Measure 12" a 
two-tone system of Ocean Gray and Navy Blue.̂  

Lexington's flight deck arrangements included three aircraft elevators and three bomb lifts. The elevator layout 
included two hydraulic actuated "centerline" lifts measuring 48.3' x 44.3' each capable of lifting 28,000 pounds. 
These elevators were situated fore and aft of the island just off the centerline. The third elevator, on the port 

' It was the practice early in the war to carry spare aircraft suspended above the hangar decl<. thus the discrepancy between 103 
Standard complement versus the active squadron number of 89. The Air Group numbers are from the Action report 22 September 
1943, describing the 18 September 1943 raid on Tarawa, Lexington's first mission. By the end of the war the fighter squadron had 
been increased to seventy-eight aircraft to meet the Kamikaze threat, while the torpedo and bomber units were comprised of fifteen 
aircraft each. 

" Norman Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers: An Illustrated Design History (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1985), 142. 
' Stefan Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers of the U.S. Nervy, 2d ed. (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1989), 75; Lawrence 

Sovvinski, "Champions of the Pacific, the Essex Class Carriers, part I . " Warship, vol. 2, ed. Robert Gardiner (London: Conway 
Maritime Press, 1978), 28-37; Lawrence Sowinski, "Champions of the Pacific, the Essex Class Carriers, part 2." Warship, vol. 2, ed. 
Robert Gardiner (London: Conway Maritime Press, 1978), 96-103. 
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deck edge across from the island, measured 60' x 34' and had an 18,000 pound lift capacity. The hangar deck 
included large openings along the port and starboard side that could be closed with roller doors. These side 
openings provided ventilation which allowed starting aircraft on the hangar deck to warm up prior to their 
positioning on the flight deck. The hangar deck could be internally divided laterally into three isolated bays. 
Division was accomplished with asbestos curtains which could be closed from control stations in each bay. 
Aircraft maintenance was also divided by bay. Bay 3, in the stem was for heavy maintenance. Bay 2 was for 
flight operations and Bay 1, in the bow, was for storage and light maintenance. 

While other Essex class carriers were equipped with a IH 4A catapult on the forward hangar deck with hinged 
extensions on each side through the side ports, Lexington's hangar catapults were not ready by the time she was 
launched and were never installed. Lexington did have a IH 4B catapult on the flight deck. Aircraft recovery 
was accomplished with a sixteen wire MK 4 arresting gear cable system later modified so that the wires were 
spaced from the stem to just aft of the island. The arresting wire system was augmented by a set of four wire 
cable barriers. Each barrier wire was suspended several feet above the deck to snag aircraft that missed the 
arresting system cables. 

The ship's island is on the starboard side of the flight deck, halfway between the bow and stern. Island 
arrangements were placed on five decks comprised of a communications platform, flag bridge, navigation 
bridge, gun deck atop the pilothouse and an anti-aircraft platform. The island spaces provided the areas for 
control of ship operations. The Essex-class of aircraft carriers were not designed with radar fixtures in mind, 
thus each ship had a distinctive antenna array at different points in its career. Lexington as CV-16 carried a 
"bedspring" shaped SK long-range air search radar on a frame mounted to the starboard side of the funnel. An 
SC-2 air search antenna was mounted on the opposite side and a prototype height finder SM (CXBL) mounted 
in March 1943 sat atop the tripod mast. SG surface search antenna was also mounted on the mast. In 1945 
Lexington was equipped with a SO-11 zenith search, prototype air search antenna designed to fill the blind spot 
directly above the carrier. This system proved unusable, however. Lexington also had five hinged radio 
antenna masts arranged along the starboard edge of her flight deck, three forward of the island and two aft. 

U.S.S. Lexington (CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT-16, AVT-16) 1952-1991 

Lexington's present appearance is a result of her 1953-55 conversion. As a result of the Korean War and the 
continuing "Cold War," the Navy found enough money to update some of its mothballed Essex-cXass aircraft 
carriers. The Essex hulls offered the navy three advantages; first they were well built, second they were 
plentiful and third, they were a cost effective altemative to building new carriers from the keel up. In 1953 
Lexington entered dry dock to undergo conversions designated by the Ship Characteristic Board as plans SCB-
27C and SCB-125. The purpose of these conversions was to adapt the carriers to the requirements of jet-age 
aircraft. The jet engine, introduced to U.S. aircraft with the Army Air Force P-80 Shooting Star in 1945, led to 
a significant increase in aircraft weight and a decrease in low speed handling characteristics. The Navy's jet 
propelled F2 Banshee introduced in 1949 had a takeoff weight of 16,200 pounds, a marked contrast to the 
standard Navy fighter of World War I I , the F6F Hellcat, which weighed 12,441 pounds. 

Lexington was dry-docked in 1953 to undergo conversion SCB-27C (which included modifications from the 
previous conversion plan SCB-27A). The modifications involved strengthening of the flight deck in the landing 
area, removing all 5-inch twin turrets from the flight deck and relocating new, open, single 5-inch mounts. 
Larger more powerful elevators were installed as well as fittings (such as electrical outlets) to permit operation 
of jet aircraft. Stronger bomb and ammunition lifts (to accommodate "special" or nuclear weapons) were 
installed. Three standby rooms for aircrews were transferred to below deck and an escalator from the standby 
room to the flight deck was added. The island was shortened and the bridge and stack combined and side armor 
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was removed at the waterline. A deck landing mirror and higher capacity aircraft cranes were added, and 
storage capacity for aviation fuel was increased. Blast deflectors behind the catapults were installed and hangar 
space was divided by two fire and splinter proof steel doors. 

The SCB-27C specific changes included an increased beam of 103' at waterline (to increase stability), 
replacement of the Type H-4-1 hydraulic catapults with two Type C-11 steam catapults to handle heavier 
aircraft, and strengthening of the entire flight deck. As well, elevator number 3 (centerline lift) was replaced 
with a larger, folding, deck-edge lift, and hull bulges were added. SCB-125 conversions were incorporated 
during the same dry-dock period as the SCB-27C changes. These modifications added an angled flight deck, an 
enclosed "hurricane" bow, and improved dual arrester wire system (MK 7), which halved the number of arrester 
wires from sixteen to eight. The forward elevator length was increased to 70' 3", air-conditioning was added to 
certain areas such as the crew ready rooms, and crash barriers were strengthened. There were also 
improvements made to the primary flight control center and flight deck illumination as well as installation of 
improved soundproofing to island accommodations adjacent to the flight deck. 

The conversions, completed in 1955, altered the outward appearance of Lexington but left the World War II 
interior spaces largely intact. Lexington went from a carrier with a straight deck, open bow and a low rat's nest 
of radar antenna, to an angled deck carrier with an enclosed hurricane bow and a single pole antenna mast. The 
angled deck was a significant change, adding additional flight deck space and catapults. 

Despite these changes in her outward appearance, Lexington retains a strong sense of her World War II Essex-
class heritage. Intemal crew and machinery spaces are 90% unchanged from the original. Fixtures such as wall 
lockers, lighting, ventilation and passageway features date mostly from 1943. The machinery spaces (engines 
and boilers) date from 1943 as do the majority of the lesser machinery such as generators and pumps. The 
current owners of the ship have kept her in good repair, and have incorporated a minimum of changes to her 
historic structure. In 1997, Lexington received two sets of quad 40-mm anti-aircraft guns, partially restoring her 
World War II armament. Two changes of concem are the sealing over of the flight deck catapult track and the 
cutting of an access way hatch through the armored deck above the engine spaces to facilitate visitor access. 
The former is probably reversible; the latter is probably not. As well, on April 3, 2001 Lexington suffered a fire 
on the fifth level of the superstructure. The navigation and flag bridges were damaged and are currently closed 
to the public while the area is being restored.* 

Lexington's current specifications, incorporating the above conversions, are a flight deck of 910 feet, waterline 
889 feet, freeboard 52 feet, draft 30 feet, displacement 42,000 tons, and two C-11 steam catapults. 

^ Lety Laurel, "Lex is Open Today," Corpus Christi Times Caller, April 4, 2001, 
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8. STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 
Nationally: X Statewide: Locally:_ 

Applicable National 
Register Criteria: 

Criteria Considerations 
(Exceptions): 

NHL Criteria: 

NHL Theme(s): 

Areas of Significance: 

Period(s) of Significance: 

Significant Dates: 

Significant Person(s): 

Culairal Affiliation: 

Architect/Builder: 

Historic Contexts: 

A J L B _ C _ D_ 

A _ B _ C _ D _ E _ F _ G_ 

1 

IV Shaping the Political Landscape 

3. Military institutions and activities 

Military 

1943-1945 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bethlehem Steel Company, Quincy Massachusetts 
Warships Associated with World War II in the Pacific (1985) 
Maritime Heritage of the United States (ongoing) 
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State Significance of Property, and Justify Criteria, Criteria Considerations, and Areas and Periods of 
Significance Noted Above. 

Summary 

The aircraft carrier U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) qualifies for National Historic Landmark designation under 
Criterion 1, Theme IV- Shaping the Political Landscape, and Topic 3 - Military institutions and activities. The 
property may be considered under the theme study Warships Associated with World War II in the Pacific, 
completed in 1985 and the ongoing theme study Maritime Heritage of the United States. 

Lexington is significant for her association with events of World War II , having participated in almost every 
major naval campaign in the Pacific from 1943 to 1945. She was a highly decorated warship, receiving 
numerous citations acknowledging her exemplary service.̂  As an Essex-cXass carrier, Lexington is also 
important for illustrating the development of aircraft carrier design, the refinement of multi-carrier operations, 
and the integration of aviation as a primary strike weapon in naval strategy. 

Although naval aviation was utilized during World War I , aircraft assigned to warships generally provided only 
reconnaissance support for the fleet. The possibility of using planes as a naval strike weapon did not begin until 
the 1920s when aircraft capable of performing heavy bombardment against land or sea targets were built. Naval 
vessels capable of carrying several squadrons of such aircraft were developed concurrently. Thus the first eight 
carriers constructed by the U.S. Navy varied in size, speed, protection, and aircraft complement in order to 
provide the greatest number of carriers capable of launching the greatest number of air strikes, yet still comply 
with treaty-imposed tonnage restrictions. Essex (CV-9), the ninth U.S. carrier authorized, was a product of 
these earlier designs. A total of twenty-six Essex-cXass carriers were ordered by the U.S. Navy between 
February 1940 and June 1943 and twenty-four were completed. This was the largest class of carriers ever built 
by the United States and over half including Lexington (CV-16), served as part of the Pacific Fleet during 
World War 11. 

Prior to World War II , the Navy had no practical battle experience for its carriers. It was in the Pacific Theater 
that aircraft carrier operations were developed and refined. Serving as mobile air bases, carriers could maneuver 
aircraft around the open waters and the scattered island chains of the Pacific. By employing a combination of 
scouting, fighter or bomber aircraft to control the enemy's air power, groups of carriers, screened by surface 
ships, could open the way for island invasions, cover and support amphibious operations, and help to hold the 
conquered areas. Thus carriers became an integral component of nearly every island campaign throughout the 
Pacific War. With aircraft that extended the fleet's firepower beyond the range of large caliber battleship guns, 
the carrier's status was elevated from reconnaissance platform to that of major surface combatant. 

World War II and the carrier campaigns of the Pacific firmly established the role of aviation within naval 
operations and the aircraft carrier replaced the battleship as the Navy's primary strike weapon. With postwar 
advances in nuclear arms and jet propulsion, the Essex carriers were upgraded to facilitate these new weapons 
and aircraft. Thus with modifications, Lexington continued to serve through the Cold War where air power 
played an increasingly important role in the major wars and limited engagements of that period. As well, 
Lexington's final duty as an aviation training vessel serves to illustrate the Navy's continued emphasis on 

- Lexington received battle stars for operations in the Gilbert Islands, Marshall Islands, Hollandia, the Marianas and Westem 
Caroline Islands, Leyte, Luzon, Iwo Jiina, and Third Fleet Operations against Japan. As well, she was awarded the Presidential Unit 
Citation, American Area Service Medal, Asiatic-Pacific Area Campaign Service Medal, World War II Victory Medal, Navy 
Occupation Service Medal, National Defense Service Medal, Armed Forces Expeditionary Service Medal, Philippine Liberation 
Campaign Ribbon, and the Republic of the Philippines Presidential Unit Citation Badge, 
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aviation as a means to carry out its mission. 

Comparison of Lexington with Other Ess^x-Class Carriers 

Only four of the Essex-cXass carriers commissioned during World War II remain extant. All others have been 
dismantled.̂  Lexington (CV-16), and Yorktown (CV-10) located at Patriots Point, South Carolina, Intrepid 
(CV-11) at New York, and Hornet (CV-12) at Alameda, California are preserved as floating museums; the latter 
three are National Historic Landmarks. All share a common history as part of the World War II Essex-cXass 
carrier campaigns in the Pacific and all were modernized during their careers to provide service for decades after 
the war. However, each made individual contributions to these historical events and the maturing of naval 
aviation from a doctrine of fleet support to one of primary fleet weapon. Lexington is unique from the other 
Essexes for having served in every pivotal Central Pacific campaign except Okinawa. As well, she had the 
longest service record, operating from 1943 to 1991 with nearly thirty of those years spent as the Navy's 
aviation training carrier. 

Beginnings of Naval Aviation 

In 1910 the U.S. Navy, recognizing the potential value that flight would have in naval operations, appointed 
non-flyer Captain Washington Irving Chambers to keep informed of developments in aviation. Chambers 
worked closely with Glenn Curtiss, an aircraft manufacturer, Eugene Ely, an associate of Curtiss, and 
Lieutenant T.G. Ellyson, the first naval aviator (trained in aviation by Curtiss at no cost to the government) to 
demonstrate the advantages of aviation to the Navy. Together they showed that planes could be launched at sea 
when the cruiser Birmingham and the armored cmiser Pennsylvania were fitted with platforms from which 
aircraft could take off They also developed a plane that could land at sea and be hoisted by crane onto the deck 
of Pennsylvania. These early endeavors helped secure funds for the purchase of two Curtiss aircraft by the 
Navy. In 1911 through the efforts of Chambers and the superintendent of the Naval Academy, the first naval air 
station was established at Greenbury Point, near Aimapolis. In 1913 the station was relocated to the navy yard 
at Pensacola and the first aviation exercises were conducted with the fleet. Between 1914 and 1917 the Navy 
concentrated on modifying existing warships to facilitate aircraft.' 

Although the value of aviation in naval operations was recognized prior to World War I , it was during that 
conflict when British, Japanese and American navies began implementing the use of aircraft. Planes assigned to 
battleships and cmisers were used for scouting and reconnaissance, providing information about an enemy's 
fleet size and location. They could also assist in fire control during a surface ship engagement by observing 
where shots fell and conveying corrections, via radio, back to the firing vessel. As well, anti-submarine warfare 
benefited from patrolling aircraft that could locate surfaced submarines before they submerged to attack and 

" According to the Navy's online version of the Vessel Register (http://www.nvr,navy,mil/) Bennington (CV-20), commissioned 
in 1944, was disposed of by sale to the Defense Reutilization and Marketing Service (DRMS) for scrapping 01/12/94. Per 06/22/01 
conversation, the Naval Historical Center Curator Branch confirms she was partially dismantled at Port Angeles, WA before being 
towed to Alang, India where she was broken up, Shangri La (CV-38), also commissioned in 1944, was disposed of by MARAD 
exchange 08/09/88, Per a 06/22/01 conversation, the Naval Historical Center Curator Branch confirms she was sold and scrapped in 
Taiwan. Oriskany (CV-34) was commissioned in 1950 and saw no World War II service. As of 07/30/97 the ship remains at 
Beaumont Reserve Fleet, Beaumont, TX and will eventually be sold for scrap. Per a 06/22/01 conversation with the Naval Historical 
Center Curator Branch she is the only other remaining £w:ir-class carrier and her condition is very poor. As well, CVs 1-8 were 
either lost during the war or scrapped shortly thereafter while the World War 11-era CVL light carriers and the CVE escort carriers 
have all either been sold or scrapped. Of the three CVB large carriers completed after the war, only Midway (CVB-41) remains, 

' Captain Richard C, Knott, ed,. The Naval Aviation Guide, 4* ed, (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1985, second printing 
with corrections, 1988), 1-4, 
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prevent submerged submarines from resurfacing. In 1919 the General Board of the Navy recommended 
establishing a naval air service and developing fleet aviation. In 1921 the Bureau of Aeronautics was 
established which helped to integrate aviation into the Navy. The 1920s proved to be a decade of extensive 
growth for naval aviation in the United States as aircraft were regularly based aboard battleships and cmisers 
and the first aircraft carriers were developed. As well, the use of air support for expeditionary forces was 
explored and aircraft capable of carrying sufficient munitions, were built allowing navies to begin considering 
the possibilities of using aircraft as strike weapons against land targets or other warships.* 

Concurrent to the introduction of aviation into naval operations was a prevailing strategy that emphasized the 
use of naval power to gain control of the sea while denying its use to the enemy. Formulated in the late 
nineteenth century by naval historian and strategist, Alfred Thayer Mahan, U.S. Navy, "command of the sea" 
was achieved by drawing the enemy surface fleet into a decisive sea battle that would result in its total defeat.'' 
With elimination of the enemy fleet, that nation's coasts and ports were open to invasion or blockade and its 
shipping left unprotected. As well, the victor nation succeeded in securing its own shoreline and commerce 
from a potential belligerent force. Under this strategy a navy was used primarily to engage and defeat an enemy 
at sea, away from domestic shores. Coastal defense or direct attacks to the enemy's shipping were secondary 
operations. Central to the success of such warfare was the possession of a battleship navy in which armored 
surface ships with large caliber guns were the main weapons used against an enemy navy or to carry out shore 
bombardment in support of invasion. Early naval aviation was thus viewed as a secondary weapon, a useful 
technology to provide support for the fleets of battleships, cruisers, and other major surface combatants.'" 

The concept of the battleship navy as the key to a nation's security dominated naval strategy from the late 
nineteenth century up through the opening phases of World War II . Such thinking was adopted by many of the 
world's major maritime powers including Great Britain, Japan, the United States, Germany, and Russia. Its 
effectiveness had been demonstrated in at least two notable naval confrontations at the turn of the century. In 
both these incidents, the victorious navies had engaged the enemy fleet and through superior tactics and 
firepower neutralized the opposing force, secured their own shores, and made territorial gains. During the 
Spanish-American War, it had been through a decisive sea battle in 1898 that the United States defeated the 
Spanish Navy in the Philippines and expanded her sphere of influence not only to these islands but also to 
Guam and American Samoa as well as Puerto Rico and Cuba. During the Russo-Japanese War, Japan also 
gained her place among the world's naval powers. As a small island nation, Japan had experienced invasion 
and warfare with her continental neighbors since the thirteenth century. Fearful of this history of aggression, 
Japan began to modemize her navy and establish a defensive barrier of annexed Russian and Chinese island-
territories during the last quarter of the nineteenth century. During the Sino-Japanese War, 1894-1895, she 
gained Port Arthur in Manchuria, China as well as the islands of Formosa and the Pescadores." Having 
temporarily lost Port Arthur to Russia, it was through her profound defeat of the Russian Navy at the Battle of 
Tsushima, 1905. that she regained control over the important seaport and also acquired southem Sakhalin from 
Russia.'' With the benefits of a superior navy clearly apparent, naval ship building policies became increasingly 
competitive among the major maritime powers. At the end of the nineteenth century there existed an open 
intemational arms race in which the United States, Japan, and Germany competed with the leading naval power. 
Great Britain, to establish a formidable presence at sea. World War 1, however, eliminated Germany from this 

' Knott, Naval Aviation Guide, 9-11,13; Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 8-11. 
" Discussed in the 1890 publication The Influence ofSeapower upon History, 1660-1783, and subsequent writings by Mahan, 

Ronald H, Spector, Eagle Against the Sun, MacMillan Wars of the United States Series, ed, Louis Morton (New York: The 
Free Press, 1985), 19; and E, B, Potter, ed. Sea Power (Englewood Cliff, NJ: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1960), 378-379. 

" The Pescadores are situated between mainland China and Formosa, currently Taiwan, 
'= Potter, Sea Power, 347, 350-365. 
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race and established the desire among the victor nations to maintain peace through naval arms limitation.''' 

Although Great Britain, Japan and the United States had all explored naval aviation during World War 1, it was 
the British who took the lead in aircraft carrier development and formulated a body of knowledge which the 
others would adopt and modify for their own use. The Royal Navy was the first to assign aircraft to ships on a 
regular basis and by the end of World War I had completed two experimental carriers. By the 1930s under the 
threat of another war with Europe, five more carriers were constmcted. Ultimately, Britain's carrier operations 
(during the forthcoming conflict would emphasize escort protection of cargo and troopships moving along the 
sea-lanes between bases in the British Isles and her colonies throughout the Mediterranean, Middle East, India, 
and the Pacific. Because Royal Navy carrier operations were often conducted within more confined waters 
these vessels were highly vulnerable to enemy bombings from land-based aircraft. As such, British carriers had 
armored decks (a design detail not duplicated in American carriers until the end of the war) to withstand such 
attacks in addition to dual-purpose guns, anti-aircraft batteries and any protection their planes could provide. 
Such geographic considerations that drove British carrier design and strategy differed somewhat for Japan and 
the United States.'" 

At the close of World War I , Japan, having sided with Great Britain and France, gained control over the former 
German possessions in the Central Pacific that included the Marianas, Marshall, and Caroline Islands. These 
strategically placed island chains stood directly across the U.S. route to the Philippines thus establishing the 
potential for conflict. The possibility of a Japanese attack on America's holdings in the Central Pacific was 
addressed in the RAINBOW strategic war plan, under the code-name ORANGE." The ORANGE plan was one 
of a number of contingency war plans developed by a joint U.S. Army and Navy Board in the early twentieth 
century. After World War I , it was updated to reflect the current world situation. The ORANGE plan of the 
1920s and 1930s assumed that the Philippines, strategically placed between Japan and the resources of the 
Netherlands East Indies"', would be attacked. It called for the U.S. garrisons in the Philippines as well as Guam, 
Midway, and Wake, to hold the islands until the Navy's forces arrived to engage and eliminate the Japanese 
fleet. In crossing the Pacific, the U.S Navy would be required to establish a series of island bases to facilitate en 
route refueling and repair. They would also need to secure bases that placed them within reach of Japan's major 
naval installations. Under the ORANGE plan, the aircraft carrier increased the battle fleet's reconnaissance 
range and supported its mission to attack and secure strategic island targets within Japan's sphere of influence. 
As such, the U.S. began developing carriers to support fleet operations in the open waters of the Pacific. In 
response, Japan began developing her own force to both combat a U.S. carrier fleet and to aid in carrying out an 
expansionist policy throughout the South and Central Pacific and Southeast Asia." 

Development of Aircraft Carriers in the United States 

The aircraft carrier became a component of the U.S. Navy fleet with the conversion of the collier J///7//er (AC-3) 
to the experimental carrier Langley (CV-1) in 1922. Subsequent carrier development would be highly 
influenced, until the outbreak of World War II , by the arms limitation treaties stemming from World War 1. The 

" Ibid., 379-382,480-481, 
Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 2-4, 
Under the RAINBOW strategic war plan, each hypothetical enemy was assigned a color; for example: Great Britain - red. 
Germany - black, Mexico - green, Japan - orange; Spector, Eagle Against the Sun, 55-56. 
The former Dutch colony consists of the islands that currently make up the Independent Republic of Indonesia, established in 
1949. 

" Spector, Eagle Against the Sun, 55-56; Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 13; Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 5; Samuel Eliot 
Morison, The Rising Sun in the Pacific 1931 — April 1942, vol, 3, A History of United States Naval Operations in World War I I 
(Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1948; reprint, 1988), 7-8, 
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1921 Washington Naval Conference had been the first in a series of attempts by the United States, Great Britain, 
Japan, France, and Italy to maintain peace by limiting the total warship tonnage for each nation. The resulting 
1922 treaty established a scrapping program and restricted new capital ship constmction in an attempt to limit 
the warship tonnage of the United States and Great Britain to 500,000 tons each, Japan to 300,000 tons, and 
France and Italy to 175,000 tons each. The treaty also included clauses that prevented the arming or fortifying 
of bases in Pacific island possessions (except for the Japanese home islands and the American Hawaiian 
islands). The conference also endorsed (accepted by the United States, Great Britain, Japan, France, Italy, 
Netherlands, Belgium, Portugal, and China) an open door policy with China that acknowledged her territorial 
integrity. However, subsequent naval disarmament conferences throughout the 1930s were limited in their 
effectiveness and ultimately the treaty process as a means to curb the naval arms race came to an end.'̂  

A warship can be thought of as a series of components that add up to the vessel's total tonnage or displacement. 
Thus, the tonnage limits imposed by the Washington Naval Treaty had a direct effect upon carrier size and 
development. The basic factors that dictate warship design include (1) dimension, (2) armament, (3) armor, (4) 
speed, and (5) endurance or cruising range. An increase in any one of these five factors will increase the overall 
tonnage, as well as cost, unless there is a reduction in one of the other factors. Every warship is designed 
according to a series of strategic requirements that reflect the vessel's function within naval operations. They 
must also be constructed within budgetary limits. The dimensions of the ship affect not only its costs but also 
its accessibility to existing harbors, docks, and canals and thus its geographic mobility. A warship must also 
carry appropriate armament to allow it to defeat an enemy or survive an enemy assault. However, guns, armor, 
and aircraft add weight and dimension as well as cost. Heavy protection can therefore affect operational speed, 
cmising range, and fuel consumption that are dictated by the efficiency of the power plant. Powerful propulsion 
machinery can increase weight, take up valuable internal munitions and fuel storage space and of course, add to 
the cost. Warship design, therefore, requires setting priorities and working through a series of compromises in 
order to meet strategic and budgetary requirements." In addition to the pre-World War II treaty considerations 
and economic factors that affected capital ship constmction, fleet exercises, and ultimately wartime operational 
experience had a significant impact on carrier development. 

For the United States, the Washington Naval Treaty resulted in the cancellation of six battle cmisers scheduled 
for constmction. The treaty also set the limits on new carrier construction at 27,000 tons each. Carrier 
conversions were set at 33,000 tons with an additional 3,000 tons allowed for protection against air and 
underwater attack as authorized under the treaty's capital ships modemization clause. Total carrier tonnage for 
the United States was set at 135,000 tons. In an attempt to salvage the work that had already begun on the 
Lexington-cXass battle cruisers. Congress authorized the conversion of two partially constructed hulls. 
Completed in 1928, these vessels became the second and third carriers of the U.S. Navy fleet, Lexington (CV-2) 
and Saratoga (CV-3). The two 36,000-ton Lexington-cXass carriers were 888 feet overall and supported a 
compliment of sixty-three aircraft. They were designed to operate at high speeds within a fleet of fast-moving 
surface combatants.̂ " 

With the conversion of Lexington (CV-2) and Saratoga (CV-3) approximately 69,000 tons remained for 

" Poner, Sea Power, 480-484, 
'" Warship requirements were referred to as "characteristics" within the U,S, Navy. Initially, characteristics were developed by 
the Navy General Board based on evidence derived during hearings where both technical bureaus and seagoing officers provided 
data. However, by 1945 the characteristics function was absorbed by a Ship Characteristics Board within the office of the Chief 
of Naval Operations, Norman Friedman, Battleship Design and Development 1905-1945 (New York; Mayflower Books, 1978), 
7, 14, 19-21, 

Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 43; Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers, 30-31, 39; Roger Chesnau, ed,, Conway's All The 
World's Fighting Ships 1922-1946 {London: Conway Maritime Press, 1980), 101. 
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additional carriers. Based on the Lexington class, the next desired carrier would provide high speed, high 
airplane carrying capacity, and suitable armor and armament. Of the five 13,800-ton carriers proposed by the 
Navy for a five-year building plan (1929-1933), Congress approved one construction. Ranger (CV-4) entered 
service in 1934 and was the first U.S. carrier built from the keel up. At 769 feet overall, she was significantly 
smaller than the Lexington class. However, Ranger had much larger hanger area for greater aircraft stowage and 
could support some seventy-six aircraft. This was achieved by reducing armor and armament and sacrificing 
speed. With her lower propulsion power. Ranger was designed to operate within slower moving battle fleets,"' 

As with the previous carriers, the Yorktown class was limited by treaty-imposed tonnage restrictions. However, 
they differed from their predecessors in that their design was based on the experience gained by the large 
carriers Lexington and Saratoga, and the small carrier Langley in fleet exercises rather than war games data. 
Under the remaining tonnage available, a maximum of two 27,000-ton carriers could be constmcted. Studies 
for 15,000-, 20,000-, and 27,000-ton ships that emphasized aircraft capacity, and the protection, armament, and 
speed that had been lacking in Ranger were developed. The final design produced two 20,000-ton ships of 809 
feet overall. The Yorktown (CV-5) and the Enterprise (CV-6) were both launched in 1936. Remaining tonnage 
was allocated to the construction of another small carrier. Wasp (CV-7), launched in 1939. Hornet (CV-8), a 
slightly improved version of the Yorktowns, was launched in 1940 when treaty limitations were no longer in 
force. The Yorktowns, more heavily armored and with increased speed as well as a capacity for eighty to ninety 
aircraft, were essentially an improved version of Ranger. As well, it was from their design that the next and 
largest group of U.S. Navy aircraft carriers was derived, the Essex class." 

Development of the Essex-class Aircraft Carrier and Carrier Operation 

Between 1939 when studies for the Essex-cXass carriers began and April 1941 when the first vessel, Essex (CV-
9) was laid down, war had erupted in Europe, the Pacific was in turmoil, and United States entry into a conflict 
against Japan and the European Axis powers was just months away. Within this span of time Germany had 
occupied most of Europe and gained Italy and Japan as allies under the Tripartite Pact where the three countries 
pledged mutual military support and recognized each other's regional supremacy. Great Britain was left to face 
the Axis powers alone, and her colonies throughout the Middle East, Asia, and the Pacific as well as those of the 
Netherlands and France were left with minimal defenses. Tensions were mounting in the Pacific, as well, as 
Japan continued to expand her influence throughout the area. Between 1931 and 1939, Japanese forces had 
occupied Korea, Manchuria and Hainan Island, and carried out air raids and other acts of aggression against 
cities on the Chinese mainland. As well, they occupied the Spratly Islands held by French Indochina."' By 
August 1940, with permission of Vichy France, Japan began to assert more control over Indochina and showed 
a keen interest in the resources of the Netherlands East Indies, Malaysia. Borneo, Singapore, and Burma. In 
November 1940, Japan began fortifying the Marshall and Caroline Islands with airfields and seaplane bases. 
With a preference not to be drawn into confiict, the United States initially sought to protest Japan's military 
expansion through economic sanctions. In July 1940 Congress began restricting the export of resources 
associated with industrial production and wartime operations in Japan. All movement of such goods was halted 
in July 1941 through an executive order freezing Japanese assets in the United States. Concurrently, the United 
States sought to support Great Britain's European war by supplying those resources and products that would 
facilitate an Axis defeat.̂ "* 

"' Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 58-62, 68-72; Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers, 3-9; Chesneau, Conway's All the World's 
Fighting Ships, 102. 

'̂ Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 79-81, ,88-93; Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers, 44; Chesneau, Conway's All the World's 
Fighting Ships, 102, 
Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia make up the former French colony, 
Morison, The Rising Sun, vol. 3, 14-16, 37-39, 44-48, 58-60; Spector, Eagle Against the Sun, 61, 63, 64-69, 
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With a strong possibility of a two-ocean conflict on the immediate horizon, development of the Essex-cXass 
carriers reflects the United States' urgent need to prepare for such a confrontation. Although no longer limited 
by treaty tonnage restrictions as with previous classes, there was a pressing need for carriers and thus little time 
to develop a design radically different from a proven predecessor, the Yorktown class." Keeping in mind that 
ship-based air power would play an important role in naval warfare, the Navy's major concem affecting the 
Essex design was the ship's capacity to carry and operate aircraft. Under the desired characteristics developed, 
the new class would be capable of carrying four squadrons, a fifth reserve squadron, and sufficient aircraft 
replacement parts. As well, the Essexes would be fitted with armor and armament capable of withstanding 
bomb and torpedo attack. It was also important that they be able to accommodate wartime advancements in 
aircraft technology, anti-aircraft weapons, and radar. Based on the Yorktown class, six designs were developed 
between July 1939 and January 1940. The design that was chosen would result in a ship that had a straight 
flight deck, as with all her predecessors, and was heavier than the Yorktown at 27,000 tons. With an overall 
length of 872 feet it would support a complement of ninety-one aircraft. Although sacrificing the extra weight 
of flight deck armor for increased speed, like the Yorktowns, Essex had an armored hanger deck and 4-inch belt 
amior. Armament specifications included twelve 5-inch 38 caliber dual purpose guns, thirty-two 40-mm and 
forty-six 20-mm anti-aircraft guns along with two Mark 37 and eight Mark 51 directors for fire control. The 
Essexes were initially designed without radar specifications; these would be subsequently added through 
wartime modifications and upgrades. In early 1940 four Essex-cXass vessels were ordered (CVs 9-12). By May 
1940 seven more were authorized (CVs 13-19) in conjunction with a 70% expansion of the Navy. In December 
1941, CV-20 and CV-21 were authorized followed by CVs 31-40 in August 1942 and CVs 45-47 in June 1943. 
CV-35 and CV-46 were cancelled after the war.'̂ * 

The Essexes as authorized in the early phases of World War II underwent upgrades and modifications 
throughout the course of the conflict as combat experience was gained and wartime technologies advanced. 
One of the major wartime modifications affecting the extemal design of the Essexes resulted from the need to 
increase the number of anti-aircraft guns carried by the ships. This lead to a redesign of the bow, making it 
longer and wider and shortening the flight deck by 11 feet forward and 7 feet aft in order to accommodate the 
additional anti-aircraft batteries. In March 1943 the Secretary of the Navy approved these alterations. With 
several carriers currently under constmction, not all could receive this modification without significantly 
delaying delivery of the class. The "Short Hull" group (CVs 9-13, 16-18, 21, and 31) were completed without 
the modification; the remaining authorized carriers were altered and became the "Long Hull" group. Combat 
experience also drove a need for advances in the radar and radio technology that was used to locate enemy 
forces, coordinate carrier movements, and to direct offensive and defensive tactics. As such, more specialized 
radars were developed to fine-tune their detection and identification function. Ship-to-air and ship-to-ship long-
range and short-range communications were also upgraded to increase the number of frequencies for 
transmission and reception. These improvements meant more radio channels, radio sets, radar sets, as well as 
antennas all of which had to be arranged and rearranged within the upper levels of the carrier superstmcture in a 
manner that would ensure their effectiveness and minimize interference between the different signals.'̂  

Wartime modifications helped to improve the carrier's ability to withstand enemy assault and inflict damage 
upon enemy forces. With speeds that allowed them to outrun most enemy combatants and keep pace with the 
Navy's fast fleets of cruisers and destroyers, the E î'ex-class carriers were most vulnerable to other carrier air 

Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers. 201. 
"" Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers, 57-58; Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 136, 144-145; Alan Raven, Essex-Class Carriers 

(Annapolis, MD: U.S, Naval Institute Press, 1988), 3-4, 9, 
R&\tn, Essex-Class Carriers, 8, \Q-\\;YT\eATm.n, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 144-145, 151, 
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attack. Advanced communication, coordinated through the carrier's central location for synthesizing tactical 
data -the combat information center (ClC), became the key to successful fast multi-carrier task force operations. 
With radar and radio used to track ships and aircraft and to coordinate air group operations and anti-aircraft fire, 

carrier groups could conduct long-range air offensives while being assured of mutual anti-aircraft protection 
against enemy air and surface attacks. No longer considered just a reconnaissance platform, the Essexes 
elevated carriers to the status of major surface combatant. With aircraft that extended the fleet's firepower 
beyond that of battleship guns, the Essex-cXass carriers were to become the primary strike weapon for World 
War II operations in the Pacific Theater.̂ * 

In addition to the Essex class, which served as the Navy's primary fleet carrier, the United States built two other 
classes of carriers. These consisted of an emergency light carrier designated CVL, and an escort carrier, the 
CVE. As well, the design of a large, armored-deck carrier, designation CVB, was developed. In 1941, the 
United States had seven carriers but by early 1942 all but one had become casualties of the war. The 
Independence-cXass light carriers (CVLs 22-30) were therefore developed to meet the Navy's pressing demand 
for carriers while the Essex class was under constmction. Ordered in June 1942, all nine carriers, converted 
from Cleveland-cXass light cruiser hulls, were completed by the end of 1943, At 10,000 tons with a compliment 
of thirty aircraft, the light carriers served with the fast fleet groups in air combat and aircraft transport missions. 
The escort carrier program included four major classes of vessels: Sangamon, commissioned in 1942, 
Casablanca, commissioned 1943-1944, Bogue, commissioned 1942-1943, and Commencement Bay, 
commissioned 1944-1945. Close to ninety escort carriers were constmcted for the use of both the U.S. and 
Royal Navies in convoy and trade route protection as well as movement of expeditionary forces and support of 
landing operations in the Pacific, Plans for the Midway class of large carriers began in 1941 after Great 
Britain's wartime carrier experience had illustrated the effectiveness of deck armor against aerial bombardment. 
The first contract went out in 1942. However, the three ships of this class completed, Midway (CVB-41), 

Franklin D. Roosevelt (CVB-42), Coral Sea (CVB-43), were not available until 1946-1947, and did not 
participate in World War 11.̂ ^ 

Early Carrier Operations in the Pacific 1941-1942 

The December 7, 1941 attack on Pearl Harbor was designed to prevent the U.S. Pacific Fleet from interfering 
with Japan's plans to occupy areas of Southeast Asia and gain control of the region's natural resources that were 
essential to industrial and military production. In order to maintain unhindered access to this area, Japan sought 
to establish a protective island barrier running from the Kuriles in the north through the Central Pacific, around 
the Netherlands East Indies to the Burmese-Indian border. The comprehensive plan called for strikes to 
neutralize U.S. forces in Hawaii followed by the occupation of Wake, Guam, and strategic points in the 
Philippines and Malaysia. Once this phase was completed, Japan would move towards consolidating and 
expanding these Southeast Asia holdings to include Singapore, Sumatra, Bomeo, Java and other key islands.'" 
Although a number of surface combatants were destroyed or significantly damaged during the Japanese aerial 
assault of Pearl Harbor, untouched were the submarines, repair shops, power plant and fuel tanks as well as 
those vessels at sea during the attack. These included carriers Lexington, (CV-2), Saratoga (CV-3), and 
Enterprise (CV-6). As well, Langley (CV-1) was in the Philippines while Ranger (CV-4), Yorktown (CV-5), 
Wasp (CV-7) and the newly commissioned Hornet (CV-8) were stationed on the East Coast.'' 

Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 54-55. 
"' Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers. 159-160; Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers, 97, 114; Chesneau, Conway's All the World's 

Fighting Ships 105. 
Morison, The Rising Sun, vol. 3. 80-82, 164,187; Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 8-10, 
Sunk were: Oklahoma (BB-37), West Virginia (BB-48), Utah (AG-16), Arizona (BB-39), California (BB-44), Damaged were: 

Tennessee (BB-43), Nevada (BB-36), Pennsylvania (BB-38), Vestal (AR-4), Regal (AR-11), Tangier (AV-8), Curtiss (AV-4), 
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The first strikes against the Philippines, Wake, and Malaysia began December 8 followed by Guam on 
December 10. Guam fell the same day and Wake held out until the end of the month. In the Philippines, 
portions of the U.S. Navy Asiatic Fleet began to evacuate to Bomeo while those American forces remaining 
behind entered into a six-month, losing battle to hold the islands. In early December, the Japanese had also 
occupied the Gilbert Islands and were preparing for landings at Rabaul, New Britain. In late January, Japan 
secured Borneo after the Naval Battle of Balikpapan (January 23-25). By Febmary 15, Singapore had 
surrendered and southem Sumatra, the Celebes, Ambon, Timor and Rabaul were all in enemy hands. The Battle 
of the Java Sea (Febmary 27) in which Langley (CV-1) was sunk, followed by the Battle of Sunda Strait 
(February 28 - March 1) secured the surrender of Java. Rangoon, the chief seaport of Burma, and the Andaman 
Islands, 250 miles south of Rangoon, were occupied by Japanese forces on March 8 and March 23, respectively. 
As well, the Japanese had landed at Lae and Salamaua on the Papua Peninsula in New Guinea and were 
conducting air strikes against Port Moresby, also on the Papua Peninsula, and Tulagi in the Solomon Islands, 
On May 6, 1942 the Philippines finally capitulated. Thus, within the first five months of 1942, Japan's sphere 
of influence encompassed the Kuril Islands to the north, the Marianas, Marshalls, Gilberts, and Carolines in the 
Central Pacific, the Philippines, Indochina, Thailand. Burma, Malaysia, Bomeo, Netherlands East Indies, and 
portions of China, New Guinea and the Bismarck Archipelago.'̂  

During this period the American, British, Dutch, and Australian forces that remained in the Pacific worked to 
consolidate their commands and coordinate defense of their territories. With limited resources the combined 
forces could not halt Japan's conquest of the area. However, several carrier raids conducted by the U.S. Navy 
did help slow the process and also reveal weaknesses and strengths in the current methods for carrier operations. 
These missions were generally built around a task force consisting of one carrier plus escorts for protection. 
The composition of each task force changed with the requirements of each mission. Task Force 17 (TF 17) was 
organized around Yorktown (CV-5) and used to secure the U.S. presence on Samoa. From Samoa Task Force 
(TF 8), built around Enterprise (CV-6), and TF 17 {Yorktown, CV-5) conducted raids on Japanese bases in the 
Marshalls and Gilberts to protect Fiji from enemy attack. Task Force 11 (TF 11) {Lexington, CV-2) carried out 
raids on Rabaul in February which helped delay Japanese landings on Lae and Salamaua in New Guinea. Then 
in March, TF 11 accompanied by TF 17 {Yorktown, CV-5) inflicted damage to the Japanese forces in the Lae-
Salamaua area. In April Task Force (TF 16), built around Enterprise (CV-6) and Hornet (CV-8) carried out 
raids on Tokyo in a joint Army-Navy effort lead by Army Air Force Lt. Col. James H. Doolittle and Admiral 
William F. Halsey. Under this arrangement the Enterprise would provide defensive fighter coverage for Hornet 
as she carried the Army's B-25 bombers that would be launched from her flight deck to conduct the assault on 
Tokyo. This was the first time that U.S. Navy had utilized multiple carriers as part of a single task force." 

Following her rapid advance through the Pacific, Japan could further secure her gains and move towards 
establishing additional controls around India, Australia, or other Central Pacific islands. Because Rabaul, New 
Britain and points along the northem shores of New Guinea were already under their occupation, Japanese 
command chose to further isolate Australia by cutting British and American supply and communication lines in 

Dobbin (AD-3), YDF-2, YG-17, Cassin (DD-372), Downes (DD-375), Helm (DD-388), Hull (DD-350), Oglala (CM-4), Helena (CL-
50), Honolulu (CL-48), New Orleans (CA-32), Pacific Fleet ships out on mission in addition to the carriers included: heavy cruisers 
Chicago, Portland. Astoria, Indianapolis, Minneapolis, Pensacola, Louisville while the battleship Colorado and carrier Saratoga 
were stationed on the West Coast, Robert J, Cressman, The Official Chronology of the U.S. Navy in World War I I (Annapolis, MD: 
Naval Institute Press, 2000), 60-61; Morison, The Rising Sun, vol, 3, 125, 143, 211-213. 

" Potter, Sea Power, 659-661. Morison, Rising Sun, vol, 3, 166-169, 184-191, 198-206, 277-278, 285-291, 363, 357-358, 379, 
381-386, 

" Marc D. Bernstein, "The Early Carrier Raids: Proving Japanese Vulnerability," Nerval Aviation News (March-April 1992): 27-
29. 
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the South Pacific. This would entail securing access to allied-held Port Moresby on the southern shores of New 
Guinea and then advancing southeast into the Solomon Islands, New Hebrides, New Caledonia, Fiji and Samoa. 
Japan's naval leaders also sought to remove the threat that U.S. carrier forces had presented to their recent gains 
in the Pacific. As such, it was decided that in addition to the New Guinea-Solomons drive, engagements against 
Midway and the Aleutians would also be initiated in order to draw the U.S. carriers out into battle.'* 

By late April, Japan was ready to begin the southeast advance and strikes against Port Moresby and Tulagi in 
the Solomons were initiated. In response, a U.S. carrier group organized around Lexington (CV-2) and 
Yorktown (CV-5) was sent into the southeast area of the Coral Sea to halt the two Japanese carrier forces headed 
towards Tulagi." The resulting Battle of the Coral Sea (May 4-8, 1942), consisting of a series of air strikes, was 
the first carrier battle where opposing ships never came within sight of each other. American losses from enemy 
air strikes included the Neosho (AO-23), Sims (DD-409), and Lexington (CV-2). American air power, however, 
was able to inflict enough damage to enemy carriers to convince Japan to postpone the Port Moresby invasion 
for lack of sufficient air cover to protect the landing forces. Neither a victory nor a defeat for either side, this 
was the first time the Japanese advance through the Pacific had been successfully challenged."' 

The outcome of Coral Sea had no effect on the Aleutian and Midway campaign plans. Although the Japanese 
succeeded in occupying portions of the Aleutians after initial strikes on June 3, the Battle of Midway (June 4-7, 
1942) was the first major defeat for Japan. For the United States, the Yorktown (CV-5) and the destroyer 
Hammann (DD-412) were sunk against Japan's loss of four carriers and one cruiser." As well, the U.S. losses 
in aircraft were significantly lower compared to the four Japanese carriers that were each lost with their entire 
complement of planes. Casualties on the Japanese side were also greater and included a significant number of 
experienced pilots. With such high losses in materials and lives, Japan's margin of military superiority and their 
rapid advance through the Pacific were checked. Plans to move beyond the Solomon Islands were cancelled 
and Japan focused on strengthening current holdings. This gave the allied forces the opportunity to introduce 
some offensive measures into what had been a purely defensive strategy in their campaign to maintain some 
control in the Pacific.'* 

It was felt that Japan's major air base on Rabaul would be a key launching point for any forthcoming advances. 
Allied control over this facility would ultimately open the way for a southern advance into the Philippines and 
subsequent assaults against Japan. As such, the Allies developed a strategy whereby they sought to establish a 
series of airfields and advance bases through the Solomons, New Guinea, and the Bismarck Archipelago that 
could support a drive towards the capture of Rabaul. The first phase of this campaign focused on securing 
Guadalcanal, Tulagi, and Santa Cruz on the eastern end of the Solomons and Buna on Papuan Peninsula in New 
Guinea. With operations being conducted out of allied-held Port Moresby, the Papuan campaign would not 
require extensive additional naval support. However, taking Guadalcanal and the eastern Solomons would first 
require amphibious landings supported by carriers and surface ships. Once the landing sites were secured, 
airfields would be constructed to provide land-based air cover for subsequent landings further up the chain. As 
each island was secured, bases would be established that would ultimately bring air power to within range of 

" Potter, Sea Power, 662-663. 
" Lexington (CV 2) and Yorktown (CV 5) were part of Task Group 17,5 (TG 17,5) and included a protection screen of four 

destroyers and a fueling group of two oilers and two destroyers, TG 17,5 was part of the larger Task Force 17 that included TG 17,2, 
an attack group of five cruisers and five destroyers, and TG 17,3, a support group of three cruisers and two destroyers, Samuel Eliot 
Morison, Coral Sea, Midway, and Submarine Actions, May 1942 -August 1942, vol, IV, A History of United States Nerval Operations 
in World War 11 (Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1949; reprint, 1988), 19, 

Potter, Sea Power, 664-667, 
" Morison, Coral Sea, vol, 4, 87. 

Potter, Sea Power, 686-688. 
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Rabaul. Operations began August 7, 1942 with landings in the Solomons and continued until the Japanese 
withdrew north from the Papuan Peninsula in January 1943 and began evacuating Guadalcanal the following 
month. In the six months it took to secure the waters around Guadalcanal and the eastern Solomons there were 
six major naval battles resulting in the loss of carriers Wa.sp (CV-7) and Hornet (CV-8) and over two dozen 
surface combatants in addition to auxiliaries and patrol boats. As well. Japan had expended tremendous military 
resources at Guadalcanal, Unable to recover from these losses Japan, after Guadalcanal, essentially fought a 
defensive war for the remainder of the conflict. Conversely, the allied forces, backed by increasing military 
production, were able to initiate and maintain an offensive drive that would result in the defeat of Japan.''' 

With the first phase of the Rabaul campaign completed, there was a pause in military operations as allied leaders 
developed a basic overall strategy for the offensive against Japan. In January 1943 the Combined Chiefs of 
Staff agreed to allocate a greater percentage of men and material to the Pacific and by May, it was decided that 
the American Joint Chiefs of Staff would lead the campaign. The basic stmcture of the campaign involved three 
major drives across the Pacific carried out by the Central, South, and Southwest Forces of the Navy's Pacific 
Fleet in conjunction with the Army's forces for the Southwest Pacific Area. The Central Pacific Force was to 
advance from Pearl Harbor towards securing the major Japanese naval base on Truk in the Caroline Islands. 
The South Pacific Force in the Solomons and Southwest Pacific Force in New Guinea were to cooperate in a 
drive to Rabaul with the Southwest Pacific Force then continuing on to secure the north coast of New Guinea. 
Under a fourth drive. North Pacific Forces were to liberate the Aleutians from Japanese occupation forces. 

Prior to World War I I , the U.S. Navy was organized on a task basis. Under the jurisdiction of a Commander in 
Chief, the United States Fleet was divided into a Battle Force (consisting of battleships, destroyers, and some 
cruisers), based in the Pacific and a Scouting Force (consisting mostly cmisers to carry out fleet reconnaissance) 
stationed in the Atlantic. Each task-based force was organized into vessel types that were further divided into 
flotillas, squadrons, or divisions. Each vessel type commander reported to the force commander who in turn 
reported to the Commander in Chief, the United States Fleet. With the advent of war in Europe and a pending 
conflict in the Pacific, a 1941 Executive Order reorganized the United States Fleet into three area fleets - the 
United States Pacific Fleet, the United States Atlantic Fleet, and the United States Asiatic Fleet. This 
organizational structure was designed to allow for more flexibility in the composition of forces within the fleets 
in order to meet changing international conditions. By early 1942 the Asiatic Fleet no longer existed and by 
early 1943 the Pacific and Atlantic Fleets were organized into numbered fleets consisting of type forces (for 
administrative purposes) and task forces (for operational purposes) assigned to geographic areas. Types were 
subdivided into flotillas, squadrons, and divisions for distribution among task forces.'*" 

Under Fleet Admiral Chester W. Nimitz, commander of the U.S. Pacific Fleet and the Pacific Ocean Area, the 
Central Pacific Force became the U.S. Fifth Fleet under Admiral Raymond A. Spruance and the South Pacific 
Force became the U.S. Third Fleet under Admiral William F. Halsey, Jr. The Southwest Pacific Force became 
the U.S. Seventh Fleet under Admiral Thomas C. Kincaid. The Seventh Fleet, however, was not under the 
jurisdiction of the Pacific Fleet and the Pacific Ocean Area but instead was placed under the command of 

" Major naval battles included: August 9, 1942, Battle of Savo Island (night surface action); August 24-25, 1942, Battle of the 
Eastern Solomons (carrier action); October 11-12, 1942, Battle of Cape Esperance (night surface action); October 26, 1942, Battle of 
Santa Cruz Islands (carrier action. Hornet lost); November 12-15, 1942, Naval Battle of Guadalcanal (cruiser, battleship/night surface 
action); November 30, 1942, Battle of Tassafaronga (night surface action). Potter, Sea Power, 692-710; Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 60-
66. 

John C, Reilly, "Organization of Naval Aviation in World War I I , " Nerval Aviation News (May-June 1991): 26-31; idem, 
"Island Hopping in WWII, from the Gilberts to the Marshalls," Naval Aviation News (January-February 1994): 31-35; Standards and 
Curriculum Division, Training. Bureau of Naval Personnel, Naval Orientation, NAVPERS 16138, Revised, (n.p., June, 1945), 236-
244. 
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General Douglas MacArthur's forces for the Southwest Pacific Area. Type Forces for the Pacific Fleet included 
Air Force, Amphibious Force, Battleships, Cmisers, Destroyers, Service Force, Minecraft, Motor Torpedo Boat 
Squadrons, and Submarine Force. Task Forces (TF) were subdivided into Task Groups (TG), and Task Units 
(TU) as needed. Thus TU 58.2.3 was a component of TG 58.2 which was a component of TF 58 which was a 
component of the Fifth Fleet. The carriers and their support ships were organized as the Fast Carrier Task Force 
and were accordingly subdivided into task groups or units. Each carrier had its own air wing that consisted of 
aircraft organized into various squadrons. Each squadron was identified by its alphanumeric designation 
indicating the type and function of the aircraft; Fighter Squadron One, consisting of fighter aircraft, thus had the 
designation VF-1Groups of squadrons were assigned to various ships within the task force and subsequent 
groups, units and individual ships. Under the task force organizational system various components ranging 
from an individual ship or aviation squadron to a task unit or task group could be withdrawn from the force once 
the mission was completed and placed on a new reassignment. This approach allowed tremendous flexibility in 
utilizing naval resources.*̂  

The goal of the Central Pacific and South/Southwest drives was threefold: (1) to establish control over the 
Luzon Strait between Luzon Island in the Philippines and Formosa and block Japan's access to the resources of 
the Netherlands East Indies; (2) to establish bases close enough to sustain strategic bombing of Japan's military 
and industrial sites; and (3) to secure key areas to facilitate a possible invasion of the Japanese home islands.̂  ' 
A general timetable was established to meet these objectives. Beginning in November 1943, the Fifth Fleet 
would commence actions against the Gilbert Islands to obtain advance bases for attacking the Marshall Islands. 
Landings in the Marshalls would begin by January 1944 in order to move towards carrier assaults on Tmk by 
June 1944. Landings on Guam and other Marianas islands would begin by October 1944 to establish airfields 
for B-29 land-based bombers. Tmk was to be secured by December 1944 with the Palau Islands as the next 
goal. The dual advance by the Third and Seventh Fleets on Rabaul was to continue up through the Japanese-
held islands in the central and northern Solomons and along the Huon Peninsula of New Guinea. Rabaul was to 
be taken by Febmary 1944. Hollandia, on New Guinea's northem coast was to be taken by August 1944. After 
securing and gaining control of key bases in the Central Pacific and New Guinea/Solomons area, the allied 
forces could move towards the Philippines, the Ryukyu Islands, and the four major Japanese home islands."*̂  

World War Il-era land-based aircraft were larger and carried heavier weapons loads and were not designed to 
cover long distances like the smaller, lighter carrier-based bombers. As well, U.S. carriers, with unarmored 
flight decks were highly vulnerable to air assault, especially from land-based aircraft. Thus, land-based air 
power was much more suitable to neutralize targets or intercept attack within the confined waters and land areas 
of New Guinea and the Solomons. Aircraft carriers, on the other hand, serving essentially as mobile air bases 
were highly suitable for operation in the vast stretches of the Central Pacific with the ability to maneuver 
aircraft in and around the open waters between the scattered island chains. Through the use of scouting aircraft, 
carriers could conduct reconnaissance operations and air searches to evaluate the enemy's strength and position. 

'̂ The "V" referred to the class of fixed wing aircraft that included airplanes, gliders and drones; the "F" referred to its function as 
a fighter. With wartime improvements in aviation and changing priorities throughout the war, numerous different designations 
evolved during World War II for naval fixed wing aircraft squadrons. By mid-1943 these included VSB for scout bombers, VTB for 
torpedo bombers, VO/VS for observation scout, VPB for patrol bombers as well as VR for transports, VJ for utility planes and 
VSN/VN for training, Roy A, Grossnick, Dictionary of American Nerval Aviation Squadrons (Washington, DC: Naval Historical 
Center, 1995), 1-4; Knott, Naval Aviation Guide, 71-73, 

Potter, Sea Power, 689-692, 712; Cressman, Official Chronology of the U.S. Navy, 350-351; Office of the Chief of Naval 
Operations, U.S. Naval Aviation in the Pacific, (n,p.: United States Navy, 1947), 1-3, 5; Roy A, Grossnick, United States Nerval 
Aviation 1910-1995 (Washington, DC: Naval Historical Center, 1997), 451-459; Idem, Dictionary, 537-540. 

Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 52-53, 1 13,1 17; Potter, Sea Power, 711, 
The four main islands of Japan were Hokkaido, Honshu, Shikoku, and Kyushu, See also Potter, Sea Power, 717-718; 

Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 114. 
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With fighter aircraft, carriers could protect the fleet and landing forces by intercepting and destroying enemy 
aircraft. As well, the carrier's bomber aircraft could strike enemy airfields and naval forces ashore or at sea, and 
inflict sufficient damage to render them neutral and unable to attack or defend. By controlling the enemy's air 
power, groups of heavy and light carriers, screened by surface ships, could open the way for island conquests, 
cover and support amphibious operations, and help to hold the conquered areas. Thus carrier operations were to 
dominate the Central Pacific campaign.'" 

U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) 1943-1945 

Laid down as Cabot on July 15, 1941 by Bethlehem Steel Company at Quincy Massachusetts, CV-16 was 
renamed Lexington on June 16, 1942 in honor of Lexington (CV 2), lost earlier in the Battle of the Coral Sea. 
She was launched on September 26, 1942, commissioned Febmary 17, 1943 and arrived at Pearl Harbor in 
August. Lexington's first mission came in September 1943 as the flagship for a task group conducting raids on 
the Gilbert Islands. 

Gilbert Islands Campaign (September - November 1943) 

The goal of the Gilberts campaign was to establish advance bases for future assaults on the Marshall Islands 
from which bases would be secured for strikes on major Japanese installations in the Carolines and the 
Marianas. Japan occupied the atolls of Makin, Tarawa and Abemama in the Gilberts.̂ '' The U.S. held Samoa 
and, by June 1943, had established airfields at Funafuti, Nukufetau and Nanumea in the Ellice Islands, southeast 
of the Gilberts, and on Baker Island, due east of the Gilberts. Operations were to begin mid-November with the 
objective of securing Makin, Tarawa, and Abemama. 

The preliminary phases of the campaign were carried out September 1 through October 6 with carrier air strikes 
against select islands. On September 18-19 planes from Lexington (CV-16), Independence (CVL-22), Belleau 
Wood (CVL-24) and Princeton (CVL-23) fiew missions against Betio Island in Tarawa Atoll. The raids 
resulted in damage to some Japanese military resources, but the most important outcome was Lexington's 
reconnaissance photos that were essential for planning the Tarawa landings. Three weeks later the same ships 
along with Essex (CV-9), Yorktown (CV-5), and Cowpens (CVL-25) carried out raids against Wake Island in 
order to misdirect the Japanese about the location of the upcoming assault. In anticipation of a major U.S. 
attack against Wake Island, the Japanese Navy did move a number of their warships away from the Gilberts area 
and into the northem Marshalls. 

*• At the beginning of World War 11 a typical carrier aircraft group included fighting, bombing, scouting, and torpedo squadrons. 
Although the squadrons carried specific designations, their duties and functions often overlapped. Fighters, designed primarily for 
combat with enemy planes, carried machine guns as well as bombs and rockets and could therefore also be employed as bombers to 
attack ship and land targets. Torpedo bombers launched torpedo attacks and were also used as light bombers. Both scouting and 
bomber squadrons employed dive-bombers, the most accurate of the bomber aircraft. This allowed the scouting squadron to carry out 
reconnaissance and then join with the bomber squadrons to carry out strike missions. As surface and airborne radar evolved and took 
over the search and detection function of scouts, these squadrons began to disappear, generally replaced by increasing the number of 
planes to the fighter and bomber squadrons. World War II fighters included the Grumman F4F Wildcat (with folding wings) 
introduced in 1941, the F6F Hellcat, 1943, and the Vought Corsair F4U introduced in 1944 (night fighter with inverted gull wing). 
The Navy's primary torpedo bomber after the Battle of Midway was the TBF-1 Avenger, Scout/dive-bombers included the Douglas 
SBD Dauntless introduced in 1940 and SB2C Helldiver, introduced in 1943. John C, Reilly, "Organization of Naval Aviation in 
World War I I , " Naval Aviation News (May-June 1991): 26-28; Office of the Chief of Naval Operations, 5-6; Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 
51-52, 75-58, 75-76, 

An atoll is a ring of small coral islands and reefs that partially enclose a lagoon. Several small islands make up each of the 
Makin, Tarawa, and Abemama atolls. On some of the islands the Japanese had consttucted airfields and other military installations. 
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Amphibious operations in the Gilberts began on November 20 with simultaneous landings on Makin and 
Tarawa. The assault was organized around a Northern Attack Force (TF 52) destined for Makin and a Southern 
Attack Force (TF 53) headed for Tarawa, each consisting of numerous surface combatants and amphibious 
vessels.̂ ' The Fast Carrier Task Force (TF 50) was divided into four task groups to provide support for the 
amphibious forces. Carrier Interceptor Group (TG 50.1) consisted of Lexington (CV-16), Yorktown (CV-5), and 
Cowpens (CVL-25) and was supported by two battleships and six destroyers. November 19-23, TG 50.1 carried 
out strikes on Japanese airfields on Jaluit and Mili, located on the southern end of the Marshalls. These assaults 
served to suppress any air power that might interfere with the Tarawa landings. When amphibious operations 
began on Tarawa, aircraft from Lexington and Cowpens assisted in intercepting Japanese planes attempting to 
counteract the landings. The Northem Carrier Group (TG 50.2), built around Enterprise (CV-6) and light 
carriers Belleau Woods (CVL-24) and Monterey (CVL-26) as well as three battleships and six destroyers, 
conducted pre-assault aerial bombardment of Makin and then joined TF 52 to cover the landings. The Southem 
Carrier Group (TG 50.3) consisted of Essex (CV-9), Bunker Hill (CV-17) and light carrier Independence (CVL-
22), four cruisers and five destroyers. TG 50.3 had conducted strikes on Rabaul in early November to neutralize 
any Japanese forces that might try to cover the Gilberts and supported TF 53 with pre-landing bombardment of 
Tarawa. Relief Carrier Group (TG 50.4) included Saratoga (CV-3) and Princeton (CVL-23), two light cmisers 
and four destroyers. TG 50.4 also carried out pre-assault strikes against Rabaul as well as Nauru to neutralize 
Japanese support for the Gilberts and then provided air cover for the Tarawa and Makin forces.''* 

Both Makin and Abemama fell in two days with little opposition from land forces and virtually no interference 
from Japanese air power. Tarawa was taken in four days but with heavy loss of life due in part to the island's 
heavy fortifications which were not sufficiently neutralized in the pre-assault bombardment. With objectives in 
the Gilberts met, there were now air bases from which to launch the upcoming campaign against the Marshalls. 
The Gilberts campaign also contributed towards the development of coordinated multi-carrier operations and 
illustrated that air coverage provided throughout all phases of amphibious assault was essential to the success of 
such operations.'" 

Marshall Islands Campaign (December 1943 - February 1944) 

Operations against the Marshalls immediately followed the Gilberts campaign with carrier strikes on Kwajalein 
and Wotje atolls in early December 1943. Continuing her work with TG 50.1, Lexington carried out raids on 
the airfield and lagoon area of Roi Island in Kwajalein Atoll that damaged two Japanese light cruisers, sunk a 
10.000-ton military cargo transport, downed twenty-seven aircraft and destroyed three bombers on the ground.̂ " 
Howe\ er, during the assault Lexington was struck on the starboard side of her stem by a Japanese torpedo 
bomber killing nine men, wounding thirty-five and inflicting sufficient damage to remove her from further 

••̂  The Northern Attack Force (TF 52) included four battleships, four cruisers, six transports, three escort carriers, three LSTs 
(Landing Ship Tank), and one LSD (Landing Ship Dock), The Southem Attack Force (TF 53) included sixteen transports, three 
battleships, five cruisers, five escort carriers, twenty-one destroyers, and one LSD, Samuel Eliot Morison, Aleutians, Gilberts and 
Marshalls, June 1942 - April 1944, vol. 7, A History of United States Naval Operations in World War 11 (Boston: Little, Brown and 
Company, 1951; reprint, 1975), 114-116. 

"* Morison, vol, 7, Aleutians, Gilberts, and Marshalls, 116-118, 141, 336-342, 
With the introduction of the Eijer-class carriers into Central Pacific operations, the Navy also brought improvements in carrier 

aircraft. The Grumman F6F Hellcat fighter plane, which replaced the Grumman F4F, gave U,S, Navy aviators an advantage over 
their Japanese counterparts with an engine that possessed the speed and maneuverability which allowed it to out dive and out climb 
the Zero, Japan's top naval fighter aircraft. It also had greater firepower. The Navy had also upgraded the Douglas SBD Dauntless 
scout/bomber and introduced the SB2C Helldiver in the Pacific by fall 1943, Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 57-58; see also Potter, Sea 
Power, 738-749 and Morison, Aleutians, Gilberts, and Marshalls, vol, 7, 92-98, 136 for campaign details, 

TG 50,1 included Lexington (CV-16), Yorktown (CV-5), Cowpens (CVL-25), four heavy cruisers, one light cruiser, and six 
destroyers. Monson, Aleutians, Gdberts, and Marshalls, vol. 7, 189-194. 
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action in the Marshalls.''' Lexington was sent on to Pearl Harbor and then Bremerton Navy Yard in Washington 
for comprehensive repairs. 

The Marshalls campaign called for the capture of key Japanese holdings on the atolls of Kwajalein in the middle 
of the chain and Eniwetok on the northwestern reaches as well as the occupation of undefended Majuro. The 
first pre-invasion strikes came at the end of January 1944 from land-based planes in the Ellices and the Gilberts 
which focused their raids on neutralizing Japanese air fields on Mili and Jaluit. These were followed by strikes 
from the Fast Carrier Task Force, now designated Task Force 58 under the command of Vice Admiral Marc A. 
Mitscher." As with the Gilberts operations, the carriers were divided into four task groups that conducted pre-
assault bombardment of strategic sites on Maloelap, Wotje, and Kwajalein. The carriers also provided cover 
during the Kwajalein invasion which helped to secure the area in four days. Because of its westem location, 
Eniwetok could be protected by Japanese air cover provided from the Marianas and the major naval installation 
at Truk Atoll in the Caroline Islands. As such, when the assault on Eniwetok began in mid-February one carrier 
group remained to cover amphibious operations while the other three headed towards Tmk. Eniwetok was 
secured in three days and the carriers succeeded in not only neutralizing the Japanese air bases on Truk but also 
in conducting strikes on Guam, Tinian and Saipan which destroyed grounded aircraft and provided 
reconnaissance photographs of airfields and beaches suitable for assault. 

By securing and establishing operating bases on Tarawa, Makin, Abemama, Kwajalein, and Eniwetok, allied 
forces were able to conquer remaining Japanese-held areas in the Gilberts and Marshalls. Or, rather than 
expend troops and supplies for a total occupation of the area, some islands would simply be contained and 
rendered inoperable to the enemy with occasional air raids and the interception of supplies and reinforcements.̂ ' 
With control of this region in allied hands, Japan moved the majority of its fleet at Tmk to safer waters in the 
Palau Islands on the western end of the Carolines. This action served to further isolate the Japanese installations 
at Rabaul, which were subject to periodic neutralizing raids launched from allied-held areas in the Solomons, 
and helped facilitate the allied advance through New Guinea. As well, with the power of Truk significantly 
reduced, allied forces could control the island as well as other Japanese bases in the eastem Carolines with a 
combination of carrier and land-based air power which helped paved the way for an invasion of the Marianas. 

Under the leadership and direction of Rear Admiral Marc A. Mitscher, the carrier raids conducted at Truk, 
Guam, Tinian and Saipan in conjunction with the Marshalls campaign clearly demonstrated both the tactical and 
strategic advantages of multi-carrier operations. As the first to take full advantage of the "extreme mobility" of 
the carriers, Mitscher successfully utilized the carriers to concurrently cover amphibious landings, conduct 
neutralizing strikes, and carry out reconnaissance and pre-invasion bombardment for upcoming campaigns, thus 
setting the pattern for subsequent carrier operations. Mitscher came to command the carriers in December 1943 
at the request of Nimitz who, in consultation with a small group of close colleagues, sought to replace the 
current commander Rear Admiral Charles A. Pownell with a leader who would use the carriers more 
aggressively. At the time Mitscher was Commander Fleet Air West Coast. As a 1910 graduate of the U.S. 
Naval Academy and a Naval Aviator since 1916 he was chosen in part because of his extensive experience in 
naval air. Primarily though, he was selected for his proven leadership in current carriers operations that 
included command of the Hornet (CV-8) during the Doolittle Raid on Tokyo, and participation in the Battle of 
Midway and the Guadalcanal and Central Solomons campaigns. In early January Mitscher took command of 

" Japan announced that they had sunk Lexington. This would be the first of several such claims that led to the carrier's nickname 
"Blue Ghost," 

" "Vice Admiral Mitscher emerged from the war as the acknowledged leader of carrier aviation. Providing inspiring leadership 
to the previously misused carriers, he lead the Fast Carrier Task Force in all its major operations," Reynolds, Fast Carriers, 388, 

" For example, although the majority of the Marshalls chain was occupied by allied forces, Mili, Jaluit, Wojte and Maloelap 
remained Japanese until the end of the war, Morison, Aleutians, Gilberts, and Marshalls, vol, 7, 311. 
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Task Force 58 as senior carrier division commander of Carrier Division Three. In March, after the Marshalls 
campaign, Mitscher was upgraded from senior carrier division commander to Commander Fast Carrier Forces 
Pacific Fleet and promoted to the rank of Vice Admiral. From this date until May 1945, Mitscher commanded a 
task force of 12 fast carriers, 650 airplanes, 8 battleships, as well as cmisers and destroyers. He also made 
Lexington his flagship from March to November 1944.''' 

Hollandia Campaign (March 1944 - May 1944) 

By March 1944 the Southwest Pacific Forces had secured the Admiralty Islands and the Huon Peninsula and 
were ready to strike Hollandia in northem New Guinea. In addition to allied land-based air power, the 
Hollandia campaign would require carrier forces to support the invasion and to neutralize any Japanese air 
strikes launched from the Palau Islands and the westem Carolines. 

With repairs completed, Lexington returned to the Pacific in early March 1944 as flagship for Task Force 58. 
The carriers gathered at Majuro and Lexington and the members of Task Group Three (TG 58.3) departed on 
March 22 to carry out neutralizing strikes against naval installations in the Palaus.'' By April, three groups of 
Task Force 58 were preparing to support the Hollandia landings and TG 58.3 was assigned to bombard enemy 
installations. Between April 21 and 23 planes from Lexington and the other carriers destroyed most of the 
Japanese aircraft and ships that had not already departed Hollandia and damaged several ammunition dumps and 
fuel areas. Showing little resistance, Hollandia was quickly secured and the Lexington group moved on to carry 
out strikes against Truk which had been heavily reinforced since the Febmary raids. These assaults followed by 
routine air raids from heavy bombers based out of Eniwetok rendered Tmk useless to Japan for the remainder of 
the conflict." 

The drive up the New Guinea coast continued with the fall of Wakde Island in mid-May followed by landings 
on Biak Island at the close of the month. To combat the allied invasion of Biak, a highly desirable site for land-
based air support, Japan directed aircraft and surface ships from the Central Pacific to the waters off New 
Guinea for a mid-June assault on Biak. Concurrently, the U.S. carrier forces had begun raids on the Marianas in 
preparation for an invasion of Saipan. In response, the Japanese redirected their ships to depart the New Guinea 
area and join surface units off the Philippines headed for the Marianas. This move allowed the allied forces to 
secure Biak and to complete the drive to Cape Sansapor at the western end of New Guinea, some 500 miles off 
Mindanao, the southern-most island of the Philippines. With control over northern New Guinea and the 
Admiralty Islands allied forces could now employ a combination of air, sea and land-based power to keep the 
Japanese installations at Rabaul neutralized and suppress any other enemy interference emanating from the New 
Guinea area.̂ ' By the end of July 1944, a Philippines invasion was possible. 

Marianas Campaign (June 1944 - August 1944) 

Keyno\d. Fast Carriers, 124, 125, 133, 140-141, 145, 
In all, the group sank some thirty-six Japanese vessels totaling close to 130,000 tons. This included a destroyer, a large cargo 

ship, three large, one medium and one small tanker, six medium and three small transports, Samuel Eliot Morison, New Guinea and 
the Marianas. March 1944 - August 1944,\o\. %, A History of United States Naval Operations in World War I ! (Bos\.on: Little, 
Brown and Company, 1953, reprint, 1989), 32. 

TG 58.1 consisting of Hornet, Belleau Wood, Cowpens, and Bataan was to hit airfields and defenses at Wakde, Sawr, Sarmi 
April 21-24; TG 58,2, Bunker Hill, Yorktown, Monterey, and Cabot, was to strike Wakde and Hollandia airfields April 21 and support 
landings in Humbolt Bay, The assaults on Truk resulted in the destruction of some fifty-nine aircraft in the air and another thirty-four 
on the ground as well as two fuel dumps and numerous buildings and barges, Morison, History of United States Naval Operations, 
vol. 8, 27-41, 

" Ibid,, 27-41; Potter, Sea Power, 757-760, 
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Securing and controlling Saipan, Tinian, and Guam were the main objectives of the Marianas operations. These 
islands would provide the allies with bases from which they could control the Japanese supply lines to the 
westem Carolines and New Guinea and carry out assaults on the Palaus, Leyte and Luzon in the Philippines. 
Formosa, and the Bonin and Volcano Islands north of the Marianas. They could also provide bases to conduct 
long-range air strikes against the Japanese home islands. The first landings were set for Saipan on June 15 while 
assaults on Guam and Tinian depended upon the success of events in Saipan. Task Force 58 was again divided 
into four task groups and Lexington served as part of TG 58.3. Following neutralization strikes June 3-9 on 
airfields at Peleliu in the Palaus, and Woleai and Yap in the central and western Carolines, carrier air groups and 
surface ships began bombardment of Saipan and Tinian, June 11-13. Lexington and TG 58.3 succeeded in 
sinking two transports, destroying oil tanks and inflicting extensive damage to a railroad yard. With the Saipan 
assault under control, two of the carrier groups were detached on June 14 to carry out raids on Iwo Jima 
airfields."* 

When the allied invasion forces learned that Japanese naval units were en route from New Guinea and the 
Philippines to counteract operations, the Guam, Tinian, and Iwo Jima campaigns were temporarily cancelled 
and the carrier groups were ordered to rejoin in anticipation of a confrontation. By June 18 the Task Force had 
reassembled some ninety miles southwest of Saipan and eighty miles northwest of Guam. The opening phases 
of the subsequent Battle of the Philippine Sea (June 19-20) began on the moming of June 19 when Japanese 
planes from Guam and Tmk were spotted and intercepted by Task Force planes before they could inflict any 
damage to the carriers. Shortly thereafter, a large group of Japanese carrier aircraft was detected some 40-50 
miles from the Task Force and also downed by carrier planes. This was followed by a series of air battles that 
continued for nearly eight more hours as the planes of Task Force 58 succeeded in destroying significant 
numbers of Japanese aircraft launched either from carriers or Guam air bases.'' On June 20, the Japanese fleet 
was located and planes from Task Force 58 succeeded in severely damaging several warships, auxiliaries, and 
more aircraft. Lexington's contribution included major damage to two carriers and three transports. 

With the threat of interference by Japan's naval forces removed, the carriers of Task Force 58 resumed support 
of the Marianas operations. Lexington carried out pre-invasion strikes on Guam (June 25-July 5, July 18-21). 
She also conducted neutralization strikes on the Palaus (July 25-27) and the Bonin Islands (August 4-5). First 
Saipan, then Tinian and finally Guam came under allied control and by mid-August the Marianas were secured. 
The Japanese not only lost their advance bases into the Carolines but also, with over 450 carrier- and land-based 
planes destroyed during the two-day Battle of the Philippine Sea, incurred losses in naval air power from which 
they would not recover for the duration of the conflict.*" 

Philippines Campaign (September 1944 - April 1945) 

With the loss of the Marianas, Japan began a defense strategy that focused primarily on the home islands, the 
Ryukyu Islands, the Philippines, and Formosa to control the Luzon Strait and ensure the passage of oil and other 
essential resources from the Netherlands East Indies. However, for some time U.S. submarine forces had 
concentrated on the destruction of enemy tankers operating in the straits. This initiated a fuel crisis forcing the 
Japanese Navy to divide its fleet, allocating the majority of carriers to northern home island ports for repair and 

Potter, Sea Power, 749-768; Morison, History of United States Naval Operations, vol, 8, 149-179. 
Cdr. Paul D, Buie of the Lexington compared the downing of enemy planes to a wild turkey shoot. This phase of the battle is 

therefore referred to as the "Marianas Turkey Shoot." Morison, VIII, 257 note. 
Total aircraft losses for Task Force 58 were about 130 planes. Tinian and Guam were more lightly garrisoned than Saipan and 

their conquest less costly in lives. Overall casualties for the southern Marianas were 5,000 American and 60,000 Japanese. Potter, 
Sea Power, 760-770. 
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training while surface ships operated out of the Singapore area where fuel was plentiful. The allied strategy was 
thus to gain control of the Philippines in order to permanently divide the Japanese fleet, to blockade supplies to 
Japan, and to establish advance bases for strikes against Japanese-occupied territories in Southeast Asia as well 
as Formosa, and the Ryukyus and home islands. 

The Philippines campaign was to begin September 15, 1944. On that date the Central Pacific Forces, now 
designated as the Third Fleet, would commence operations to establish staging and support bases in the Palaus 
and the westem Carolines.̂ ' The command was also to support MacArthur's Southwest Pacific Forces as they 
secured advance bases on Morotai and the Talaud Islands off Mindanao at the southern end of the Philippines. 
Mindanao was to be invaded on November 15 and Leyte Island, in the central Philippines, by December 20. 
Assaults on Luzon, the northem most island, would take place once the other invasions were under control. 
Lexington carried out raids against Yap and Ulithi in the western Carolines (September 6) followed by strikes 
on Mindanao (September 9-10), and Manila and Luzon (September 21-22). Lexington's work as well as that of 
the other carrier groups revealed the islands to be more lightly defended than initially believed. As such, the 
invasions of Yap, the Talauds, and Mindanao were cancelled and the invasion of Leyte was moved up to 
October 20. Invasions of Morotai, Angaur and Peleliu in the Palaus, and Ulithi proceeded. The carriers of Task 
Force 38 as well as planes from the Seventh Fleet and the Fifth Air Force out of Biak provided air support. 
Allied control of these islands, essential to the Philippines invasion, was completed between September and 
November." 

Leyte (October 1944 - December 1944) 

October 10-12, the Third Fleet carried out neutralization strikes against the Carolines, Formosa and the China 
coast, Luzon and other Japanese-held areas that could possibly launch interference against the Leyte invasion. 
Planes from Lexington and her task group conducted raids on Okinawa in the Ryukyus and Formosa, 
contributing to the overall work of Task Force 38 that included destruction of enemy shipping facilities, aircraft 
installations, ammunition dumps, freighters, small craft, and numerous planes. The Third Fleet proceeded to 
Leyte to join the main invasion forces that were moving in from Manus, in the Admiralty Islands and Hollandia. 
In support of the landings, planes from all four carrier groups struck airfields and shipping sites near Manila 
Bay and key points in Northem Luzon while planes from the Southwest Pacific Force stmck enemy sites in the 
Netherlands East Indies and Mindanao, Oct 17-24. With potential enemy interference effectively suppressed, 
some 60,000 troops and 100,000 tons of equipment were put ashore at Leyte on October 20, the first day of 
amphibious operations." 

In response to the Leyte landings Japan launched a major four-pronged naval attack to contain the invasion 
force and halt the transport of allied troops and supplies into the area. Two Japanese forces embarked from the 
home islands to attack Leyte from the north and two forces steamed out of Singapore to strike from the south. 
The U.S. Third Fleet, stationed off of Luzon, was reduced in size to the carriers and support ships of Task Force 
38; the remaining vessels were reassigned to support the Seventh Fleet stationed in and around Leyte Gulf The 

This included Peleliu and Anguar in the Palaus and Ulithi Atoll and Yap Island between the Palaus and the Marianas in the 
westem Carolines. In September the Central Pacific Force was designated the U.S. Third Fleet under the command of Admiral 
William F. Halsey who replaced Admiral Spruance who had commanded it as the Fifth Fleet. Vice Admiral Marc A. Mitscher 
remained in command of the Fast Carrier Task Force now called Task Force 38, Potter, Sea Power, 771-774, 

" Potter, Sea Power, 771-774, 777-780. 
" Tacloban, the capital, and Dulag, some 17 miles south, were the two sites for the amphibious landings. The Tacloban airstrip 

was in allied hands and both landing sites had expanded a mile inland by the close of the first day of the invasion. Potter, Sea Power, 
771-774; Samuel Eliot Morison, Leyte, June 1944 -January 1945, vol, 12, A History of United States Naval Operations in World 
War //(Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1958; reprint, 1988), 86-108, 
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Task Force was again divided into four task groups and Lexington was assigned to Task Group Three (TG 38.3). 
As the forces converged, the subsequent Battle for Leyte Gulf consisted of several actions over several days 
which included four major naval battles: the Battle of Sibuyan Sea (October 24), the Battle off Cape Engano, 
the Battle of Surigao Strait, and the Battle off Samar (October 25)." 

As one branch of the Japanese southern force headed through the Sibuyan Sea, it was intercepted and severely 
damaged by Third Fleet aircraft. The Lexington group helped to sink a battleship and damage three cmisers 
during the October 24 action. The remaining Japanese ships retreated from the area. Three carrier groups of TF 
38 were then ordered to intercept the carrier branch of the Japanese northern force that was assembling off Cape 
Engano, Luzon, During the October 25 battle, the task groups succeeded in neutralizing the Japanese carrier 
force while the Lexington group sunk one heavy and two light carriers. Meanwhile, the Seventh Fleet was left 
to handle what remained of the Japanese forces heading for Leyte. The vessels of the Sibuyan branch of the 
southem force had reversed their retreat and were now steaming around Samar to reach Leyte from the north. 
As well the second branch of the southern force had been joined by the second branch of the northern force and 
the combined group was headed through the Surigao Strait to attack Leyte from the south. Most of the major 
surface combatants of Seventh Fleet were ordered to the Surigao Strait leaving the escort units located off 
Samar and the northern approaches of Leyte Gulf to be covered by the Task Force 38 carriers. The October 25 
action at Surigao resulted in severe losses for the Japanese. However, with the TF 38 carriers engaged off Cape 
Engano, the escort units were not adequately protected against Japan's heavy combatants moving in from the 
north. One of the escort units, caught in the fire of this force, lost three destroyers and one escort carrier in the 
subsequent Battle off Samar. This confrontation also saw the first use of the Kamikaze (Divine Wind) Special 
Attack Corps as six planes struck the escort group damaging several more vessels and sinking one." 

The Japanese, without achieving their main objective of containing the amphibious invasion, lost over 300,000 
tons of combat ships in the Battle for Leyte Gulf" These losses, as well as those inflicted at the Marianas, 
resulted in irreparable damage to Japan's naval strength. However, this severe defeat did not prompt an 
immediate withdrawal of Japanese forces from the island and pave the way for an uncontested occupation of the 
Philippines by allied forces. Throughout October and November 1944, planes from the Third Fleet carriers 
continued strikes against enemy airfields and shipping in and around the Philippines and in spite of heavy 
kamikaze attacks succeeded in significantly reducing the area's Japanese naval forces. On November 5, 
Lexington, although heavily damaged in such an attack, was able to continue flight operations which allowed 
her to sink an enemy heavy cruiser and prevent a kamikaze strike on the carrier Ticonderoga (CV-14). It would 
take until the end of December before all Japanese resistance in Leyte was contained. With the island in allied 

Each task group consisted of about twenty-three ships that included two heavy carriers, two light carriers, two battleships, three 
cruisers, and fourteen destroyers. One group could be dispatched for fuel and supplies while three would remain on duty. The 
Seventh Fleet included amphibious forces of transports, cargo vessels, and craft as well as bombardment and fire support groups that 
included battleships, destroyers, and cruisers. Escort carrier units that included destroyers and destroyer escort screens were located 
east of Leyte Gulf and were assigned to carry out anti-submarine, anti-aircraft and ground patrol support. Potter, Sea Power, 777-
780; Morison, History of United Slates Naval Operations, vol. 10, 86-108. 

The Japanese force of four battleships, six heavy cruisers, two light cruisers and eleven destroyers arrived off Samar a little 
after 1:00 AM on October 25, When they encountered one of the carrier escort task units consisting of six escort carriers, three 
destroyers and four destroyer escorts they assumed it was a heavy carrier task group and they opened fire. The escort unit was unable 
to combat the heavy shelling and turned south towards Leyte in hopes of meeting Seventh Fleet surface ships. Although the 
destroyers and escort carrier planes did infiict some damage to the Japanese ships, the unit was eventually overtaken in the chase. 
However, when the Japanese flagship tumed to evade torpedoes, it fell behind in the chase and its commander lost touch with both the 
enemy and his own forces. His attempt to regain order over his vessels ended the battle before the escort unit was completely 
destroyed. The Japanese force withdrew with four battleships, two heavy cruisers, a light cruiser and seven destroyers. Potter, Sea 
Power, 780-795, 

Losses included three battleships, four carriers, ten cruisers, and nine destroyers. Ibid,, 795, 
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hands, Manila and Luzon became the next Philippine objectives." 

Luzon (December 1944 - April 1945) 

To recapture Manila on Luzon, allied forces would need to secure airfields north of the city and on Mindoro 
Island, situated to the southwest. Task Force carrier planes covered Japanese-held airfields on Luzon while 
amphibious forces landed on Mindoro, December 15, unopposed. The Luzon landing was scheduled to take 
place at Lingayen Gulf, north of Manila on January 9, 1945. Having retumed to the Philippines after a month of 
repair work, Lexington \oir\c6. the other carrier groups as well as Seventh Fleet escort carriers and Army Air 
Forces to support the upcoming operations. On January 4-7 the carriers neutralized most of the Luzon airfields 
and then departed to cover the South China Sea and prevent reinforcements from reaching Lingayen. On 
Januar>' 10-22 Lexington and the other carriers sunk enemy freighters and tankers and carried out strikes against 
Hong Kong, the Pescadores and Formosa as well as Saipan and conducted a photo reconnaissance mission over 
Okinawa. With Lingayen and most of Luzon secured and potential enemy reinforcements contained, allied 
forces landed unopposed near Subic Bay January 29, 1945 to begin the drive to Manila. Between Febmary and 
April some thirty-eight more landings were carried out to liberate and secure the Philippines.''* 

Iwo Jima Campaign (February 1945 - March 1945) 

Beginning in late November 1944, land-based air strikes against Tokyo had been launched from bases in 
Saipan. However, because of the vast distance between islands, bomb loads had to be reduced to ensure that the 
B-29 aircraft conducting the raids would have enough fuel to retum from their mission. As well, enemy bases 
on the Volcano and Bonin Islands could intercept or provide advance warning to Tokyo of the approaching 
planes. The objective of securing Iwo Jima in the Volcanos was to neutralize both of the island chains and to 
establish a closer base to launch an invasion of Okinawa in the Ryukyus and to conduct air strikes against 
Tokyo and other strategic areas of the home islands. Landings on Iwo Jima were scheduled for Febmary 19, 
1945. The Central Pacific Force was once again designated the Fifth Fleet under the command of Admiral 
Raymond A. Spruance and the Fast Carrier Forces became Task Force 58. 

On February 16-17 planes from Lexington, as part of TG 58.2, and the rest of the carriers of TF 58 stmck Tokyo 
airfields to neutralize potential reinforcements and conducted pre-landing bombardment of Iwo Jima. They also 
provided close coverage through the first days of the invasion until waves of kamikaze planes began a 
counterattack against the Fifth Fleet and the carrier forces on February 21. On February 22 Lexington and TF 
58 departed the area to rendezvous with 200 B-29 aircraft for a massive raid on Tokyo scheduled for Febmary 
25. Lexington continued more strikes against the Japanese home islands until March 7 when she departed for a 
stateside overhaul at Bremerton Navy Yard. 

It took over a month, rather than the forecasted five days, to seize and secure Iwo Jima. Operations were 
hindered from start to finish by the island's soft volcanic ash shoreline that bogged down the landing vessels, to 
the intricate fortifications and the highly trained troops that had been installed by the Japanese in anticipation of 
the invasion, to the kamikaze attacks. By the close of March, with heavy casualties on both sides, the island 
was held by allied force and the assault on Okinawa was in the opening phases." 

The kamikaze attack to Lexington left fifty men killed or missing, 132 injured; the island gun platform was destroyed and the 
signal bridge was heavily damaged. Overall during this period carrier planes sunk three cruisers, ten destroyers as well as numerous 
transports, other auxiliaries and aircraft as well as a complete convoy. Potter, Sea Power, 795, 814-816. 

** Potter, Sea Power, 818-822. 
Ibid,, 824-828. 
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Okinawa Campaign (April 1945 -July 1945) 

The allied conquest of Okinawa, at the southem end of Japan's Ryukyu Islands was essential for establishing 
bases to complete the blockade of Japan and for launching sustained air strikes upon key industrial centers and 
supporting a possible invasion of the home islands. 

Landings on Okinawa were scheduled for April 1. The initial task of the carriers was to contain potential 
interference from the airfields in Formosa, the Ryukyus and Kyushu, Japan's southem-most home island. Once 
bases were established they were to protect the steady stream of troops and supplies that would be moving into 
the area to complete the conquest of the island. In mid-March, Task Force 58, without Lexington but supported 
by land-based bombardment from the Marianas, China and the Philippines, commenced pre-assault strikes on 
Okinawa. On the first day of landings about 50,000 troops went ashore and seized two airfields, meeting only 
scattered resistance. However, this light opposition was soon countered by the island's 100,000 defenders and 
sustained, large-scale kamikaze attacks. By mid-June the attacks began to decline as the carrier forces steadily 
improved their response techniques and strengthened early detection with more surface radar patrols and more 
radar stations in northern Okinawa and other offshore islands. As well, allied ground forces had steadily built 
up Okinawa's air power that, supplemented by B-29s operating out of the Marianas and China, could contain 
any reinforcements embarking out of Kyushu. The carrier forces were able to depart the area to prepare for a 
series of July strikes against Japan, Okinawa was declared secure on July 21 with high casualties on both 
sides.™ 

Third Fleet Operations Against Japan (July 1945 - August 1945) 

In mid-May, the Fifth Fleet was again designated the Third Fleet and Lexington, after completing her stateside 
overhaul, rejoined Task Force 38 on May 22 to carry out strikes against the Japanese home islands." 
Throughout the month of July, Task Force 38 planes conducted raids on airfields and factories at Honshu and 
Hokkaido which included strikes against Tokyo and naval bases at Yokosuka and Kure where remnants of the 
Japanese fleet were either sunk or heavily damaged. Concurrently, Third Fleet surface combatants bombarded 
the Japanese coast. 

Meanwhile, in May, Germany surrendered leaving Japan without an ally and Russia announced it would not 
renew its neutrality pact with Japan. In June, the Japanese emperor had begun to seek a means to end the war in 
spite of strong political factions in Japan that were against surrender. In July, the Potsdam Conference, which 
specified postwar treatment of the defeated Germany, also included a general proclamation calling for the 
unconditional surrender of Japan. Japanese leaders would not accept an unconditional surrender which did not 
in some way preserve the imperial system. The allied powers agreed that an unconditional surrender would 
apply only to the armed forces but did not provide a specific answer regarding the fate of the emperor or the 
imperial system. Without a clarification on this point, Japan was not prepared to respond to the Potsdam 
Proclamation and the allied leaders interpreted this silence as a decline to surrender. 

The July bombardment of Japan continued unbroken into August when the first atomic weapons were dropped 
from a B-29 on Hiroshima, August 6. Russia invaded Manchuria and declared war on Japan, August 8. On 
August 9 another bomb was dropped on Nagasaki. August 10, Japan and the allied powers agreed to discuss a 
surrender where the imperial system would be preserved under an emperor that was chosen by the Japanese 

™ Ibid,, 828-833, 
" Admiral Halsey once again relieved Admiral Spruance and Admiral John S, McCain relieved Mitscher as commander of the 

Fast Carrier Task Force, Ibid,, 828-833. 
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people through free elections and subject to the authority of the Supreme Allied Commander in Japan. The 
Third Fleet continued to conduct raids against the islands. Japan accepted the terms of surrender on August 14. 
On August 15 Lexington launched her final strikes against Japan. When word of surrender reached the Third 
Fleet, a cease-fire was ordered and all planes retumed to task force carriers. On September 2, aboard the 
battleship Missouri in Tokyo Bay, the instruments of surrender were signed.̂ " 

With the end of hostilities, planes from Lexington flew precautionary patrols over Japan, dropped supplies to 
prisoner of war camps on Honshu and stood guard off shore during the surrender ceremony. She continued to 
support the occupation until December 3 when she departed Tokyo Bay with homeward bound veterans, 
arriving in San Francisco on December 15, 1945. 

The Cold War and U.S. Security Policy 

As the United States, Great Britain, and the Soviet Union began to work towards establishing stability in 
postwar Europe and Asia, tensions developed when the allies disagreed over implementation of various peace 
provisions that had been agreed upon during wartime conferences. This early discord found the U.S. and 
Britain frequently united in their views and in opposition to the Soviet perspective. Ultimately the peace 
process became a contest between the western allies and Soviet Union to rebuild Europe according to political 
and economic systems strongly influenced by either communist or democratic principles. Military tensions also 
accompanied these diplomatic stmggles. In 1945, the Soviet Union possessed the largest army in the world and 
was still capable of overmnning the war-weakened areas of Westem Europe, the Middle East, and Asia. The 
U.S. had the world's most powerful weapon, the atom bomb, but faced a diminished military force as Congress 
responded to public demand and authorized swift demobilization and reductions in the defense budget. The 
bomb did provide the U.S. with military superiority until 1949 when the Soviet Union acquired atomic 
weapons. 

This post-war stmggle gradually evolved into a quasi-global conflict in which opposing sides allied with either 
the U.S. or the Soviet Union and their respective political and economic philosophies.During the first years of 
the so-called "Cold War" the Soviet Union was seen by the U.S. and her allies as the only source for a serious 

Ibid,, 833-835. 
" The 1945 peace brought armies of liberation to the countries of Europe and Asia, In accordance with the agreements reached at 

Yalta and Potsdam the allied forces were to jointly occupy Germany and Berlin, ensure liberated peoples the opportunity to establish 
their own governments, and negotiate peace settlements with the former Axis states, Japan was to be occupied solely by American 
forces under the Supreme Allied Commander and the Allied Council for Japan with direction from the Far Eastem Commission, By 
1950 most of Westem Europe, which had been host to American and British liberating forces, had established predominately 
democratically influenced, post-war governments. This included France, Belgium, the Netherlands, Italy, Austria and the French, 
British and American occupation zones in Germany and their respective sectors in Berlin, Most of Eastem Europe, which had been 
liberated by Soviet forces, had established communist governments. This included Poland, the Baltic States, Hungary, Bulgaria, 
Rumania, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia and the Soviet sector in Berlin. Korea was divided along the 38* parallel. The northern 
portion of the peninsula, liberated from Japanese occupation by Soviet forces had set up a communist govemment. The southem 
portion, liberated by U,S, forces, now had a democratic govemment, China's nationalist govemment had evacuated to Taiwan after 
falling to the communist forces who in tum entered into a 30-year pact of mutual assistance with the Soviet Union, In French 
Indochina, civil war was also on the horizon as Nationalist and Communist forces sought to exploit the power vacuum left upon the 
withdrawal of Japanese troops. As well, Indonesia and other colonial govemments in Southeast Asia and elsewhere were stmggling 
for independence and dealing with communist forces and other political factions competing for power. These geopolitical boundaries 
established shortly after the war would become the lines of demarcation in the quasi-global conflict between communist and 
anticommunist forces. They would also be the sites for many of the uprisings, or wars, which characterized world events over the 
next fifty years. Hallie Brooker, US Navy Ships from the Cold War 1945-1989, Potential Candidates for National Historic Landmark 
Designation, A Preliminary Report (Unpublished draft report. National Historic Landmarks Program, National Park Service, 2001), 1-
10. 
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military threat. It was assumed that any future war would be a land-based confrontation with the Soviet Union 
and the use of nuclear weapons could ensure a swift defeat while their destructive power could also serve as a 
deterrent to any major confrontation. However, the next war was a United Nations-sponsored, conventional war 
in Korea where the joint UN forces took every measure to contain communism to North Korea and not to 
provoke the direct participation of China or the Soviet Union for fear of nuclear retaliation. 

The Korean War (1950-1953) marked the beginning of a national security policy in which the U.S. sought to 
maintain superiority in weapons and military strength in order to wage or deter war and to contain communism 
within the lines of demarcation established at the end of World War II . This policy was characterized by a 
nuclear arms race between the U.S. and Soviet Union and a series of conventional wars and limited 
engagements where smaller countries, with the assistance of the major nuclear powers, fought to establish 
communist or democratic governments. It continued until 1989 when the communist govemments of Europe 
and the Soviet Union collapsed. The guaranteed mass destruction of nuclear weapons did serve to prevent a 
direct confrontation between the two superpowers and the Soviet policy to promote communism and the U.S. 
policy advocating democracy was carried out indirectly through the political stmggles of other nations.̂ '* 

E,sst?jc-class Carriers and Post-War Carrier Development 

After 1945, the U.S. Navy, as well as the Army and Air Force (established as an independent service from the 
Army in 1947) began to develop strategies to address the growing tensions of the postwar world and to 
implement the nation's security policy. As such the Navy sought to build a fleet capable of waging or deterring 
war, one which would complement the Army and the Air Force's ability to deliver nuclear weapons against 
land-based targets. 

World War II firmly established the role of aviation within naval operations and carriers replaced battleships as 
the Navy's primary weapon of force. As well, by the late 1940s, nuclear weapons could be delivered by carrier 
bombers or guided missiles carried on submarines, cmisers, or carriers. Thus, carrier aircraft, which had 
transitioned from propeller to jet propulsion, were initially the preferred means for the Navy to carry out nuclear 
bombardment of strategic sites. To meet this objective, the Navy began to center its fleet on the carrier attack 
force. Postwar developments in carrier design thus involved the construction of larger carriers capable of 
supporting heavier jet aircraft and nuclear weapons. In addition to increased size, three major design changes 
reflective of these needs would be developed and incorporated into postwar carrier designs. These included an 

Numerous limited engagements began as early as 1946, when Russia began pressuring Turkey for access and control of the 
Dardanelles and civil war rebels in Greece were supported by Soviet ally, Yugoslavia, The U,S, provided arms and military advisors 
to Greece, sent the U,S,S, Missouri to Istanbul and two months later established a new command in the Mediterranean, the Sixth Fleet. 
In 1948, Czechoslovakia's coalition govemment, no longer under postwar Soviet occupation, was seized by the Communist Party. 
Between 1948 and 1949 the Soviets implemented the Berlin Blockade as they tried to force the Westem Allies from their occupation 
sectors in Berlin by blocking supply and communication lines. In 1953 and 1958 when Communist forces from the Chinese mainland 
threatened to invade the Nationalist-held islands of Quemoy and Matsu, the U,S, ordered the Seventh Fleet to the Taiwan Strait in a 
show of force. The 1955 Suez Crisis occurred when Egypt sought to purchase arms from communist controlled Czechoslovakia and 
the U.S, sought to discourage such interaction. In 1956, Hungary attempted and failed to overthrow their communist govemment. In 
1958 the U.S. provided direct military aid to Lebanon to contain a communist uprising and ensure a peaceful transition to a non-
communist govemment. In the 1961 Berlin crisis, Soviets succeeded in erecting a wall to seal off the communist and non-communist 
zones and halt the flow of East Germans into West Germany via Berlin. In 1968, Soviet forces succeeded in abmptly halting 
Czechoslovakia's attempt to introduce reform to their communist govemment. In 1961, CIA-sponsored Cuban refugees attempted to, 
and ultimately failed in, invading Cuba to overthrow the Castro regime in the Bay of Pigs incident. The Cuban missile crisis, in 
which the U,S, succeeded in forming a blockade to intercept the Soviet arms shipment headed for the island, occurred in 1962. The 
U.S. also intervened in the Dominican Republic in 1965, Grenada in 1983, and Panama in 1989 in order to contain the spread of 
communism in the Caribbean, The Korean War (1950-1953) and Vietnam War (1954-1975) were the longest sustained conflicts 
faced by America during the Cold War, Ibid, 
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angled flight deck which allowed simultaneous take-off and landing of carrier air groups, steam catapults which 
provided the additional boost jets needed for take-off and mirrored landing systems which assisted the jet pilot 
in carrier landings.'̂  

Due to restricted defense budgets in the first years following World War I I , the Navy was not authorized to 
construct new carriers. However, conversion of existing vessels and completion of vessels begun under wartime 
appropriations were authorized. As such, the 24 Essex-cXass carriers remaining at the end of the war provided 
the Navy with its initial fleet of postwar attack carriers. Most of these ships were modemized under various 
conversion programs beginning in 1948 and continuing into the 1960s in which they received angled decks, 
steam catapults, and upgrades in weapons and fire control systems.'̂  These modifications allowed them to meet 
the postwar naval mission until replaced by new carriers and re-designated to serve in anti-submarine, training, 
or other carrier support roles. 

Although the Midway class of carriers was developed during World War II none were completed before the end 
of hostilities. Unlike the Essex design that was based on pre-war Yorktown class, the CVB large carriers were 
not limited by 1922 treaty-imposed restrictions in displacement. Thus, the Midways were much larger than the 
Essexes and incorporated an armored flight deck to protect against surface fire and aerial bombardment. With 
these characteristics, the Midways were the only carriers that could operate postwar weapons and early jet 
aircraft without any modifications until the late 1950s at which time they received upgrades that included angled 
flight decks and steam catapults. The Midway class bridged the transition from the pre-jet, treaty-limited 
carriers of World War II and the large postwar type "supercarriers" designed to accommodate heavier aircraft 
and weapons. 

The United States was to be the first postwar class of large supercarriers. Development of the design, the size 
and shape of the hull, and angled flight deck was to be determined primarily by the characteristics of the 
heaviest aircraft the carrier would operate. Although Congress cancelled constmction of the United States in 
1949, the concepts of the design were carried over into the Forrestal class and subsequent carrier designs. The 
four ships of the Forrestal class, completed 1955-1959, were the first large postwar supercarriers built from the 
keel up, incorporating angled deck, steam catapults, and the capacity to launch nuclear and conventional strikes. 
After Forrestal, the U.S. Navy brought nuclear propulsion to carrier operations with the constmction of 
Enterprise, completed in 1961. The Navy retumed to conventional power with the Kitty Hawk class, completed 
1961-1968. which was essentially an improved version of Forrestal. With the Nimitz class, completed 1975-
2001. the Navy returned to building nuclear-powered carriers." 

''• Development of the attack carrier forces would also involve advances in anti-aircraft, anti-ship, and anti-submarine weapons to 
provide protection to the carriers. Designs in cmisers, destroyers, and destroyer escorts evolved to carry these nuclear or conventional 
weapons and focused more exclusively on protection duty. Ultimately the submarine would become the Navy vessel most suitable to 
deliver long-range nuclear warheads. The Regulus I and II, long-range cmise missiles designed to be launched from submarines and 
adapted for cmisers and carriers, were used from 1954-1964 and provided a means for delivering nuclear warheads to land targets, 
Regulus II was cancelled in favor of developing the Polaris intercontinental ballistic missile system, Polaris differed from earlier 
submarine-launched missiles in that it could be fired from underwater, Polaris was followed by the Poseidon (early 1970s) and 
Trident (early 1980s) systems. Ibid., 11-16. 

Most of the E.ssexes were modemized under the SCB 27A and 27C and the later SCB 125 and 125A programs. In all, there 
were five distinct modemization programs: SCB 27A (1948-1953), SCB 27C (1951-1956), SCB 125 (1954-1957), SCB 125A (1957-
1959), and SCB 144 (modemization of 27A CVs in 1960), SCB 27A was the first program carried out 1948-1953. The next 
program, SCB 27C was carried out in two versions: basic 27C included the modifications under SCB 27A plus several other changes. 
Advanced SCB 27C, which was Lexington's program, included the alterations under basic SCB 27C plus additional changes as well 
as SCB 125 modifications all completed in one dockyard period, Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers, 143-145, 

" Brooker, U.S. Na\y Ships from the Cold War, 11. 
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U.S.S. Lexington (CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT/AVT-16) 1946-1991 

Lexington arrived in Puget Sound in May 1946 and, after a short period of operations along the West Coast, was 
decommissioned and placed in reserve at the Bremerton Naval Shipyard on April 23, 1947. While still in 
reserve and decommissioned, Lexington was redesignated as an attack carrier (CVA-16) on October 1, 1952. 
Modernizadon of the carrier commenced on September 1, 1953 when Lexington began her SCB-27C and SCB-
125 conversions. With modemization completed, the Navy recommissioned Lexington on August 15, 1955. 

After a shakedown cmise, Lexington']omc(i the Seventh Fleet at San Diego in March 1956. She operated off 
California until May 1956 when she was deployed to the Far East with the Seventh Fleet. Based at Yokosuka, 
she conducted exercises and search and rescue operations off the coast of China before retuming to San Diego 
in December 1956. After a period of coastal training, Lexington again deployed to the Seventh Fleet at 
Yokosuka where she served from June 1 to October 17, 1957 before retuming to San Diego. Following an 
overhaul at Bremerton, she was ordered to join the Seventh Fleet off Taiwan. 

In July 1958, when Communist forces from the Chinese mainland threatened to invade the Nationalist-held 
islands of Quemoy and Matsu, Lexington and the Seventh Fleet began patrolling the Taiwan Strait, in 
accordance with the U.S. pledge to support the Chinese Nationalists in Taiwan. This show of naval force 
prevented an invasion and the outbreak of hostilities between the U.S. and China. Lexington remained off 
Taiwan until departing for San Diego on December 19, 1958. 

On April 26, 1959, when she departed the West Coast for another tour of duty in the Taiwan Strait with the 
Seventh Fleet, on board were the Navy's first air-to-surface "BuUpup" guided missiles. In August and 
September she was on standby alert during the Laotian crisis and then exercised with British forces before 
departing for San Diego in November. In early 1960 she was overhauled at Bremerton Naval Shipyard before 
departing on another Far East tour that lasted until late 1961. After returning to the West Coast, Lexington was 
ordered to replace U.S.S. Antietam (CVS-36) as the Navy's training carrier at Pensacola, Florida and was 
reclassified as CVS-16 on October 1, 1962.'̂  However, she was forced to delay this duty and resumed her 
attack carrier designation in late October when the U.S. confirmed the constmction of Soviet missile sites in 
Cuba. During the Cuban Missile Crisis, Lexington stood by at Mayport Naval Station" as other ships were 
detached to the Caribbean, including the modemized Essex (CVS-9), to form a blockade to intercept the Soviet 
arms shipment headed for the island. By December, with the missile sites removed and a nuclear confrontation 
avoided, Lexington arrived at Pensacola to begin her training carrier duty. 

The Navy's training program for its pilots and observers (those with expertise in operational aspects of naval 
aviation but not pilots) evolved as aviation became more integrated into naval operations. Initially, Naval 
Aviator pilots and observers were drawn from Naval Academy graduates, naval reservists, and select enlisted 
men that volunteered for flight training. As well, a number of senior officers sought flight training because 
federal law specified that only qualified Naval Aviators could command carriers, seaplane tenders or naval air 
stations. The increased need for pilots beginning in the 1930s and continuing through World War II helped 
establish a more streamlined and rigorous training program. In the mid-1930s, the Navy's aviation program 
included a one-year course involving 465 hours of ground school and 300 flight hours. By 1941 the program 
included a month of pre-flight training at a naval reserve air base followed by extensive instruction at Naval Air 
Station (NAS) Pensacola or Jacksonville that included two weeks of indoctrination, 13 weeks of ground school. 

Anti-submarine Warfare Support Aircraft Carrier. The term established by the Navy on August 8, 1953 and applied to former 
CVs or CVAs. 

" Located near Jacksonville, Florida, 
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13 weeks of flight training and 200 flying hours before graduation. During training students were evaluated and 
assigned to patrol and utility, battleship-cmiser observation, or carrier planes. Those selected for carrier duty 
went to NAS Miami for additional training in fighter, dive-bomber and torpedo planes as well as carrier landing 
qualification, gunnery and tactics for fighter pilots. By the end of 1943 the program included 8-12 weeks of 
pre-flight training conducted through the Civilian Aeronautics Authority War Training Service (CAA-WTS) 
and numerous colleges or universities that sponsored this service. This was followed by 35-40 hours of flight 
instruction and three months of physical training. Pre-flight was followed by Primary, Intermediate, and 
Operational Training. Primary lasted 11-14 weeks and included 90-100 flight hours in naval training aircraft. 
Intermediate was 14-18 weeks with 160 hours flight time specializing in carrier, multi-engine sea or land, or 
observation type training aircraft. Students selected for carrier aircraft concluded with two months of 
Operational Training in combat-type aircraft and carrier qualifications conducted on the training carriers 
Wolverine (IX-64) or Sable (IX-81) stationed in submarine-free Lake Michigan.^" 

At the end of World War II the need for Naval Aviators decreased but the basic stmcture of the training program 
remained quite similar. Navy flight training begins at NAS Pensacola. Candidates may enter from civilian life 
through the aviation officer candidate (AOC) program or as an officer already commissioned through another 
program such as the Naval Academy or NROTC or as an active duty enlisted member (eaming a commission 
through the flying limited duty officer (FLDO) program). The AOC program lasts fifteen weeks and includes 
an introduction to military life and coursework in seamanship, organization and administration, military law, 
and the principles of sea power as well as aerodynamics, navigation and power plant academics. After 
completion candidates become commissioned ensigns in the U.S. Naval Reserve. Officers with commissions 
forego the military training received by AOCs but receive similar coursework through a six-week indoctrination 
to aviation. Both groups are instructed in flight physiology and water and land survival. Upon successful 
completion of this phase, candidates begin an approximately eighteen month training program to become a pilot 
or twelve month program to become a naval flight officer (formerly naval observer). Primary flight training for 
pilots is a twenty week course in which students must master all aspects of flight, instrumentation, navigation, 
and communication. Upon successful completion, they enter into Intermediate training and specialize in jet, 
maritime patrol (multi-engine/propeller) or rotary wing aircraft. Student jet pilots receive about 100 hours of 
flight instruction and other technical coursework. Intermediate training is completed with carrier qualifications 
that include field carrier practice landings as well as shipboard touch-and-goes, arresting landings, and catapult 
launches. The successful student then moves on to advanced training that includes instruments, night flying, 
formation, air combat maneuver, weapons training, field carrier-landing practice, and another round of carrier 
qualifications in a new aircraft. Students specializing on rotary wing aircraft or those in maritime patrol 
specializing in the carrier-based airborne-early-warning aircraft or carrier-on-board-delivery (COD) aircraft 
must also complete carrier qualificaUons.'" 

A modernized carrier was an essential part of the Navy's aviation training program, for nearly every pilot trainee 
was required to demonstrate superior skill in maneuvering their aircraft on and off the flight deck before being 
designated a Naval Aviator. January 1963 saw the commencement of Lexington's long career as the Navy's 
training carrier. This duty as a training vessel grew in significance as naval aviation played an increasingly 
important role in the Vietnam War as well as other crises of the Cold War and thereafter.̂ " In 1968, the Navy 

*° John B, Lundstrom, The First Team: Pacific Naval Air Combat from Pearl Harbor to Midway (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute 
Press, 1984), 451-454; Matt Portz, "Aviation Training and Expansion, part 2" Naval Aviation News (September-October 1990): 23-
27. 

*' Knott, Naval Aviation Guide, 47-62; Naval Aviation News, ed. Nerval Aviation Training. 75"̂  Year of Naval Aviation. 
(Washington, DC: Deputy Chief of Naval Operations Air Warfare and the Commander, Naval Air Systems Command, n.d.), 9-20, 24-
25. 

In Febmary 1965, the U.S. began an extensive air campaign against North Vietnamese military and industrial targets as a means 
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created the designation CVT, Training Aircraft Carrier and on January 1, 1969 Lexington was redesignated 
CVT-16. In 1978 she was again redesignated as AVT-16, auxiliary aircraft landing training ship, after the Navy 
adopted the term. For over a quarter-century she operated out of Pensacola as well as Corpus Christi and New 
Orleans supporting carrier qualifications for naval aviation students and continued training for both active duty 
and reserve naval pilots. During that time, the aviators that rotated through Lexington helped the ship attain a 
Navy record of 493,248 aircraft deck landings. 

Lexington was also the first U.S. Navy ship to include women in her regular crew. The first female crew 
members came aboard July 19, 1980 and at the close of her active career 273 members of her complement of 
1.200 were women. On November 26, 1991 Lexington was decommissioned as AVT-16 and was relieved as 
the Navy's training carrier by U.S.S. Forrestal (CV-59). After making the successful bid to preserve, display 
and interpret Lexington, the city of Corpus Christi, Texas prepared a new berth for the carrier as a museum ship. 
The U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay opened on October 14, 1992. At the end of her naval career, which 
spanned nearly fifty years, Lexington was the last operational unit of the Essex-cXass carriers. 

to control North Vietnam and not provoke Chinese intervention. However, after thirty-seven months of sustained bombings, combat, 
and the steady built up of ground forces, only limited improvement had occurred in the military and political situation in South 
Vietnam relative to the escalating cost of U,S, support. On November 2, 1968, President Johnson ordered the war be tumed over to 
the South Vietnamese. Brooker, U.S. Navy Ships from the Cold War, 8, 
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Previous documentation on file (NPS): 

Preliminary Determination of Individual Listing (36 CFR 67) has been requested. 
_ Previously Listed in the National Register. 
_ Previously Determined Eligible by the National Register. 
_ Designated a National Historic Landmark. 
_ Recorded by Historic American Buildings Survey: # 
_ Recorded by Historic American Engineering Record: # 

Primary Location of Additional Data: 

_ State Historic Preservation Office 
_ Other State Agency 

X Federal Agency : National Archives and Records Administration, Naval Historical Center 
_ Local Goverimient 
_ University 
_ Other (Specify Repository): 

10. GEOGRAPHICAL DATA 

Acreage of Property: Approximately 2 acres 

UTM References: Zone Easting Northing 
A 14 658600 3077670 

Verbal Boundary Description: 

The ship is accessed at 2914 North Shoreline Boulevard off State Highway 181 and berthed in Corpus 
Christi Bay along side the jetty that is adjacent to the sea wall located north of Corpus Christi Channel. 
The boundary encompasses the extreme length and breadth of the vessel as she stands at her berth. 

Boundary Justification: 

The boundary incorporates the entire area of the vessel. 
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1. NAME OF PROPERTY 

Histoiic Name: U.S.S. Lexingi 

Other Name/Site Number: (C\ 

2. LOCATION 

Street & Number: U.S.S. Lext 
2914 North 

City/Town: Corpus Christi 

State: Texas County: 1 
(2, 

Not for publication: N/A 

Vicinity: 

Zip Code: 78402 

3. CLASSIFICATION 

Ownership of Property 
Private: X 
PubHc-Local: 
Public-State: 
Public-Federal: 

Number of Resources within Property 
Contributing 

1 

Category of Property 
Building(s): 
District: 
Site: 
Strucmre: X 
Object: 

Noncontributing 
_ buildings 

sites 
_ structures 
_ objects 

0 Total 

Nimiber of Contributing Resources Previously Listed in the National Register: 0 

Name of Related Multiple Property Listing: N/A 
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1. NAME OF PROPERTY 

Historic Name: U.S.S. Lexington 

Other Name/Site Number: (CV-16, CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT-16, AVT-16) 

2. LOCATION 

Street & Number: U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
2914 North Shoreline Blvd. 

City/Town: Corpus Christi 

State: Texas County: Nueces Code: 

Not for publication: N/A 

Vicinity:_ 

Zip Code: 78402 

3. CLASSIFICATION 

Ownership of Property 
Private: X 
Public-Local: 
Public-State: 
Public-Federal: 

Number of Resources within Property 
Contributing 

1 

Category of Property 
Building(s): 
District: 
Site: 
Strucmre: X 
Object: 

Noncontributing 
_ buildings 
_ sites 
_ strucmres 
_ objects 

0 Total 

Number of Contributing Resources Previously Listed m the National Register: 0 

Name of Related Multiple Property Listing: N/A 
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4. STATE/FEDERAL AGENCY CERTIFICATION 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby 
certify that this X nomination request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation 
standards for registering properties in the National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and 
professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property X meets does 
not meet the National Register Criteria. 

Signamre of Certifying Official Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

In my opinion, the property X meets does not meet the National Register criteria. 

Signamre of Commenting or Other Official Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

5. NATIONAL PARK SERVICE CERTIFICATION 

I hereby certify that this property is: 

Entered in the National Register 
Determined eligible for the National Register 
Determined not eligible for the National Register 
Removed from the National Register 
Other (explain): 

Signamre of Keeper Date of Action 
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6. FUNCTION OR USE 

Historic: Defense 

Current: Recreation and Culmre 

Sub: Naval Facility 

Sub: Museum 

7. DESCRIPTION 

Architecmral Classification: Other: Essex-cXass aircraft carrier 

Materials: 

Foundation: Steel 
Walls: Steel 
Roof: Steel 
Other: N/A 
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Describe Present and Historic Physical Appearance. 

U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) 1943-1951 

U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) was laimched in 1942 as a welded, steel hull, Essex-cXass aircraft carrier with an 
overall length of 872 feet and a length along the waterline of 820 feet. The flight deck ran 862 feet with an 
additional 4 foot 9 inch ramp curving down at each end. The flight deck width was 108 feet. The vessel's beam 
at the waterline was 93 feet and the depth of hull was 54 feet 8 inches with a draft of 28 feet 7 inches. Her 
design displacement was 33,440 tons, standard displacement was 27,100 and the fiill load displacement was 
36,380 tons. Her eight Babcock and Wilcox boilers drove four Westinghouse geared steam turbines that 
delivered a speed of 32.7 knots. She carried a crew of 2,486. 

Armament for CV-16 included twelve five-inch 38 caliber dual-purpose gims moimted in four MK 32 DP twin 
mounts and foiu" MK 40 MOD 33 single moimts. These moimts were directed by two MK 37 fire control 
directors, one mounted forward on the island, the other aft, and eight MK 51 directors. The MK 37 directors 
were served by two MK 4 fire control radars. When laimched she had a total of eight MK 2 quadruple 40-mm 
Bofors anti-aircraft platforms. Four quad 40-mm mounts were located on the island, two forward of the flag 
bridge and two aft of the fiinnel. She also had a single quad 40-mm mount on the stem, a single quad 40-mm on 
the fantail and one each on the port and starboard catwalks. When refitted at Puget Sound in 1944 seven 
outboard quad 40-mm mounts were added, five on the starboard hull and two on the port hull. These tubs were 
attached directly to the hull rather than on the catwalk and could be removed to allow passage through the 
Panama Canal. Lexington also carried sixty-two 20-mm anti-aircraft guns. Lexington had hangar deck capacity 
for 103 aircraft. Lexington's first air group (AG-16), consisted of 89 aircraft that included thirty-two F6F-3 
Hellcat fighters, thirty-five SBD-5 Daimtless dive-bombers and eighteen TBF-1 Avenger torpedo bombers.' 

Lexington's armor was designed to meet the requirements of resistance to fire from 6-inch guns at a distance of 
11,250 to 18,700 yards.̂  The hull was protected by steel armor, although unlike British aircraft carriers of the 
time and the future Midway class, her flight deck was not armored. The hangar deck had an armored deck of 2.5 
inches of Special Treatment Steel (STS) steel. The fourth deck was armored with 1.5 inch STS to further protect 
the engine and fire room spaces. Side belt armor varied from 2.5 to 4 inches. The steering spaces were 
enclosed with 4 inches of class B armor on the sides and 2.5 inches of STS on top. Lexington was the only 
£55ex-class carrier to serve throughout the war without the "dazzle pattem" camouflage measure. Instead she 
wore the gray shade "Measure 12" paint scheme until 1945 when she was painted in Measure 21 gray.̂  

Lexington's flight deck arrangements included three aircraft elevators and three bomb lifts. The elevator layout 
included two hydraulic actuated "centerline" lifts measiuing 48.3' x 44.3' each capable of lifting 28,000 pounds. 
These elevators were situated fore and aft of the island just off the centerline. The third elevator, on the port 
deck edge across from the island, measured 60' x 34' and had an 18,000 pound lift capacity. The hangar deck 
included large openings along the port and starboard side that could be closed with roller doors. These side 
openings provided ventilation which allowed starting aircraft on the hangar deck to warm up prior to their 
positioning on the flight deck. The hangar deck could be internally divided laterally into three isolated bays. / 
Division was accomplished with asbestos curtains which could be closed from control stations in each bay. *^ 

' It was the practice early in the war to cany spare aircraft suspended above the hangar deck, thus the discrepancy between 103 stand^ complimenTTersus the 
active squadron number of 89. The Air Group numbers are from the Action report 22 September 1943, describing the 18 September 1943Wd nn T a m ^ Lexington's 
first mission. By the end of the war, the fighter squadron had been increased to 78 aircraft to meet the Kamikaze threat while the torpedo and bomber units were 
comprised of 15 aircraft each. 

' Norman Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers an Illustrated Design History (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1985), 142. 
' Stefan Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers of the U.S. Navy, 2d ed. (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1989), 75; Lawrence Sowinski, "Champions of the 

Pacific, the Essex Class Carriers, part 2." Warship, vol. I I , ed. Robert Gardiner (London: Conway Maritime Press, 1978), 96-103. 
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Aircraft maintenance was also divided by bay. Bay 3, in the stem was for heavy maintenance, Bay 2 was for 
flight operations and Bay 1, in the bow, was for storage and light maintenance. 

While other Essex class carriers were equipped with a 1H 4A catapult on the forward hangar deck with hinged 
extensions on each side through the side ports, Lexington's hangar catapults were not ready by the time she was 
launched and were never installed. Lexington did have a IH 4B catapult on the flight deck. Aircraft recovery 
was accomplished with a sixteen wire MK 4 arresting gear cable system later modified so that the wires were 
spaced from the stem to just aft of the island. The arresting wire system was augmented by a set of four wire 
cable barriers. Each barrier wire was suspended several feet above the deck to snag aircraft that missed the 
arresting system cables. 

The ship's island is on the starboard side of the flight deck, halfway between the bow and stem. Island 
arrangements were placed on five decks comprised of a communications platform, flag bridge, navigation 
bridge, gun deck atop the pilothouse and an anti-aircraft platform. The island spaces provided the areas for 
control of ship operations. The Essex-cXass of aircraft carriers were not designed with radar fixtures in mind, 
thus each ship had a distinctive antenna array at different points in its career. Lexington as CV-16 carried a 
"bedspring" shaped SK long-range air search radar on a frame mounted to the starboard side of the funnel. An 
SC-2 air search antenna was mounted on the opposite side and a prototype height finder SM (CXBL) mounted 
in March 1943 sat atop the tripod mast. SG surface search antenna was also moimted on the mast. In 1945 
Lexington was equipped with a SO-11 zenith search, prototype air search antenna designed to fill the blind spot 
directly above the carrier. This system proved unusable, however. Lexington also had five hinged radio 
antenna masts arranged along the starboard edge of her flight deck, three forward of the island and two aft. 

U.S.S. Lexington (CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT-16, AVT-16) 1952-1991 

Lexington's present appearance is a result of her 1953-55 conversion. As a result of the Korean War and the 
continuing "Cold War," the Navy found enough money to update some of its mothballed Essex-cXass aircraft 
carriers. The Essex hulls offered the navy three advantages; first they were well built, second they were 
plentiful and third, they were a cost effective altemative to building new carriers from the keel up. In 1953 
Lexington entered dry dock to undergo conversions designated by the Ship Characteristic Board as plans SCB-
27C and SCB-125. The purpose of these conversions was to adapt the carriers to the requirements of jet-age 
aircraft. The jet engine, introduced to U.S. aircraft with the Army Air Force P-80 Shoofing Star in 1945, led to 
a significant increase in aircraft weight and a decrease in low speed handling characterisfics. The Navy's jet 
propelled F2 Banshee introduced in 1949 had a takeoff weight of 16,200 pounds, a marked contrast to the 
standard Navy fighter of World War I I , the F6F Hellcat, which weighed 12,441 poimds. 

Lexington was dry-docked in 1953 to imdergo conversion SCB-27C (which included modifications from the 
previous conversion plan SCB-27A). The modifications involved strengthening of the flight deck in the landing 
area, removing all 5-inch twin turrets from the flight deck and relocating new, open, single 5-inch mounts. 
Larger more powerful elevators were installed as well as fittings (such as electrical outlets) to permit operation 
of jet aircraft. Stronger bomb and ammunition lifts (to accommodate "special" or nuclear weapons) were 
installed. Three standby rooms for aircrews were transferred to below deck and an escalator from the standby 
room to the flight deck was added. The island was shortened and the bridge and stack combined and side armor 
was removed at the waterline. A deck landing mirror and higher capacity aircraft cranes were added, and 
storage capacity for aviation fuel was increased. Blast deflectors behind the catapults were installed and hangar 
space was divided by two fire and splinter proof steel doors. 

The SCB-27C specific changes included an increased beam of 103' at waterline (to increase stability), 
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replacement of the Type H-4-1 hydraulic catapults with two Type C-11 steam catapults to handle heavier 
aircraft, and strengthening of the entire flight deck. As well, elevator number 3 (centerline lift) was replaced 
with a larger, folding, deck-edge lift, and hull bulges were added. SCB-125 conversions were incorporated 
during the same dry-dock period as the SCB-27C changes. These modificafions added an angled flight deck, an 
enclosed "hurricane" bow, and improved dual arrester wire system (MK 7), which halved the number of arrester 
wires from sixteen to eight. The forward elevator length was increased to 70' 3", air-conditioning was added to 
certain areas such as the crew ready rooms, and crash barriers were strengthened. There were also 
improvements made to the primary flight control center and flight deck illumination as well as installation of 
improved soundproofing to island accommodations adjacent to the flight deck. 

The conversions, completed in 1955, altered the outward appearance of Lexington but left the World War II 
interior spaces largely intact. Lexington went from a carrier with a straight deck, open bow and a low rat's nest 
of radar anteima, to an angled deck carrier with an enclosed hurricane bow and a single pole antenna mast. The 
angled deck was a significant change, adding additional flight deck space and catapults. 

Despite these changes in her outward appearance, Lexington retains a strong sense of her World War II Essex-
cXass heritage. Intemal crew and machinery spaces are 90% unchanged from the original. Fixtures such as wall 
lockers, lighting, ventilation and passageway features date mostly from 1943. The machinery spaces (engines 
and boilers) date from 1943 as do the majority of the lesser machinery such as generators and pumps. The 
current owners of the ship have kept her in good repair, and have incorporated a minimum of changes to her 
historic stmcmre. In 1997, Lexington received two sets of quad 40-mm anti-aircraft guns, partially restoring her 
World War II armament. Two changes of concem are the sealing over of the flight deck catapult track and the 
cutting of an access way hatch through the armored deck above the engine spaces to facilitate visitor access. 
The former is probably reversible; the latter is probably not. As well, on April 3, 2001 Lexington suffered a fire 
on the fifth level of the superstmcture. The navigation and flag bridges were damaged and are currently closed 
to the public while the area is being restored.'* 

Lexington's current specifications, incorporating the above conversions, were a flight deck of 910 feet, waterline 
889 feet, freeboard 52 feet, draft 30 feet, displacement 42,000 tons, and two C-11 steam catapults. 

* Lety Laurel, "Lex is Open Today," Corpus Christi Times Caller, April 4, 2001. 
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8. STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 
Nationally:JC_ Statewide: Locally:_ 

Applicable National 

Register Criteria: A _ B _ C _ D_ 

Criteria Considerations 

(Exceptions): A _ B _ C _ D _ E _ F _ G_ 

NHL Criteria: 1 
NHL Theme(s): IV Shaping the Political Landscape 

Topic 3. Military instimtions and activities 

Areas of Significance: Miljt 

Period(s) of Signifies 

Significant Dates: 

Significant Person(s): N/A 

Culmral Affiliation: N/A 

Architect/Builder: Bethlehem Steel Company, Quincy Massachusetts 
Historic Contexts: Warships Associated with World War 11 in the Pacific (1985) 

Maritime Heritage of the United States (ongoing) 
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State Significance of Property, and Justify Criteria, Criteria Considerations, and Areas and Periods of 
Significance Noted Above. 

Summary 

The aircraft carrier U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) is significant for her World War II service, having participated in 
almost every major naval campaign in the Pacific from 1943 to 1945. She was a highly decorated warship, 
receiving numerous citations acknowledging her exemplary service.' As an £'5,yex-class carrier, Lexington is 
also important for illustrating the development of aircraft carrier design, the refinement of multi-carrier 
operations, and the integration of aviation as a primary strike weapon in naval strategy. ^^/^^^"^^ ^ ^ ^ 

Although naval aviation was utilized during World War I , aircraft assigned to warships generalIVprovided only P 
reconnaissance support for the fleet. The possibility of using planes as a naval strike weapon dm not begin until 
the 1920s when aircraft capable performing heavy bombardment against land or sea targets yere built. Naval 
vessels capable of carrying several squadrons of such aircraft were developed concupwntlv/ Tkus the first eight 
carriers constmcted by the U.S. Navy varied in size, speed, protection, and aircraffcompmnept in order to 
provide the greatest number of carriers capable of launching the greatest number or^nf-stritces, yet still comply 
with treaty-imposed tonnage restrictions. Essex (CV-9), the ninth U.S. carrier authorized, was a product of 
these earlier designs. A total of 26 Essex-cXass carriers were ordered by the U.S. Navy between Febmary 1940 
and June 1943 and 24 were completed. This was the largest class of carriers ever built by the United States and 
over half, including Lexington (CV-16), served as part of the Pacific Fleet during World War I I . 

Prior to World War I I , the Navy had no practical battle experience for its carriers. It was in the Pacific Theater 
that aircraft carrier operations were developed and refined. Serving as mobile air bases, carriers could maneuver 
aircraft around the open waters and the scattered island chains of the Pacific. By employing a combination of 
scouting, fighter or bomber aircraft to control the enemy's air power, groups of carriers, screened by surface 
ships, could open the way for island invasions, cover and support amphibious operations, and help to hold the 
conquered areas. Thus carriers became an integral component of nearly every island campaign throughout the 
Pacific War. With aircraft that extended the fleet's firepower beyond the range of large caliber battleship guns, 
the carrier's stams was elevated from reconnaissance platform to that of major surface combatant. 

World War II and the carrier campaigns of the Pacific firmly established the role of aviation within naval 
operations and the aircraft carrier replaced the battleship as the Navy's primary strike weapon. With postwar 
advances in nuclear arms and jet propulsion, the Essex carriers were upgraded to facilitate these new weapons 
and aircraft. Thus with modifications, Lexington continue to serve through the Cold War where air power 
played an increasingly important role in the major wars and limited engagements of that period. As well, 
Lexington's final duty as an aviation training vessel serves to illustrate the Navy's continued emphasis on J y 
aviation as a means to carry out its mission. ' j ^ ^ ^ ^ 

son of Lexington with Other £!ssex-CIass Carriers 

^ t55ex-class carriers commissioned during World War II nave been broken up.* Lexington 

^ > y , ^ rJLAV\aX- X i X * - ^ 
' Lexinglontt«sin»i^M\e stars for operati&t>s4nthe Gilbert Islands, Marshall Islands, Hollandia, the Marianas and Westem Caroline Islands, Leyte, Luzon, Iwo 

Jima, and Third Fleet Operations against Japan. As weltrshswas awarded the Presidential Unit Citation, American Area Service Medal, Asiatic-Pacific Area 
Campaign Service Medal, World War II Victory Medal, Navytteettgation Service Medal, National Defense Service Medal, Armed Forces Expeditionary Service 
Medal, Philippine Liberation CampaignJibbtJIS, and the KepublirtrWi&S^ilippines Presidential Unit Citation Badge. 

' According to the Navy's onlini^^ion of the Vessel Register (http://wvfi?lrvrfl«v)uaiJ^Bennmg/on (CV-20), commissioned in 1944, was disposed of by sale to 
the Defense Reutilization and Meeting Service (DRMS) for scrapping 01/12/94. Per 06/22/OlSbnversation, the Naval Historical Center Curator Branch confirms she 
was partially dismantled at Port Angeles, WA before being towed to Alang, India where she was broken up. Shangri La (CV-38), also commissioned 1944, was O 
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(CV-16), and Yorktown (CV-10) located at Patriots Point, South Carolina, Intrepid (CV-11) at New York, and 
Hornet (CV-12) at Alameda, Califomia are preserved as floating museums; the latter three are National Historic 
Landmarks. All share a common history as part of the World War II Essex-cXass carrier campaigns in the 
Pacific and all were modemized during their careers to provide service for decades after the war. However, 
each made individual contributions to these historical events and the maturing of naval aviation from a doctrine 
of fleet support to one of primary fleet weapon. Lexington is imique from the other Essexes for having served 
in every pivotal Central Pacific campaign except Okinawa. As well, she had the longest service record^ 
operating from 1943 to 1991 with nearly 30 of those years spent as the Navy's aviation fraining c^^e^t^ 

Beginnings of Naval Aviation 

Although the potential value of aviation in naval operations was recognized prior to the World War I , it was \ 
during that conflict when British, Japanese and American navies began exploring the strategic and tactical 
applications of aircraft. Planes assigned to battleships and cmisers were used for scouting and reconnaissance, 
providing information about an enemy fleet's size and location. They could also assist in fire confrol during a 
surface ship engagement by observing where shots fell and conveying corrections, via radio, back to the firing 
vessel. As well, anti-submarine warfare benefited from patrolling aircraft that could locate surfaced submarines 
before they submerged to attack and prevent submerged submarines from resurfacing. However, it was not imtil 
the 1920s, when aircraft capable of carrying sufficient munitions were built, that navies began to considered the 
possibilities of using aircraft as strike weapons against land targets or other warships.' 

Concurrent to the introduction of aviation into naval operations was a prevailing strategy that emphasized the 
use of nav^l power to gain control of the sea while denying its use to the enemy. Formulated in the late 19* 
cenmry by naval historian and strategist, Alfred Thayer Mahan, U.S. Navy, "command of the sea" was achieved 
by drawing the enemy surface fleet into a decisive sea battle that would result in its total defeat.̂  With 
elimination of the enemy fleet, that nation's coasts and ports were open to invasion or blockade and its shipping 
left unprotected. As well, the victor nation succeeded in securing its own shoreline and commerce from a 
potential belligerent force. Under this strategy a navy was used primarily to engage and defeat an enemy at sea, 
away from domestic shores. Coastal defense or direct attacks to the enemy's shipping were secondary 
operations. Central to the success of such warfare was the possession a battleship navy in which armored 
surface ships with large caliber guns were the main weapons used against an enemy navy or to carry out shore 
bombardment in support of invasion. Early naval aviation was thus viewed as a secondary weapon, a usefiil 
technology to provide support for the fleets of battleships, cmisers, and other major siu-face combatants.̂  

The concept of the battleship navy as the key to a nation's security dominated naval strategy from the late 19* 
century up through the opening phases of World War II . Such thinking was adopted by many of the world's 
major maritime powers including Great Britain, Japan, the United States, Germany, and Russia. Its 
effectiveness had been demonstrated in at least two notable naval confrontations at the tum of the century. In 
both these incidents, the victorious navies had engaged the enemy fleet and through superior tactics and 
firepower neutralized the opposing force, secured their own shores, and made territorial gains. During the 

\ ^ ' 

disposed of by MARAD exchange 08/09/88. Per 06/22/01 conversation, the Naval Historical Center Curator Branch confirms she was sold and scrapped in Taiwan. 
Oriskany (CV-34), although commissioned 1950, in Ihn nnly nlhrr rrmaininc ruiir i i Inii I'niiln fihn TI'III inU f i r r m p hut ttiTnntnrlnr drfaiiltfTi untf vfTtrl wni 
repossessed by tht Navy. .V̂ , ot ()7 .10.97 the ship remains at Beaumont Reserve I leel. Hcaumont. l .X and will eventualK be sold tor scrap .As well. CVs 1-8 were 
either lost during the war or scrapped shortly thereafter while the World War ll-era CVL light carriers and the CVE escort carriers have all either been sold or 
scrapped. Of the three CVB large carriers completed after the war, only Midway (CVB-41) remains. 

' Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 8-11. 
' Discussed in the 1890 publication The Influence ofSeapower upon History, 1660-1783, and subsequent writing by Mahan. 
' Ronald H. Spector, Eagle Against Ihe Sun, MacMillan Wars of the United States Series, ed. Louis Morton (New York: The Free Press, 1985), 19; and E. B. 

Potter, ed. Sea Power (Englewood Cliff, NJ; Prentice-Hall, Inc., I960), 378-379. 
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Spanish-American War, it had been through a decisive sea battle in 1898 that the United States defeated the 
Spanish Navy in the Philippines and expanded her sphere of influence not only to these islands but also to 
Guam and American Samoa as well as Puerto Rico and Cuba. During the Russo-Japanese War, Japan also 
gained her place among the world's naval powers. As a small island nation, Japan had experienced invasion 
and warfare with her continental neighbors since the 13* century. Fearful of this history of aggression, Japan 
began to modemize her navy and establish a defensive barrier of annexed Russian and Chinese island-territories 
during the last quarter of the 19* century. Diu-ing the Sino-Japanese War, 1894-1895, she gained Port Arthur in 
Manchuria, China as well as the islands of Formosa and the Pescadores.'" Having temporarily lost Port Arthur 
to Russia, it was through her profound defeat of the Russian Navy at the Battle of Tsushima, 1905, that she 
regained control over the important seaport and also acquired southem Sakhalin from Russia." With the 
benefits of a superior navy clearly apparent, naval ship building policies became increasingly competitive 
among the major maritime powers. At the end of the 19* century there existed an open intemational arms race 
in which the United States, Japan, and Germany competed with the leading naval power, Great Britain, to 
establish a formidable presence at sea. World War I , however, eliminated Germany from this race and 
established the desire among the victor nations to maintain peace through naval arms limitation.'^ 

Although Great Britain, Japan and the United States had all explored naval aviation during World War I , it was 
the British who took the lead in aircraft carrier development and formulated a body of knowledge which the 
others would adopt and modify for their own use. The Royal Navy was the first to assign aircraft to ships on a 
regular basis and by the end of World War I had completed two experimental carriers. By the 1930s under the 
threat of another war with Europe, five more carriers were constmcted. Ultimately, Britain's carrier operations 
during the forthcoming conflict would emphasize escort protection of cargo and troopships moving along the 
sea-lanes between bases in the British Isles and her colonies throughout the Mediterranean, Middle East, India, 
and the Pacific. Because Royal Navy carrier operations were often conducted within more confined waters 
these vessels were highly vulnerable to enemy bombings from land-based aircraft. As such, British carriers had 
armored decks (a design detail not duplicated in American carriers until the end of the war) to withstand such 
attacks in addition to dual-purpose guns, anti-aircraft batteries and any protection their planes could provide. 
Such geographic considerations that drove British carrier design and strategy differed somewhat for Japan and 
the United States.'̂  

At the close of World War I , Japan, having sided with Great Britain and France, gained control over the former 
German possessions in the Centtal Pacific that included the Marianas, Marshall, and Caroline Islands. These 
strategically placed island chains stood directly across the U.S. route to the Philippines thus establishing the 
potential for conflict. The possibility of a Japanese attack on America's holdings in the Central Pacific was 
addressed in the RAINBOW strategic war plan, under the code-name ORANGE.''' The ORANGE plan was one 
of a niunber of contingency war plans developed by a joint U.S. Army and Navy Board in the early 20* century. 
After World War I , it was updated to reflect the current world situation. The ORANGE plan of the 1920s and 
1930s assumed that the Philippines, strategically placed between Japan and the resources of the Netherlands 
East Indies'^ would be attacked. It called for the U.S. garrisons in the Philippines as well as Guam, Midway, 
and Wake, to hold the islands until the Navy's forces arrived to engage and eliminate the Japanese fleet. In 
crossing the Pacific, the U.S Navy would be required to establish a series of island bases to facilitate en route 
refueling and repair. They would also need to secure bases that placed them within reach of Japan's major naval 

The Pescadores are situated between mainland China and Formosa, currently Taiwan. 
"Potter, 347, 350-365. 
'Mbid., 379-382,480-481. 
" Reynolds, 2-4. 
" Under the RAINBOW strategic war plan, each hypothetical enemy was assigned a color; for example: Great Britain - red, Germany - black, Mexico - green, 

Japan - orange. Spector, 55-56. 
" The former Dutch colony consists of the islands that currently make up the Independent Republic of Indonesia, established in 1949. 
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installafions. Under the ORANGE plan, the aircraft carrier increased the battle fleet's recotmaissance range and 
supported its mission to attack and secure strategic island targets within Japan's sphere of influence. As such, 
the U.S. began developing carriers to support fleet operations in the open waters of the Pacific. In response, 
Japan began developing her own force to both combat a U.S. carrier fleet and to aid in carrying out an 
expansionist policy throughout the South and Central Pacific and Southeast Asia.'* 

Development of Aircraft Carriers in the United States 

The aircraft carrier became a component of the U.S. Navy fleet with the conversion of the collier Jupiter (AC-3) 
to the experimental carrier Langley (CV-1) in 1922. Subsequent carrier development would be highly 
influenced, until the outbreak of World War I I , by the arms limitation treaties stemming from World War I . The 
1921 Washington Naval Conference had been the first in a series of attempts by the United States, Great Britain, 
Japan, France, and Italy to maintain peace by limiting the total warship tonnage for each nation. The resulting 
1922 freaty established a scrapping program and restricted new capital ship constmction in an attempt to limit 
the warship tonnage of the United States and Great Britain to 500,000 tons each, Japan to 300,000 tons, and 
France and Italy to 175,000 tons each. The treaty also included clauses that prevented the arming or fortifying 
of bases in Pacific island possessions (except for the Japanese home islands and the American Hawaiian 
islands). The conference also endorsed (accepted by the United States, Great Britain, Japan, France, Italy, 
Netherlands, Belgium, Portugal, and China) an open door policy with China that acknowledged her territorial 
integrity. However, subsequent naval disarmament conferences throughout the 1930s were limited in their 
effectiveness and ultimately the treaty process as a means to curb the naval arms race came to an end.'̂  

A warship can be thought of as a series of components that add up to the vessel's total tonnage or displacement. 
Thus, the tonnage limits imposed by the Washington Naval Treaty had a direct effect upon carrier size and 
development. The basic factors that dictate warship design include (1) dimension, (2) armament, (3) armor, (4) 
speed, and (5) endurance or cmising range. An increase in any one of these five factors will increase the overall 
tonnage, as well as cost, unless there is a reduction in one of the other factors. Every warship is designed 
according to a series of strategic requirements that reflect the vessel's function within naval operations. They 
must also be constmcted within budgetary limits. The dimensions of the ship effect not only its costs but also 
hs accessibility to existing harbors, docks, and canals and thus its geographic mobility. A warship must also 
carry appropriate armament to allow it to defeat an enemy or survive an enemy assault. However, guns, armor, 
and aircraft add weight and dimension as well as cost. Heavy protection can therefore effect operational speed, 
cmising range, and fuel consumption that are dictated by the efficiency of the power plant. Powerful propulsion 
machinery can increase weight, take up valuable intemal munitions and fuel storage space and of course, add to 
the cost. Warship design, therefore, requires setting priorities and working through a series of compromises in 
order to meet strategic and budgetary requirements.'* In addition to the pre-World War II treaty considerations 
and economic factors that effected capital ship constmction, fleet exercises, and ultimately wartime operational 
experience had a significant impact on carrier development. 

For the United States, the Washington Naval Treaty resulted in the cancellation of six battle cmisers scheduled 
for constmction. The treaty also set the limits on new carrier constmction at 27,000 tons each. Carrier 
conversions were set at 33,000 tons with an additional 3,000 tons allowed for protection against air and 

" Spector, 55-56; Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 13; Reynolds, 5; Samuel Eliot Morison, The Rising Sun in the Pacific 1931 - April 1942, vol. I l l , A History of 
United Slates Naval Operations in World War //(Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1948; reprint, 1988), 7-8. 

" Potter, 480^84. 
" Warship requirements were referred to as "characteristics" within the U.S. Navy. Initially, characteristics were developed by the Navy General Board based on 

evidence derived during hearings where both technical bureaus and seagoing officers provided data. However, by 1945 the characteristics function was absorbed by a 
Ship Characteristics Board within the office of the Chief of Naval Operations. Nonnan Friedman, Battleship Design and Development 1905-1945 (New York; 
Mayflower Books, 1978), 7, 14, 19-21. 
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underwater attack as authorized imder the treaty's capital ships modemization clause. Total carrier tonnage for 
the United States was set at 135,000 tons. In an attempt to salvage the work that had already begim on the 
Lexington-cXass battle cmisers. Congress authorized the conversion of two partially constmcted hulls. 
Completed in 1928, these vessels became the second and third carriers of the U.S. Navy fleet, Lexington (CV-2) 
and Saratoga (CV-3). The two 36,000-ton Lexington-cXass carriers were 888 feet overall and supported a 
compliment of 63 aircraft. They were designed to operate at high speeds within a fleet of fast-moving surface 
combatants.'̂  

With the conversion of Lexington (CV-2) and Saratoga (CV-3) approximately 69,000 tons remained for 
additional carriers. Based on the Lexington class, the next desired carrier would provide high speed, high 
airplane carrying capacity, and suitable armor and armament. Of the five 13,800-ton carriers proposed by the 
Navy for a five-year building plan (1929-1933), Congress approved one constmction. Ranger (CV-4) entered 
service in 1934 and was the first U.S. carrier built from the keel up. At 769 feet overall, she was significantly 
smaller than the Lexington class. However, Ranger had much larger hanger area for greater aircraft stowage and 
could support some 76 aircraft. This was achieved by reducing armor and armament and sacrificing speed. 
With her lower propulsion power. Ranger was designed to operate within slower moving battle fleets.^" 

As with the previous carriers, the Yorktown class was limited by treaty-imposed tonnage restrictions. However, 
they differed from their predecessors in that their design was based on the experience gained by the large 
carriers Lexington and Saratoga, and the small carrier Langley in fleet exercises rather than war games data. 
Under the remaining tonnage available, a maximum of two 27,000-ton carriers could be constmcted. Studies 
for 15,000-, 20,000-, and 27,000-ton ships that emphasized aircraft capacity, and the protection, armament, and 
speed that had been lacking in Ranger were developed. The final design produced two 20,000-ton ships of 809 
feet overall. The Yorktown (CV-5) and the Enterprise (CV-6) were both launched in 1936. Remaining tonnage 
was allocated to the constmction of another small carrier. Wasp (CV-7), launched in 1939. Hornet (CV-8), a 
slightly improved version of the Yorktowns, was laimched in 1940 when freaty limitations were no longer in 
force. The Yorktowns, more heavily armored and with increased speed as well as a capacity for 80-90 aircraft, 
were essentially an improved version of Ranger. As well, it was from their design that the next and largest 
group of U.S. Navy aircraft carriers was derived, the Essex class.̂ ' 

Development of the Essex-class Aircraft Carrier and Carrier Operation 

Between 1939 when studies for the Essex-cXass carriers began and April 1941 when the first vessel, Essex (CV-
9) was laid down, war had empted in Europe, the Pacific was in turmoil, and United States entry into a conflict 
against Japan and the European Axis powers was just months away. Within this span of time Germany had 
occupied most of Europe and gained Italy and Japan as allies under the Tripartite Pact where the three countries 
pledged mumal military support and recognized each other's regional supremacy. Great Britain was left to face 
the Axis power alone, and her colonies throughout the Middle East, Asia, and the Pacific as well as those of the 
Netherlands and France were left with minimal defenses. As well, tensions were mounting in the Pacific as 
Japan continued to expand her influence throughout the area. Between 1931 and 1939, Japanese forces had 
occupied Korea, Manchuria and Hainan Island, and carried out air raids and other acts of aggression against 
cities on the Chinese mainland. As well, they occupied the Spratly Islands held by French Indochina.̂ ^ By 
August 1940, with permission of Vichy France, Japan began to assert more control over Indochina and showed 

"Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, A3; Terzibaschitsch, 30-31, 39; Roger Chesnau, ed., Conway's All The World's Fighting Ships 1922-1946 (London: Conway 
Maritime Press, 1980), 101. 

™ Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 58-62, 68-72; Terzibaschitsch, 3-9; Chesneau, 102. 
Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 79-81, .88-93; Terzibaschitsch, 44; Chesneau, 102. 

" Vietman, Laos, and Cambodia make up the former French colony. 
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a keen interest in the resources of the Netherlands East Indies, Malaysia, Bomeo, Singapore, and Burma. In 
November 1940, Japan began fortifying the Marshall and Caroline Islands with airfields and seaplane bases. 
With a preference not to be drawn into conflict, the United States initially sought to protest Japan's military 
expansion through economic sanctions. In July 1940 Congress began resfricting the export of resources 
associated with industrial production and wartime operations in Japan. All movement of such goods was halted 
in July 1941 through an executive order freezing Japanese assets in the United States. Concurrently, the United 
States sought to support Great Britain's European war by supplying those resources and products that would 
facilitate an Axis defeat.̂ ^ 

6) 

With a strong possibility of a two-ocean conflict on the immediate horizon, development of the Essex-cXass 
carriers reflects the United States' urgent need to prepare for such a confrontation. Although no longer limik 
by treaty tonnage restrictions as with previous classes, there was a pressing need for carriers and thus littjemme 
to develop a design radically different from a proven predecessor, die Yorktown class.̂ "* Keeping-ifwsfiiml that 
ship-based air power would play an important role in naval warfare, the Navy's major concenf ̂ ffSctinglhe 
Essex design was the ship's capacity to carry and operate aircraft. Under the desired charactensticii^veloped, 
the new class would be capable of carrying four squadrons, a fifth reserve squadron, and sufficient aircraft 
replacement parts. As well, the Essexes would be fitted with armor and armament capable of withstanding 
bomb and torpedo attack. It was also important that they be able to accommodate wartime advancements in 
aircraft technology, anti-aircraft weapons, and radar. Based on the Yorktown class, six designs were developed 
between July 1939 and January 1940. The design that was chosen would result in a ship that had a straight 
flight deck, as with all her predecessors, and was heavier than the Yorktowpj3A.2ZM^ tons. With an overall 
length of 872 feet it would support a compliment of 91 aircraft. Althou^ forJoingNt'tie extra weight of flight 
deck armor for increased speed, like the Yorktowns, Essex had an armore^^i^SS^^^'^'' 4-inch belt armor. 
Armament specifications included twelve 5-inch 38 caliber dual purpose guns, thirty-two 40-mm and forty-six 
20-mm anti-aircraft guns along with two Mark 37 and eight Mark 51 directors for fire control. The Essexes 
were initially designed without radar specifications; these would be subsequently added through wartime 
modifications and upgrades. In early 1940 four Essex-cXass vessels were ordered (CVs 9-12). By May 1940 
seven more were authorized (CVs 13-19) in conjunction with a 70% expansion of the Navy. In December 1941, 
CV-20 and CV-21 were authorized followed by CVs 31-40 in August 1942 and CVs 45-47 in June 1943. CV-
35 and CV-46 were cancelled after the war." 

laii^Q The Essexes as authorized in the early phases of World War II underwent upgrades and modifications 
throughout the course of the conflict as,,î 5nTbat e^erience was gained and wartime technologies advanced. 

><5ne of the major wartime modificationsSfectingJhe extemal design of the Essexes resulted from the need to 
• y increase the number of anti-aircraft gun*>camed^^ the ships. This lead to a redesign of the bow, making it 
V longer and wider and shortening the flight deck by 11 feet forward and 7 feet aft to in order to accommodate the 

additional anti-aircraft batteries. In March 1943 the Secretary of the Navy approved these alterations. With 
several carriers currently under constmction, not all could receive this modification without significantiy 
delaying delivery of the class. The "Short Hull" group (CVs 9-13, 16-18, 21, and 31) were completed without 
the modification; the remaining authorized carriers were altered and became the "Long Hull" group. Combat 
experience also drove a need for advances in the radar and radio technology that was used to locate enemy 
forces, coordinate carrier movements, and to direct offensive and defensive tactics. As such, more specialized 
radars were developed to fine-tune their detection and identification function. Ship-to-air and ship-to-ship long-
range and short-range communications were also upgraded to increase the number of frequencies for 

"Morison, vol. I l l , 14-16, 37-39, 44-48, 58-60; Spector, 61, 63, 64-69. 
" Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 201. 
" Terzibaschitsch, 57-58; Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 136, 144-145; Alan Raven, Essex-Class Carriers (Annapolis, MD: U.S. Naval Institute Press, 1988), 

3-4,9. 
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transmission and reception. These improvements meant more radio channels, radio sets, radar sets, as well as 
antennas all of which had to be arranged and rearranged within the upper levels of the carrier superstmcture in a 
manner that would ensure their effectiveness and minimize interference between the different signals.̂ ' 

Wartime modifications helped to improve the carrier's ability to withstand enemy assault and inflict damage 
upon enemy forces. With speeds that allowed them to outmn most enemy combatants and keep pace with the 
Navy's fast fleets of cmisers and destroyers, the Essex-cXass carriers were most vulnerable to other carrier air 
attack. Advanced communication, coordinated through the carrier's central location for synthesizing tactical 
data -the combat information center (CIC), became the key to successfiil fast, multi-carrier task force 
operations. With radar and radio used to track ships and aircraft and to coordinate air group operations and anti
aircraft fire, carrier groups could conduct long-range air offensives while being assured of mutual anti-aircraft 
protection against enemy air and surface attacks. No longer considered just a reconnaissance platform, the 
Essexes elevated carriers to the status of major surface combatant. With aircraft that extended the fieet's 
firepower beyond that of battleship guns, the Essex-cXass carriers were to become the primary strike weapon for 
World War II operations in the Pacific Theater.̂ ' 

In addition to the Essex class, which served as the Navy's primary fleet carrier, the United States built two other 
classes of carriers. These consisted of an emergency light carrier designated CVL, and an escort carrier, the 
CVE. As well, the design of a large, armored-deck carrier, designation CVB, was developed. In 1941, the 
United States had seven carriers but by early 1942 all but one had become casualties of the war. The 
Independence-cXass light carriers (CVLs 22-30) were therefore developed to meet the Navy's pressing demand 
for carriers while the Essex class was under constmction. Ordered in June 1942, all nine carriers, converted 
from Cleveland-class light cmiser hulls, were completed by the end of 1943. At 10,000 tons with a compliment 
of 30 aircraft, the light carriers served with the fast fleet groups in air combat and aircraft transport missions. 
The escort carrier program included four major classes of vessels: Sangamon, commissioned in 1942, 
Casablanca, commissioned 1943-1944, Bogue, commissioned 1942-1943, and Commencement Bay, 
commissioned 1944-1945. Close to 90 escort carriers were constmcted for the use of both the U.S. and Royal 
Navies in convoy and trade route protection as well as movement of expeditionary forces and support of landing 
operations in the Pacific. Plans for the Midway class of large carriers began in 1941 after Great Britain's 
wartime carrier experience had illustrated the effectiveness of deck annor against aerial bombardment. The first 
contract went out in 1942. However, the three ships of this class completed, Midway (CVB-41), Franklin D. 
Roosevelt (CVB-42), Coral Sea (CVB-43), were not available until 1946-1947, and did not participate in World 
War II.'* 

Early Carrier Operations in the Pacific 1941-1942 

The December 7, 1941 attack on Pearl Harbor was designed to prevent the U.S. Pacific Fleet from interfering 
with Japan's plans to occupy areas of Southeast Asia and gain control of the region's natural resources that were 
essential to industrial and military production. In order to maintain unhindered access to this area, Japan sought 
to establish a protective island barrier running from the Kuriles in the north through the Central Pacific, around 
the Netherlands East Indies to the Burmese-Indian border. The comprehensive plan called for strikes to 
neutralize U.S. forces in Hawaii followed by the occupation of Wake, Guam, and strategic points in the 
Philippines and Malaysia. Once this phase was completed, Japan would move towards consolidating and 
expanding these Southeast Asia holdings to include Singapore, Sumatra, Bomeo, Java and other key islands.̂ ' 

"Raven, 8, IO-I I ; Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 144-145, 151. 
" Reynolds, 54-55. 
" Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 159-160; Terzibaschitsch, 97, 114; Chesneau, 105. 
" Morison, vol. I l l , 80-82, 164,187; Reynolds, 8-10. 
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Although a number of surface combatants were destroyed or significantly damaged during the Japanese aerial 
assault of Pearl Harbor, untouched were the submarines, repair shops, power plant and fuel tanks as well as 
those vessels at sea during the attack. These included carriers Lexington, (CV-2), Saratoga (CV-3), and 
Enterprise (CV-6). As well, Langley (CV-1) was in the Philippines while Ranger (CV-4), Yorktown (CV-5), 
Wasp (CV-7) and newly commissioned Hornet (CV-8) were stationed on the East Coast.̂ " 

The first strikes against the Philippines, Wake, and Malaysia began December 8 followed by Guam on 
December 10. Guam fell the same day and Wake held out until the end of the month. In the Philippines, 
portions of the U.S. Navy Asiatic Fleet began to evacuate to Bomeo while those American forces remaining 
behind entered into a six-month, losing battle to hold the islands. In early December, the Japanese had also 
occupied the Gilbert Islands and were preparing for landings at Rabaul, New Britain. By January 1942 the 
remaining American, British, Dutch, and Australian forces in the Pacific worked to consolidate their commands 
and coordinate defense of their territories. They could only slow down, not halt, the Japanese conquest of the 
area. Japan secured Bomeo after the Naval Battle of Balikpapan (January 23-25). By Febmary 15, Singapore 
had surrendered and southem Sumatra, the Celebes, Ambon, Timor and Rabaul were all in enemy hands. The 
Battle of the Java Sea (Febmary 27) in which Langley (CV-1) was sunk, followed by the Battle of Sunda Strait 
(Febmary 28 - March 1) secured the surrender of Java. Rangoon, the chief seaport of Burma, and the Andaman 
Islands, 250 miles south of Rangoon, were occupied by Japanese forces on March 8 and March 23, respectively. 
As well, the Japanese had landed at Lae and Salamaua on the Papua Peninsula in New Guinea and were 
conducting air strikes against Port Moresby, also on the Papua Peninsula, and Tulagi in the Solomon Islands. 
On May 6, 1942 the Philippines finally capitulated. Thus, within the first half of 1942, Japan's sphere of 
influence encompassed the Kuril Islands to the north, the Marianas, Marshalls, Gilberts, and Carolines in the 
Central Pacific, the Philippines, Indochina, Thailand, Burma, Malaysia, Bomeo, Netherlands East Indies, and 
portions of China, New Guinea and the Bismarck Archipelago. '̂ 

To further secure these gains, Japan could move towards establishing additional controls around India, 
Australia, or other Central Pacific islands. Because Rabaul, New Britain and points along the northem shores of 
New Guinea were already under their occupation, Japanese command chose to further isolate Australia by 
cutting British and American supply and communication lines in the South Pacific. This would entail securing 
access to allied-held Port Moresby on the southem shores of New Guinea and then advancing southeast into the 
Solomon Islands, New Hebrides, New Caledonia, Fiji and Samoa. Japan's naval leaders also sought to remove 
the threat that U.S. carrier forces presented to their recent gains in the Pacific. As such, it was decided that in 
addition to the New Guinea-Solomons drive, engagements against Midway and the Aleutians would also be 
initiated in order to draw the U.S. carriers out into battle. '̂ 

By late April, Japan was ready to begin the southeast advance and strikes against Port Moresby and Tulagi in 
the Solomons were initiated. In response, a U.S. carrier group organized around Lexington (CV-2) and 
Yorktown (CV-5) was sent into the southeast area of the Coral Sea to halt the two Japanese carrier forces headed 
towards Tulagi." The resulting Battle of the Coral Sea (May 4-8, 1942), consisting of a series of air strikes, was 

" Sunk were Oklahoma (BB-37), West Virginia (BB-48), Utah (AG-16), Arizona (BB-39), California (BB-44). Damaged were: Tennessee (BB-43), Nevada (BB-
36), Pennsylvania (BB 38), Vestal (AR-4), Regal (AR-11), Tangier (AV-8), Curtiss (AV-4), Dobbin (AD-3), YDF-2, YG-17, Cassin (DD-372), Downes (DD-375), 
Helm (DD-388), Hull (DD-350), Oglala (CM-4), Helena (CL-50), Honolulu (CL-48), New Orleans (CA-32). Pacific Fleet ships out on mission in addition to the 
carriers included: heavy cruisers Chicago, Portland, Astoria, Indianapolis, Minneapolis, Pensacola, Louisville while the battleship Colorado and carrier Saratoga were 
stationed on the West Coast. Robert J. Cressman, The Official Chronology of the U.S. Navy in World War I I (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 2000), 60-61; 
Morison, vol. I l l , 125, 143, 211-213. 

" Potter, 659-661. Morison, vol. I l l , 166-169, I84-I9I, 198-206,277-278, 285-291, 363, 357-358, 379, 381-386. 
" Potter, 662-663. 
" Lexington (CV 2) and Yorktown (CV 5) were part of Task Group 17.5 (TG 17.5) and included a protection screen of four destroyers and a fiieling group of two 

oilers and two destroyers. TG 17.5 was part of the larger Task Force 17 that included TG 17.2, an attack group of five cruisers and five destroyers, and TG 17.3, a 
support group of three cruisers and two destroyers. Samuel Eliot Morison, Coral Sea, Midway, and Submarine Actions, May 1942 - August 1942, vol. IV, A History of 
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the first carrier battle where opposing ships never came within sight of each other. American losses from enemy 
air strikes included the Neosho (AO-23), Sims (DD-409), and Lexington (CV-2). American air power, however, 
was able to inflict enough damage to the enemy carriers to convince Japan to postpone the Port Moresby 
invasion for lack of sufficient air cover to protect the landing forces. Neither a victory nor a defeat for either 
side, this was the first time the Japanese advance through the Pacific had been successfully challenged.̂ " 

The outcome of Coral Sea had no effect on the Aleutian and Midway campaign plans. Although the Japanese 
succeeded in occupying portions of the Aleutians after initial strikes on June 3, the Battle of Midway (June 4-7, 
1942) was the first major defeat for Japan. For the United States, the Yorktown (CV-5) and the destroyer 
Hammann (DD-412) were sunk against Japan's loss of four carriers and one cmiser." As well, the U.S. losses 
in aircraft were significantly lower compared to the four Japanese carriers that were each lost with their entire 
complement of planes. Casualties on the Japanese side were also greater and included a significant number of 
experienced pilots. With such high losses in materials and lives, Japan's margin of military superiority and their 
rapid advance through the Pacific were checked. Plans to move beyond the Solomon Islands were cancelled 
and Japan focused on strengthening current holdings. This gave the allied forces the opportunity to introduce 
some offensive measures into what had been a purely defensive strategy in their campaign to maintain some 
control in the Pacific." 

It was felt that Japan's major air base on Rabaul would be a key launching point for any forthcoming advances. 
Allied confrol over this facility would ultimately open the way for a southem advance into the Philippines and 
subsequent assaults against Japan. As such, the Allies developed a strategy whereby they sought to establish a 
series of airfields and advance bases through the Solomons, New Guinea, and the Bismarck Archipelago that 
could support a drive towards the capture of Rabaul. The first phase of this campaign focused on securing 
Guadalcanal, Tulagi, and Santa Cmz on the eastem end of the Solomons and Buna on Papuan Peninsula in New 
Guinea. With operations being conducted out of allied-held Port Moresby, the Papuan campaign would not 
require extensive additional naval support. However, taking Guadalcanal and the eastem Solomons would first 
require amphibious landings supported by carriers and surface ships. Once the landing sites were secured, 
airfields would be constmcted to provide land-based air cover for subsequent landings fiirther up the chain. As 
each island was secured, bases would be established that would ultimately bring air power to within range of 
Rabaul. Operations began August 7, 1942 with landings in the Solomons and continued until the Japanese 
withdrew north from the Papuan Peninsula in January 1943 and began evacuating Guadalcanal the following 
month. In the six months it took to secure the waters around Guadalcanal and the eastem Solomons there were 
six major naval battles resulting in the loss carriers Wasp (CV-7) and Hornet (CV-8) and over two dozen 
surface combatants in addition to auxiliaries and patrol boats. As well, Japan had expended tremendous military 
resources at Guadalcanal. Unable to recover from these losses Japan, after Guadalcanal, essentially fought a 
defensive war for the remainder of the conflict. Conversely, the allied forces, backed by increasing military 
production, were able to initiate and maintain an offensive drive that would result in the defeat of Japan.̂ ' 

With the first phase of the Rabaul campaign completed there was a pause in military operations as allied leaders 
developed a basic overall strategy for the offensive against Japan. In January 1943 the Combined Chiefs of 
Staff agreed to allocate a greater percentage of men and material to the Pacific and by May, it was decided that 

United States Naval Operations in World War//(Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1949; reprint, 1988), 19. 
" Potter, 664-667. 
" Morison, vol. IV, 87. 
" Potter, 686-688. 
" Major naval battles included: August 9, 1942, Battle of Savo Island (night surface action); August 24-25, 1942, Battle of the Eastem Solomons (carrier action); 

October 11-12, 1942, Battle of Cape Esperance (night surface action); October 26, 1942, Battle of Santa Cruz Islands (carrier action. Hornet lost); November 12-15, 
1942, Naval Battle of Guadalcanal (cruiser, battleship/night surface action); November 30, 1942, Battle of Tassafaronga (night surface action). Potter, 692-710; 
Reynolds, 60-66. 
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the American Joint Chiefs of Staff would lead the campaign. The basic stmcture of the campaign involved three 
major drives across the Pacific carried out by the Central, South, and Southwest Forces of the Navy's Pacific 
Fleet in conjunction with the Army's forces for the Southwest Pacific Area. The Central Pacific Force was to 
advance from Pearl Harbor towards securing the major Japanese naval base on Truk in the Caroline Islands. 
The South Pacific Force in the Solomons and Southwest Pacific Force in New Guinea were to cooperate in a 
drive to Rabaul with the Southwest Pacific Force then continuing on to secure the north coast of New Guinea. 
Under a fourth drive, North Pacific Forces were to liberate the Aleutians from Japanese occupation forces. To 
simplify the organizational stmcture of the U.S. Pacific Fleet under the command of Fleet Admiral Chester W. 
Nimitz, the Navy re-designated the Central and Southem Forces. The Central Pacific Force became the U.S. 
Fifth Fleet under Admiral Raymond A. Spmance. The South Pacific Force became the U.S. Third Fleet under 
Admiral William F. Halsey, Jr. The Southwest Pacific Force became the U.S. Seventh Fleet under Admiral 
Thomas C. Kincaid. The Seventh Fleet, however, was not under the jurisdiction of the Pacific Fleet but instead 
was placed under the command of General Douglas MacArthur's forces for the Southwest Pacific Area. The 
fleets were further divided into task forces (TF), task groups (TG), and task units (TU) as needed. Thus TU 
58.2.3 was a component of TG 58.2 which was a component of TF 58 which was a component of the Fifth 
Fleet. The carriers and their support ships were organized as the Fast Carrier Task Force and were accordingly 
subdivided into task groups or units. Naval aircraft were organized into squadrons with alphanumeric 
designations indicating the mission and type aircraft; Fighter Squadron One, consisting of fighter aircraft, thus 
had the designation VF-1." Squadrons were assigned to various ships within the task force and subsequent 
groups, units and individual ships. Under the task force organizational system various components ranging 
from an individual ship or aviation squadron to a task unit or task group could be withdrawn from the force once 
the mission was completed and placed on a new reassignment. This approach allowed tremendous flexibility in 
utilizing naval resources.̂ ' 

The goal of the Central Pacific and South/Southwest drives was threefold: (1) to establish control over the 
Luzon Strait between Luzon Island in the Philippines and Formosa and block Japan's access to the resources of 
the Netherlands East Indies; (2) to establish bases close enough to sustained strategic bombing of Japan's 
military and industrial sites; and (3) to secure key areas to facilitate a possible invasion of the Japanese home 
islands.*" A general timetable was established to meet these objectives. Beginning in November 1943, the 
Fifth Fleet would commence actions against the Gilbert Islands to obtain advance bases for attacking the 
Marshall Islands. Landings in the Marshalls would begin by January 1944 in order to move towards carrier 
assaults on Tmk by June 1944. Landings on Guam and other Marianas islands would begin by October 1944 to 
establish airfields for B-29 land-based bombers. Truk weis to be secured by December 1944 with the Palau 
Islands as the next goal. The dual advance by the Third and Seventh Fleets on Rabaul was to continue up 
through the Japanese-held islands in the centtal and northem Solomons and along the Huon Peninsula of New 
Guinea. Rabaul was to be taken by Febmary 1944. Hollandia, on New Guinea's northem coast was to be taken 
by August 1944. After securing and gaining control of key bases in the Central Pacific and New 
Guinea/Solomons area, the allied forces could move towards the Philippines, the Ryukyu Islands, and the four 
major Japanese home islands.*' 

" The "V" referred to the class of fixed wing aircraft that included airplanes, gliders and drones; the "F" referred to its function as a fighter. With wartime 
improvements in aviation and changing priorities throughout the war, numerous different designations evolved during World War II for naval fixed wing aircraft 
squadrons. By mid-1943 these included VSB for scout bombers, VTB for torpedo bombers, VO/VS for observation scout, VPB for patrol bombers as well as VR for 
transports, VJ for utility planes and VSN/VN for training. Roy A. Grossnick, Dictionary of American Nerval Aviation Squadrons (Washington, DC: Naval Historical 
Center, 1995), 1-4 

" Potter, 689-692, 712. Office of the Chief of Naval Operations, US Naval Aviation in the Pacific, (n.p.: United States Navy, 1947), 1-3, 5; Roy A. Grossnick, 
United Slates Naval Aviation 1910-1995. (Washington, DC: Naval Historical Center, 1997), 451-459; idem. Dictionary, 537-540. 

* Reynolds, 52-53, 113, 117; Potter, 711. 
" The four main island of Japan were Hokkaido, Honshu, Shikoku, and Kyushu. See also: Potter, 717-718; Reynolds, 114. 
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World War Il-era land-based aircraft were larger and carried heavier weapons loads and were not designed to 
cover long distances like the smaller, lighter carrier-based bombers. As well, U.S. carriers, with unarmored 
flight decks were highly vulnerable to air assault, especially from land-based aircraft. Thus, land-based air 
power was much more suitable to neutralize targets or intercept attack within the confined waters and land areas 
of New Guinea and the Solomons. Aircraft carriers, on the other hand, serving essentially as mobile air bases 
were highly suitable for operation in the vast sfretches of the Central Pacific with the ability to maneuver 
aircraft in and around the open waters between the scattered island chains. Through the use of scouting aircraft, 
carriers could conduct reconnaissance operations and air searches to evaluate the enemy's strength and position. 
With fighter aircraft, carriers could protect the fleet and landing forces by intercepting and destroying enemy 
aircraft. As well, the carrier's bomber aircraft could strike enemy airfields and naval forces ashore or at sea, and 
inflict sufficient damage to render them neutral and unable to attack or defend. By controlling the enemy's air 
power, groups of heavy and light carriers, screened by surface ships, could open the way for island conquests, 
cover and support amphibious operations, and help to hold the conquered areas. Thus carrier operations were to 
dominate the Central Pacific campaign.*̂  

U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) 1943-1945 

Laid down as Cabot on July 15, 1941 by Bethlehem Steel Company at Quincy Massachusetts, CV-16 was 
renamed Lexington on June 16, 1942 in honor of Lexington (CV 2), lost earlier in the Battle of the Coral Sea. 
She was launched on September 26, 1942, commissioned February 17, 1943 and arrived at Pearl Harbor in 
August. Lexington's first mission came in September 1943 as the flagship for a task group conducting raids on 
the Gilbert Islands. 

Gilbert Islands Campaign 

The goal of the Gilberts campaign was to establish advance bases for fumre assaults on the Marshall Islands 
from which bases would be secured for strikes on major Japanese installations in the Carolines and the 
Marianas. Japan occupied the atolls of Makin, Tarawa and Abemama in the Gilberts.''̂  The U.S. held Samoa 
and, by June 1943, had established air fields at Funafuti, Nukufetau and Nanumea in the Ellice Islands, 
southeast of the Gilberts, and on Baker Island, due east of the Gilberts. Operations were to begin mid-
November with the objective of securing Makin, Tarawa, and Abemama. 

The preliminary phases of the campaign were carried out September 1 through October 6 with carrier air strikes 
against select islands. On September 18-19 planes from Lexington (CV-16), Independence (CVL-22), Belleau 
Wood (CVL-24) and Princeton (CVL-23) flew missions against Betio Island in Tarawa Atoll. The raids 
resulted in damage to some Japanese military resources, but the most important outcome was Lexington's 
reconnaissance photos that were essential for planning the Tarawa landings. Three weeks later the same ships 
along with Essex (CV-9), Yorktown (CV-5), and Cowpens (CVL-25) carried out raids against Wake Island in 

At the beginning of World War II a typical carrier aircraft group included fighting, bombing, scouting, and torpedo squadrons. Although the squadrons carried 
specific designations, their duties and functions often overiapped. Fighters, designed primarily for combat with enemy planes, carried machine guns as well as bombs 
and rockets and could therefore also be employed as bombers to attack ship and land targets. Torpedo bombers launched torpedo attacks and were also used as light 
bombers. Both scouting and bomber squadrons employed dive-bombers, the most accurate of the bomber aircraft. This allowed the scouting squadron to carry out 
reconnaissance and then join with the bomber squadrons to carry out strike missions. As surface and airborne radar evolved and took over the search and detection 
function of scouts, these squadrons began to disappear, generally replaced by increasing the number of planes to the fighter and bomber squadrons. World War 11 
fighters included the Grumman F4F Wildcat (with folding wings) introduced in 1941, the F6F Hellcat, 1943, and the Vought Corsair F4U introduced in 1944 (night 
fighter with inverted gull wing). The Navy's primary torpedo bomber after the Battle of Midway was the TBF-1 Avenger. Scout/dive-bombers included the Douglas 
SBD Dauntless introduced in 1940 and SB2C Helldiver, inU-oduced in 1943. John C. Reilly, "Organization of Naval Aviation in World War I I , " Naval Aviation News 
(May-June 1991): 26-28; Office of the Chief of Naval Operations, 5-6; Reynolds, 51-52, 75-58, 75-76. 

*' An atoll is a ring of small coral islands and reefs that partially enclose a lagoon. Several small islands make up each of the Makin, Tarawa, and Abemama 
atolls. On some of the islands the Japanese had constructed airfields and other military installations. 
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order to misdirect the Japanese about the location of the upcoming assault. In anticipation of a major U.S. 
attack against Wake Island, the Japanese Navy did move a number of their warships away from the Gilberts area 
and into the northem Marshalls. 

Amphibious operations in the Gilberts began on November 20 with simultaneous landings on Makin and 
Tarawa. The assault was organized around a Northem Attack Force (TF 52) destined for Makin and a Southem 
Attack Force (TF 53) headed for Tarawa, each consisting of numerous surface combatants and amphibious 
vessels.'*" The Fast Carrier Task Force (TF 50) was divided into four task groups to provide support for the 
amphibious forces. Carrier Interceptor Group (TG 50.1) consisted of Lexington (CV-16), Yorktown (CV-5), and 
Cowpens (CVL-25) and was supported by two battleships and six destroyers. November 19-23, TG 50.1 carried 
out strikes on Japanese airfields on Jaluit and Mili, located on the southem end of the Marshalls. These assaults 
served to suppress any air power that might interfere with the Tarawa landings. When amphibious operations 
began on Tarawa, aircraft from Lexington and Cowpens assisted in intercepting Japanese planes attempting to 
counteract the landings. The Northem Carrier Group (TG 50.2), built around Enterprise (CV-6) and light 
carriers Belleau Woods (CVL-24) and Monterey (CVL-26) as well as three battleships and six destroyers, 
conducted pre-assault aerial bombardment of Makin and then joined TF 52 to cover the landings. The Southem 
Carrier Group (TG 50.3) consisted of Essex (CV-9), Bunker Hill (CV-17) and light carrier Independence (CVL-
22), four cmisers and five desttoyers. TG 50.3 had conducted strikes on Rabaul in early November to neutralize 
any Japanese forces that might try to cover the Gilberts and supported TF 53 with pre-landing bombardment of 
Tarawa. Relief Carrier Group (TG 50.4) included Saratoga (CV-3) and Princeton (CVL-23), two light cmisers 
and four destroyers. TG 50.4 also carried out pre-assault strikes against Rabaul as well as Naum to neuttalize 
Japanese support for the Gilberts and then provided air cover for the Tarawa and Makin forces.'*' 

Both Makin and Abemama fell in two days with little opposition from land forces and virmally no interference 
from Japanese air power. Tarawa was taken in four days but with heavy loss of life due in part to the island's 
heavy fortifications which were not sufficiently neutralized in the pre-assault bombardment. With objectives in 
the Gilberts met, there were now air bases from which to launch the upcoming campaign against the Marshalls. 
The Gilberts campaign also contributed towards the development of coordinated multi-carrier operations and 
illustrated that air coverage provided throughout all phases of amphibious assault was essential to the success of 
such operations.''* 

Marshall Islands Campaign 

Operations against the Marshalls immediately followed the Gilberts campaign with carrier strikes on Kwajalein 
and Wotje atolls in early December 1943. Continuing her work with TG 50.1, Lexington carried out raids on 
the airfield and lagoon area of Roi Island in Kwajalein Atoll that damaged two Japanese light cmisers, sunk a 
10,000-ton military cargo transport, downed 27 aircraft and destroyed three bombers on the ground.'*̂  However, 
during the assault Lexington was stmck on the starboard side of her stem by a Japanese torpedo bomber killing 

** The Northem Attack Force (TF 52) included four battleships, four cruisers, six U-ansports, three escort carriers, three LSTs (Landing Ship Tank), and one LSD 
(Landing Ship Dock). The Southem Attack Force (TF 53) included 16 transports, three battleships, five cruisers, five escort carriers, 21 desU-oyers, and one LSD. 

O
y Samuel Eliot Morison, Aleutians, Gilberts and Marshalls, June 1942- April 1944, vol. W\,A History of United States Naval Operations in World I f ar//(Boston: 
VuwWTBrtJwn'lhd Company, 1951; reprint, 1975), 114-116. 

' r " Morison,jAl. VII, 116-118, 141, 336-342. 

jiC"' Wilh thf^'rnrliirtinn of the Essex-c\ass carriers into Cenu-al Pacific operations, the Navy also brought improvements in carrier aircraft. The Grumman F6F 
hellcat fighter plane, which replaced the Grumman F4F, gave U.S. Navy aviators an advantage over their Japanese counterparts with an engine that possessed the 
ŝpeed and maneuverability which allowed it to out dive and out climb the Zero, Japan's top naval fighter aircraft. It also had greater firepower. The Navy had also 
upgraded the Douglas SBD Dauntless scout/bomber and introduced the SB2C Helldiver in the Pacific by fall 1943. Reynolds, 57-58; see also Potter, 738-749 and 
Morison, vol. VII, 92-98, 136 for campaign details. 

" TG 50.1 included Lexington (CV-16), Yorktown (CV-5), Cowpens (CVL-25), four heavy cruisers, one light cruiser, and six desu-oyers. Morison, vol. VII, 189-
194. 
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nine men, wounding thirty-five and inflicting sufficient damage to remove her from further action in the 
Marshalls.'** Lexington was sent on to Pearl Harbor and then Bremerton Navy Yard in Washington for 
comprehensive repairs. 

The Marshalls campaign called for the capture of key Japanese holdings on the atolls of Kwajalein in the middle 
of the chain and Eniwetok on the northwestem reaches as well as the occupation of undefended Majuro. The 
first pre-invasion sfrikes came at the end of January 1944 from land-based planes in the Ellices and the Gilberts 
which focused their raids on neutralizing Japanese air fields on Mili and Jaluit. These were followed by strikes 
from the Fast Carrier Task Force, now designated Task Force 58 under the command of Vice Admiral Marc A. 
Mitscher.'" As with the Gilberts operations, the carriers were divided into four task groups that conducted pre-
assault bombardment of strategic sites on Maloelap, Wotje, and Kwajalein. The carriers also provided cover 
during the Kwajalein invasion which helped to secure the area in four days. Because of its westem location, 
Eniwetok could be protected by Japanese air cover provided from the Marianas and the major naval installation 
at Tmk Atoll in the Caroline Islands. As such, when the assault on Eniwetok began in mid-February one carrier 
group remained to cover amphibious operations while the other three headed towards Truk. Eniwetok was 
secured in three days and the carriers succeeded in not only neuttalizing the Japanese air bases on Tmk but also 
in conducting strikes on Guam, Tinian and Saipan which desfroyed grounded aircraft and provided 
reconnaissance photographs of airfields and beaches suitable for assault. 

By securing and establishing operating bases on Tarawa, Makin, Abemama, Kwajalein, and Eniwetok, allied 
forces were able to conquer remaining Japanese-held areas in the Gilberts and Marshalls. Or, rather than 
expend ttoops and supplies for a total occupation of the area, some islands would simply be contained and 
rendered inoperable to the enemy with occasional air raids and the interception of supplies and reinforcements.'" 
With control of this region in allied hands, Japan moved the majority of its fleet at Truk to safer waters in the 
Palau Islands on the westem end of the Carolines. This action served to further isolate the Japanese installations 
at Rabaul, which were subject to periodic neutralizing raids launched from allied-held areas in the Solomons, 
and helped facilitate the allied advance through New Guinea. As well, with the power of Tmk significantly 
reduced, allied forces could conttol the island as well as other Japanese bases in the eastem Carolines with 
combination of carrier and land-based air power which helped paved the way for an invasion of the Marianas. 

Hollandia Campaign 

By March 1944 the Southwest Pacific Forces had secured the Admiralty Islands and the Huon Peninsula and 
were ready to strike Hollandia in northem New Guinea. In addition to allied land-based air power, the 
Hollandia campaign would require carrier forces to support the invasion and to neutralize any Japanese air 
strikes launched from the Palau Islands and the westem Carolines. 

With repairs completed, Lexington retumed to the Pacific in early March 1944 as flagship for Task Force 58. 
The carriers gathered at Majuro and Lexington and the members of Task Group Three (TG 58.3) departed on 
March 22 to carry out neutralizing strikes against naval installations in the Palaus." By April, three groups of 
Task Force 58 were preparing to support the Hollandia landings and TG 58.3 was assigned to bombard enemy 

" Japan announced that they had sunk Lexington. This would be the first of several such claims that led to the carrier's nickname "Blue Ghost." 
" "Vice Admiral Mitscher emerged from the war as the acknowledged leader of carrier aviation. Providing inspiring leadership to the previously misused cartiers, 

he lead the Fast Carrier Task Force in all its major operations." Reynolds, 388. 
" For example, although the majority of the Marshalls chain was occupied by allied forces, Mili, Jaluit, Wojte and Maloelap remained Japanese until the end of 

the war. Morison, vol. VII, 311. 
" In all, the group sank some 36 Japanese vessels totaling close to 130,000 tons. This included a destroyer, a large cargo ship, three large, one medium and one 

small tanker, six medium and three small transports. Samuel Eliot Morison, New Guinea artd the Marianas, March 1944 - August 1944, vol. VIII, A History of United 
States Naval Operations in World War I I (Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1953, reprint, 1989), 32. 
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installations. Between April 21 and 23 planes from Lexington and the other carriers destroyed most of the 
Japanese aircraft and ships that had not already departed Hollandia and damaged several ammunition dumps and 
fuel areas. Showing little resistance, Hollandia was quickly secured and the Lexington group moved on to carry 
out strikes against Truk which had been heavily reinforced since the Febmary raids. These assaults followed by 
routine air raids from heavy bombers based out of Eniwetok rendered Tmk useless to Japan for the remainder of 
the conflict." ^ \ 

The drive up the New Guinea coast continued with the fall off Wakdelsland in mid-May followed by landings 
on Biak Island at the close of the month. To combat the allied-iniasfon of Biak, a highly desirable site for land-
based air support, Japan directed aircraft and surface ships from the Central Pacific to the waters off New 
Guinea for a mid-June assault on Biak. Concurrently, the U.S. carrier forces had begun raids on the Marianas in 
preparation for an invasion of Saipan. In response, the Japanese redirected their ships to depart the New Guinea 
area and join surface units off the Philippines headed for the Marianas. This move allowed the allied forces to 
secure Biak and to complete the drive to Cape Sansapor at the westem end of New Guinea, some 500 miles off 
Mindanao, the southem-most island of the Philippines. With control over northem New Guinea and the 
Admiralty Islands allied forces could now employ a combination of air, sea and land-based power to keep the 
Japanese installations at Rabaul neutralized and suppress as any other enemy interference emanating from the 
New Guinea area." By the end of July 1944, a Philippines invasion was possible. 

Marianas Campaign 

Securing and controlling Saipan, Tinian, and Guam were the main objectives of the Marianas operations. These 
islands would provide the allies with bases from which they could control the Japanese supply lines to the 
westem Carolines and New Guinea and carry out assaults on the Palaus, Leyte and Luzon in the Philippines, 
Formosa, and the Bonin and Volcano islands north of the Marianas. They could also provide bases to conduct 
long-range air strikes against the Japanese home islands. The first landings were set for Saipan on June 15 while 
assaults on Guam and Tinian depended upon the success of events in Saipan. Task Force 58 was again divided 
into four task groups and Lexington served as part of TG 58.3. Following neutralization strikes June 3-9 on 
airfields at Peleliu in the Palaus, and Woleai and Yap in the central and westem Carolines, carrier air groups and 
surface ships began bombardment of Saipan and Tinian, June 11-13. Lexington and TG 58.3 succeeded in 
sinking two transports, destroying oil tanks and inflicting extensive damage to a railroad yard. With the Saipan 
assault under control, two of the carrier groups were detached on June 14 to carry out raids on Iwo Jima 
airfields.*" 

When the allied invasion forces learned that Japanese naval units were en route from New Guinea and the 
Philippines to counteract operations, the Guam, Tinian, and Iwo Jima campaigns were temporarily cancelled 
and the carrier groups were ordered to rejoin in anticipation of a confrontation. By June 18 the Task Force had 
reassembled some 90 miles southwest of Saipan and 80 miles northwest of Guam. The opening phases of the 
subsequent Battle of the Philippine Sea (June 19-20) began on the moming of June 19 when Japanese planes 
from Guam and Truk were spotted and intercepted by Task Force planes before they could inflict any damage to 
the carriers. Shortly thereafter, a large group of Japanese carrier aircraft was detected some 40-50 miles from 
the Task Force and also downed by carrier planes. This was followed by a series of air battles that continued for 
nearly eight more hours as the planes of Task Force 58 succeeded in desttoying significant numbers of Japanese 

" TG 58.1 consisting of Hornet Belleau Wood, Cowpens, and Bataan was to hit airfields and defenses at Wakde, Sawr, Sarmi April 21-24; TG 58.2, Bunker Hill, 
Yorktown, Monterey, and Cabot, was to strike Wakde and Hollandia airfields April 21 and support landings in Humbolt Bay. The assaults on Truk resulted in the 
desoiiction of some 59 aircraft in the air and another 34 on the ground as well as two fiiel dumps and numerous buildings and barges. Morison, vol. VIII, 27-41. 

" Ibid., 27-41; Potter, 757-760. 
^ Potter, 749-768; Morison, vol. VIII, 149-179. 
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aircraft launched either from carriers or Guam air bases." On June 20, the Japanese fleet was located and planes 
from Task Force 58 succeeded in severely damaging several warships, auxiliaries, and more aircraft. 
Lexington's contribution included major damage to two carriers and three transports. 

With the threat of interference by Japan's naval forces removed, the carriers of Task Force 58 resumed support 
of the Marianas operations. Lexington carried out pre-invasion strikes on Guam (June 25-July 5, July 18-21). 
She also conducted neuttalization strikes on the Palaus (July 25-27) and the Bonin Islands (August 4-5). First 
Saipan, then Tinian and finally Guam came under allied confrol and by mid-August the Marianas were secured. 
The Japanese not only lost their advance bases into the Carolines but also, with over 450 carrier- and land-based 
planes destroyed during the two-day Battle of the Philippine Sea, incurred losses in naval air power from which 
they would not recover for the duration of the conflict.'* 

Philippines Campaign 

With the loss of the Marianas, Japan began a defense strategy that focused primarily on the home islands, the 
Ryukyu Islands, the Philippines, and Formosa to control the Luzon Sttait and ensure the passage of oil and other 
essential resources from the Netherlands East Indies. However, for some time U.S. submarine forces had 
concentrated on the destmction of enemy tankers operating in the straits. This initiated a fuel crisis forcing the 
Japanese Navy to divide its fleet, allocating the majority of carriers to northem home island ports for repair and 
training while surface ships operated out of the Singapore area where fiiel was plentiful. The allied strategy was 
thus to gain control of the Philippines in order to permanently divide the Japeinese fleet, to blockade supplies to 
Japan, and to establish advance bases for strikes against Japanese-occupied territories in Southeast Asia as well 
as Formosa, and the Ryukyus and home islands. 

The Philippines campaign was to begin September 15, 1944. On that date the Central Pacific Forces, now 
designated as the Third Fleet, would commence operations to establish staging and support bases in the Palaus 
and the westem Carolines." The command was also to support MacArthur's Southwest Pacific Forces as they 
secured advance bases on Morotai and the Talaud Islands off Mindanao at the southem end the Philippines. 
Mindanao was to be invaded on November 15 and Leyte Island, in the central Philippines, by December 20. 
Assaults on Luzon, the northem most island, would take place once the other invasions were under control. 
Lexington carried out raids against Yap and Ulithi in the westem Carolines (September 6) followed by strikes 
on Mindanao (September 9-10), and Manila and Luzon (September 21-22). Lexington's work as well as that of 
the other carrier groups revealed the islands to be more lightly defended than initially believed. As such, the 
invasions of Yap, the Talauds, and Mindanao were cancelled and the invasion of Leyte was moved up to 
October 20. Invasions of Morotai, Angaur and Peleliu in the Palaus, and Ulithi proceeded. The carriers of Task 
Force 38 as well as planes from the Seventh Fleet and the Fifth Air Force out of Biak provided air support. 
Allied control of these islands, essential to the Philippines invasion, was completed between September and 
November." 

Leyte 

" Cdr. Paul D. Buie of the Lexington compared the downing of enemy planes to a wild turkey shoot. This phase of the battle is therefore referted to as the 
"Marianas Turkey Shoot." Morison, VIII, 257 note. 

* Total aircraft losses for Task Force 58 were about 130 planes. Tinian and Guam were more lightly garrisoned than Saipan and their conquest less costly in lives. 
Overall casualties for the southem Marianas were 5,000 American and 60,000 Japanese. Potter, 760-770. 

" This included Peleliu and Anguar in the Palaus and Ulithi Atoll and Yap Island between the Palaus and the Marianas in the westem Carolines. In September the 
Central Pacific Force was designated the U.S. Third Fleet under the command of Admiral William F. Halsey who replaced Admiral Spruance who had commanded it 
as the Fifth Fleet. Vice Admiral Marc A. Mitscher remained in command of the Fast Carrier Task Force now called Task Force 38. Potter, 771-774. 

"Potter, 771-774, 777-780. 
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October 10-12, the Third Fleet carried out neutralization strikes against the Carolines, Formosa and the China 
coast, Luzon and other Japanese-held areas that could possibly launch interference against the Leyte invasion. 
Planes from Lexington and her task group conducted raids on Okinawa in the Ryukyus and Formosa, 
contributing to the overall work of Task Force 38 that included destmction of enemy shipping facilities, aircraft 
installations, ammunition dumps, freighters, small craft, and numerous planes. The Third Fleet proceeded to 
Leyte to join the main invasion forces that were moving in from Manus, in the Admiralty Islands and Hollandia. 
In support of the landings, planes from all four carrier groups stmck airfields and shipping sites near Manila 
Bay and key points in Northem Luzon while planes from the Southwest Pacific Force stmck enemy sites in the 
Netherlands East Indies and Mindanao, Oct 17-24. With potential enemy interference effectively suppressed, 
some 60,000 troops and 100,000 tons of equipment were put ashore at Leyte on October 20, the first day of 
amphibious operations." 

In response to the Leyte landings Japan launched a major four-pronged naval attack to contain the invasion 
force and halt the transport of allied troops and supplies into the area. Two Japanese forces embarked from the 
home islands to attack Leyte from the north and two forces steamed out of Singapore to strike from the south. 
The U.S. Third Fleet, stationed off of Luzon, was reduced in size to the carriers and support ships of Task Force 
38; the remaining vessels were reassigned to support the Seventh Fleet stationed in and around Leyte Gulf The 
Task Force was again divided into four task groups and Lexington was assigned to Task Group Three (TG 38.3). 
As the forces converged, the subsequent Battle for Leyte Gulf consisted of several actions over several days 
which included four major naval battles: the Battle of Sibuyan Sea (October 24), and Battle off Cape Engano, 
die Battle of Surigao Strait, and the Battle off Samar (October 25).*° 

As one branch of the Japanese southem force headed through the Sibuyan Sea, it was intercepted and severely 
damaged by Third Fleet aircraft. The Lexington group helped to sink a battleship and damage three cmisers 
during the October 24 action. The remaining Japanese ships retreated from the area. Three carrier groups of TF 
38 were then ordered to intercept the carrier branch of the Japanese northem force that was assembling off Cape 
Engano, Luzon. During the October 25 battle, the task groups succeeded in neutralizing the Japanese carrier 
force while the Lexington group sunk one heavy and two light carriers. Meanwhile, the Seventh Fleet was left 
to handle what remained of the Japanese forces heading for Leyte. The vessels of the Sibuyan branch of the 
southem force had reversed their retreat and were now steaming around Samar to reach Leyte from the north. 
As well the second branch of the southem force had been joined by the second branch of the northem force and 
the combined group was headed through the Surigao Strait to attack Leyte from the south. Most of the major 
surface combatants of Seventh Fleet were ordered to the Surigao Strait leaving the escort units located off 
Samar and the northem approaches of Leyte Gulf to be covered by the Task Force 38 carriers. The October 25 
action at Surigao resulted in severe losses for the Japanese. However, with the TF 38 carriers engaged of Cape 
Engano the escort units were not adequately protected against the Japan's heavy combatants moving in from the 
north. One of the escort units, caught in the fire of this force, lost three destroyers and one escort carrier in the 
subsequent Battle off Samar. This confrontation also saw the first use of the Kamikaze (Divine Wind) Special 
Attack Corps as six planes stmck the escort group damaging several more vessels and sinking one.*' 

u yf^ ^ 
" Tacloban, the capital, and Dulag, some 17 miles south, were the two sites for the amphibious landings. The Tacloban^iistriMras in allied hands and both  

landing sites had expanded a mile inland by the close of the first day of the invasion. Potter, 771-774; Samuel Eliot Moristin, Leyl.June 1944 - January 1945, vol. XII,  
A History of United States Naval Operations in World Ifar//(Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1958; reprint, 1988), 8 -̂108 

^ Each task group consisted of about 23 ships that included two heavy carriers, two light carriers, two battleships, three cmisers, and 14 destroyers. One group 
could be dispatched for fuel and supplies while three would remain on duty. The Seventh Fleet included amphibious forces of transports, cargo vessels, and craft as 
well as bombardment and fire support groups that included battleships, destroyers, and cmisers. Escort carrier units that included destroyers and destroyer escort 
screens were located east of Leyte Gulf and were assigned to carry out anti-submarine, anti-aircraft and ground paU-ol support. Potter, 777-780; Morison, vol. XII, 86-
108. 

" The Japanese force of four battleships, six heavy cmisers, two light cmisers and eleven destroyers arrived off Samar a little after 1:00AM on October 25. When 
they encountered one of the carrier escort task units consisting of six escort carriers, three desU-oyers and four destroyer escorts they assumed it was a heavy carrier task 
group and they opened fire. The escort unit was unable to combat the heavy shelling and tumed south towards Leyte in hopes of meeting Seventh Fleet surface ships. 
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The Japanese, without achieving their main objective of containing the amphibious invasion, lost over 300,000 
tons of combat ships in the Battle for Leyte Gulf" These losses, as well as those inflicted at the Marianas, 
resulted in irreparable damage to Japan's naval strength. However, this severe defeat did not prompt an 
immediate withdrawal of Japanese forces from the island and pave the way for an uncontested occupation of the 
Philippines by allied forces. Throughout October and November 1944, planes from the Third Fleet carriers 
continued strikes against enemy airfields and shipping in and around the Philippines and in spite of heavy 
kamikaze attacks succeeded in significantly reducing the area's Japanese naval forces. On November 5, 
Lexington, although heavily damaged in such an attack, was able to continue flight operations which allowed 
her to sink an enemy heavy cmiser and prevent a kamikaze strike on the carrier Ticonderoga (CV-14). It would 
take until the end of December before all Japanese resistance in Leyte was contained. With the island in allied 
hands, Manila and Luzon became the next Philippine objectives." 

Luzon 

To recapture Manila on Luzon, allied forces would need to secure airfields north of the city and on Mindoro 
Island, situated to the southwest. Task Force carrier planes covered Japanese-held airfields on Luzon while 
amphibious forces landed on Mindoro, December 15, unopposed. The Luzon landing was scheduled to take 
place at Lingayen Gulf north of Manila on January 9, 1945. Having remmed to the Philippines after a month of 
repair work, Lexington ]0\nQd the other carrier groups as well as Seventh Fleet escort carriers and Army Air 
Forces to support the upcoming operations. On January 4-7 the carriers neuttalized most of the Luzon airfields 
and then departed to cover the South China Sea and prevent reinforcements from reaching Lingayen. January 
10-22 Lexington and the other carriers sunk enemy freighters and tankers and carried out strikes against Hong 
Kong, the Pescadores and Formosa as well as Saipan and conducted a photo reconnaissance mission over 
Okinawa. With Lingayen and most of Luzon secured and potential enemy reinforcements contained, allied 
forces landed unopposed near Subic Bay Janu£iry 29, 1945 to begin the drive to Manila. Between Febmary and 
April some 38 more landings were carried out to liberate and secure the Philippines.*^ 

Iwo Jima Campaign 

Beginning in late November 1944, land-based air strikes against Tokyo had been launched from bases in 
Saipan. However, because of the vast distance between islands, bomb loads had to be reduced to ensure that the 
B-29 aircraft conducting the raids would have enough ftiel to return from their mission. As well, enemy bases 
on the Volcano and Bonin Islands could intercept or provide advance waming to Tokyo of the approaching 
planes. The objective of securing Iwo Jima in the Volcanos was to neutralize both of the island chains and to 
establish a closer base to launch an invasion of Okinawa in the Ryukyus and to conduct air strikes against 
Tokyo and other strategic areas of the home islands. Landings on Iwo Jima were scheduled for Febmary 19, 
1945. The Central Pacific Force was once again designated the Fifth Fleet under the command of Admiral 
Raymond A. Spmance and the Fast Carrier Forces became Task Force 58. 

Although the destroyers and escort carrier planes did inflict some damage to the Japanese ships, the unit was eventually overtaken in the chase. However, when the 
Japanese flagship tumed to evade torpedoes, it fell behind in the chase and its commander lost touch with both the enemy and his own forces. His attempt to regain 
order over his vessels ended the battle before the escort unit was completely destroyed. The Japanese force withdrew with four battleships, two heavy cmisers, a light 
cmiser and seven destroyers. Potter, 780-795. 

" Losses included three battleships, four carriers, ten cmisers, and nine destroyers. Ibid., 795. 
" The kamikaze attack to Lexington left 50 men killed or missing, 132 injured; the island gun platform was destroyed and the signal bridge was heavily damaged. 

Overall during this period, carrier planes sunk three cmisers, ten destroyers as well as numerous U-ansports, other auxiliaries and aircraft as well as a complete convoy. 
Potter, 795,814-816. 

"Potter, 818-822. 
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Febmary 16-17 planes from Lexington, as part of TG 58.2, and the rest of the carriers of TF 58 stmck Tokyo 
airfields to neutralize potential reinforcements and conducted pre-landing bombardment of Iwo Jima. They also 
provided close coverage through the first days of the invasion until waves of kamikaze planes began a 
counterattack against the Fifth Fleet and the carrier forces on Febmary 21. On Febmary 22 Lexington and TF 
58 departed the area to rendezvous with 200 B-29 aircraft for a massive raid on Tokyo scheduled for February 
25. Lexington continued more strikes against the Japanese home islands until March 7 when she departed for a 
stateside overhaul at Bremerton Navy Yard. 

It took over a month, rather than the forecasted five days, to seize and secure Iwo Jima. Operations were 
hindered from start to finish by the island's soft volcanic ash shoreline that bogged down the landing vessels to 
the intricate fortifications and the highly trained troops that had been installed by the Japanese in anticipation of 
the invasion, to the kamikaze attacks. By the close of March, with heavy casualties on both sides, the island 
was held by allied force and the assault on Okinawa was in the opening phases.*' 

Okinawa Campaign 

The allied conquest of Okinawa, at the southem end of Japan's Ryukyu Islands was essential for establishing 
bases to complete the blockade of Japan and for launching sustained air strikes upon key industrial centers and 
supporting a possible invasion of the home islands. 

Landings on Okinawa were scheduled for April 1. The initial task of the carriers was to contain potential 
interference from the airfields in Formosa, the Ryukyus and Kyushu, Japan's southem-most home island. Once 
bases were established they were to protect the steady stream of troops and supplies that would be moving into 
the area to complete the conquest of the island. In mid-March, Task Force 58, without Lexington but supported 
by land-based bombardment from the Marianas, China and the Philippines, commenced pre-assault strikes on 
Okinawa. On the first day of landings about 50,000 troops went ashore and seized two airfields, meeting only 
scattered resistance. However, this light opposition was soon countered by the island's 100,000 defenders and 
sustained, large-scale kamikaze attacks. By mid-June the attacks began to decline as the carrier forces steadily 
improved their response techniques and strengthened early detection with more surface radar patrols and more 
radar stations in northem Okinawa and other offshore islands. As well, allied ground forces had steadily built 
up Okinawa's air power that, supplemented by B-29s operating out the Marianas and China, could contain any 
reinforcements embarking out of Kyushu. The carrier forces were able to depart the area to prepare for a series 
of July strikes against Japan. Okinawa was declared secure on July 21 with high casualties to both sides.** 

Third Fleet Operations Against Japan 

In mid-May, the Fifth Fleet was again designated the Third Fleet and Lexington, after completing her stateside 
overhaul, rejoined Task Force 38 on May 22 to carry out strikes against the Japanese home islands.*̂  
Throughout the month of July, Task Force 38 planes conducted raids on airfields and factories in Honshu and 
Hokkaido which included strikes against Tokyo and naval bases at Yokosuka and Kure where remnants of the 
Japanese fleet was either sunk or heavily damaged. Concurrently, Third Fleet surface combatants bombarded 
the Japanese coast. 

Meanwhile, in May, Germany surrendered leaving Japan without an ally and Russia announced it would not 

" ibid., 824-828. 
" Ibid., 828-833. 

Admiral Halsey once again relieved Admiral Spmance and Admiral John S. McCain relieved Mitscher as commander of the Fast Carrier Task Force. Ibid., 828-
833. 
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renew its neutrality pact with Japan. In June, the Japanese emperor had begun to seek a means to end the war in 
spite of strong political factions in Japan that were against surrender. In July, the Potsdam Conference, which 
specified postwar treatment of the defeated Germany, also included a general proclamation calling for the 
unconditional surrender of Japan. Japanese leaders would not accept an unconditional surrender which did not 
in some way preserve the imperial system. The allied powers agreed that an unconditional surrender would 
apply only to the armed forces but did not provide a specific answer regarding the fate of the emperor or the 
imperial system. Without a clarification on this point, Japan was not prepared to respond to the Potsdam 
Proclamation and the allied leaders interpreted this silence as a decline to surrender. 

The July bombardment of Japan continued unbroken into August when the first atomic weapons were dropped 
from a B-29 on Hiroshima, August 6. Russia invaded Manchuria and declared war on Japan, August 8. On 
August 9 another bomb was dropped on Nagasaki. August 10, Japan and the allied powers agreed to discuss a 
surrender where the imperial system would be preserved under an emperor that was chosen by the Japanese 
people through free elections and subject to the authority of the Supreme Allied Commander in Japan. The 
Third Fleet continued to conduct raids against the islands. Japan accepted the terms of surrender on August 14. 
On August 15 Lexington launched her final strikes against Japan. When word of surrender reached the Third 
Fleet a cease-fire was ordered and all planes retumed to task force carriers. On September 2, aboard the 
battleship Missouri in Tokyo Bay, the instmments of surrender were signed.** 

With the end of hostilities, planes from Lexington flew precautionary patrols over Japan, dropped supplies to 
prisoner of war camps on Honshu and stood guard off shore during the surrender ceremony. She continued to 
support the occupation until December 3 when she departed Tokyo Bay with homeward bound veterans, 
arriving in San Francisco on December 15, 1945. 

The Cold War and U.S. Security Policy 

As the United States, Great Britain, and the Soviet Union began to work towards establishing stability in 
postwar Europe and Asia, tensions developed when the allies disagreed over implementation of various peace 
provisions that had been agreed upon during wartime conferences. This early discord found the U.S. and 
Britain frequently united in their views and in opposition to the Soviet perspective. Ultimately the peace 
process became a contest between the westem allies and Soviet Union to rebuild Europe according political and 
economic systems strongly influenced by either communist or democratic principles. Military tensions also 
accompanied these diplomatic stmggles. In 1945, the Soviet Union possessed the largest army in the world and 
was still capable of overmnning the war-weakened areas of Westem Europe, the Middle East, and Asia. The 
U.S. had the world's most powerful weapon, the atom bomb, but faced a diminished military force as Congress 
responded to public demand and authorized swift demobilization and reductions in the defense budget. The 
bomb did provided the U.S. with a military superiority until 1949 when the Soviet Union acquired atomic 
weapons. 

This post-war stmggle gradually evolved into a quasi-global conflict in which opposing sides allied with either 
the U.S. or the Soviet Union and their respective political and economic philosophies.*' During the first years of 

"Ibid., 833-835. 
" The 1945 peace brought armies of liberation to the countt-ies of Europe and Asia. In accordance with the agreements reached at Yalta and Potsdam the allied 

forces were to jointly occupy Germany and Berlin, ensure liberated peoples the opportunity to establish their own govemments, and negotiate peace settlements with 
the former Axis states. Japan was to be occupied solely by American forces under the Supreme Allied Commander and the Allied Council for Japan with direction 
from the Far Eastem Commission. By 1950 most of Westem Europe, which had been host to American and British liberating forces, had established predominately 
democratically influenced, post-war govemments. This included France, Belgium, the Netheriands, Italy, AusU-ia and the French, British and American occupation 
zones in Germany and their respective sectors in Beriin. Most of Eastem Europe, which had been liberated by Soviet forces, had established communist govemments. 
This included Poland, the Baltic States, Hungary, Bulgaria, Rumania, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia and the Soviet sector in Berlin. Korea was divided along the 38* 
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the so-called "Cold War" the Soviet Union was seen by the U.S. and her allies as the only source for a serious 
military threat. It was assumed that any future war would be a land-based confrontation with the Soviet Union 
and the use of nuclear weapons could ensure a swift defeat while their destmctive power could also serve as a 
deterrent to any major confrontation. However, the next war was a United Nations-sponsored, conventional war 
in Korea where the joint UN forces took every measure to contain communism to North Korea and not to 
provoke the direct participation of China or the Soviet Union for fear of nuclear retaliation. 

The Korean War (1950-1953) marked the beginning of a national security policy in which the U.S. sought to 
maintain superiority in weapons and military strength in order to wage or deter war and to contain communism 
within the lines of demarcation established at the end of World War I I . This policy was characterized by a 
nuclear arms race between the U.S. and Soviet Union and a series of conventional wars and limited 
engagements where smaller countries, with the assistance of the major nuclear powers, fought to establish 
communist or democratic govemments. It continued until 1989 when the communist govemments of Europe 
and the Soviet Union collapsed. The guaranteed mass destmction of nuclear weapons did serve to prevent a 
direct confrontation between the two superpowers and the Soviet policy to promote communism and the U.S. 
policy advocating democracy was carried out indirectly through the political stmggles of other nations.̂ " 

Essex-c\2LSS Carriers and Post-War Carrier Development 

After 1945, the U.S. Navy, as well as the Army and Air Force (established as an independent service from the 
Army in 1947) began to develop strategies to address the growing tensions of the postwar world and to 
implement the nation's security policy. As such the Navy sought to build a fleet capable of waging or deterring 
war and one which would complement the Army and the Air Force's ability to deliver nuclear weapons against 
land-based targets. 

World War II firmly established the role of aviation within naval operations and carriers replaced battleships as 
the Navy's primary weapon of force. As well, by the late 1940s, nuclear weapons could be delivered by carrier 
bombers or guided missiles carried on submarines, cmisers, or carriers. Thus, carrier aircraft, which had 
transitioned from propeller to jet propulsion, were initially the preferred means for the Navy to carry out nuclear 
bombardment of strategic sites. To meet this objective, the Navy began to center its fleet on the carrier attack 

parallel. The northem portion of the peninsula, liberated from Japanese occupation by Soviet forces had set up a communist govemment. The southem portion, 
liberated by U.S. forces, now had a democratic govemment. China's nationalist govemment had evacuated to Taiwan after falling to the communist forces who in tum 
entered into a 30-year pact of mutual assistance with the Soviet Union. In French Indochina civil war was also on the horizon as Nationalist and Communist forces 
sought to exploit the power vacuum left upon the withdrawal of Japanese troops. As well, Indonesia and other colonial govemments in Southeast Asia and elsewhere 
were stmggling for independence and dealing with communist forces and other political factions competing for power. These geopolitical boundaries established 
shortly after the war would become the lines of demarcation in the quasi-global conflict between communist and anticommunist forces. They would also be the sites 
for many of the uprisings or wars which characterized world events over the next 50 years. Hallie Brooker, US Navy Ships from the Cold War 1945-1989, Potential 
Candidates for National Historic Landmark Designation, A Preliminary Report (Unpublished draft report. National Historic Landmarks Program, National Park 
Service, 2001), I-IO. 

^ Numerous limited engagements began as early as 1946, when Russia began pressuring Turkey for access and control of the Dardanelles and civil war rebels in 
Greece were supported by Soviet ally, Yugoslavia. The U.S. provided arms and military advisors to Greece, sent the U.S.S. Missouri to Istanbul and two months later 
established a new command in the Mediterranean, the Sixth Fleet. In 1948 Czechoslovakia's coalition govemment, no longer under postwar Soviet occupation, was 
seized by the Communist Party. Between 1948 and 1949 the Soviets implemented the Berlin Blockade as they U-ied to force the Westem Allies from their occupation 
sectors in Beriin by blocking supply and communication lines. In 1953 and 1958 when Communist forces from the Chinese mainland threatened to invade the 
Nationalist-held islands of Quemoy and Matsu, the U.S. ordered the Seventh Fleet to the Taiwan Strait in a show of force. The 1955 Suez Crisis occurred when Egypt 
sought to purchase arms from communist controlled Czechoslovakia and the U.S. sought to discourage such interaction. In 1956, Hungary attempted and failed to 
overthrow their communist govemment. In 1958 the U.S. provided direct military aid to Lebanon to contain a communist uprising and ensure a peaceful transition to a 
non-communist govemment. In the 1961 Berlin crisis, Soviets succeeded in erecting a wall to seal off the communist and non-communist zones and halt the flow of 
East Germans into the West Ckrmany via Berlin. In 1968, Soviet forces succeeded in abmpfly halting Czechoslovakia's attempt to introduce reform to their 
communist govemment. In 1961 CIA-sponsored Cuban refiigees attempted to, and ultimately failed in, invading Cuba to overthrow the Castro regime in the Bay of 
Pigs incident. The Cuban missile crisis, in which the U.S. succeeded in forming a blockade to intercept the Soviet arms shipment headed for the island, occurred in 
1962. The U.S. also intervened in the Dominican Republic in 1965, Grenada in 1983, and Panama in 1989 in order to contain the spread of communism in the 
Caribbean. The Korean War (1950-1953) and Vietnam War (1954-1975) were the longest sustained conflicts faced by America during the Cold War. Ibid. 
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force. Postwar developments in carrier design thus involved the constmction of larger carriers capable of 
supporting heavier jet aircraft and nuclear weapons. In addition to increased size, three major design changes 
reflective of these needs would be developed and incorporated into postwar carrier designs. These included an 
angled flight deck which allowed simultaneous take-off and landing of carrier air groups, steam catapults which 
provided the additional boost jets needed for take-off, and mirrored landing systems which assisted the jet pilot 
in carrier landings.̂ ' 

Due to resfricted defense budgets in the first years following World War I I , the Navy was not authorized to 
constmct new carriers. However, conversion of existing vessels and completion of vessels begun under wartime 
appropriations were authorized. As such, the 24 Essex-class carriers remaining at the end of the war provided 
the Navy with its initial fleet of postwar attack carriers. Most of these ships were modemized under various 
conversion programs beginning in 1948 and continuing into the 1960s in which they received angled decks, 
steam catapults, and upgrades in weapons and fire control systems." These modifications allowed them to meet 
the postwar naval mission until replaced by new carriers and re-designated to serve in anti-submarine, training, 
or other carrier support roles. 

Although the Midway class of carriers was developed during World War II none were completed before the end 
of hostilities. Unlike the Essex design that was based on pre-war Yorktown class, the CVB l£irge carriers were 
not limited by 1922 treaty-imposed restrictions in displacement. Thus, the Midways were much larger than the 
Essexes and incorporated an armored flight deck to protect against surface fire and aerial bombardment. With 
these characteristics, the Midways were the only carriers that could operate postwar weapons and early jet 
aircraft without any modifications until the late 1950s at which time they received upgrades that included angled 
flight decks and steam catapults. The Midway class bridged the transition from the pre-jet, treaty-limited 
carriers of World War II and the large postwar type "supercarriers" designed to accommodate heavier aircraft 
and weapons. 

The United States was to be the first postwar class of large supercarriers. Development of the design, the size 
and shape of the hull, and angled flight deck was to be determined primarily by the characteristics of the 
heaviest aircraft the carrier would operate. Although Congress cancelled constmction of the United States in 
1949, the concepts of the design were carried over into the Forrestal class and subsequent carrier designs. The 
four ships of the Forrestal class, completed 1955-1959, were the first large postwar supercarriers built from the 
keel up, incorporating angled deck, steam catapults, and the capacity to launch nuclear and conventional strikes. 
After Forrestal, the U.S. Navy brought nuclear propulsion to carrier operations with the constmction of 
Enterprise, completed in 1961. The Navy retumed to conventional power with the Kitty Hawk class, completed 
1961-1968, which was essentially an improved version of Forrestal. With the Nimitz class, completed 1975-
2001, the Navy retumed to building nuclear-powered carriers." 

U.S.S. Lexington (CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT/AVT-16) 1946-1991 

•" Development of the attack carrier forces would also involve advances in anti-aircraft, anti-ship, and anti-submarine weapons to provide protection to the carriers. 
Designs in cmisers, destroyers, and destroyer escorts evolved to carry these nuclear or conventional weapons and focused more exclusively on protection duty. 
Ultimately the submarine would become the Navy vessel most suitable to deliver long-range nuclear warheads. The Regulus I and II long-range cmise missiles, 
designed to be launched from submarines and adapted for cmisers and carriers, were used from 1954-1964 and provided a means for delivering nuclear warheads to 
land targets. Regulus II was cancelled in favor of developing the Polaris intercontinental ballistic missile system. Polaris differed from earlier submarine-launched 
missiles in that it could be fired from underwater. Polaris was followed by the Poseidon (early 1970s) and Trident (early 1980s) systems. Ibid., II-I6. 

" Most of the Essexes were modemized under the SCB 27 A and 27C and the later SCB 125 and I25A programs. In all, there were five distinct modemization 
programs: SCB 27A (1948-1953), SCB 27C (1951-1956), SCB 125 (I954-I957), SCB 125A (1957-1959), and SCB 144 (modemization of 27A CVs in I960). SCB 
27A was the first program carried out 1948-1953. The next program, SCB 27C was carried out in two versions: basic 27C included the modifications under SCB 27A 
plus several other changes. Advanced SCB 27C, which was Lexington's program, included the alterations under basic SCB 27C plus additional changes as well as 
SCB 125 modifications all completed in one dockyard period. Terzibaschitsch, 143-145. 

" Brooker, 11. 
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Lexington arrived in Puget Sound in May 1946 and, after a short period of operations along the West Coast, was 
decommissioned and placed in reserve at the Bremerton Naval Shipyard on April 23, 1947. While still in 
reserve and decommissioned, Lexington was redesignated as an attack carrier (CVA-16) on October 1, 1952. 
Modemization of the carrier commenced on September 1, 1953 when Lexington began her SCB-27C and SCB-
125 conversions. With modemization completed, the Navy recommissioned Lexington on August 15, 1955. 

After shakedown cmise, Lexington']omcd the Seventh Fleet at San Diego in March 1956. She operated off 
Califomia until May 1956 when she was deployed to the Far East with the Seventh Fleet. Based at Yokosuka, 
she conducted exercises and search and rescue operations off the coast of China before retuming to San Diego 
in December 1956. After a period of coastal training, Lexington again deployed to the Seventh Fleet at 
Yokosuka where she served from June 1 to October 17, 1957 before retuming to San Diego. Following an 
overhaul at Bremerton, she was ordered to join the Seventh Fleet off Taiwan. 

In July 1958, when Communist forces from the Chinese mainland threatened to invade the Nationalist-held 
islands of Quemoy and Matsu, Lexington and the Seventh Fleet began patrolling the Taiwan Strait, in 
accordance with the U.S. pledge to support the Chinese Nationalists in Taiwan. This show of naval force 
prevented an invasion and the outbreak of hostilities between the U.S. and China. Lexington remained off 
Taiwan until departing for San Diego on December 19, 1958. 

On April 26, 1959, when she departed the West Coast for another tour of duty in the Taiwan Sttait with the 
Seventh Fleet, on board were the Navy's first air-to-surface "Bullpup" guided missiles. In August and 
September she was on standby alert during the Laotian crisis and then exercised with British forces before 
departing for San Diego in November. In early 1960 she was overhauled at Bremerton Naval Shipyard before 
departing on another Far East tour that lasted until late 1961. After retuming to the West Coast, Lexington was 
ordered to replace U.S.S. Antietam (CVS-36) as the Navy's training carrier at Pensacola, Florida and was 
reclassified as CVS-16 on October 1,1962.̂ " 

Lexington was forced to delay this duty and she resumed her attack carrier designation in late October when the 
U.S. confirmed the constmction of Soviet missile sites in Cuba. Threatening equal retaliation against the Soviet 
Union should a nuclear attack be launched from Cuba and forming a blockade to intercept the Soviet arms 
shipment headed for the island, the U.S. avoided a nuclear confrontation and the missile sites were removed. 
During the Cuban Missile Crisis, Lexington stood by at Mayport Naval Station" as other ships were detached to 
the Caribbean, including the modemized Essex (CVS-9). Lexington thus did not arrive at Pensacola until 
December 1962 to begin her training carrier duty. 

A modemized carrier was an essential part of the Navy's training program for its pilots and January 1963 saw the 
commencement of Lexington's long career in carrier training operations. This duty as a training vessel grew in 
significance as naval aviation played an increasingly important role in the Vietnam War as well as other crisis of 
the Cold War and thereafter.'* In 1968, the Navy created the designation CVT, Training Aircraft Carrier and on 
January 1, 1969 Lexington was redesignated CVT-16. In 1978 she was again redesignated as AVT-16, auxiliary 
aircraft landing training ship, after the Navy adopted the term. For over a quarter century she operated out of 
Pensacola as well as Corpus Christi and New Orleans supporting carrier qualifications for naval aviation 

Anti-submarine Warfare Support Aircraft Carrier. The term established by the Navy on August 8, 1953 and applied to former CVs or CVAs. 
" Located near Jacksonville, Florida. 
" In Febmary 1965, the U.S. began an extensive air campaign against North Vietnamese military and industrial targets as a means to the control North Vietnam 

and not provoke Chinese intervention. However, after 37 months of sustained bombings, combat, and the steady built up of ground forces, only limited improvement 
had occurted in the military and political situation in South Viemam relative to the escalating cost of U.S. support. On November 2, 1968, President Johnson ordered 
the war be tumed over to the South Vietnamese. Brooker, 8. 
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Students and continued training for both active duty and reserve naval pilots. During that time, the aviators that 
rotated through Lexington helped the ship attain a Navy record of 493,248 aircraft deck landings. /- i#vi i 

Lexington was also the first U.S. Navy ship to include women in her regular crew. The 
members came aboard July 19, 1980 and at the close of her active career 273 members J 
1,200 were women. On November 26, 1991 Lexington was decommissioned as AVT-h6.and wasjetfeved as 
the Navy's training carrier by U.S.S. Forrestal (CV-59). After making the successful bid to preserve, display 
and interpret Lexington, the city of Corpus Christi, Texas prepared a new berth for the carrier as a museum ship. 
The U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay, operated as a non-profit organization, opened on October 14, 1992. 
At the end of her naval career, which spanned nearly fifty years, Lexington was the last operational unit of the 
Essex-class carriers. 
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Previous documentation on file (NPS): 

_ Preliminary Determination of Individual Listing (36 CFR 67) has been requested. 
Previously Listed in the National Register. 

_ Previously Determined Eligible by the National Register. 
_ Designated a National Historic Landmark. 
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_ Recorded by Historic American Engineering Record: # 

Prunary Location of Additional Data: 

_ State Historic Preservation Office 
_ Other State Agency 

X Federal Agency : National Archives and Records Administration, Naval Historical Center 
_ Local Govemment 
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_ Other (Specify Repository): 

10. GEOGRAPHICAL DATA 

Acreage of Property: 

UTM References: Zone Easting Northing 

Verbal Boundary Description: 

Boundary Justification: 
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1. NAME OF PROPERTY 

Historic Name: U.S.S. Lexington 

Other Name/Site Number: (CV-16, CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT-16, AVT-16) 

2. LOCATION 

Street & Number: U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
2914 Nortti Shoreline Blvd. 

City/Town: Corpus Christi 

State: Texas County: Nueces Code: 

Not for publication: N/A 

Vicinity: 

Zip Code: 78402 

3. CLASSIFICATION 

Ownership of Property 
Private: X 
Public-Local: 
Public-State: 
Public-Federal: 

Number of Resources within Property 
Contributing 

Category of Property 
Building(s): 
District: 
Site: 
Stmcmre: X 
Object: 

Noncontributing 
_ buildings 

sites 
_ stmcmres 
_ objects 

0 Total 

Number of Contributing Resources Previously Listed m die National Register:^ 

Name of Related Multiple Property Listing: N/A 
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4. STATE/FEDERAL AGENCY CERTIFICATION 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby 
certify that this X nomination request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation 
standards for registering properties in the National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and 
professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property _ X _ meets does 
not meet the National Register Criteria. 

Signamre of Certifying Official Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

In my opinion, the property X meets does not meet the National Register criteria. 

Signamre of Commenting or Other Official Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

5. NATIONAL PARK SERVICE CERTIFICATION 

I hereby certify that this property is: 

Entered m the National Register 
Determined eligible for the National Register 
Determined not eligible for the National Register 
Removed from the National Register 
Other (explain): 

Signamre of Keeper Date of Action 
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6. FUNCTION OR USE 

Historic: Defense Sub: Naval Facility 

Current: Recreation and Culmre Sub: Museum 

7. DESCRIPTION 

Architecmral Classification: Other: Essex-class aircraft carrier 

Materials: 

Foundation: Steel 
Walls: Steel 
Roof Steel 
Other: N/A 
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Describe Present and Historic Physical Appearance. 

U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) 1943-1951 

U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) was launched in 1942 as a welded, steel hull, &5ex-class aircraft carrier with an 
overall length of 872 feet and a length along the waterline of 820 feet. The fiight deck ran 862 feet with an 
additional 4 foot 9 inch ramp curving down at each end. The fiight deck width was 108 feet. The vessel's beam 
at the waterline was 93 feet and the depth of hull was 54 feet 8 inches with a draft of 28 feet 7 inches. Her 
design displacement was 33,440 tons, standard displacement was 27,100 and the full load displacement was 
36,380 tons. Her eight Babcock and Wilcox boilers drove four Westinghouse geared steam mrbines that 
delivered a speed of 32.7 knots. She carried a crew of 2,486. 

Armament for CV-16 included twelve five-inch 38 caliber dual-purpose guns mounted in four MK 32 DP twin 
mounts and four MK 40 MOD 33 single mounts. These mounts were directed by two MK 37 fire conttol 
directors, one mounted forward on the island, the other aft, and eight MK 51 directors. The MK 37 directors 
were served by two MK 4 fire control radars. When launched she had a total of eight MK 2 quadmple 40-mm 
Bofors anti-aircraft platforms. Four quad 40-mm mounts were located on the island, two forward of the flag 
bridge and two aft of the funnel. She also had a single quad 40-mm mount on the stem, a single quad 40-mm on 
the fantail and one each on the port and starboard catwalks. When refitted at Puget Sound in 1944 seven 
outboard quad 40-mm mounts were added, five on the starboard hull and two on the port hull. These tubs were 
attached directly to the hull rather than on the catwalk and could be removed to allow passage through the 

*• Panama Canal. Lexington also carried sixty-two 20-mm anti-aircraft guns. Lexington had hangar deck capacity 
for 103 aircraft. Lexington's first air group (AG-16), consisted of 89 aircraft that included thirty-two F6F-3 
Hellcat fighters, thirty-five SBD-5 Dauntiess dive-bombers and eighteen TBF-1 Avenger torpedo bombers.' 

>\y» > ^ 
Lexington's armor was designed to meet the requirements of resistance to fire from 6-inch guns at a distance of 

I 11,250 to 18,700 yards.' The hull was protected by steel armor, although unlike British aircraft carriers of the 
time and the fUmre Midway class, her flight deck was not armored. The hangar deck had an armored deck of 2.5 
inches of Special Treatment Steel (STS) steel. The fourth deck was armored with 1.5 inch STS to further protect 
the engine and fire room spaces. Side belt armor varied from 2.5 to 4 inches. The steering spaces were 
enclosed with 4 inches of class B armor on the sides and 2.5 inches of STS on top. Lexington was the only 
E ĵ'ejc-class carrier to serve throughout the war without the "dazzle pattem" camouflage measure. Instead she 
wore the gray shade "Measure 12" paint scheme until 1945 when she was painted in Measure 21 gray.̂  

Lexington's flight deck arrangements included three aircraft elevators and three bomb lifts. The elevator layout 
included two hydraulic acmated "centerline" lifts measuring 48.3' x 44.3' each capable of lifting 28,000 pounds. 
These elevators were situated fore and aft of the island just off the centerline. The third elevator, on the port 
deck edge across from the island, measured 60' x 34' and had an 18,000 pound lift capacity. The hangar deck 
included large openings along the port and starboard side that could be closed with roller doors. These side 
openings provided ventilation which allowed starting aircraft on the hangar deck to warm up prior to their 
poshioning on the flight deck. The hangar deck could be intemally divided laterally into three isolated bays. 
Division was accomplished with asbestos curtains which could be closed from conttol stations in each bay. 

' It was the practice early in the war to carry spare aircraft suspended above the hangar deck, thus the discrepancy between 103 standard compliment versus the 
active squadron number of 89. The Air Group numbers are from the Action report 22 September 1943, describing the 18 September 1943 raid on Tarawa, Lexington's 
first mission. By the end of the war, the fighter squadron had been increased to 78 aircraft to meet the Kamikaze threat while the torpedo and bomber units were 
comprised of 15 aircraft each. 

^ Norman Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers an Illustrated Design History (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1985), 142. 
' Stefan Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers of the U.S. Navy, 2d ed. (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1989), 75; Lawrence Sowinski, "Champions of the 

Pacific, the Essex Class Carriers, part 2." Warship, vol. I I , ed. Robert Gardiner (London: Conway Maritime Press, 1978), 96-103. 
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Aircraft maintenance was also divided by bay. Bay 3, in the stem was for heavy maintenance. Bay 2 was for 
flight operations and Bay 1, in the bow, was for storage and light maintenance. 

While other Essex class carriers were equipped with a IH 4A catapult on the forward hangar deck with hinged 
extensions on each side through the side ports, Lexington's hangar catapults were not ready by the time she was 
launched and were never installed. Lexington did have a IH 4B catapult on the flight deck. Aircraft recovery 
was accomplished with a sixteen wire MK 4 arresting gear cable system later modified so that the wires were 
spaced from the stem to just aft of the island. The arresting wire system was augmented by a set of four wire 
cable barriers. Each barrier wire was suspended several feet above the deck to snag aircraft that missed the 
arresting system cables. 

The ship's island is on the starboard side of the flight deck, halfway between the bow and stem. Island 
arrangements were placed on five decks comprised of a communications platform, flag bridge, navigation 
bridge, gun deck atop the pilothouse and an anti-aircraft platform. The island spaces provided the areas for 
control of ship operations. The Essex-class of aircraft carriers were not designed with radar fixtures in mind, 
thus each ship had a distinctive antenna array at different points in its career. Lexington as CV-16 carried a 
"bedspring" shaped SK long-range air search radar on a frame mounted to the starboard side of the fiinnel. An 
SC-2 air search antenna was mounted on the opposite side and a prototype height finder SM (CXBL) mounted 
in March 1943 sat atop the tripod mast. SG surface search antenna was also mounted on the mast. In 1945 
Lexington was equipped with a SO-11 zenith search, prototype air search antenna designed to fill the blind spot 
directly above the carrier. This system proved unusable, however. Lexington also had five hinged radio 
antenna masts arranged along the starboard edge of her flight deck, three forward of the island and two aft. 

U.S.S. Lexington (CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT-16, AVT-16) 1952-1991 

Lexington's present appearance is a result of her 1953-55 conversion. As a result of the Korean War and the 
continuing "Cold War," the Navy found enough money to update some of its mothballed Essex-class aircraft 
carriers. The Essex hulls offered the navy three advantages; first they were well built, second they were 
plentifiil and third, they were a cost effecttve altemative to building new carriers from the keel up. In 1953 
Lexington entered dry dock to undergo conversions designated by the Ship Characteristic Board as plans SCB-
27C and SCB-125. The purpose of these conversions was to adapt the carriers to the requirements of jet-age 
aircraft. The jet engine, introduced to U.S. aircraft with the Army Air Force P-80 Shooting Star in 1945, led to 
a significant increase in aircraft weight and a decrease in low speed handling characteristics. The Navy's jet 
propelled F2 Banshee introduced in 1949 had a takeoff weight of 16,200 pounds, a marked contrast to the 
standard Navy fighter of World War I I , the F6F Hellcat, which weighed 12,441 pounds. 

Lexington was dry-docked in 1953 to undergo conversion SCB-27C (which included modificafions from the 
previous conversion plan SCB-27A). The modifications involved strengthening of the flight deck in the landing 
area, removing all 5-inch twin turrets from the flight deck and relocating new, open, single 5-inch mounts. 
Larger more powerfiil elevators were installed as well as fittings (such as electrical outlets) to permit operation 
of jet aircraft. Stronger bomb and ammunition lifts (to accommodate "special" or nuclear weapons) were 
installed. Three standby rooms for aircrews were transferred to below deck and an escalator from the standby 
room to the flight deck was added. The island was shortened and the bridge and stack combined and side armor 
was removed at the waterline. A deck landing mirror and higher capacity aircraft cranes were added, and 
storage capacity for aviation fuel was increased. Blast deflectors behind the catapults were installed and hangar 
space was divided by two fire and splinter proof steel doors. 

The SCB-27C specific changes included an increased beam of 103' at wateriine (to increase stability). 
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replacement of the Type H-4-1 hydraulic catapults with two Type C-11 steam catapults to handle heavier 
aircraft, and strengthening of the entire flight deck. As well, elevator number 3 (centerline lift) was replaced 
with a larger, folding, deck-edge lift, and hull bulges were added. SCB-125 conversions were incorporated 
during the same dry-dock period as the SCB-27C changes. These modifications added an angled flight deck, an 
enclosed "hurricane" bow, and improved dual arrester wire system (MK 7), which halved the number of arrester 
wires from sixteen to eight. The forward elevator length was increased to 70' 3", air-conditioning was added to 
certain areas such as the crew ready rooms, and crash barriers were strengthened. There were also 
improvements made to the primary flight control center and flight deck illumination as well as installation of 
improved soundproofing to island accommodations adjacent to the flight deck. 

The conversions, completed in 1955, altered the outward appearance of Lexington but left the World War II 
interior spaces largely intact. Lexington went from a carrier with a straight deck, open bow and a low rat's nest 
of radar antenna, to an angled deck carrier with an enclosed hurricane bow and a single pole antenna mast. The 
angled deck was a significant change, adding additional flight deck space and catapults. 

Despite these changes in her outward appearance, Lexington retains a strong sense of her World War II Essex-
class heritage. Intemal crew and machinery spaces are 90% unchanged from the original. Fixtures such as wall 
lockers, lighting, ventilation and passageway features date mostly from 1943. The machinery spaces (engines 
and boilers) date from 1943 as do the majority of the lesser machinery such as generators and pumps. The 
current owners of the ship have kept her in good repair, and have incorporated a minimum of changes to her 
historic stmcture. In 1997, Lexington received two sets of quad 40-mm anti-aircraft guns, partially restoring her 
World War II armament. Two changes of concem are the sealing over of the flight deck catapult track and the 
cutting of an access way hatch through the armored deck above the engine spaces to facilitate visitor access. 
The former is probably reversible; the latter is probably not. As well, on April 3, 2001 Lexington suffered a fire 
on the fifth level of the superstmcture. The navigation and flag bridges were damaged and are currently closed 
to the public while the area is being restored.'' 

Lexington's current specifications, incorporating the above conversions, were a flight deck of 910 feet, waterline 
889 feet, freeboard 52 feet, draft 30 feet, displacement 42,000 tons, and two C-11 steam catapults. 

' Lety Laurel, "Lex is Open Today," Corpus Christi Times Caller, April 4, 2001. 
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8. STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 
Nationally: X Statewide: Locally:_ 

Applicable National 

Register Criteria: A _ B _ C _ D_ 

Criteria Considerations 

(Exceptions): A _ B _ C _ D _ E _ F _ G_ 

NHL Criteria: 1 
NHL Theme(s): IV Shaping the Political Landscape 

Topic 3. Military instimtions and activities 

Areas of Significance: Military 

Period(s) of Significance: 1943-1945 

Significant Dates: N/A 

Significant Person(s): N/A 

Culmral Affiliation: N/A 

Architect/Builder: Bethlehem Steel Company, Quincy Massachusetts 
Historic Contexts: Warships Associated with World War I I in the Pacific (1985) 

Maritime Heritage of the United States (ongoing) 
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State Significance of Property, and Justify Criteria, Criteria Considerations, and Areas and Periods of 
Significance Noted Above. 

Summary 

The aircraft carrier U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) is significant for her World War II service, having participated in 
almost every major naval campaign in the Pacific from 1943 to 1945. She was a highly decorated warship, 
receiving numerous citations acknowledging her exemplary service.' As an Essex-class carrier, Lexington is 
also important for illusttating the development of aircraft carrier design, the refinement of multi-carrier 
operations, and the integration of aviation as a primary strike weapon in naval strategy. 

Although naval aviation was utilized during World War I, aircraft assigned to warships generally provided only 
reconnaissance support for the fieet. The possibility of using planes as a naval strike weapon did not begin until 
the 1920s when aircraft capable performing heavy bombardment against land or sea targets were built. Naval 
vessels capable of carrying several squadrons of such aircraft were developed concurrently. Thus the first eight 
carriers constmcted by the U.S. Navy varied in size, speed, protection, and aircraft compliment in order to 
provide the greatest number of carriers capable of launching the greatest number of air strikes, yet still comply 
with treaty-imposed tonnage restrictions. Essex (CV-9), the ninth U.S. carrier authorized, was a product of 
these earlier designs. A total of 26 Essex-class carriers were ordered by the U.S. Navy between Febmary 1940 
and June 1943 and 24 were completed. This was the largest class of carriers ever built by the United States and 
over half including Lexington (CV-16), served as part of the Pacific Fleet during World War II. 

Prior to World War I I , the Navy had no practical battle experience for its carriers. It was in the Pacific Theater 
that aircraft carrier operations were developed and refined. Serving as mobile air bases, carriers could maneuver 
aircraft around the open waters and the scattered island chains of the Pacific. By employing a combination of 
scouting, fighter or bomber aircraft to control the enemy's air power, groups of carriers, screened by surface 
ships, could open the way for island invasions, cover and support amphibious operations, and help to hold the 
conquered areas. Thus carriers became an integral component of nearly every island campaign throughout the 
Pacific War. With aircraft that extended the fleet's firepower beyond the range of large caliber battleship guns, 
the carrier's status was elevated from reconnaissance platform to that of major surface combatant. 

World War II and the carrier campaigns of the Pacific firmly established the role of aviafion within naval 
operations and the aircraft carrier replaced the battleship as the Navy's primary strike weapon. With postwar 
advances in nuclear arms and jet propulsion, the Essex carriers were upgraded to facilitate these new weapons 
and aircraft. Thus with modifications, Lexington continue to serve through the Cold War where air power 
played an increasingly important role in the major wars and limited engagements of that period. As well, 
Lexington's final duty as an aviation training vessel serves to illustrate the Navy's continued emphasis on 
aviation as a means to carry out its mission. 

Comparison oi Lexington with Other £isex-Class Carriers 

All but four of the Essex-class carriers commissioned during World War II have been broken up.* Lexington 

' Lexington received battle stars for operations in the Gilbert Islands, Marshall Islands, Hollandia, the Marianas and Westem Caroline Islands, Leyte, Luzon, Iwo 
Jima, and Third Fleet Operations against Japan. As well, she was awarded the Presidential Unit Citation, American Area Service Medal, Asiatic-Pacific Area 
Campaign Service Medal, World War 11 Victory Medal, Navy Occupation Service Medal, National Defense Service Medal, Armed Forces Expeditionary Service 
Medal, Philippine Liberation Campaign Ribbon, and the Republic of the Philippines Presidential Unit Citation Badge. 

' According to the Navy's online version of the Vessel Register (http://www.nvr.navy.mil/) Bennington (CV-20), commissioned in 1944, was disposed of by sale to 
the Defense Reutilization and Marketing Service (DRMS) for scrapping 01/12/94. Per 06/22/01 conversation, the Naval Historical Center Curator Branch confirms she 
was partially dismantled at Port Angeles, WA before being towed to Alang, India where she was broken up. Shangri La (CV-38), also commissioned 1944, was 
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(CV-16), and Yorktown (CV-10) located at Patriots Point, South Carolina, Intrepid {CN-\ 1) at New York, and 
Hornet (CV-12) at Alameda, Califomia are preserved as fioating museums; the latter three are National Historic 
Landmarks. All share a common history as part of the World War II Essex-class carrier campaigns in the 
Pacific and all were modemized during their careers to provide service for decades after the war. However, 
each made individual contributions to these historical events and the maturing of naval aviation from a doctrine 
of fleet support to one of primary fleet weapon. Lexington is unique from the other Essexes for having served 
in every pivotal Central Pacific campaign except Okinawa. As well, she had the longest service record, 
operating from 1943 to 1991 with nearly 30 of those years spent as the Navy's aviation training carrier. 

Beginnings of Naval Aviation 

Although the potential value of aviation in naval operations was recognized prior to the World War I , it was 
during that conflict when British, Japanese and American navies began exploring the strategic and tactical 
applications of aircraft. Planes assigned to battleships and cmisers were used for scouting and reconnaissance, 
providing information about an enemy fleet's size and location. They could also assist in fire control during a 
surface ship engagement by observing where shots fell and conveying corrections, via radio, back to the firing 
vessel. As well, anti-submarine warfare benefited from patrolling aircraft that could locate surfaced submarines 
before they submerged to attack and prevent submerged submarines from resurfacing. However, it was not until 
the 1920s, when aircraft capable of carrying sufficient munitions were built, that navies began to considered the 
possibilities of using aircraft as strike weapons against land targets or other warships.̂  

Concurrent to the inttoduction of aviation into naval operations was a prevailing strategy that emphasized the 
use of naval power to gain control of the sea while denying its use to the enemy. Formulated in the late 19"' 
century by naval historian and strategist, Alfred Thayer Mahan, U.S. Navy, "command of the sea" was achieved 
by drawing the enemy surface fleet into a decisive sea battle that would result in its total defeat.* With 
elimination of the enemy fleet, that nation's coasts and ports were open to invasion or blockade and its shipping 
left unprotected. As well, the victor nation succeeded in securing its own shoreline and commerce from a 
potential belligerent force. Under this strategy a navy was used primarily to engage and defeat an enemy at sea, 
away from domestic shores. Coastal defense or direct attacks to the enemy's shipping were secondary 
operations. Central to the success of such warfare was the possession a battleship navy in which armored 
surface ships with large caliber guns were the main weapons used against an enemy navy or to carry out shore 
bombardment in support of invasion. Early naval aviation was thus viewed as a secondary weapon, a usefiil 
technology to provide support for the fleets of battleships, cmisers, and other major surface combatants.' 

The concept of the battleship navy as the key to a nation's security dominated naval strategy from the late 19* 
century up through the opening phases of World War II . Such thinking was adopted by many of the world's 
major maritime powers including Great Britain, Japan, the United States, Germany, and Russia. Its 
effectiveness had been demonstrated in at least two notable naval confrontations at the tum of the century. In 
both these incidents, the victorious navies had engaged the enemy fleet and through superior tactics and 
firepower neutralized the opposing force, secured their own shores, and made territorial gains. During the 

disposed of by MARAD exchange 08/09/88. Per 06/22/01 conversation, the Naval Historical Center Curator Branch confirms she was sold and scrapped in Taiwan. 
Oriskany (CV-34), although commissioned 1950, is the only other remaining Essex-Q\ass carrier. She was sold for scrap but the contractor defaulted and the vessel was 
repossessed by the Navy. As of 07/30/97 the ship remains at Beaumont Reserve Fleet, Beaumont, TX and will eventually be sold for scrap. As well, CVs 1-8 were 
either lost during the war or scrapped shortly thereafter while the Worid War Il-era CVL light carriers and the CVE escort carriers have all either been sold or 
scrapped. Of the three CVB large carriers completed after the war, only Midway (CVB-41) remains. 

' Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 8-11. 
' Discussed in the 1890 publication 77ie Influence ofSeapower upon History, 1660-1783, and subsequent writing by Mahan. 
' Ronald H. Spector, Eagle Against the Sun, MacMillan Wars of the United States Series, ed. Louis Morton (New York: The Free Press, 1985), 19; and E. B. 

Potter, ed. Sea Power (Englewood Cliff, NJ: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1960), 378-379. 
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Spanish-American War, it had been through a decisive sea battle in 1898 that the United States defeated the 
Spanish Navy in the Philippines and expanded her sphere of influence not only to these islands but also to 
Guam and American Samoa as well as Puerto Rico and Cuba. During the Russo-Japanese War, Japan also 
gained her place among the world's naval powers. As a small island nation, Japan had experienced invasion 
and warfare with her continental neighbors since the 13"" century. Fearful of this history of aggression, Japan 
began to modemize her navy and establish a defensive barrier of annexed Russian and Chinese island-territories 
during the last quarter of the 19* cenmry. During the Sino-Japanese War, 1894-1895, she gained Port Arthur in 
Manchuria, China as well as the islands of Formosa and the Pescadores.'" Having temporarily lost Port Arthur 
to Russia, h was through her profound defeat of the Russian Navy at the Battle of Tsushima, 1905, that she 
regained control over the important seaport and also acquired southem Sakhalin from Russia." With the 
benefits of a superior navy clearly apparent, naval ship building policies became increasingly competitive 
among the major maritime powers. At the end of the 19* century there existed an open intemational arms race 
in which the United States, Japan, and Germany competed with the leading naval power. Great Britain, to 
establish a formidable presence at sea. World War I , however, eliminated Germany from this race and 
established the desire among the victor nattons to maintain peace through naval arms limitafion.'^ 

Although Great Britain, Japan and the United States had all explored naval aviation during World War I , it was 
the Brifish who took the lead in aircraft carrier development and formulated a body of knowledge which the 
others would adopt and modify for their own use. The Royal Navy was the first to assign aircraft to ships on a 
regular basis and by the end of World War I had completed two experimental carriers. By the 1930s under the 
threat of another war with Europe, five more carriers were constmcted. Ultimately, Britain's carrier operations 
during the forthcoming conflict would emphasize escort protection of cargo and troopships moving along the 
sea-lanes between bases in the British Isles and her colonies throughout the Mediterranean, Middle East, India, 
and the Pacific. Because Royal Navy carrier operations were often conducted within more confined waters 
these vessels were highly vulnerable to enemy bombings from land-based aircraft. As such, British carriers had 
armored decks (a design detail not duplicated in American carriers until the end of the war) to withstand such 
attacks in addition to dual-purpose guns, anti-aircraft batteries and any protection their planes could provide. 
Such geographic considerations that drove British carrier design and strategy differed somewhat for Japan and 
the United States." 

At the close of World War I , Japan, having sided with Great Britain and France, gained control over the former 
German possessions in the Central Pacific that included the Marianas, Marshall, and Caroline Islands. These 
strategically placed island chains stood directly across the U.S. route to the Philippines thus establishing the 
potential for conflict. The possibility of a Japanese attack on America's holdings in the Central Pacific was 
addressed in the RAINBOW strategic war plan, under the code-name ORANGE.'" The ORANGE plan was one 
of a number of contingency war plans developed by a joint U.S. Army and Navy Board in the early 20* cenmry. 
After World War I , it was updated to reflect the current world simation. The ORANGE plan of the 1920s and 
1930s assumed that the Philippines, strategically placed between Japan and the resources of the Netherlands 
East Indies'^ would be attacked. It called for the U.S. garrisons in the Philippines as well as Guam, Midway, 
and Wake, to hold the islands until the Navy's forces arrived to engage and eliminate the Japanese fleet. In 
crossing the Pacific, the U.S Navy would be required to establish a series of island bases to facilitate en route 
refueling and repair. They would also need to secure bases that placed them within reach of Japan's major naval 

The Pescadores are situated between mainland China and Formosa, currently Taiwan. 
" Potter, 347, 350-365. 
'Mbid., 379-382,480-481. 
" Reynolds, 2-4. 
" Under the RAINBOW strategic war plan, each hypothetical enemy was assigned a color; for example: Great Britain - red, Germany - black, Mexico - green, 

Japan - orange. Spector, 55-56. 
" The former Dutch colony consists of the islands that currently make up the Independent Republic of Indonesia, established in 1949. 
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installations. Under the ORANGE plan, the aircraft carrier increased the battle fleet's reconnaissance range and 
supported its mission to attack and secure strategic island targets within Japan's sphere of influence. As such, 
the U.S. began developing carriers to support fleet operations in the open waters of the Pacific. In response, 
Japan began developing her own force to both combat a U.S. carrier fleet and to aid in carrying out an 
expansionist policy throughout the South and Central Pacific and Southeast Asia.'* 

Development of Aircraft Carriers in the United States 

The aircraft carrier became a component of the U.S. Navy fleet with the conversion of the collier Jupiter (AC-3) 
to the experimental carrier Langley (CV-1) in 1922. Subsequent carrier development would be highly 
influenced, until the outbreak of World War I I , by the arms limitation treaties stemming from World War I . The 
1921 Washington Naval Conference had been the first in a series of attempts by the United States, Great Britain, 
Japan, France, and Italy to maintain peace by limiting the total warship tonnage for each nation. The resulting 
1922 treaty established a scrapping program and restricted new capital ship constmction in an attempt to limit 
the warship tonnage of the United States and Great Britain to 500,000 tons each, Japan to 300,000 tons, and 
France and Italy to 175,000 tons each. The treaty also included clauses that prevented the arming or fortifying 
of bases in Pacific island possessions (except for the Japanese home islands and the American Hawaiian 
islands). The conference also endorsed (accepted by the United States, Great Britain, Japan, France, Italy, 
Netherlands, Belgium, Portugal, and China) an open door policy with China that acknowledged her territorial 
integrity. However, subsequent naval disarmament conferences throughout the 1930s were limited in their 
effectiveness and ultimately the treaty process as a means to curb the naval arms race came to an end.'̂  

A warship can be thought of as a series of components that add up to the vessel's total tonnage or displacement. 
Thus, the tonnage limits imposed by the Washington Naval Treaty had a direct effect upon carrier size and 
development. The basic factors that dictate warship design include (1) dimension, (2) armament, (3) armor, (4) 
speed, and (5) endurance or cmising range. An increase in any one of these five factors will increase the overall 
tonnage, as well as cost, unless there is a reduction in one of the other factors. Every warship is designed 
according to a series of strategic requirements that reflect the vessel's function within naval operations. They 
must also be constmcted within budgetary limits. The dimensions of the ship effect not only its costs but also 
its accessibility to existing harbors, docks, and canals and thus its geographic mobility. A warship must also 
carry appropriate armament to allow it to defeat an enemy or survive an enemy assault. However, guns, armor, 
and aircraft add weight and dimension as well as cost. Heavy protection can therefore effect operational speed, 
cmising range, and fuel consumption that are dictated by the efficiency of the power plant. Powerful propulsion 
machinery can increase weight, take up valuable intemal munitions and fuel storage space and of course, add to 
the cost. Warship design, therefore, requires setting priorities and working through a series of compromises in 
order to meet strategic and budgetary requirements.'* In addition to the pre-World War II treaty considerations 
and economic factors that effected capital ship constmction, fleet exercises, and ultimately wartime operational 
experience had a significant impact on carrier development. 

For the United States, the Washington Naval Treaty resulted in the cancellation of six battle cmisers scheduled 
for constmction. The treaty also set the limits on new carrier constmction at 27,000 tons each. Carrier 
conversions were set at 33,000 tons with an additional 3,000 tons allowed for protection against air and 

" Spector, 55-56; Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 13; Reynolds, 5; Samuel Eliot Morison, The Rising Sun in the Pacific 1931 - April 1942, vol. I l l , A History of 
United Stales Naval Operations in World War I I (Boslon: Little, Brown and Company, 1948; reprint, 1988), 7-8. 

" Potter, 480-484. 
" Warship requirements were referred to as "characteristics" within the U.S. Navy. Initially, characteristics were developed by the Navy General Board based on 

evidence derived during hearings where both technical bureaus and seagoing officers provided data. However, by 1945 the characteristics fttnction was absorbed by a 
Ship Characteristics Board within the office of the Chief of Naval Operations. Norman Friedman, Battleship Design and Development 1905-1945 (New York; 
Mayflower Books, 1978), 7, 14, 19-21. 
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underwater attack as authorized under the treaty's capital ships modemization clause. Total carrier tonnage for 
the United States was set at 135,000 tons. In an attempt to salvage the work that had already begun on the 
Lexington-class battle cmisers, Congress authorized the conversion of two partially constmcted hulls. 
Completed in 1928, these vessels became the second and third carriers of the U.S. Navy fleet, Lexington (CV-2) 
and Saratoga (CV-3). The two 36,000-ton Lexington-class carriers were 888 feet overall and supported a 
compliment of 63 aircraft. They were designed to operate at high speeds within a fleet of fast-moving surface 
combatants." 

With the conversion of Lexington (CV-2) and Saratoga (CV-3) approximately 69,000 tons remained for 
addittonal carriers. Based on the Lexington class, the next desired carrier would provide high speed, high 
airplane carrying capacity, and suitable armor and armament. Of the five 13,800-ton carriers proposed by the 
Navy for a five-year building plan (1929-1933), Congress approved one constmction. Ranger (CV-4) entered 
service in 1934 and was the first U.S. carrier built from the keel up. At 769 feet overall, she was significantly 
smaller than the Lexington class. However, Ranger had much larger hanger area for greater aircraft stowage and 
could support some 76 aircraft. This was achieved by reducing armor and armament and sacrificing speed. 
With her lower propulsion power. Ranger was designed to operate within slower moving battle fleets.^" 

As with the previous carriers, the Yorktown class was limited by tteaty-imposed tonnage restrictions. However, 
they differed from their predecessors in that their design was based on the experience gained by the large 
carriers Lexington and Saratoga, and the small carrier Langley in fleet exercises rather than war games data. 
Under the remaining tonnage available, a maximum of two 27,000-ton carriers could be constmcted. Studies 
for 15,000-, 20,000-, and 27,000-ton ships that emphasized aircraft capacity, and the protection, armament, and 
speed that had been lacking in Ranger were developed. The final design produced two 20,000-ton ships of 809 
feet overall. The Yorktown (CV-5) and the Enterprise (CV-6) were both launched in 1936. Remaining tonnage 
was allocated to the constmction of another small carrier. Wasp (CV-7), launched in 1939. Hornet (CV-8), a 
slightly improved version of the Yorktowns, was launched in 1940 when treaty limitations were no longer in 
force. The Yorktowns, more heavily armored and with increased speed as well as a capacity for 80-90 aircraft, 
were essentially an improved version of Ranger. As well, it was from their design that the next and largest 
group of U.S. Navy aircraft carriers was derived, the Essex class.̂ ' 

Development of the E ŝsex-class Aircraft Carrier and Carrier Operation 

Between 1939 when studies for the Essex-class carriers began and April 1941 when the first vessel, Essex (CV-
9) was laid down, war had empted in Europe, the Pacific was in turmoil, and United States entry into a conflict 
against Japan and the European Axis powers was just months away. Within this span of time Germany had 
occupied most of Europe and gained Italy and Japan as allies under the Tripartite Pact where the three countries 
pledged mumal military support and recognized each other's regional supremacy. Great Britain was left to face 
the Axis power alone, and her colonies throughout the Middle East, Asia, and the Pacific as well as those of the 
Netherlands and France were left with minimal defenses. As well, tensions were mounting in the Pacific as 
Japan conttnued to expand her influence throughout the area. Between 1931 and 1939, Japanese forces had 
occupied Korea, Manchuria and Hainan Island, and carried out air raids and other acts of aggression against 
cittes on the Chinese mainland. As well, they occupied the Spratly Islands held by French Indochina.̂ ^ By 
August 1940, with permission of Vichy France, Japan began to assert more control over Indochina and showed 

" Friedman, U S Aircraft Carriers, 43; Terzibaschitsch, 30-31, 39; Roger Chesnau, ed., Conway's All The World's Fighting Ships 1922-1946 (London: Conway 
Maritime Press, 1980), 101. 

™ Friedman, US Aircraft Carriers, 58-62, 68-72; Terzibaschitsch, 3-9; Chesneau, 102. 
" Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 79-81, .88-93; Terzibaschitsch, 44; Chesneau, 102. 
" Vietman, Laos, and Cambodia make up the former French colony. 
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a keen interest in the resources of the Netherlands East Indies, Malaysia, Bomeo, Singapore, and Burma. In 
November 1940, Japan began fortifying the Marshall and Caroline Islands with airfields and seaplane bases. 
With a preference not to be drawn into conflict, the United States initially sought to protest Japan's military 
expansion through economic sanctions. In July 1940 Congress began restricting the export of resources 
associated with industrial production and wartime operations in Japan. All movement of such goods was halted 
in July 1941 through an executive order freezing Japanese assets in the United States. Concurrently, the United 
States sought to support Great Britain's European war by supplying those resources and products that would 
facilitate an Axis defeat.̂ ^ 

With a strong possibility of a two-ocean conflict on the immediate horizon, development of the Essex-class 
carriers reflects the United States' urgent need to prepare for such a confrontation. Although no longer limited 
by treaty tonnage restrictions as with previous classes, there wzis a pressing need for carriers and thus little time 
to develop a design radically different from a proven predecessor, the Yorktown class.̂ '' Keeping in mind that 
ship-based air power would play an important role in naval warfare, the Navy's major concem effecting the 
Essex design was the ship's capacity to carry and operate aircraft. Under the desired characteristics developed, 
the new class would be capable of carrying four squadrons, a fifth reserve squadron, and sufficient aircraft 
replacement parts. As well, the Essexes would be fitted with armor and armament capable of withstanding 
bomb and torpedo attack. It was also important that they be able to accommodate wartime advancements in 
aircraft technology, anti-aircraft weapons, and radar. Based on the Yorktown class, six designs were developed 
between July 1939 and January 1940. The design that was chosen would result in a ship that had a straight 
flight deck, as with all her predecessors, and was heavier than the Yorktown at 27,000 tons. With an overall 
length of 872 feet it would support a compliment of 91 aircraft. Although forgoing the extra weight of flight 
deck armor for increased speed, like the Yorktowns, Essex had an armored hanger deck and 4-inch belt armor. 
Armament specifications included twelve 5-inch 38 caliber dual purpose guns, thirty-two 40-mm and forty-six 
20-mm anti-aircraft guns along with two Mark 37 and eight Mark 51 directors for fire control. The Essexes 
were initially designed without radar specifications; these would be subsequently added through wartime 
modifications and upgrades. In early 1940 four Essex-class vessels were ordered (CVs 9-12). By May 1940 
seven more were authorized (CVs 13-19) in conjunction with a 70% expansion of the Navy. In December 1941, 
CV-20 and CV-21 were authorized followed by CVs 31-40 in August 1942 and CVs 45-47 in June 1943. CV-
35 and CV-46 were cancelled after the war.̂ ' 

The Essexes as authorized in the early phases of World War II underwent upgrades and modifications 
throughout the course of the conflict as combat experience was gained and wartime technologies advanced. 
One of the major wartime modifications effecting the extemal design of the Essexes resulted from the need to 
increase the number of anti-aircraft guns carried by the ships. This lead to a redesign of the bow, making it 
longer and wider and shortening the flight deck by 11 feet forward and 7 feet aft to in order to accommodate the 
additional anti-aircraft batteries. In March 1943 the Secretary of the Navy approved these alterations. With 
several carriers currently under constmction, not all could receive this modification without significantly 
delaying delivery of the class. The "Short Hull" group (CVs 9-13,16-18, 21, and 31) were completed without 
the modification; the remaining authorized carriers were altered and became the "Long Hull" group. Combat 
experience also drove a need for advances in the radar and radio technology that was used to locate enemy 
forces, coordinate carrier movements, and to direct offensive and defensive tactics. As such, more specialized 
radars were developed to fine-tune their detection and identification function. Ship-to-air and ship-to-ship long-
range and short-range communications were also upgraded to increase the number of frequencies for 

"Morison, vol. I l l , 14-16, 37-39, 44-48, 58-60; Spector, 61,63, 64-69. 
" Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 201. 
" Terzibaschitsch, 57-58; Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 136, 144-145; Alan Raven, Essex-Class Carriers (Annapolis, MD: U.S. Naval Institute Press, 1988), 

3-4,9. 
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transmission and reception. These improvements meant more radio channels, radio sets, radar sets, as well as 
antennas all of which had to be arranged and rearranged within the upper levels of the carrier superstmcture in a 
manner that would ensure their effectiveness and minimize interference between the different signals.̂ * 

Wartime modifications helped to improve the carrier's ability to withstand enemy assault and inflict damage 
upon enemy forces. With speeds that allowed them to outrun most enemy combatants and keep pace with the 
Navy's fast fleets of cmisers and destroyers, the Essex-class carriers were most vulnerable to other carrier air 
attack. Advanced communication, coordinated through the carrier's central location for synthesizing tactical 
data -the combat information center (CIC), became the key to successful fast, multi-carrier task force 
operations. With radar and radio used to track ships and aircraft and to coordinate air group operations and anti
aircraft fire, carrier groups could conduct long-range air offensives while being assured of mutual anti-aircraft 
protection against enemy air and surface attacks. No longer considered just a reconnaissance platform, the 
Essexes elevated carriers to the status of major surface combatant. With aircraft that extended the fleet's 
firepower beyond that of battleship guns, the Essex-cXass carriers were to become the primary strike weapon for 
World War II operations in the Pacific Theater.̂ ^ 

In addition to the Essex class, which served as the Navy's primary fleet carrier, the United States built two other 
classes of carriers. These consisted of an emergency light carrier designated CVL, and an escort carrier, the 
CVE. As well, the design of a large, armored-deck carrier, designation CVB, was developed. In 1941, the 
United States had seven carriers but by early 1942 all but one had become casualties of the war. The 
Independence-cXass light carriers (CVLs 22-30) were therefore developed to meet the Navy's pressing demand 
for carriers while the Essex class was under constmction. Ordered in June 1942, all nine carriers, converted 
from Cleveland-class light cmiser hulls, were completed by the end of 1943. At 10,000 tons with a compliment 
of 30 aircraft, the light carriers served with the fast fleet groups in air combat and aircraft transport missions. 
The escort carrier program included four major classes of vessels: Sangamon, commissioned in 1942, 
Casablanca, commissioned 1943-1944, Bogue, commissioned 1942-1943, and Commencement Bay, 
commissioned 1944-1945. Close to 90 escort carriers were constmcted for the use of both the U.S. and Royal 
Navies in convoy and trade route protection as well as movement of expeditionary forces and support of landing 
operations in the Pacific. Plans for the Midway class of large carriers began in 1941 after Great Britain's 
wartime carrier experience had illustrated the effectiveness of deck armor against aerial bombardment. The first 
contract went out in 1942. However, the three ships of this class completed, Midway (CVB-41), Franklin D. 
Roosevelt (CVB-42), Coral Sea (CVB-43), were not available unttl 1946-1947, and did not participate in World 
War 11.̂ * 

Early Carrier Operations in the Pacific 1941-1942 

The December 7, 1941 attack on Pearl Harbor was designed to prevent the U.S. Pacific Fleet from interfering 
with Japan's plans to occupy areas of Southeast Asia and gain control of the region's natural resources that were 
essential to industrial and military production. In order to maintain unhindered access to this area, Japan sought 
to establish a protective island barrier mnning from the Kuriles in the north through the Central Pacific, around 
the Netherlands East Indies to the Burmese-Indian border. The comprehensive plan called for strikes to 
neutralize U.S. forces in Hawaii followed by the occupation of Wake, Guam, and strategic points in the 
Philippines and Malaysia. Once this phase was completed, Japan would move towards consolidating and 
expanding these Southeast Asia holdings to include Singapore, Sumatra, Bomeo, Java and other key islands.̂ ' 

"Raven, 8, 10-11; Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 144-145, 151. 
" Reynolds, 54-55. 
'̂ Friedman, U.S. Aircraft Carriers, 159-160; Terzibaschitsch, 97, 114; Chesneau, 105. 

" Morison, vol. I l l , 80-82, 164,187; Reynolds, 8-10. 
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Although a number of surface combatants were destroyed or significantly damaged during the Japanese aerial 
assault of Pearl Harbor, untouched were the submarines, repair shops, power plant and fiiel tanks as well as 
those vessels at sea during the attack. These included carriers Lexington, (CV-2), Saratoga (CV-3), and 
Enterprise (CV-6). As well, Langley (CV-1) was in the Philippines while Ranger (CV-4), Yorktown (CV-5), 
Wasp (CV-7) and newly commissioned Hornet (CV-8) were stafioned on the East Coast.̂ " 

The first strikes against the Philippines, Wake, and Malaysia began December 8 followed by Guam on 
December 10. Guam fell the same day and Wake held out until the end of the month. In the Philippines, 
portions of the U.S. Navy Asiatic Fleet began to evacuate to Bomeo while those American forces remaining 
behind entered into a six-month, losing battle to hold the islands. In early December, theJapanese had alsQ_ 
occupied the Gilbert Islands and were preparing for landings at Rabaul, New BritainjfBy January 1942 the 

''remaining AmericanTBntish, Dutch, and Austtalian forces in the Pacific worked to consolidate their commands ) 
and coordinate defense of their territories. They could only slow down, not halt, the Japanese conquejLofthe-^ 
area. Japan secured Bomeo after the Naval Battle of Balikpapan (Januar\' 23-25). By Febmary 15, Singapore 
had surrendered and southem Sumatra, the Celebes, Ambon, Timor and Rabaul were all in enemy hands. The 
Battle of the Java Sea (Febmary 27) in which Langley (CV-1) was sunk, followed by the Battle of Sunda Strah 
(Febmary 28 - March 1) secured the surrender of Java. Rangoon, the chief seaport of Burma, and the Andaman 
Islands, 250 miles south of Rangoon, were occupied by Japanese forces on March 8 and March 23, respectively. 
As well, the Japanese had landed at Lae and Salamaua on the Papua Peninsula in New Guinea and were 
conducting air strikes against Port Moresby, also on the Papua Peninsula, and Tulagi in the Solomon Islands. 
On May 6, 1942 the Philippines finally capimlated. Thus, within the first half of 1942, Japan's sphere of 
influence encompassed the Kuril Islands to the north, the Marianas, Marshalls, Gilberts, and Carolines in the 
Centtal Pacific, the Philippines, Indochina, Thailand, Burma, Malaysia, Bomeo, Netherlands East Indies, and 
portions of China, New Guinea and the Bismarck Archipelago.'' 

To further secure these gains, Japan could move towards establishing additional controls around India, 
Australia, or other Central Pacific islands. Because Rabaul, New Britain and points along the northem shores of 
New Guinea were already under their occupation, Japanese command chose to further isolate Australia by 
cutting British and American supply and communication lines in the South Pacific. This would entail securing 
access to allied-held Port Moresby on the southem shores of New Guinea and then advancing southeast into the 
Solomon Islands, New Hebrides, New Caledonia, Fiji and Samoa. Japan's naval leaders also sought to remove 
the threat that U.S. carrier forces presented to their recent gains in the Pacific. As such, it was decided that in 
addition to the New Guinea-Solomons drive, engagements against Midway and the Aleutians would also be 
initiated in order to draw the U.S. carriers out into battle.'̂  

By late April, Japan was ready to begin the southeast advance and strikes against Port Moresby and Tulagi in 
the Solomons were initiated. In response, a U.S. carrier group organized around Lexington (CV-2) and 
Yorktown (CV-5) was sent into the southeast area of the Coral Sea to halt the two Japanese carrier forces headed 
towards Tulagi." The resulting Battle of the Coral Sea (May 4-8, 1942), consisfing of a series of air strikes, was 

" Sunk were Oklahoma (BB-37), West Virginia (BB-48), Utah (AG-16), Arizona (BB-39), California (BB-44). Damaged were: Tennessee (BB-43), Nevada (BB-
36), Pennsylvania (BB 38), Vestal (AR-4), Regal (AR-11), Tangier (AV-8), Curtiss (AV-4), Dobbin (AD-3), YDF-2, YG-17, Cassin (DD-372), Downes (DD-375), 
Helm (DD-388), Hull (DD-350), Oglala (CUA), Helena (CL-50), Honolulu (CL-48), New Orleans (CA-32). Pacific Fleet ships out on mission in addition to the 
carriers included: heavy cruisers Chicago, Portland, Astoria, Indianapolis, Minneapolis, Pensacola, Louisville while the battleship Colorado and carrier Saratoga were 
stationed on the West Coast. Robert J. Cressman, 77ie Official Chronology of the U.S. Navy in World War I I (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 2000), 60-61; 
Morison, vol. I l l , 125, 143,211-213. 

" Potter, 659-661. Morison, vol. I l l , 166-169, 184-191, 198-206, 277-278, 285-291,363, 357-358, 379, 381-386. 
" Potter, 662-663. 
" Lexington (CV 2) and Yorktown (CV 5) were part of Task Group 17.5 (TG 17.5) and included a protection screen of four desU-oyers and a fueling group of two 

oilers and two destroyers. TG 17.5 was part of the larger Task Force 17 that included TG 17.2, an attack group of five cruisers and five destroyers, and TG 17.3, a 
support group of three cruisers and two destroyers. Samuel Eliot Morison, Coral Sea, Midway, and Submarine Actions, May 1942 - August 1942, vol. IV, A History of 
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the first carrier battle where opposing ships never came within sight of each other. American losses from enemy 
air strikes included the Neosho (AO-23), Sims (DD-409), and Lexington (CV-2). American air power, however, 
was able to inflict enough damage to the enemy carriers to convince Japan to postpone the Port Moresby 
invasion for lack of sufficient air cover to protect the landing forces. Neither a victory nor a defeat for either 
side, this was the first time the Japanese advance through the Pacific had been successfiilly challenged.̂ '' 

The outcome of Coral Sea had no effect on the Aleutian and Midway campaign plans. Although the Japanese 
succeeded in occupying portions of the Aleuttans after inittal strikes on June 3, the Battle of Midway (June 4-7, 
1942) was the first major defeat for Japan. For the United States, the Yorktown (CV-5) and the destroyer 
Hammann (DD-412) were sunk against Japan's loss of four carriers and one cmiser." As well, the U.S. losses 
in aircraft were significantly lower compared to the four Japanese carriers that were each lost with their entire 
complement of planes. Casualties on the Japanese side were also greater and included a significant number of 
experienced pilots. With such high losses in materials and lives, Japan's margin of military superiority and their 
rapid advance through the Pacific were checked. Plans to move beyond the Solomon Islands were cancelled 
and Japan focused on strengthening current holdings. This gave the allied forces the opportunity to introduce 
some offensive measures into what had been a purely defensive strategy in their campaign to maintain some 
control in the Pacific." 

It was felt that Japan's major air base on Rabaul would be a key launching point for any forthcoming advances. 
Allied control over this facility would ultimately open the way for a southem advance into the Philippines and 
subsequent assaults against Japan. As such, the Allies developed a strategy whereby they sought to establish a 
series of airfields and advance bases through the Solomons, New Guinea, and the Bismarck Archipelago that 
could support a drive towards the capture of Rabaul. The first phase of this campaign focused on securing 
Guadalcanal, Tulagi, and Santa Cmz on the eastem end of the Solomons and Buna on Papuan Peninsula in New 
Guinea. With operations being conducted out of allied-held Port Moresby, the Papuan campaign would not 
require extensive additional naval support. However, taking Guadalcanal and the eastem Solomons would first 
require amphibious landings supported by carriers and surface ships. Once the landing sites were secured, 
airfields would be constmcted to provide land-based air cover for subsequent landings further up the chain. As 
each island was secured, bases would be established that would ultimately bring air power to within range of 
Rabaul. Operations began August 7, 1942 with landings in the Solomons and continued until the Japanese 
withdrew north from the Papuan Peninsula in January 1943 and began evacuating Guadalcanal the following 
month. In the six months it took to secure the waters around Guadalcanal and the eastem Solomons there were 
six major naval battles resulting in the loss carriers Wasp (CV-7) and Hornet (CV-8) and over two dozen 
surface combatants in addition to auxiliaries and patrol boats. As well, Japan had expended tremendous military 
resources at Guadalcanal. Unable to recover from these losses Japan, after Guadalcanal, essentially fought a 
defensive war for the remainder of the conflict. Conversely, the allied forces, backed by increasing military 
production, were able to initiate and maintain an offensive drive that would result in the defeat of Japan." 

With the first phase of the Rabaul campaign completed there was a pause in military operations as allied leaders 
developed a basic overall strategy for the offensive against Japan. In January 1943 the Combined Chiefs of 
Staff agreed to allocate a greater percentage of men and material to the Pacific and by May, it was decided that 

United States Naval Operations in World War //(Boston; Little, Brown and Company, 1949; reprint, 1988), 19. 
" Potter, 664-667. 
" Morison, vol. IV, 87. 
" Potter, 686-688. 
" Major naval battles included: August 9, 1942, Battle of Savo Island (night surface action); August 24-25, 1942, Battle of the Eastem Solomons (carrier action); 

October 11-12, 1942, Battle of Cape Esperance (night surface action); October 26, 1942, Battle of Santa Cruz Islands (carrier action. Hornet lost); November 12-15, 
1942, Naval Battle of Guadalcanal (cruiser, battleship/night surface action); November 30, 1942, Battle of Tassafaronga (night surface action). Potter, 692-710; 
Reynolds, 60-66. 
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the American Joint Chiefs of Staff would lead the campaign. The basic stmcture of the campaign involved three 
major drives across the Pacific carried out by the Centtal, South, and Southwest Forces of the Navy's Pacific 
Fleet in conjunction with the Army's forces for the Southwest Pacific Area. The Central Pacific Force was to 
advance from Pearl Harbor towards securing the major Japanese naval base on Truk in the Caroline Islands. 
The South Pacific Force in the Solomons and Southwest Pacific Force in New Guinea were to cooperate in a 
drive to Rabaul with the Southwest Pacific Force then continuing on to secure the north coast of New Guinea. 
Under a fourth drive, North Pacific Forces were to liberate the Aleutians from Japanese occupation forces. To 
simplify the organizafional stmcture of the U.S. Pacific Fleet under the command of Fleet A(lmiral Chester W. 
Nimitz, the Navy re-designated the Central and Southem Forces. The Central Pacific Force became the U.S. 
Fifth Fleet under Admiral Raymond A. Spmance. The South Pacific Force became the U.S. Third Fleet under 
Admiral William F. Halsey, Jr. The Southwest Pacific Force became the U.S. Seventh Fleet under Admiral 
Thomas C. Kincaid. The Seventh Fleet, however, was not under the jurisdiction of the Pacific Fleet but instead 
was placed under the command of General Douglas MacArthur's forces for the Southwest Pacific Area. The 
fleets were further divided into task forces (TF), task groups (TG), and task units (TU) as needed. Thus TU 
58.2.3 was a component of TG 58.2 which was a component of TF 58 which was a component of the Fifth 
Fleet. The carriers and their support ships were organized as the Fast Carrier Task Force and were accordingly 
subdivided into task groups or units. Naval aircraft were organized into squadrons with alphanumeric 
designations indicating the mission and type aircraft; Fighter Squadron One, consisting of fighter aircraft, thus 
had the designafion VF-1." Squadrons were assigned to various ships within the task force and subsequent 
groups, units and individual ships. Under the task force organizational system various components ranging 
from an individual ship or aviation squadron to a task unit or task group could be withdrawn from the force once 
the mission was completed and placed on a new reassignment. This approach allowed ttemendous flexibility in 
utilizing naval resources.'' . 

The goal of the Central Pacific and South/Southwest drives was threefold: (1) to establish control over the 
Luzon Strait between Luzon Island in the Philippines and Formosa and block Japan's access to the resources of 
the Netherlands East Indies; (2) to establish bases close enough to sustained strategic bombing of Japan's 
military and industrial sites; and (3) to secure key areas to facilitate a possible invasion of the Japanese home 
islands.''" A general timetable was established to meet these objectives. Beginning in November 1943, the 
Fifth Fleet would commence actions against the Gilbert Islands to obtain advance bases for attacking the 
Marshall Islands. Landings in the Marshalls would begin by January 1944 in order to move towards carrier 
assaults on Truk by June 1944. Landings on Guam and other Marianas islands would begin by October 1944 to 
establish airfields for B-29 land-based bombers. Tmk was to be secured by December 1944 with the Palau 
Islands as the next goal. The dual advance by the Third and Seventh Fleets on Rabaul was to continue up 
through the Japanese-held islands in the central and northem Solomons and along the Huon Peninsula of New 
Guinea. Rabaul was to be taken by Febmary 1944. Hollandia, on New Guinea's northem coast was to be taken 
by August 1944. After securing and gaining conttol of key bases in the Central Pacific and New 
Guinea/Solomons area, the allied forces could move towards the Philippines, the Ryukyu Islands, and the four 
major Japanese home islands."" 

" The "V" referred to the class of fixed wing aircraft that included airplanes, gliders and drones; the "F" referred to its function as a fighter. With wartime 
improvements in aviation and changing priorities throughout the war, numerous different designations evolved during Worid War II for naval fixed wing aircraft 
squadrons. By mid-1943 these included VSB for scout bombers, VTB for torpedo bombers, VGA'S for observation scout, VPB for paÛ ol bombers as well as VR for 
U-ansports, VJ for utility planes and VSN/VN for training. Roy A. Grossnick, Dictionary of American Naval Aviation Squadrons (Washington, DC: Naval Historical 
Center, 1995), 1-4 

" Potter, 689-692, 712. Office of the Chief of Naval Operations, US Naval Aviation in the Pacific, (n.p.: United States Navy, 1947), 1-3, 5; Roy A. Grossnick, 
United States Naval Aviation 1910-1995. (Washington, DC: Naval Historical Center, 1997), 451-459; idem. Dictionary, 537-540. 

" Reynolds, 52-53, 113, 117; Potter, 711. 
•" The four main island of Japan were Hokkaido, Honshu, Shikoku, and Kyushu. See also: Potter, 717-718; Reynolds, 114. 
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World War Il-era land-based aircraft were larger and carried heavier weapons loads and were not designed to 
cover long distances like the smaller, lighter carrier-based bombers. As well, U.S. carriers, with unarmored 
flight decks were highly vulnerable to air assault, especially from land-based aircraft. Thus, land-based air 
power was much more suitable to neutralize targets or intercept attack within the confined waters and land areas 
of New Guinea and the Solomons. Aircraft carriers, on the other hand, serving essentially as mobile air bases 
were highly suitable for operation in the vast stretches of the Central Pacific with the ability to maneuver 
aircraft in and around the open waters between the scattered island chains. Through the use of scouting aircraft, 
carriers could conduct reconnaissance operations and air searches to evaluate the enemy's strength and position. 
With fighter aircraft, carriers could protect the fleet and landing forces by intercepting and destroying enemy 
aircraft. As well, the carrier's bomber aircraft could strike enemy airfields and naval forces ashore or at sea, and 
inflict sufficient damage to render them neutral and unable to attack or defend. By controlling the enemy's air 
power, groups of heavy and light carriers, screened by surface ships, could open the way for island conquests, 
cover and support amphibious operations, and help to hold the conquered areas. Thus carrier operations were to 
dominate the Central Pacific campaign.''̂  

U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) 1943-1945 

Laid down as Cabot on July 15, 1941 by Bethlehem Steel Company at Quincy Massachusetts, CV-16 was 
renamed Lexington on June 16, 1942 in honor of Lexington (CV 2), lost earlier in the Battle of the Coral Sea. 
She was launched on September 26, 1942, commissioned Febmary 17, 1943 and arrived at Pearl Harbor in 
August. Lexington's first mission came in September 1943 as the flagship for a task group conducting raids on 
the Gilbert Islands. 

Gilbert Islands Campaign 

The goal of the Gilberts campaign was to establish advance bases for future assaults on the Marshall Islands 
from which bases would be secured for strikes on major Japanese installations in the Carolines and the 
Marianas. Japan occupied the atolls of Makin, Tarawa and Abemama in the Gilberts.''̂  The U.S. held Samoa 
and, by June 1943, had established air fields at Funaftid, Nukufetau and Nanumea in the Ellice Islands, 
southeast of the Gilberts, and on Baker Island, due east of the Gilberts. Operations were to begin mid-
November with the objective of securing Makin, Tarawa, and Abemama. 

The preliminary phases of the campaign were carried out September 1 through October 6 with carrier air strikes 
against select islands. On September 18-19 planes from Lexington (CV-16), Independence (CVL-22), Belleau 
Wood (CVL-24) and Princeton (CVL-23) flew missions against Betio Island in Tarawa Atoll. The raids 
resulted in damage to some Japanese military resources, but the most important outcome was Lexington's 
reconnaissance photos that were essential for planning the Tarawa landings. Three weeks later the same ships 
along with Essex (CV-9), Yorktown (CV-5), and Cowpens (CVL-25) carried out raids against Wake Island in 

*̂  At the beginning of World War II a typical carrier aircraft group included fighting, bombing, scouting, and torpedo squadrons. Although the squadrons carried 
specific designations, their duties and fiinctions often overiapped. Fighters, designed primarily for combat with enemy planes, carried machine guns as well as bombs 
and rockets and could therefore also be employed as bombers to attack ship and land targets. Torpedo bombers launched torpedo attacks and were also used as light 
bombers. Both scouting and bomber squadrons employed dive-bombers, the most accurate of the bomber aircraft. This allowed the scouting squadron to carry out 
reconnaissance and then join with the bomber squadrons to carry out strike missions. As surface and airborne radar evolved and took over the search and detection 
function of scouts, these squadrons began to disappear, generally replaced by increasing the number of planes to the fighter and bomber squadrons Worid War 11 
fighters included the Grumman F4F Wildcat (with folding wings) introduced in 1941, the F6F Hellcat, 1943, and the Vought Corsair F4U inU-oduced in 1944 (night 
fighter with inverted gull wing). The Navy's primary torpedo bomber after the Battle of Midway was the TBF-1 Avenger. Scout/dive-bombers included the Douglas 
SBD Dauntless inU-oduced in 1940 and SB2C Helldiver, introduced in 1943. John C. Reilly, "Organization of Naval Aviation in Worid War I I , " Naval Aviation News 
(May-June I99I): 26-28; Office of the Chief of Naval Operafions, 5-6; Reynolds, 51-52, 75-58, 75-76. 

" An atoll is a ring of small coral islands and reefs that partially enclose a lagoon. Several small islands make up each of the Makin, Tarawa, and Abemama 
atolls. On some of the islands the Japanese had consttucted airfields and other military installations. 
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order to misdirect the Japanese about the location of the upcoming assault. In anticipation of a major U.S. 
attack against Wake Island, the Japanese Navy did move a number of their warships away from the Gilberts area 
and into the northem Marshalls. 

Amphibious operafions in the Gilberts began on November 20 with simultaneous landings on Makin and 
Tarawa. The assault was organized around a Northem Attack Force (TF 52) destined for Makin and a Southem 
Attack Force (TF 53) headed for Tarawa, each consisting of numerous surface combatants and amphibious 
vessels.'"' The Fast Carrier Task Force (TF 50) was divided into four task groups to provide support for the 
amphibious forces. Carrier Interceptor Group (TG 50.1) consisted of Lexington (CV-16), Yorktown (CV-5), and 
Cowpens (CVL-25) and was supported by two battleships and six destroyers. November 19-23, TG 50.1 carried 
out strikes on Japanese airfields on Jaluit and Mili, located on the southem end of the Marshalls. These assaults 
served to suppress any air power that might interfere with the Tarawa landings. When amphibious operations 
began on Tarawa, aircraft from Lexington and Cowpens assisted in intercepting Japanese planes attempting to 
counteract the landings. The Northem Carrier Group (TG 50.2), built around Enterprise (CV-6) and light 
carriers Belleau Woods (CVL-24) and Monterey (CVL-26) as well as three battleships and six destroyers, 
conducted pre-assault aerial bombardment of Makin and then joined TF 52 to cover the landings. The Southem 
Carrier Group (TG 50.3) consisted of Essex (CV-9), Bunker Hill (CV-17) and light carrier Independence (CVL-
22), four cmisers and five destroyers. TG 50.3 had conducted strikes on Rabaul in early November to neutralize 
any Japanese forces that might try to cover the Gilberts and supported TF 53 with pre-landing bombardment of 
Tarawa. Relief Carrier Group (TG 50.4) included Saratoga (CV-3) and Princeton (CVL-23), two light cmisers 
and four destroyers. TG 50.4 also carried out pre-assault strikes against Rabaul as well as Naum to neutralize 
Japanese support for the Gilberts and then provided air cover for the Tarawa and Makin forces.̂ ^ 

Both Makin and Abemama fell in two days with little opposition from land forces and virtually no interference 
from Japanese air power. Tarawa was taken in four days but with heavy loss of life due in part to the island's 
heavy fortifications which were not sufficiently neutralized in the pre-assault bombardment. With objectives in 
the Gilberts met, there were now air bases from which to launch the upcoming campaign against the Marshalls. 
The Gilberts campaign also contributed towards the development of coordinated multi-carrier operations and 
illustrated that air coverage provided throughout all phases of amphibious assault was essential to the success of 
such operations.''* 

Marshall Islands Campaign 

Operafions against the Marshalls immediately followed the Gilberts campaign with carrier strikes on Kwajalein 
and Wotje atolls in early December 1943. Continuing her work with TG 50.1, Lexington carried out raids on 
the airfield and lagoon area of Roi Island in Kwajalein Atoll that damaged two Japanese light cmisers, sunk a 
10,000-ton military cargo transport, downed 27 aircraft and destroyed three bombers on the ground.'" However, 
during the assault Lexington was stmck on the starboard side of her stem by a Japanese torpedo bomber killing 

" The Northem Attack Force (TF 52) included four battleships, four cruisers, six U-ansports, three escort carriers, three LSTs (Landing Ship Tank), and one LSD 
(Landing Ship Dock). The Southem Attack Force (TF 53) included 16 ttansports, three battleships, five cruisers, five escort carriers, 21 desttoyers, and one LSD. 
Samuel Eliot Morison, Aleutians, Gilberts and Marshalls, June 1942 - April 1944, vol. VII, A History of United States Naval Operations in World War I I (Boston: 
Little, Brown and Company, 1951; reprint, 1975), 114-116. 

*'Morison, vol. VII, I I6- I I8 , 141,336-342. 
** With the inttoduction of the Euex-class carriers into Centtal Pacific operations, the Navy also brought improvements in carrier aircraft. The Grumman F6F 

Hellcat fighter plane, which replaced the Grumman F4F, gave U.S. Navy aviators an advantage over their Japanese counterparts with an engine that possessed the 
speed and maneuverability which allowed it to out dive and out climb the Zero, Japan's top naval fighter aircraft. It also had greater firepower. The Navy had also 
upgraded the Douglas SBD Dauntless scout/bomber and inttoduced the SB2C Helldiver in the Pacific by fall 1943. Reynolds, 57-58; see also Potter, 738-749 and 
Morison, vol. VII, 92-98, 136 for campaign details. 

" TG 50.1 included Lexington (CV-16), Yorktown (CV-5), Cowpens (CVL-25), four heavy cruisers, one light cruiser, and six desttoyers. Morison, vol. VII, 189-
194. 
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nine men, wounding thirty-five and infiicting sufficient damage to remove her from further action in the 
Marshalls.''* Lexington was sent on to Pearl Harbor and then Bremerton Navy Yard in Washington for 
comprehensive repairs. 

The Marshalls campaign called for the capture of key Japanese holdings on the atolls of Kwajalein in the middle 
of the chain and Eniwetok on the northwestem reaches as well as the occupation of undefended Majuro. The 
first pre-invasion strikes came at the end of January 1944 from land-based plane5jn_the.Ellices_and the Gilberts 
which focused their raids on neutralizing Japanese air fields on Mili and Jaluit. These were followed by strikes I 
from the Fast Carrier Task Force, now designated Task Force 58 under the command of Vice Admiral Marc A. 
Mitscher.̂ ' As with the Gilberts operations, the carriers were divided into four task groups that conducted pre-
assault bombardment of strategic sites on Maloelap, Wotje, and Kwajalein. The carriers also provided cover 
during the Kwajalein invasion which helped to secure the area in four days. Because of its westem location, 
Eniwetok could be protected by Japanese air cover provided from the Marianas and the major naval installation 
at Tmk Atoll in the Caroline Islands. As such, when the assault on Eniwetok began in mid-Febmary one carrier 
group remained to cover amphibious operations while the other three headed towards Tmk. Eniwetok was 
secured in three days and the carriers succeeded in not only neutralizing the Japanese air bases on Tmk but also 
in conducting strikes on Guam, Tinian and Saipan which destroyed grounded aircraft and provided 
reconnaissance photographs of airfields and beaches suitable for assault. 

Jy securing and establishing operating bases on Tarawa, Makin, Abemama, Kwajalein, and Eniwetok, allied 
forces were able to conquer remaining Japanese-held areas in the Gilberts and Marshalls. Or, rather than 
expend troops and supplies for a total occupation of the area, some islands would simply be contained and 
rendered inoperable to the enemy with occasional air raids and the interception of supplies and reinforcements.'" 
With control of this region in allied hands, Japan moved the majority of its fleet at Tmk to safer waters in the 
Palau Islands on the westem end of the Carolines. This action served to fiarther isolate the Japanese installations 
at Rabaul, which were subject to periodic neutralizing raids launched from allied-held areas in the Solomons, 
and helped facilitate the allied advance through New Guinea. As well, with the power of Tmk significantly 
reduced, allied forces could control the island as well as other Japanese bases in the eastem Carolines with 
combination of carrier and land-based air power which helped paved the way for an invasion of the Marianas. 

Hollandia Campaign -

By March 1944 the Southwest Pacific Forces had secured the Admiralty Islands and the Huon Peninsula and 
were ready to strike Hollandia in northem New Guinea. In addition to allied land-based air power, the 
Hollandia campaign would require carrier forces to support the invasion and to neutralize any Japanese air 
strikes launched from the Palau Islands and the westem Carolines. / / 6/̂ / 

With repairs completed, Lexington retumed to the Pacific in early March 1944 as flagship for Task Force 58: 
The carriers gathered at Majuro and Lexington and the members of Task Group Three (TG 58.3) departed on 
March 22 to carry out neutralizing strikes against naval installations in the Palaus." By April, three groups of 
Task Force 58 were preparing to support the Hollandia landings and TG 58.3 was assigned to bombard enemy 

" Japan announced that they had sunk Lexington. This would be the first of several such claims that led to the carrier's nickname "Blue Ghost." 
" "Vice Admiral Mitscher emerged from the war as the acknowledged leader of carrier aviation. Providing inspiring leadership to the previously misused carriers, 

he lead the Fast Carrier Task Force in all its major operations." Reynolds, 388. 
" For example, although the majority of the Marshalls chain was occupied by allied forces, Mili, Jaluit, Wojte and Maloelap remained Japanese until the end of 

the war. Morison, vol. VII, 311. 
" In all, the group sank some 36 Japanese vessels totaling close to 130,000 tons. This included a desttoyer, a large cargo ship, three large, one medium and one 

small tanker, six medium and three small ttansports. Samuel Eliot Morison, New Guinea and the Marianas, March 1944 - August 1944, vol. Vl l l , A History of United 
States Naval Operations in World I f ar//(Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1953, reprint, 1989), 32. 
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installations. Between April 21 and 23 planes from Lexington and the other carriers destroyed most of the 
Japanese aircraft and ships that had not already departed Hollandia and damaged several ammunition dumps and 
fiiel areas. Showing little resistance, Hollandia was quickly secured and the Lexington group moved on to carry 
out strikes against Tmk which had been heavily reinforced since the Febmary raids. These assaults followed by 
routine air raids from heavy bombers based out of Eniwetok rendered Tmk useless to Japan for the remainder of 
the conflict." 

The drive up the New Guinea coast continued with the fall of Wakde Island in mid-May followed by landings 
on Biak Island at the close of the month. To combat the allied invasion of Biak, a highly desirable site for land-
based air support, Japan directed aircraft and surface ships from the Central Pacific to the waters off New 
Guinea for a mid-June assault on Biak. Concurrently, the U.S. carrier forces had begun raids on the Marianas in 
preparation for an invasion of Saipan. In response, the Japanese redirected their ships to depart the New Guinea 
area and join surface units off the Philippines headed for the Marianas. This move allowed the allied forces to 
secure Biak and to complete the drive to Cape Sansapor at the westem end of New Guinea, some 500 miles off 
Mindanao, the southem-most island of the Philippines. With conttol over northem New Guinea and the 
Admiralty Islands allied forces could now employ a combination of air, sea and land-based power to keep the 
Japanese installations at Rabaul neutralized and suppress as any other enemy interference emanating from the 
New Guinea area." By the end of July 1944, a Philippines invasion was possible. 

Marianas Campaign 

Securing and conttolling Saipan, Tinian, and Guam were the main objectives of the Marianas operations. These 
islands would provide the allies with bases from which they could control the Japanese supply lines to the 
westem Carolines and New Guinea and carry out assaults on the Palaus, Leyte and Luzon in the Philippines, 
Formosa, and the Bonin and Volcano islands north of the Marianas. They could also provide bases to conduct 
long-range air strikes against the Japanese home islands. The first landings were set for Saipan on June 15 while 
assaults on Guam and Tinian depended upon the success of events in Saipan. Task Force 58 was again divided 
into four task groups and Lexington served as part of TG 58.3. Following neutralization strikes June 3-9 on 
airfields at Peleliu in the Palaus, and Woleai and Yap in the central and westem Carolines, carrier air groups and 
surface ships began bombardment of Saipan and Tinian, June 11-13. Lexington and TG 58.3 succeeded in 
sinking two transports, destroying oil tanks and inflicting extensive damage to a railroad yard. With the Saipan 
assault under control, two of the carrier groups were detached on June 14 to carry out raids on Iwo Jima 
airfields.''' 

When the allied invasion forces leamed that Japanese naval units were en route from New Guinea and the 
Philippines to counteract operations, the Guam, Tinian, and Iwo Jima campaigns were temporarily cancelled 
and the carrier groups were ordered to rejoin in anticipation of a confrontation. By June 18 the Task Force had 
reassembled some 90 miles southwest of Saipan and 80 miles northwest of Guam. The opening phases of the 
subsequent Battle of the Philippine Sea (June 19-20) began on the moming of June 19 when Japanese planes 
from Guam and Tmk were spotted and intercepted by Task Force planes before they could inflict any damage to 
the carriers. Shortly thereafter, a large group of Japanese carrier aircraft was detected some 40-50 miles from 
the Task Force and also downed by carrier planes. This was followed by a series of air battles that continued for 
nearly eight more hours as the planes of Task Force 58 succeeded in destroying significant numbers of Japanese 

" TG 58.1 consisting of Hornet Belleau Wood, Cowpens, and Bataan was to hit airfields and defenses at Wakde, Sawr, Sarmi April 21-24; TG 58.2, Bunker Hill, 
Yorktown, Monterey, and Cabot, was to sttike Wakde and Hollandia airfields April 21 and support landings in Humbolt Bay. The assaulu on Truk resulted in the 
desUTiction of some 59 aircraft in the air and another 34 on the ground as well as two fuel dumps and numerous buildings and barges. Morison, vol. VIII, 27-41. 

" I b i d , 27-41; Potter, 757-760. 
" Potter, 749-768; Morison, vol. VIII, 149-179. 
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aircraft launched either from carriers or Guam air bases." On June 20, the Japanese fleet was located and planes 
from Task Force 58 succeeded in severely damaging several warships, auxiliaries, and more aircraft. 
Lexington's conttibution included major damage to two carriers and three transports. 

With the threat of interference by Japan's naval forces removed, the carriers of Task Force 58 resumed support 
of the Marianas operations. Lexington carried out pre-invasion strikes on Guam (June 25-July 5, July 18-21). 
She also conducted neutralization strikes on the Palaus (July 25-27) and the Bonin Islands (August 4-5). First 
Saipan, then Tinian and finally Guam came under allied control and by mid-August the Marianas were secured. 
The Japanese not only lost their advance bases into the Carolines but also, with over 450 carrier- and land-based 
planes destroyed during the two-day Battle of the Philippine Sea, incurred losses in naval air power from which 
they would not recover for the durafion of the conflict.'* 

Philippines Campaign 

With the loss of the Marianas, Japan began a defense strategy that focused primarily on the home islands, the 
Ryukyu Islands, the Philippines, and Formosa to control the Luzon Strait and ensure the passage of oil and other 
essential resources from the Netherlands East Indies. However, for some time U.S. submarine forces had 
concentrated on the destmction of enemy tankers operating in the straits. This initiated a fuel crisis forcing the 
Japanese Navy to divide its fleet, allocating the majority of carriers to northem home island ports for repair and 
training while surface ships operated out of the Singapore area where fiiel was plentiful. The allied strategy was 
thus to gain control of the Philippines in order to permanently divide the Japanese fleet, to blockade supplies to 
Japan, and to establish advance bases for strikes against Japanese-occupied territories in Southeast Asia as well 
as Formosa, and the Ryukyus and home islands. 

The Philippines campaign was to begin September 15, 1944. On that date the Central Pacific Forces, now 
designated as the Third Fleet, would commence operations to establish staging and support bases in the Palaus 
and the westem Carolines." The command was also to support MacArthur's Southwest Pacific Forces as they 
secured advance bases on Morotai and the Talaud Islands off Mindanao at the southem end the Philippines. 
Mindanao was to be invaded on November 15 and Leyte Island, in the central Philippines, by December 20. 
Assaults on Luzon, the northem most island, would take place once the other invasions were under control. 
Lexington carried out raids against Yap and Ulithi in the westem Carolines (September 6) followed by strikes 
on Mindanao (September 9-10), and Manila and Luzon (September 21-22). Lexington's work as well as that of 
the other carrier groups revealed the islands to be more lightly defended than initially believed. As such, the 
invasions of Yap, the Talauds, and Mindanao were cancelled and the invasion of Leyte was moved up to 
October 20. Invasions of Morotai, Angaur and Peleliu in the Palaus, and Ulithi proceeded. The carriers of Task 
Force 38 as well as planes from the Seventh Fleet and the Fifth Air Force out of Biak provided air support. 
Allied control of these islands, essential to the Philippines invasion, was completed between September and 
November." 

Leyte 

" Cdr. Paul D. Buie of the Lexington compared the downing of enemy planes to a wild turkey sh(X)t. This phase of the battle is therefore referred to as the 
"Marianas Turkey Shoot." Morison, VIII, 257 note. 

" Total aircraft losses for Task Force 58 were about 130 planes. Tinian and Guam were more lightly garrisoned than Saipan and their conquest less costly in lives. 
Overall casualties for the southem Marianas were 5,000 American and 60,000 Japanese. Potter, 760-770. 

" This included Peleliu and Anguar in the Palaus and Ulithi Atoll and Yap Island between the Palaus and the Marianas in the westem Carolines. In September the 
Centtal Pacific Force was designated the U.S. Third Fleet under the command of Admiral William F. Halsey who replaced Admiral Spruance who had commanded it 
as the Fifth Fleet. Vice Admiral Marc A. Mitscher remained in command of the Fast Carrier Task Force now called Task Force 38. Potter, 771-774. 
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October 10-12, the Third Fleet carried out neutralization strikes against the Carolines, Formosa and the China 
coast, Luzon and other Japanese-held areas that could possibly launch interference against the Leyte invasion. 
Planes from Lexington and her task group conducted raids on Okinawa in the Ryukyus and Formosa, 
contributing to the overall work of Task Force 38 that included destmction of enemy shipping facilities, aircraft 
installations, ammunition dumps, freighters, small craft, and numerous planes. The Third Fleet proceeded to 
Leyte to join the main invasion forces that were moving in from Manus, in the Admiralty Islands and Hollandia. 
In support of the landings, planes from all four carrier groups stmck airfields and shipping sites near Manila 
Bay and key points in Northem Luzon while planes from the Southwest Pacific Force stmck enemy sites in the 
Netherlands East Indies and Mindanao, Oct 17-24. With potential enemy interference effectively suppressed, 
some 60,000 troops and 100,000 tons of equipment were put ashore at Leyte on October 20, the first day of 
amphibious operations." 

In response to the Leyte landings Japan launched a major four-pronged naval attack to contain the invasion 
force and halt the transport of allied troops and supplies into the area. Two Japanese forces embarked from the 
home islands to attack Leyte from the north and two forces steamed out of Singapore to strike from the south. 
The U.S. Third Fleet, stationed off of Luzon, was reduced in size to the carriers and support ships of Task Force 
38; the remaining vessels were reassigned to support the Seventh Fleet stationed in and around Leyte Gulf The 
Task Force was again divided into four task groups and Lexington was assigned to Task Group Three (TG 38.3). 
As the forces converged, the subsequent Battle for Leyte Gulf consisted of several actions over several days 
which included four major naval battles: the Battle of Sibuyan Sea (October 24), and Battle off Cape Engano, 
die Battle of Surigao Sttait, and die Battle off Samar (October 25).^ 

As one branch of the Japanese southem force headed through the Sibuyan Sea, it was intercepted and severely 
damaged by Third Fleet aircraft. The Lexington group helped to sink a battleship and damage three cmisers 
during the October 24 action. The remaining Japanese ships retreated from the area. Three carrier groups of TF 
38 were then ordered to intercept the carrier branch of the Japanese northem force that was assembling off Cape 
Engano, Luzon. During the October 25 battle, the task groups succeeded in neutralizing the Japanese carrier 
force while the Lexington group sunk one heavy and two light carriers. Meanwhile, the Seventh Fleet was left 
to handle what remained of the Japanese forces heading for Leyte. The vessels of the Sibuyan branch of the 
southem force had reversed their retreat and were now steaming around Samar to reach Leyte from the north. 
As well the second branch of the southem force had been joined by the second branch of the northem force and 
the combined group was headed through the Surigao Strait to attack Leyte from the south. Most of the major 
surface combatants of Seventh Fleet were ordered to the Surigao Strait leaving the escort units located off 
Samar and the northem approaches of Leyte Gulf to be covered by the Task Force 38 carriers. The October 25 
action at Surigao resulted in severe losses for the Japzuiese. However, with the TF 38 carriers engaged of Cape 
Engano the escort units were not adequately protected against the Japan's heavy combatants moving in from the 
north. One of the escort units, caught in the fire of this force, lost three destroyers and one escort carrier in the 
subsequent Battle off Samar. This confrontation also saw the first use of the Kamikaze (Divine Wind) Special 
Attack Corps as six planes stmck the escort group damaging several more vessels and sinking one.*' 

" Tacloban, the capital, and Dulag, some 17 miles south, were the two sites for the amphibious landings. The Tacloban airstrip was in allied hands and both 
landing sites had expanded a mile inland by the close of the first day of the invasion. Potter, 771-774; Samuel Eliot Morison, Leyt, June 1944 - January 1945, vol. XII, 
A History of United States Naval Operations in World Ifar//(Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1958; reprint, 1988), 86-108. 

" Each task group consisted of about 23 ships that included two heavy carriers, two light carriers, two battleships, ttiree cruisers, and 14 desttoyers. One group 
could be dispatched for fuel and supplies while three would remain on duty. The Seventh Fleet included amphibious forces of ttansports, cargo vessels, and craft as 
well as bombardment and fire support groups that included battleships, desttoyers, and cruisers. Escort carrier units that included desttoyers and desttoyer escort 
screens were located east of Leyte Gulf and were assigned to carry out anti-submarine, anti-aircraft and ground pattol support. Potter, 777-780; Morison, vol. XII, 86-
108. 

" The Japanese force of four battleships, six heavy cruisers, two light cruisers and eleven desttoyers arrived off Samar a little after 1:00AM on October 25. When 
ttiey encountered one of the carrier escort task units consisting of six escort carriers, three desttoyers and four desttoyer escorts they assumed it was a heavy carrier task 
group and they opened fire. The escort unit was unable to combat the heavy shelling and tumed south towards Leyte in hopes of meeting Seventh Fleet surface ships. 
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The Japanese, without achieving their main objective of containing the amphibious invasion, lost over 300,000 
tons of combat ships in the Battle for Leyte Gulf These losses, as well as those inflicted at the Meirianas, 
resulted in irreparable damage to Japan's naval strength. However, this severe defeat did not prompt an 
immediate withdrawal of Japanese forces from the island and pave the way for an uncontested occupation of the 
Philippines by allied forces. Throughout October and November 1944, planes from the Third Fleet carriers 
continued strikes against enemy airfields and shipping in and around the Philippines and in spite of heavy 
kamikaze attacks succeeded in significantly reducing the area's Japanese naval forces. On November 5, 
Lexington, although heavily damaged in such an attack, was able to continue flight operations which allowed 
her to sink an enemy heavy cmiser and prevent a kamikaze strike on the carrier Ticonderoga (CV-14). It would 
take until the end of December before all Japanese resistance in Leyte was contained. With the island in allied 
hands, Manila and Luzon became the next Philippine objectives." 

Luzon 

To recapmre Manila on Luzon, allied forces would need to secure airfields north of the city and on Mindoro 
Island, situated to the southwest. Task Force carrier planes covered Japanese-held airfields on Luzon while 
amphibious forces landed on Mindoro, December 15, unopposed. The Luzon landing was scheduled to take 
place at Lingayen Gulf north of Manila on January 9, 1945. Having returned to the Philippines after a month of 
repair work, Lexington joined the other carrier groups as well as Seventh Fleet escort carriers and Army Air 
Forces to support the upcoming operations. On January 4-7 the carriers neutralized most of the Luzon airfields 
and then departed to cover the South China Sea and prevent reinforcements from reaching Lingayen. January 
10-22 Lexington and the other carriers sunk enemy freighters and tankers and carried out strikes against Hong 
Kong, the Pescadores and Formosa as well as Saipan and conducted a photo reconnaissance mission over 
Okinawa. With Lingayen and most of Luzon secured and potential enemy reinforcements contained, allied 
forces landed unopposed near Subic Bay January 29, 1945 to begin the drive to Manila. Between Febmary and 
April some 38 more landings were carried out to liberate and secure the Philippines.** 

Iwo Jima Campaign ' 

Beginning in late November 1944, land-based air strikes against Tokyo had been launched from bases in 
Saipan. However, because of the vast distance between islands, bomb loads had to be reduced to ensure that the 
B-29 aircraft conducting the raids would have enough fuel to retum from their mission. As well, enemy bases 
on the Volcano and Bonin Islands could intercept or provide advance waming to Tokyo of the approaching 
planes. The objective of securing Iwo Jima in the Volcanos was to neuttalize both of the island chains and to 
establish a closer base to launch an invasion of Okinawa in the Ryukyus and to conduct air strikes against 
Tokyo and other strategic areas of the home islands. Landings on Iwo Jima were scheduled for Febmary 19, 
1945. The Central Pacific Force was once again designated the Fifth Fleet under the command of Admiral 
Raymond A. Spmance and the Fast Carrier Forces became Task Force 58. 

Although the desttoyers and escort carrier planes did infiict some damage to the Japanese ships, the unit was eventually overtaken in the chase. However, when the 
Japanese flagship tumed to evade torpedoes, it fell behind in the chase and its commander lost touch with both the enemy and his own forces. His attempt to regain 
order over his vessels ended the battle before the escort unit was completely desttoyed. The Japanese force withdrew with four battleships, two heavy cruisers, a light 
cmiser and seven desttoyers. Potter, 780-795. 

" Losses included three battleships, four carriers, ten cruisers, and nine desttoyers. Ibid., 795. 
" The kamikaze attack to Lexington left 50 men killed or missing, 132 injured; the island gun platform was desttoyed and the signal bridge was heavily damaged. 

Overall during this period, carrier planes sunk three cruisers, ten desttoyers as well as numerous ttansports, other auxiliaries and aircraft as well as a complete convoy. 
Potter, 795, 814-816. 

"Potter, 818-822. 
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Febmary 16-17 planes from Lexington, as part of TG 58.2, and the rest of the carriers of TF 58 stmck Tokyo 
airfields to neuttalize potenfial reinforcements and conducted pre-landing bombardment of Iwo Jima. They also 
provided close coverage through the first days of the invasion until waves of kamikaze planes began a 
counterattack against the Fifth Fleet and the carrier forces on Febmary 21. On Febmary 22 Lexington and TF 
58 departed the area to rendezvous with 200 B-29 aircraft for a massive raid on Tokyo scheduled for Febmary 
25. Lexington continued more strikes against the Japanese home islands until March 7 when she departed for a 
stateside overhaul at Bremerton Navy Yard. 

It took over a month, rather than the forecasted five days, to seize and secure Iwo Jima. Operations were 
hindered from start to finish by the island's soft volcanic ash shoreline that bogged down the landing vessels to 
the intricate fortifications and the highly trained troops that had been installed by the Japanese in anticipation of 
the invasion, to the kamikaze attacks. By the close of March, with heavy casualties on both sides, the island 
was held by allied force and the assault on Okinawa was in the opening phases.*' 

Okinawa Campaign (̂ M v 

The allied conquest of Okinawa, at the southem end of Japan's Ryukyu Islands was essential for establishing 
bases to complete the blockade of Japan and for launching sustained air strikes upon key industrial centers and 
supporting a possible invasion of the home islands. 

Landings on Okinawa were scheduled for April 1. The initial task of the carriers was to contain potential 
interference from the airfields in Formosa, the Ryukyus and Kyushu, Japan's southem-most home island. Once 
bases were established they were to protect the steady stream of troops and supplies that would be moving into 
the area to complete the conquest of the island. In mid-March, Task Force 58, without Lexington but supported 
by land-based bombardment from the Marianas, China and the Philippines, commenced pre-assault strikes on 
Okinawa. On the first day of landings about 50,000 troops went ashore and seized two airfields, meeting only 
scattered resistance. However, this light opposition was soon countered by the island's 100,000 defenders and 
sustained, large-scale kamikaze attacks. By mid-June the attacks began to decline as the carrier forces steadily 
improved their response techniques and strengthened early detection with more surface radar patrols and more 
radar stations in northem Okinawa and other offshore islands. As well, allied ground forces had steadily built 
up Okinawa's air power that, supplemented by B-29s operating out the Marianas and China, could contain any 
reinforcements embarking out of Kyushu. The carrier forces were able to depart the area to prepare for a series 
of July strikes against Japan. Okinawa was declared secure on July 21 with high casualties to both sides.** 

Third Fleet Operations Against Japan 

In mid-May, the Fifth Fleet was again designated the Third Fleet and Lexington, after completing her stateside 
overhaul, rejoined Task Force 38 on May 22 to carry out strikes against the Japanese home islands.*̂  
Throughout the month of July, Task Force 38 planes conducted raids on airfields and factories in Honshu and 
Hokkaido which included strikes against Tokyo and naval bases at Yokosuka and Kure where renmants of the 
Japanese fleet was either sunk or heavily damaged. Concurrently, Third Fleet surface combatants bombarded 
the Japanese coast. 

Meanwhile, in May, Germany surrendered leaving Japan without an ally and Russia announced it would not 

" Ibid., 824-828. 
" Ibid., 828-833. 
" Admiral Halsey once again relieved Admiral Spruance and Admiral John S. McCain relieved Mitscher as commander of the Fast Carrier Task Force. Ibid., 828-

833. 



NPS Form 10-900 USDI/NPS NRHP Registration Form (Rev. 8-86) 

U.S.S. LEXINGTON 
United States [)epartment of the Interior, National Park Service 

OMB No. 1024-0018 

Page 26 
National Register of Historic Places Registration Form 

renew its neutrality pact with Japan. In June, the Japanese emperor had begun to seek a means to end the war in 
spite of strong political factions in Japan that were against surrender. In July, the Potsdam Conference, which 
specified postwar treatment of the defeated Germany, also included a general proclamation calling for the 
unconditional surrender of Japan. Japanese leaders would not accept an unconditional surrender which did not 
in some way preserve the imperial system. The allied powers agreed that an unconditional surrender would 
apply only to the armed forces but did not provide a specific answer regarding the fate of the emperor or the 
imperial system. Without a clarification on this point, Japan was not prepared to respond to the Potsdam 
Proclamation and the allied leaders interpreted this silence as a decline to surrender. 

The July bombardment of Japan continued unbroken into August when the first atomic weapons were dropped 
from a B-29 on Hiroshima, August 6. Russia invaded Manchuria and declared war on Japan, August 8. On 
August 9 another bomb was dropped on Nagasaki. August 10, Japan and the allied powers agreed to discuss a 
surrender where the imperial system would be preserved under an emperor that was chosen by the Japanese 
people through free elections and subject to the authority of the Supreme Allied Commander in Japan. The 
Third Fleet continued to conduct raids against the islands. Japan accepted the terms of surrender on August 14. 
On August 15 Lexington launched her final strikes against Japan. When word of surrender reached the Third 
Fleet a cease-fire was ordered and all planes retumed to task force carriers. On September 2, aboard the 
battleship Missouri in Tokyo Bay, the instruments of surrender were signed.** 

With the end of hostilities, planes from Lexington flew precautionary patrols over Japan, dropped supplies to 
prisoner of war camps on Honshu and stood guard off shore during the surrender ceremony. She continued to 
support the occupation until December 3 when she departed Tokyo Bay with homeward bound veterans, 
arriving in San Francisco on December 15, 1945. 

The Cold War and U.S. Security Policy 

As the United States, Great Britain, and the Soviet Union began to work towards establishing stability in 
postwar Europe and Asia, tensions developed when the allies disagreed over implementation of various peace 
provisions that had been agreed upon during wartime conferences. This early discord found the U.S. and 
Britain frequently united in their views and in opposition to the Soviet perspective. Ultimately the peace 
process became a contest between the westem allies and Soviet Union to rebuild Europe according political and 
economic systems strongly influenced by either communist or democratic principles. Military tensions also 
accompanied these diplomatic stmggles. In 1945, the Soviet Union possessed the largest army in the world and 
was still capable of overmnning the war-weakened areas of Westem Europe, the Middle East, and Asia. The 
U.S. had the world's most powerful weapon, the atom bomb, but faced a diminished military force as Congress 
responded to public demand and authorized swift demobilization and reductions in the defense budget. The 
bomb did provided the U.S. with a military superiority unfil 1949 when the Soviet Union acquired atomic 
weapons. 

This post-war stmggle gradually evolved into a quasi-global conflict in which opposing sides allied with either 
the U.S. or the Soviet Union and their respective polifical and economic philosophies.*' During the first years of 

" Ibid., 833-835. 
" The 1945 peace brought armies of liberation to the countties of Europe and Asia. In accordance witti the agreements reached at Yalta and Potsdam the allied 

forces were to jointly occupy Germany and Beriin, ensure liberated peoples the opportunity to establish their own govemments, and negotiate peace settlements with 
the former Axis states. Japan was to be occupied solely by American forces under the Supreme Allied Commander and the Allied Council for Japan with direction 
from the Far Eastem Commission. By 1950 most of Westem Europe, which had been host to American and British liberafing forces, had established predominately 
democratically influenced, post-war govemments. This included France, Belgium, the Netheriands, Italy, Austtia and the French, Brifish and American occupation 
zones in Germany and their respective sectors in Berlin. Most of Eastem Europe, which had been liberated by Soviet forces, had established communist govemments. 
This included Poland, the Baltic States, Hungary, Bulgaria, Rumania, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia and the Soviet sector in Berlin. Korea was divided along ttie 38* 
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the so-called "Cold War" the Soviet Union was seen by the U.S. and her allies as the only source for a serious 
military threat. It was assumed that any future war would be a land-based confrontation with the Soviet Union 
and the use of nuclear weapons could ensure a swift defeat while their destmctive power could also serve as a 
deterrent to any major confrontation. However, the next war was a United Nations-sponsored, conventional war 
in Korea where the joint UN forces took every measure to contain communism to North Korea and not to 
provoke the direct participation of China or the Soviet Union for fear of nuclear retaliation. 

The Korean War (1950-1953) marked the beginning of a national security policy in which the U.S. sought to 
maintain superiority in weapons and military strength in order to wage or deter war and to contain communism 
within the lines of demarcafion established at the end of World War I I . This policy was characterized by a 
nuclear arms race between the U.S. and Soviet Union and a series of conventional wars and limited 
engagements where smaller countries, with the assistance of the major nuclear powers, fought to establish 
communist or democratic govemments. It continued until 1989 when the communist govemments of Europe 
and the Soviet Union collapsed. The guaranteed mass destmction of nuclear weapons did serve to prevent a 
direct confrontation between the two superpowers and the Soviet policy to promote communism and the U.S. 
policy advocating democracy was carried out indirectly through the political stmggles of other nations.™ 

£!s5ex:-class Carriers and Post-War Carrier Development 

After 1945, the U.S. Navy, as well as the Army and Air Force (established as an independent service from the 
Army in 1947) began to develop strategies to address the growing tensions of the postwar world and to 
implement the nation's security policy. As such the Navy sought to build a fleet capable of waging or deterring 
war and one which would complement the Army and the Air Force's ability to deliver nuclear weapons against 
land-based targets. 

World War II firmly established the role of aviation within naval operations and carriers replaced battleships as 
the Navy's primary weapon of force. As well, by the late 1940s, nuclear weapons could be delivered by carrier 
bombers or guided missiles carried on submarines, cmisers, or carriers. Thus, carrier aircraft, which had 
transitioned from propeller to jet propulsion, were initially the preferred means for the Navy to carry out nuclear 
bombardment of strategic sites. To meet this objective, the Navy began to center its fleet on the carrier attack 

parallel. The northem portion of the peninsula, liberated from Japanese occupation by Soviet forces had set up a communist govemment. The southem portion, 
liberated by U.S. forces, now had a democratic govemment. China's nationalist govemment had evacuated to Taiwan after falling to the communist forces who in tum 
entered into a 30-year pact of mutual assistance with the Soviet Union. In French Indochina civil war was also on the horizon as Nationalist and Communist forces 
sought to exploit the power vacuum left upon the withdrawal of Japanese ttcwps. As well, Indonesia and other colonial govemments in Southeast Asia and elsewhere 
were struggling for independence and dealing with communist forces and other political factions competing for power. These geopolitical boundaries established 
shortly after the war would become the lines of demarcation in the quasi-global conflict between communist and anticommunist forces. They would also be the sites 
for many of the uprisings or wars which characterized worid events over the next 50 years. Hallie Brooker, US Navy Ships from the Cold War I945-1989, Potential 
Candidates for National Historic Landmark Designation, A Preliminary Report (Unpublished draft report. National Historic Landmarks Program, National Park 
Service, 2001), 1-10. 

" Numerous limited engagements began as early as 1946, when Russia began pressuring Turkey for access and conttol of the Dardanelles and civil war rebels in 
Greece were supported by Soviet ally, Yugoslavia. The U.S. provided arms and military advisors to Greece, sent the U.S.S. Missouri to Istanbul and two months later 
established a new command in the Mediterranean, ttie Sixtti Fleet. In 1948 Czechoslovakia's coalition government, no longer under postwar Soviet occupation, was 
seized by the Communist Party. Between 1948 and 1949 ttie Soviets implemented the Berlin Blockade as ttiey ttied to force the Westem Allies from their occupation 
sectors in Beriin by blocking supply and communication lines. In 1953 and 1958 when Communist forces from Uie Chinese mainland ttireatened to invade the 
Nationalist-held islands of Quemoy and Matsu, ttie U.S. ordered the Seventh Fleet to ttie Taiwan Sttait in a show of force. The 1955 Suez Crisis occurred when Egypt 
sought to purchase arms from communist conttolled Czechoslovakia and the U.S. sought to discourage such interaction. In 1956, Hungary attempted and failed to 
overthrow their communist govemment. In 1958 Uie U.S. provided direct military aid to Lebanon to contain a communist uprising and ensure a peaceful ttansition to a 
non-communist govemment. In the 1961 Beriin crisis, Soviets succeeded in erecting a wall to seal off ttie communist and non-communist zones and halt the flow of 
East Germans into the West Germany via Beriin. In 1968, Soviet forces succeeded in abruptly halting Czechoslovakia's attempt to inttoduce reform to their 
communist govemment. In 1961 CIA-sponsored Cuban refugees attempted to, and ultimately failed in, invading Cuba to overthrow the Castto regime in the Bay of 
Pigs incident. The Cuban missile crisis, in which the U.S. succeeded in forming a blockade to intercept the Soviet arms shipment headed for ttie island, occurred in 
1962. The U.S. also intervened in the Dominican Republic in 1965, Grenada in 1983, and Panama in 1989 in order to contain the spread of communism in ttie 
Caribbean. The Korean War (1950-1953) and VieUiam War (1954-1975) were the longest sustained conflicts faced by America during ttie Cold War. Ibid. 
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force. Postwar developments in carrier design thus involved the constmction of larger carriers capable of 
supporting heavier jet aircraft and nuclear weapons. In addition to increased size, three major design changes 
reflective of these needs would be developed and incorporated into postwar carrier designs. These included an 
angled flight deck which allowed simultaneous take-off and landing of carrier air groups, steam catapults which 
provided the additional boost jets needed for take-off, and mirrored landing systems which assisted the jet pilot 
in carrier landings." 

Due to restricted defense budgets in the first years following World War I I , the Navy was not authorized to 
constmct new carriers. However, conversion of existing vessels and completion of vessels begun under wartime 
appropriations were authorized. As such, the 24 Essex-class carriers remaining at the end of the war provided 
the Navy with its initial fleet of postwar attack carriers. Most of these ships were modemized under various 
conversion programs beginning in 1948 and continuing into the 1960s in which they received angled decks, 
steam catapults, and upgrades in weapons and fire control systems.'̂  These modifications allowed them to meet 
the postwar naval mission until replaced by new carriers and re-designated to serve in anti-submarine, training, 
or other carrier support roles. 

Although the Midway class of carriers was developed during World War II none were completed before the end 
of hostilities. Unlike the Essex design that was based on pre-war Yorktown class, the CVB large carriers were 
not limited by 1922 treaty-imposed restrictions in displacement. Thus, the Midways were much larger than the 
Essexes and incorporated an armored flight deck to protect against surface fire and aerial bombardment. With 
these characteristics, the Midways were the only carriers that could operate postwar weapons and early jet 
aircraft without any modifications until the late 1950s at which time they received upgrades that included angled 
flight decks and steam catapults. The Midway class bridged the transition from the pre-jet, treaty-limited 
carriers of World War II and the large postwar type "supercarriers" designed to accommodate heavier aircraft 
and weapons. 

The United States was to be the first postwar class of large supercarriers. Development of the design, the size 
and shape of the hull, and angled flight deck was to be determined primarily by the characteristics of the 
heaviest aircraft the carrier would operate. Although Congress cancelled constmction of the United States in 
1949, the concepts of the design were carried over into the Forrestal class and subsequent carrier designs. The 
four ships of the Forrestal class, completed 1955-1959, were the first large postwar supercarriers built from the 
keel up, incorporating angled deck, steam catapults, and the capacity to launch nuclear and conventional strikes. 
After Forrestal, the U.S. Navy brought nuclear propulsion to carrier operations with the constmction of 
Enterprise, completed in 1961. The Navy retumed to conventional power with the Kitty Hawk class, completed 
1961-1968, which was essentially an improved version of Forrestal. With the Nimitz class, completed 1975-
2001, the Navy retumed to building nuclear-powered carriers." 

U.S.S. Lexington (CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT/AVT-16) 1946-1991 

" Development of the attack carrier forces would also involve advances in anti-aircraft, anti-ship, and anti-submarine weapons to provide protection to ttie carriers. 
Designs in cruisers, desttoyers, and desttoyer escorts evolved to carry these nuclear or conventional weapons and focused more exclusively on protection duty. 
Ultimately the submarine would become Uie Navy vessel most suitable to deliver long-range nuclear warheads. The Regulus I and II long-range cruise missiles, 
designed to be launched fi-om submarines and adapted for cmisers and carriers, were used firom 1954-1964 and provided a means for delivering nuclear warheads to 
land targets. Regulus II was cancelled in favor of developing the Polaris intercontinental ballistic missile system. Polaris differed from earlier submarine-launched 
missiles in ttiat it could be fired from underwater. Polaris was followed by ttie Poseidon (early 1970s) and Trident (early 1980s) systems. Ibid., 11-16. 

" Most of ttie Essexes were modemized under Uie SCB 27A and 27C and ttie later SCB 125 and I25A programs. In all, there were five distinct modemization 
programs: SCB 27A (1948-1953), SCB 27C (1951-1956), SCB 125 (I954-I957), SCB I25A (1957-1959), and SCB 144 (modernization of 27A CVs in I960). SCB 
27A was the first program carried out 1948-1953. The next program, SCB 27C was carried out in two versions: basic 27C included ttie modifications under SCB 27A 
plus several oUier changes. Advanced SCB 27C, which was Lexington's program, included the alterations under basic SCB 27C plus additional changes as well as 
SCB 125 modifications all completed in one dockyard period. Terzibaschitsch, 143-145. 

" Brooker, 11. 
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Lexington arrived in Puget Sound in May 1946 and, after a short period of operations along the West Coast, was 
decommissioned and placed in reserve at the Bremerton Naval Shipyard on April 23, 1947. While still in 
reserve and decommissioned, Lexington was redesignated as an attack carrier (CVA-16) on October 1, 1952. 
Modemizafion of the carrier commenced on September 1, 1953 when Lexington began her SCB-27C and SCB-
125 conversions. With modemization completed, the Navy recommissioned Lexington on August 15, 1955. 

After shakedown cmise, Lexington ]omQd the Seventh Fleet at San Diego in March 1956. She operated off 
Califomia until May 1956 when she was deployed to the Far East with the Seventh Fleet. Based at Yokosuka, 
she conducted exercises and search and rescue operations off the coast of China before retuming to San Diego 
in December 1956. After a period of coastal training, Lexington again deployed to the Seventh Fleet at 
Yokosuka where she served from June 1 to October 17, 1957 before remming to San Diego. Following an 
overhaul at Bremerton, she was ordered to join the Seventh Fleet off Taiwan. 

In July 1958, when Communist forces from the Chinese mainland threatened to invade the Nationalist-held 
islands of Quemoy and Matsu, Lexington and the Seventh Fleet began patrolling the Taiwan Sttait, in 
accordance with the U.S. pledge to support the Chinese Nationalists in Taiwan. This show of naval force 
prevented an invasion and the outbreak of hostilities between the U.S. and China. Lexington remained off 
Taiwan until departing for San Diego on December 19, 1958. 

On April 26, 1959, when she departed the West Coast for another tour of duty in the Taiwan Strait with the 
Seventh Fleet, on board were the Navy's first air-to-surface "Bullpup" guided missiles. In August and 
September she was on standby alert during the Laotian crisis and then exercised with British forces before 
departing for San Diego in November. In early 1960 she was overhauled at Bremerton Naval Shipyard before 
departing on another Far East tour that lasted until late 1961. After retuming to the West Coast, Lexington was 
ordered to replace U.S.S. Antietam (CVS-36) as the Navy's ttaining carrier at Pensacola, Florida and was 
reclassified as CVS-16 on October 1,1962." 

Lexington was forced to delay this duty and she resumed her attack czirrier designation in late October when the 
U.S. confirmed the constmction of Soviet missile sites in Cuba. Threatening equal retaliation against the Soviet 
Union should a nuclear attack be laimched from Cuba and forming a blockade to intercept the Soviet arms 
shipment headed for the island, the U.S. avoided a nuclear confrontation and the missile sites were removed. 
During the Cuban Missile Crisis, Lexington stood by at Mayport Naval Station" as other ships were detached to 
the Caribbean, including the modemized Essex (CVS-9). Lexington thus did not arrive at Pensacola until 
December 1962 to begin her training carrier duty. 

• v\.rtĵ ^̂ iî  v'̂ ^̂rfOJ! \ŷ ô '̂~y. -—' 
A modemized carrier was an essential part of the Navy's ttaining program for its pilots and January 1963 saw the 
commencement of Lexington's long career in carrier training operations. This duty as a training vessel grew in 
significance as naval aviation played an increasingly important role in the Vietnam War as well as other crisis of 
the Cold War and thereafter.̂ * In 1968, the Navy created the designafion CVT, Training Aircraft Carrier and on 
January 1, 1969 Lexington was redesignated CVT-16. In 1978 she was again redesignated as AVT-16, auxiliary 
aircraft landing training ship, after the Navy adopted the term. For over a quarter century she operated out of 
Pensacola as well as Corpus Christi and New Orleans supporting carrier qualifications for naval aviation 

Anti-submarine Warfare Support Aircraft Carrier. The term established by the Navy on August 8, 1953 and applied to former CVs or CVAs. 
" Located near Jacksonville, Florida. 
" In February 1965, ttie U.S. began an extensive air campaign against North Vietnamese military and industtial targets as a means to the conttol North Vietnam 

and not provoke Chinese intervention. However, after 37 months of sustained bombings, combat, and the steady built up of ground forces, only limited improvement 
had occurred in the military and political situation in Soutti Vietnam relative to Uie escalating cost of U.S. support. On November 2, 1968, President Johnson ordered 
the war be tumed over to the South Vietnamese. Brooker, 8. 
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Students and continued training for both active duty and reserve naval pilots. During that time, the aviators that 
rotated through Lexington helped the ship attain a Navy record of 493,248 aircraft deck landings. 

Lexington was also the first U.S. Navy ship to include women in her regular crew. The first female crew 
members came aboard July 19, 1980 and at the close of her active career 273 members of her compliment of 
1,200 were women. On November 26, 1991 Lexington was decommissioned as AVT-16 and was relieved as 
the Navy's training carrier by U.S.S. Forrestal (CV-59). After making the successful bid to preserve, display 
and interpret Lexington, the city of Corpus Christi, Texas prepared a new berth for the carrier as a museum ship. 
The U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay, operated as a non-profit organization, opened on October 14, 1992. 
At the end of her naval career, which spanned nearly fifty years, Lexington was the last operational unit of the 
Essex-class carriers. 
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NAME OF PROPERTY 

Historic Name: USS Lexington 

Odier Name/Site Number: (CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT-16, AVT-16) 

2. LOCATION 

Street & Number: Museum on the Bay 
2914 N. Shoreline Blvd. 
P.O. Box 23076 

City/Town: Corpus Christi 

Sute: TX County: Nueces 

Not for publication: 

\^dnity: 

Code: Zip Code: 78403-3076 

3^ CLASSIFICATION 

Ownerdup of Property 
Ftivate: X 
Public-local: 
PubBc-StJtc; 
Pubfio-Fedcrat 

Number of Resoaices within Property 
ContriMliiig 

Cxt^oiy of Propetty 
Buikliag(s): 
District: 
Site: 
Stmcture: __2 
Obicct: 

Noii-contiflNiting 
buildings 
sites 
stmctures 
objects 
Total 

Number of Cootdbuting Resources Previous^ Listed in the National Register 0 

Name of rdated anlt^le prc^erty listing: N/A 
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4. STATE/FEDERAI. AGENCY CERTIFICATION 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1986, as amended, I bcreby certify 
that this X nomination request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation staadwls fot 
registering properties in the National Register ofHistoric Places and meets the procedural and professional 
requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property _x_ meets does not meet the Nati<nial 
Register Criteria. 

Signature of Certifying OfBdal Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

In my opinion, the property X meets does not meet the National Register criteria. 

Signature of Commenting or Other Official Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

5^ NATIONAL PARK SERVICE CERTIFICATION 

I, hereby certify durt this property is: 

Entered in the National Roister 
Determmed digible for the 

National Raster 
Detennined not dig3>le for the 

National RiKister 
Kemoved from the National Register 
Odier (expbin): 

Signaive of Keeper Date of Action 

^'""'^X^icTTON OR USE 
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Historic: Defense Sub: Naval £icility 

Current: Re(7eation and Culture Sub: Museum 

DESCRH 

Architectural Classification: 
Essex-cbiss aircraft carrier 

Materials: 
Foundation: Steel 
Walls: Sted 
Roof Steel 
Other Desolation: N/A 

Describe Present and EUstoric Physical Appearance. 

U.S.S Lexington MS iCV 

Laid down as Cabot, and renamed Lexington m honor of USS Lexit^ton (CV-2X sunk in the Battle of the Coral 
Sea (1942), U.S.S. Lexir^ton (CV-16) was launched in 1942 as a wdded, sted hull. Esser-dass aircnfl carrier 
with an oveni of872 feet and a lengdi along the waterline of820 feet The ffight deck m 862 feet wkh 
andadditiond4fi>ot9iDdiruq>curvingdownateadiend. Ihe fii^ deck width was 108 feet Ihevessds 
beam at die wMeribe was 93 feet die depth of hull was 54 feet 8 inches, Widi a draft of 28 feet 7 inches. Her 
design dî lacement was 33,440 tons, standard displacement was 27,100 and the fiill kiad £splacement was 
36,380 tons. Her Babcock and Wilcox boilers drove four Westin^ouse geared steam tnrlrines tiat 
delivered a s|»eed of 32.7 knots. She carried a crew of2,486. 

Armament asa CVindaded twdve five-inch, 38 cafiber dual purpose guns mounted in foor, MK 32 DP twin 
mounts and fonr,MK 40 MCW) 33 s in^ mounts. These mounts were directed by two MK 37 fire control 
directors, onemooated forward oa the island, the other aft, and e i ^ MK SI directors. lheMK37 directors 
were served by two MK 4 fire control radars When launched die had a total of eight, MK 2 quadnqile 40mm 
Bofors antt-aacraftpbtfimns. Four quad 40 mm mounts were located on the Island, two forward of die flag 
bridge and two aft of the fimnd She also had a singfe quad 40mm mount tm the stem, a quad 40mm on 
the fimtailan4 one cKh on the port and starboard catwalks. When refitted at Puget Sound in 1944 seven 
outboard qun440nHi mounts were added, five on die starboard hull and two on the port holL These tubs were 
attached direcdy to tbe bull ratber than on the cat walk and could be removed to allow passage through the 
Panama Canal Lexiî ;lan also carried sbcty-two 20mm anti-aircraft guns. Leidngton had hangar deck c^adty 
for 103 ahcnft. Lexmgtor/s first an- groiqi (AG-16), consisted of 89 aircraft; thirty-two F6F-3 Ifeflcat fighters. 
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thirty-five SBI>-5 Dauntiess dive bombers and eighteoi TBF-1 Avenger torpedo bombers.̂  

LexinglkMt's armor was designed to meet the requiremoits of resistance to fire fix)m 6-mch guns at a distance of 
11,250 to 18,700 yards.' The hull was protected by sted armor, akfaoi^ unlike British aircraft earners of the 
time and die fiiture Midway class, h^ flight deck was not armored. The hangar deck had an armored deck of 2.5 
inches of Special Treatment Sted (STS) sted The fourth deck was armored with 1.5 inch STS to finder protect 
the engine and fireroom ̂ aces. Side beh armor varied from 2.5 to 4 inches. The steering ^aces were enclosed 
with 4-«Khes of class B armor on the sides and 2.5 indies of STS oa top. Lexington was the aoiy Essex- class 
carrier to serve throughout the war without the "dazzle pattern" camouflage measure. Instead she wore the gray 
^de "Measure 12" paint schone until 1945 vAien she was painted in Measure 21 gray.' 

Lexir^km's fl^t dedc arrangonents included three aircraft devators and three bomb Ufts. The devHor hyout 
indoded two hydraulic actuated "centeriine" lifts measuring 48.3' x 44.7 each cqiabk of lifting 28,000 ponnds 
These cfevators were situated fore and aft of the Island just o£f the centedne. Ihe third elevate, on the port 
dedc edge across from the island, measured 60' x 34' and had an 18,000 pound lift capadty. The hangar 4eck 
induded large hull openings along the port and starboard side that could be dosed with roller doors. These side 
openings provided ventilation vhich allowed starting aircraft on the bangv dedc to warm \ip prior to their 
positioning on the flight decL The hangar deck coidd be internally divided laterally into three isolated bays. 
Diviaoa was acconq)lî ed with t̂ bestos curtains which cotdd be cfosed fiom control stations in each bajr. 
Aircraft maintenance was also divided by bay. Bay 3, in the stem was fix* heavy maintenance, the center hay, 
two, was the ffight c^eratioos bay and bay one in the bow was for storage and fight maintenance. 

While other £iser class carriers were equqiped with a 1 H4Acatap«k on the fixward hangar deck' 
extensions on each side through die side ports, £exin^on'.r hangar cats were not ready by the time dMt 
launched and were never installed. Lexington did have a IH 4B catapuh on the flight deck. Aircraft lecoveiy 
was accomplished with a sixteen wke MK 4 arresting gear cable system later modified so that tbe wires were 
^aced fiom the stem to just aft of the island. The arresting wire system was augmented by a set of fear wire 
cable barriers. Each barrier wire was suspended several feet above Ihe deck to snag aircraft that missed ihe 
aiiestiag system cables. 

The sby's iHani is on the starboard side of the flight deck, halfway betwcea tfae bow and stem, bland 
arrangements were pbced on five decks conqirised of a communicadoas platfonn, flag bridge, navigaioa 

Ht Ibc practice early in tfae war to carry spare aircrait n»pn«4oJ afccwe (he hangar deck, thus the 

iiartrpancy betweea 103 staodard compliment versus tfae active m^mlnu number of 89. The Air 
GMipBumben are fiom iie Action rqMft 22 September 1943. ili • ifti^fce IS September 1943 raid 
• • T n w a , Lexmgkm's first blood. By tfae end of tfae war. the fi^Oer â piidron had beea increased to 
7B aircrafi to meet (he Kamikaze threat while tfae torpedo and hamber «nits were cooprised of IS 
ainaaAeacfa. 

'>TriMnriiifaiH. UA>y»qaKQtii»iMMMfaato<D««giHstof7.AiMyJ«iia>:ll»wllaNiMi tarn, 19tSJitMilnMia,p. \<L 
> Sto&aTerabaschitsdi, Aktraft Carrien of the U^. Navy 2ed. Naval hu(ito>e Press. Amupohs Md 1989. p. 

75 aadLaaaeKe Sowinski. "(3iampioos of (he Pacific, the Essex Class Canier^ p( 2 Warship Vohme II Robert 
Gardinered. Conway Mar̂ ime Press London 1978. pp 96-103 . 
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bridge, gun deck atop the pilothouse and an anti-aircraft platform. The island spaces provided the areas for 
control of shq) operations. The Essex class of aircraft carriers were not designed with radar fixtures in mind, 
thus each sh^ had a distinctive anteona array at different points in its career. iMxington as a CV carried a 
'n)edspriiig'' slu^ed SK long-range air search radar on a fi^ame mounted to die staiboard side of the fimnd, a SC-
2 air seardi antenna was moimted on the opposite side and a prototype hdght finder SM (CXBL) mounted in 
March 1943 sat atop the trq)od mast. SG sur&ce search antenna was also moimted on the mast, hi 1945 
Î exhtgton was equq)ped with a SO-11 zoiith search, prototype airsearch antenna designed to fill the bUnd spot 
directly above the carrier. This system proved unusable, however. Z^/tg/ort also had five hinged radio aiaenna 
masts arranged along the staiboard edge of her fli^t deck, three forward of the idand, two aft. 

LEXINGTON AS A CVS 

Lexington's present appearance is a result of her 19S3-SS conversion. As a residt of die Korean War and the 
continuhig "Cold War," the Navy found enough money to update some of its mothballed Essex class aircraft 
carriers. The Essex hulls offered the navy three advantages; first they were well bnitt, second they were pkinifiil 
and third, they were a cost effective alternative to building new carriers fiom the ked up. In 19S3 Lexingkm 
entered dry dodc to undergo conversions SCB-27C and SCB-I2S (Shqi Characteristic Board). The purpose of 
these c<niversions was to incorporate lessons leamed in the Sectmd World War and to adapt the carriers to tbe 
requirements of jet-age aircraft. The jet engine, introduced to U.S. aircraft with the Amiy Air Forced P-80 
"Shooting Star" in 194S, led to a significant increase in aircraft wei^t and a decrease in low speed handling 
diaracteristics. The Navy's jet propelled F2 Banshee introduced in 1949 had a takeoff wd^t of 16,200 powis, 
a marked contrast to the standard Navy fightra^ of World War II, the F6F Hdkat, which wd^ed 12,441 pooads. 

When Lexir^on was dry-docked to undergo modemization in 19S3, her converaon, designated SCB-27C 
(which included previous conversion plan SCB-27A modifications) involved strengdiening of the flight deck m 
the landing area, removing all S" twin turrets from the flight ded̂  and the rekicalion of new, open, singfe S* 
mounts, instalarioa of larger more powerful elevators, installation of fittings (sudi as dectiical outlets) to perant 
operation of jet drcraft, transfer of three standby rooms for aircrews to bekiw deck, installation of an escalator 
from Ihe standby room to tbe flight deck, instalbtion of a shortened island, the noaitiiiKion of the bridge and 
stack, removal of aide armor at the wateriine, installatioa of a deck landing minoi, kstaHation of stroogerhomb 
and ammunition fiis (to accommodate "special" or nudear weaponsX increased storage cqiadty for aviation 
fad, aMtallition ofMast deflectors behind the catapults, division of the hangar yaoe by two fire and spinier 
proof sted doors and installatimi of higher cqiadty aircraft cranes. 

The SCB-27C ̂ lecific changes were an mcrease of beam to 103* at waterfine (to increase stabilityX rqibceoKnt 
of the Type H-4-1 l̂ drauliccaUqniks with 2 Type C-11 steam catqiults to handle heavier aircraft, streagtheaiag 
of the entire deck, replacement of devator number 3 (centerline lift) with a higer, folding, deck-edge fifi, 
and dK addition ofhull bulges. SCB-125 conversions were incorporated during the same diy-dock period as die 
SCB-27C rhâ gcs and added an angled fli^t deck, an endosed "hurricane" bow, improved dual arrester wire 
system (MK 7X winch halved the number of arrester wires from sixteen to ei^it, increase of forward elevator 
length to 70̂  3*, air̂ ondidoning to certain areas such as the crew ready rooms, strengthening of cradi barriers, 
iwpTovcaseMs to the primary fli^t control center and fittings at the aft edge of the island, mstallatioo of 
improved sound proofing to island accommodations adjacent to die flight deck and inqirovement of flight deck 
illuniittatioiL 
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The omversions, completed in 1955, ahered the outward appearance of Lexington but left the World War n 
interior ^aces largely intact. Lexington went from a carrier with a strai^t deck, open bow and a km rat's nest 
of radar antenna, to an angled deck carrier with an enclosed Hurricane bow and a smgle post antenna mast. The 
angfed deck was a significant change, adding additional flight deck ̂ paoe and catapults. 

Despite these changes m her outward appearance, Z/exi/î om retains a strtmg sense of her World War II £ssex 
class boitage. Intanal crew and madiineiy ^aces are 90% undianged fiom the origiiiaL Fixtures socfa as wall 
lockers, lighting, ventilation and passageway features largefy date fiom 1943. The machinery ^aces (engines and 
boilers) date from 1943 as do the majority of the lesser machinery soch as generators and pumps The currem 
owners of the shqi have kept her in good rqpair, and have incorporated a mininmm of changes to her historic 
structnre. Two changes of ctmcem are the sealing over of the flight deck catapuh track, and tbe cuttiig of an 
acoessway hatch through the armored deck above the engme spaces to fiKahtate visitor access. The fiwmer is 
prohaU/ reversible, the later probabfy is not. hi 1997, Lexington received two sets of qtud 40mm aid-aircraft 
guns, partial̂  restoring her World War n armament. 

Lexir t̂offs current ̂ ecifications, incorporating the above conversions, were a flight deck of 910 feet, waterfine 
889 fact, fredMard 52 feet, draft 30 feet, dispbcement 42,000 tons, and two C-11 steam caUpuhs 

& STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Certî ring ofBdal has consida-ed die significance of this property in relation to other prî eities: Nationally: x 
Statê wde: Locally: 

Appficabfe Nadonal 
ItegisterGiitefia: A_x_ B 1 C D 

(criteria Considerations 
(Exceptions): A _ B _ C D _ E _ F _ G _ 

NHL Criteria: 

NHL Theme(s): VHI: Worid War H 
B. War in die Pacific, 1941-1945 

Areas of Ŝ gnificance: Period(s) of Significance Significant Dates 
Wofhl War n in Ae Pacific, 1943-1945 
The CoU War, 1955-1969 
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Significant Person(s):Admiral Marc Mitscher 

Cultural AfSUatimi: 

Arcfaitect/Builda: Bethlehem Sted Con^any, Quincy MA 
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State S^nificance of Property, and Justify Criteria, Criteria Coaiideratioiis, and Areas and Periods of 
Significance Noted Above. 

"No single class of warshq) has had more influoice on American pofides and naval tactics thaa die 
24 Essex class fleet carriers. They possessed those fiictors necessary to insure Amoican 
dominance of all of the world's oceans: overwhehnmg numboEs, durability, adaptability and good 
aircraft con l̂ement."* 

Lexii^oH particqiated in almost all of the inqiortant naval actions in Ae Pacific fi^m 1943 to 1945 inchi<fiig; 
support fia the landings at Tarawa 19-23 November 1943, support for the Am^ landings at HoQan&i on 13 
Aprfl 1944, paitk^ated in the Marianas Turkey Shoot and action vwdi the Jqianese fleet on 20-21 hme 1944 
(tbe Batde of the Philqipine Sea), siq)port for the landings on Leyte in October 1944, support for the 3rd Fleet's 
actions gainst the Jqianese home islands. She was the flag ship of Admiral Marc Mitscher from 8 hbrdk 
throng 1 Novonber, 1944, and Ctpt Arieigh Burke, foture CbkfofMaval Operations served aboardber as a 
member of Mitscfaei's staff 

Lexington was awarded battie stars for: 

Gilbeit Islands Operation 
Mardiall Islands Operation 
Hollandia Operations 
Asia-Pacific Raids 
Marianas Operation 
Western Carohne Islands Operation 
L^te Operation 
Luzon Operation 
Iwo Jima Operation 
3rd Fleet Operations against Japan 

Lextt̂ jbm was awarded the Presidential Unit CiUtion, the Ameracmi Anea Servkx Medal, the Asiatic^Kafic 
A f l f t a r I u M ^ a l t t , k h . 4 ^ . » ^ h a « * U c f a r c t h ^ W ^ i a U W a r n \ r w « ^ a £ « . l 

Service Medal, dK Nationd Defense Service Medal, die Armed FbneiE)^^^ 
Phî jpineUbentian Campaign Ribbon whh two stars, and the RqpdbicofdiePhi^ines Presidential Uait 
Ckation Badge. 

Lexif^afs reactivation and conversion duriag the Korean War was part of a Cold War-era return to aemoe fi3r 
a numberofdK veteran £s3'ex-dass carriers, ^^di served with distinclion in various fleet exercises aai actions 
throu îoat the waaM, inchiding the Cuban Missile Crisis, and the Vieamm Conflict lexrn^cvt served as the 
Navy's traaang caaier throu^out the Cold War, a testimony to dM aonndness of her design. Lexingtm is a 
monument to dM evohition of navd aviation from 1942 until the early 1990s. 

L̂awtenoe Sawmski, 'Champioos of (be Paci5c, die Essex Class Caniert" Warship Vohane II Robert Gardiner ei 
CaMayManiiBie Press Loodoo 1978 p. 28-38 . 
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Previous documentatim on file (NPS): 

Prefimmary Detenmnation of Individud Listing (36 CFR 67) has been requested. 
Previouŝ  Listed in the Nationd Register. 
Previousfy Determined Eligible by the Nationd Register. 
Designated a Nationd Historic landmark. 
Recorded by Ifistoric American Buildings Survey: # 
Recorded by Historic American Engineering Record: 

Primmy Locatimi of Additiond Data: 

State Historic Preservation Office 
Other State Agency 
Federd Agency 
Locd Government 
University 
Other. Specify Rq}ository: 
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IO GEOGRAPHICAL DATA 

Acreage of Property: N/A 

UTM Referoices: Zone Easting Noithmg Zone Eastmg Northmg 

A B 
C D 
E F 

Verbd Boundary Descr t̂ion: 

AH that area encompassed within the himts of the extreme length and breadth ofthe buft 

Boundary Justification: 

The boundary incorporates the entire area of USS Lexington at her berth.. 

I L FORM PREPARED BY 

Name/Title: David B. Whipple, Maritime Histoiian, revised by James P. Ddgado, Execudwe Dnector 

Organizaion: Nationd Maritime Initiative, Nationd Park Service/Vancouver Maritime Masenm Date: May 

1997 

Street JL Number P.OAox 37127 Telephone: (202) 343-5969 

City or Town: WaduBgton Sute: D.C. ZIP: 20013-712 
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Significance: U.S.S. Lexington, (CV-16/CVA/CVS/CVT-16/AVT-16), is historically significant for her 
participation in severd pivotd batdes during the Second World War and for her contribution to one of tfae 
l^cies of that war, the maturing of luvd aviation from a doctrine of fleet support to one of primary fleet 
weq)on. Famous persons assodated with the ship were Admird Marc Mitscher vAo made Lexir t̂on his flag 
fiap for Task Force 58 and his chief of staff Captain Arldgh Burke (TG 58.2 vshich hit the airfields at Luzon 
and Formosa from 1-9 January 1945). Lexington's origind design as an Essex dass carrier and later conversion 
aad redesignation; first to an attack carrier (CVA) m 1952, then to an anti-submarine carrier (CVS) ia 1962 and 
finally into a training carrier (AVT) in 1969, is important for its record of design evolution inhere aircraft 
rqibiced large caliber guns as the fleets primary strike weapon and recqirocating engine airoafi were replaced by 
heavier, fiister, jet propulsion aircrafi. The conversions incorporated die lessons leamed during carrier 
operations of the Second Worid War which proved invaluable in both the Korean War, the Vietnam Conflict, 
andtheCohiWar. 

Lexington retains a good kvd of integrity from her World War n period and excdlent integrity fiom Ifae Cold 
War period of the shq)'s history. Lexington is a time capsule of the evohitimi of U. S. navd strata aad the tools 
adopted to implemoit that strategy from the Second World War throng 1969, when she was made a training 
carrier. 

Navd Air in the Second World War: 

The 1941 war with Japan came as no surprise to America's militaiy leaders. The location, timing and aitensity of 
the opening battles did come as a surprise. In the 1920s and 30s, American phmners addressed a possUe 
conflkt widi Japan in the RAINBOW strategic war plan code nanud OtiAHCX.. The ORANGE pbm expected 
tbe hipanese to attack American holdings in the Centrd Pacific, most ikefy the Fhil̂ pines. The varioas 
incarnations of the plan called fi>r tbe U.S. garrisons m America's Pacific holdings (Guam, Midwî , Wake, and 
tbe FbSppiaes) to hold and defend their locations until the navys nnua battle fleet arrived. With the opening of 
bostfides, die navy would gather the fleet at Peari Harbor and sal to relieve the garrisons and engage the 
Japanese fleet The rnain poim <rf'the ORANGE phm vvas for the U.S. battle fleet to engage the Japanese fleet in 
a deciave battle in the manner advocated by the tum of tfae century navd strategist, Alfied Thxya Mabaa This 
engaaeaiciit was fi>reseen as a fine of batde engagement akin to the 1916 battle of Jutland, with capatd ̂ tafi& sudi 
as Ralrtrdiys and Cruisers smashing away at each other. 

As 1941 drew doser, strat^ic tboi^t came to realize that tfae plan fax tfae American garrisons in the Pacific to 
faold ant mail the battle fleet arrived was more of a desire than a plaa. With the realization diat US. Pacific 
girriaMir could not reaUsdcalfy be ejqiected to hold out until the fleet arrived, it became clear that the decisive 
navd engagement envisioned by the navy would require the systematic seizure of a series of idand bases across 
the Paafic to provide the logistics trail necessary for the fleet to operate in the westem Pacific and thus bring the 
Inq>edd Jqianese Navy to battle. This "plan" was erq)loyed in the idtid isbnd assaults of 1942-43, ndiidi later 
evdwol into die isbmd hopping campaign of 1943-1945 m tfae Soudi and Westem Pacific. 

To crnHc tfae U.S. Fleet to come to grqis with the Imperid Japanese Navy a series of siqiport bases were 
requinl across the Pacific. To acquire these bases tfae navy onployed amphibious assauh techniques tbat the 
U.S. Maine Corps faad been developing smce the 1930s. Aircrafi carriers became an essentid component of 
ampUious assauh as they provided air defense for the assauh until a locd airfidd could be secured or buih. 
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Carriers were also used to disn^t Japanese communications and to strike targets aa a way that reinforced 
ambiguity concerning which ishmd was the next target. 

The U.S. Navy's can^aign across the Centrd Pacific, from Tarawa's Betio Idand to Okinawa, is noteworffcy in 
that its purpose, hs focus, was to oeate conditions that would culminate in a decisive line of batde, big goa, fleet 
engagement, and thus bring about tfae fall of Jqian, yet its method rendered the b^ gun line of battle obsolete. 
The success of Japan's Pearl Harbor attack fi>rced tfae Navy to in^rovise an initid Pfedfic defense buik around 
aircraft carriers smce tfaey had been untouched.̂  Thus, the devastation of the battle fleet at Peail Harbor 
provided tfae aircrafi carriers tfae opportunity to prove their effectiveness. 

The U.S. Navy entered the Second World War with seven aircraft carriers, (foiu of which were in the AdaaticX 
and about 3,400 aircraft (Japan had ten carriers in commisdcm). * By war's end tfae Navy fidded over 41,000 
navd aircraft and twenty-eight fleet aircraft carriers (not counting the CVE escort carriers). Of the durty-tbree 
fleet carriers that parti<%)ated in the war, five were lost in combat Coooparativdy die U.S. started die war widi 
sevemeen Battiediq)s and finisfaed widi tweaty-tfaree.̂  The carrier doctrine that evolved to meet tfae needs of 
the idand bopping can^aign forged the aircraft carrier into tfae Navy's primary "battle" sfaqi and aircraft rqdaced 
the big gun as the fleet's main strike weapoiL 

LEXINGTON IN THE SECOND WORLD WAR 

The U.S.S Lexington (CV-16) arrived in die Pacific at a time when the strategy em|doying carriers as a sustained 
strice force was being adopted. Conditions of materid and training were anch in 1943 that tfae U.S. was reafyto 
step up the offensive in tfae Pacific. The earier 1941-1942 hit and run carrier tactics were not discarded entirely 
but now contributed to a definitive oflfensive strategy whether in direct support of idand assaults, pre-emptive 
strikes or strikes intended to mask intentioas. The growing recognition af the versatility of carriers was 
m îhasized ̂ en the Secretary of die Navy ia July of 1942 directed a Navy rrorganif ition that made aircraft 
carriers the primary ships of fleet grovps* 

CV-16 was bid down as O z ^ on 15 Juty, 1941 by Beddehem Sted Co.. at Qninqr. Massachusetts Shewas 
renamed Lezzngtoa on 16 June, 1942 to honor a petiti<Mi by the men and awmea hnidbig faer to conwrniwate 
tfae 8 May kss ofCM-l Lexington m die batde oftfae Cord Sea. She wasdM fiflfa U. S. Navy diip to beardbe 

)Ladmgton. Launched 26 Sqitember, 1942 die was commissioned 17 Febraary. 1943 widi CxpOm Fefix B. 
loaamund. The diqi spent tfae earfy summer on a diakedown cmise near Trinidad and arrived at Peari 

HaAor k August, 1943. The Jomt Chiefe of staff had dedded tfaat very aaontb to parsue a two prong offleose in 
tfaePadficwiditiaeJ^anese stronghold idand of Truk in the Westem FKific as the objective. GenendDoî as 
MacArthnrwas to lead a drive fitim Australia and die Pacific's westem amwfafle Admird Cfaester Ninitifs was 
to strike fia Truk via a Centrd Pacific drive. 

' R n d W e ^ . U M AMtkaa Way of War. Bloomiagloii IN: Indiana Univefsity Frect, 1977. p. T i l . 
'Tmibasdiiach. Ainxai Cmers of Ifae U.S. Navy Naval Institute Press 1989 p. 14 an4 21. 
' ' ' i — 11 Ellitiinris—. Hirtory of United States Nnral OpcratioBs in Worid War 11(15 vahimesX Boston: Little Brown and 
Cooinny 19S4 Vol XV. p. 33. 
'MimonVmp.214. 
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Lexington's first mission came m Sq)tember 1943 as the flagsh^ for Task Group 15.5. Lexingtoris nissimi was 
a raid on the Gilberts Islands group in conpany with the Independence (CV-22), Belleau Wood (CV-24) and 
Princeton (CV-23). On die 18di and 19di of September, Lexington's F6F-3 Hdkat fighters, TBF Avenger 
torpedo bombers and SBD-5 Dauntiess dive bombers, flew 196 missions and dropped 113,000 pounds of bombs 
on Tarawa atoITs Betio Island. Three aircraft fiuled to make it bade to the carrier, the crews of two were 
recovered Lexington's greatest contribution on this rrrisatm came fiom photo reconnaissance of the idand The 
images fiom Lexington's reconnaissance flights proved to be the best avaflaUe and were used in the planning fin-
Operation Galvaiuc's Tarawa assauh. 

Three wedcs Uter tfae same sfaq)s fait Wake Ishmd on 5 and 6 October wilfa Essex (CV-9), Yorktown (CV-5), md 
Cowpens (CV-25) added to tfae strike force. As part of Task Force 14, Lexington's air groiq) (AG-16) made 
three strides on bodi days. The strikes on 5 October led to tfae fi^er groqp̂  first air to air actitm and the 
fi^iters dione, shooting down dgfat "Zekes." The fighter grotqi went on to Mnde the airfidd and destroyed 
seventeen twin engine bombers, and six single engme aircraft. Z,exr/i!gt!an lost three aircraft in the actions of both 
days, two of the crews were recovered by submarine immediately, the thirds a IfeOcat pilot was recovered later.' 
These Wake raids contributed to the Tarawa operations by disguidng where the intending blow wodd fidL 

Fleet Admird K < ^ (Commander in Chief of the In^erid Japanese Nav]^ Combined Fleet) connected tfae 
October rdds against Wake witfa tfae known lack of sfaq)ping at Peari Harbor to conclude diat a major attad^ 
was pbnned fiv Wake. Having reached this conduston, Koga moved bis fleet to Eniwetok to be in position to 
engage the U.S. Heet in a decisive batde. Thus Koga's diqis woe in no position to threaten the Tarawa 

After a Aort tour fat gunnery training off Oahu between 28-29 Octobei; />zar̂ gtort jmned TG 50.1 to coatribme 
to tfae Tarawa asmdt (operrtiaa GALVANIC). TG 50.1 niduded carriers TcHctami, and Cowpens, tbey 
lauacbed attacks against Jahut and MiU from 19 November through 23 Noweadwr. These were tbe nearest 
Jqianese airfidds to the GiR>ert Idands, the diain contaiiung Tarawa Thecanier raids were intended to keqi 
the Japaaese oUhdanoe and to suppress any air fiirces in tfae area. Air Ctimf 16 conducted six raids on 19 
November, one aa the 20th aad one more on tfae 22nd. With tfae I indiner at Tarawa on 20 November, 
Lexington's aiqgmnp assisted in intercepting Japanese flints attemptaig to interfere widi tfae landing operatians. 
Ainraft fixim Ihe Irex»̂ gtow and Cbwpengprevemed every day-tiiM 
The Japanese aMeaipts to reach the Tarawa beaches during the day agaia gawe the fi^bter squadron a chance to 
dune. Oa the 23^ radar spotted an uiiidentified air group, ninety rinlesfiamdM carrier, tweh«F6Fs fiom the 
Combat Air FrtMl(CAP) were sent to investigate, they found ei^teen to twenty fighters about fifty mfles fixim 
the canaer gran^ The IMkats were credited with destroying seventeen of Aese attackers, losing one aircrafi 
which retnmedtoAecanierbefi>re the pilot bailed out. The next day aaodKr unidentified air grocqi was 

*U.S.S. Lewî tfm, Action Report, 10 October 1943 p. 1. 
"Morison Vnp. 136. 
"Morison, VMfL 141. 
"U. S.S. Lexm âm, Acdoa Rqiort, The G^ter tally was rqiorted as 4 HAFS, 13 Zekes confirmed destroyed 

and three probdhk. A SBD crew got mto the act by shooting down a Betty twin engine hotrher vMe on 
scouting patroL 
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detected by radar 102 males from the carrier group, again twelve Hellcats were sent from the CAP to investigate. 
Fifteen to twenty Japanese aircraft induding two Bettys were intercepted aboot fifty-five ndes from tfae carrier. 
The Hellcats destroyed both bombos and ten of the Zeke escorts, with three more listed as probably destroyed. 
VF-16 was not as fortunate on this day however, as tfaey lost a pilot in tfae actioa 

Lexirtgton's next action came on 4 December, 1943 with a raid on Kwajalein AtalTs Roi Idand. Air Groiqi 16's 
commander. Lieutenant Commander E. M Snowden was the overall air commnder for this strike. The targets 
for Lexington's groiq) were the shq)ping in the lagoon area, however in a strafing nm on the air field tfae 
Lexington Hellcats found tfaemselves amidst a flush of aircraft. The airfidd at Roi was fiill itfbombers with 
fighters in die process of taking ofî  the air above tfae field was fiill of Japanese aacraft tfaat had just hnmcfaed 
Unable to contact the figfaters from tfae otfaer carrier air groups, VF-16 was left to figfat tfaeir way out done. 
Lexington's twdve Hellcats are credited with shooting down seventeen Zdces, one Hap, one Oscar aad one 
Betty. They destroyed three bord)ers on tfae ground in tfae initid strafing run bat left about Airty intact These 
undamaged airoraft would later haunt the carrier group. Lexington's bomber and torpedo gnNq)s went after two 
Natori-clzss Hgfat cruisers and an 10,000 ton AK (military cargo tran^ort) in tfae lagoon area. The SBD-5, 
Dauntiess dive-bombers diot down sbc Zekes and a Betty, losmg one aircraft in Ae process. The find score card 
was two l̂ fat cnuso's damaged, one AK sunk, twenty-seven aircraft shot down, and three bombers destroyed on 
the ground. The air groiq) lost one filter and one SBD-5. Just before noon that same day the carrier group 
came under attack. Radar picked up caaay aircraft nineteen miles from tfae finmi(iiiii Sooa after, two aircraft 
(Kates) were seea twenty to fifty feet off tfae water, botfa were sbot down wilfaaat rdeasing tteh torpedoes, a 
moment later a tfaird Kate w/as spotted, it launched hs torpedo just befiire being destroyed bat missed the carrier. 
Ci^tain Stunqi rqiorted that tfae attack lasted one and a lialf minutes fiom first sighting to last shoot dovm. As 
so<m became evident, tfae J^anese faad adopted a new tactic, histead of sending huge fixmatkms of aircraft at 
^andard altitudes tfaey sent a fi;w aircraft at wave top faeight to sneak in under the radar covoage. The tactic 
mvariably worked and was not countered until anti-Kamikaze methods were adapted in 194S. 

On tfae evening oftfae 4tfa, radar counted up to fifty aircraft between 6:46pm and 1:30am maneuvering for a Aot 
at tfae carrier groî i. At 11:22pm a pancfante flare illuminated the carrier, and wilfain 10 mnmles a torpedo 
bomber made it trough the defenses and placed a torpedo m Lexirtgton's starboard side stem, knocking oat tfae 
steeriag gear, Irifiag nine men and wounding tfaiity-five. Lexington's rudder was jananed and she took on a 
starboard fist as dhe drded to poet She was also streammg excessive smoke dae to tfae i hi nai il smoke 
generators on the fimtaiL h took die crew thirty minutes to get the radder centered anndd̂ ps. Throogfathe 
foresi^t oftfae engmeering stafl̂  an unauthorized manud hydraulic steering medumism had been fitted to 
Lexit^on's steering system, this was used to center the rodder, thus tfae sh^ ooidd cradefy steer using tfae 
engiates. Lexington made it back to Peari Harbor and was sent on to Bremerton Navy Yard, Wadungton for 
comprdienahre repairs. Sfae arrived on 22 December, repafa-s were completed by 20 February 1944. The 
Japanese announoed via T o l ^ Rose dmt tfaey faad sunk Lexir^ton tfae first of severd sucfa cfaims tfaat led to tfae 
carrier's "Bh^ Ghost" nickname. 

i^ri/i^cyi returaedto the war zone and took oo board Rear Admiral Marc Mitscher on 8 March 1944. Widi 
Mitscher oaboaidLextn;groR was the flagship for TF 58. As a member of Canier Task (jronp Three (TG 58.3) 
under Rear Admial Reeves Lexington set out to conduct a series of raids against the Palau bbnds ard Woled 
AtoH Adnacd Kaga had moved his Combined Fleet forward dements to the Pabus as a resak of air raids on 
Truk in Febmary. The move to Truk pbced the Jqianese fleet within 700 ndes of Hollandia, MacArthur's next 
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target MacArthur desired that Palau be neutralized as a strike base while the HoUandia landings were taking 
place. The main objective of these rdds was to clear the air and water between New Guinea and the eastem 
Carofines. Since intoference codd come from either the Palaus or Vogelkop and since MacAitfaur'sB-24s could 
onfy reacfa Vogelkop, Carriers woidd have to hit the Palaus. The Palau raid also served as a reconnaissance for 
envisioned fiiture landings in the area. The fleet rendezvoused at Miguro Lagoon and departed on 22 March. On 
tfae 25tfa and 26tfa the Task Force was ported by Japanese search planes which proiqited Commander of the 
Fifth Fleet, Admird Raymmid %)Tuance to move up the strike day fiom 1 ^ l i l to 30 March. OnMadi 30 and 
31 the Lexington Groiq) attacked the Palaus*, Lexington's air grot^ strack and widi the dde of aircrdl fiom the 
Bmker Hill and Hornet, laid mmes aoross two passages to the main faarbor trqipmg 32 shq)s widnn. These two 
days of raids destroyed thirty-six Asps totaling 129,807 tons.̂ * The carriers then tumed thdr attentian on the 
Caroine Ishmds" Woled where few targets were found. After three days of strikes twenty-five U.SL aircraft had 
beenkMt Twenty sbc of the forty-fiiur moi down were recovered By April 6 tfae task fiirce was back at 
Majuro." The February strike against Truk and the March strike on the Carofine's were a demonstration of 
the new carrier doctrine, fiistead of quick strike rdds these were sustained heavy air assaults tfaat faadstrat^ic 
purposes. 

Lexirtgton siq)poTted tfae Army hmding at Hollandia on 13 April 1944 and strack Truk on 28 ^r iL faiefligence 
estimates placed 351 Jqianese aircraft on tfae airfidds in and around Hollandia. The Arn^ Air Foroes(AAF) hit 
dMse fields <ni 30 and 31 March and retumed on 3, 5, 12 and 16 Aprl. Thecarriersgot (heir dure aa 21-22 
April TF 58 under the command of Adm. Marc Nfitscher in Lexaigton, again sortied from Mqnro aa 13 April 
1944. TG 58.3 which included Lexington was assigned to destroy aircraft and aircraft instaUatians at HoBandia. 
The mission was: 

Destruction of enen^ aircraft and aircraft installation, assist ia maintaining coiiplete control afdK 
air aad destruction of targets assigned by Support Air Omtroller.̂ * 

The Air Group BKt little resistance to its air raids on 21 and 22 April, indicating that the previous i 
canier raids had done tfaeir job. b poor wreatfaer,Z«xifi;g/oalaaiidMd its first strike oftfae day at 0638 on die 
2 U L AsLexington's figfater sweqi of twelve F6F Hdlcats arrived wcr HoUandia, tfaey cau^ a J^mese 
bonier aHemptnig to bnd and destroyed it The carrier bunched fiiw more strikes k die course of da diqr. 
Those strikes destroyed eigfat fi^iters k tfae air witfa two probables cfanmed. Tfae Air Groiq) fixad 125 to 150 
ainzaft abeufydcatroyed on tfae ground and 50 to 75 stin undamaged. They proceeded to destroy fiieen 
bandierBand five^faters on tfae ground meeting moderate, inaccurate anti-aircraft fire. They also set on fire two 
snmlcooad daps as wen as severd ammo dumps and fiid areas. The 22dagak dawned widi poor weatfaer, at 
0630 Lexmigtan bnacfaed a covering force of filters, divenbombers and torpedo planes to cover the hadiigs at 
TMiadiATananaarah Bay. The landing was lightly opposed, so with no targets, tfae air groiqi went back to tfae 

iVmp. 28. 
1 VEDfL 32. In afl the Force sank a Destroyer, a huge cargo shqi, three huge tankers, sixi 

tranqiortî  a nydkui tanker and three small transports and a small tanker. 
MctionReportp. 2. 
^ActionRqioit *Attadcs on HoDandb airdromes and Air siqiport of Landkgs at Holbndia-Tanahmenh Bay 

Area, NewOuiaea April 1944. 
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airfields to damp their bombs. They did hgfat damage, destroymg two aircraft on the ground and setdng fire to a 
fiiddunq). Another covermg flight was bundled at noon and agam no targets were avaiable. The 23d saw a 
single ahfrdd rdd that bumed three aircrafi. On the evenmg oftfae 23d radar pidced up a ikgle ktiuder headed 
for the bnding area beadt Lexington bunched a F6F-N ru^t figfato- bit could not make oontact widi die 
aircraft imtil after the mtrader had done "q)pieciable damage" m the landing area and departed. The 24th saw 
anotfaer airfiekl strike widi Httie resuk. Again, tfaat evening mtraders were picked up on radar, a nigfat fighter 
from Enterprise diot down one bomber, anodier lu^t fighter spotted nke more but found itself with jammed 
guns when he attenqited to attack. On die 26tfa Lexington picked op "snoopers" on radar and sent aircraft to 
investigate. By the time the Lexington figfaters faad anived, tfaree of tfae snoopers faad already been drat down. 
Lexington's filters jotted two low f ^ g Bettys withm 25 miles of the carrier and shot bodi dowiL 

Between 21 and 24 April, tfae Task Force k)st 21 ahxraft, recovering afl but 12 oewmea Lextr^taniaat one 
aircraft to an operationd kddent it missed tfae bndmg wires and cradied kto the flight deck barrier. 

The bck of targets at HoDandb pronqited ̂ n̂ntz to schedule another strike on TruL Oa 29 and 30 April, 
fi^to' sweeps were bunched &om about 170 mfles from the Island. Fifty-nke aircraft were destroyed m tfae air 
and anotfaer tfairty-four on tfae ground. Lexington bunched its figfater sweep at 0721 then a deddoad strike of 
twrive filters, nke torpedo bombera and fourteen dive-boid>ers. The strike fi}und tbick douds over the target 
as wdl as fighters already k the air and using tfae doud cover to good advantage, b theenmiag tan^ 
seventeen Japanese figfaters were shot down witfa foox F6Fs and two otfaer aircraft sfaot dona, tfaree pilots were 
lost Thb brid; intense figfat dimkated air opposition for tfae rest of tfae mission yet loses osntinued to dhnb. 
Lexington contributed to tfae figfat by shooting down one of two Judys attempting to bonA ler. Radar had 
picked up targets at 0800 but the covahtX air patrol was unable to find them A few minatei later radar showed 
tfae targets widik tfaree miles of tfae carrio-. Lookouts reported two TBF torpedo bombecsapproadiiag on the 
port bow, as the aircraft passed over tfae oater screen of Destroyers, Lexington's lookoafes identified tfaem as 
Japaaese. The carrier opened fire destroying one while the second dropped its bond) near her stem and esatped. 
mto nearby clouds. The ship suflfered no daniage but the Cqitak's ire was raised against dKscreeaiagdiips who 
had fiuled to identify or fire at tfae ktruders. 

TIM 30di saw Z,exzn;g|iaalauncfa anotfaer 132 sorties against Truk. Flak over tfae targets took a faeavier toll dian 
the loiters of tfae previous day. The akgnxqi destroyed three aircraft on tfae ground as aa l as two fiid dumps 
and nvmerous buildings and barges. One patrd craft was also claimed. Anti-aircrafifirewnsrqp<Mtedas 
"intense, accurate, faeavy/medium" die days casualties bear tfais out Seven aircraft w«re bit k tfae day's work. 
Three F ^ aircraft were sfaot down, <me fighter iiiade a wraterbndkg. One TBF Avengrr toqilido bmaber and 
two SBD-5 dive boinbersinade water bridings,aloftfaese were fait by ground fire ^Gne% t̂ers, eigfat torpedo 
boni) (. 1 j and sixteen dive-bombers retmned wilfa anti-aircraft fire damage Agak diat evemig a Jody found tfae 
Lexm f̂om and made an attack. At 7:10pm a Jbdy dove out of tfae douds oo Lexington's paat quarter and 
dropped a bomb seventy-five yards bdikd her. Lexington and one Destroyer k the screen fired on tfae attacker 
vridkno lesdt. The second near miss, with the attadcers unchallenged by the screen, proaqrted Cqitam E.W. 
Litch to oomment k die action rqiort: 

The commandmg ofificer views witfa alarm the aieiiQ''s success k penetratkg the screen of our Task 
Groiq) with a few skgb planes k dayligfat befiire bekg taken under fire. This vessdhas been under 
attach m da^i^t on three occadons aad k no case has the attack been fired upon by Ae screen or 
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by nearby shq)s other than CVs until retirement"̂ ^ 

The Ah Group Commander, Lt. Cdr. Snowdoi, also noted the fierce challenge presented by the Japanese at Tmk 
as wdl as the need for pilot presence of mmd. Two of his meiqierienced pibts were shot down afta leaving their 
^fats and engaging k kdividud dog fights. 

Zero pilots encounto'ed on this and succeedkg ^rikes qipeaied kdividualfy more skiDfid and 
expoienced tfaen any hitherto seen by this squadron, and kfiicted mi tfae squadrtm its heaviest air 
combat losses to date (three lost over Truk -two of whom were new pibts- as conqiared to two 
previousfy bst k diootkg down seventy Jap Planes). However, tfae Jap pibts contkue for tfae most 
part to figfat as kdividuals and without team work;̂ * 

Snowden noted earlbr k his rqiort tfaat tfae Zeke was still a fi)rmidaMe aircraft. 

Comparative performance of Zeke and F6F same as before; Zdoe can out tum F6F, is generally more 
maneuveraUe and can probabty outdimb F6F at low ahihides F6F lias more speed and cm out dive 
Zdke. rwigfi^ting Zgkf̂  still not recommended at low afaihidr Zeke is vuberabb as ever; bums 
readily." 

On tfae 30tfa, e i ^ aircraft atudced tfae carrier groiqi, one got diroi^ tfae screen and near missed Lexingtan, but 
<fid no damage. The Trak raid saw 35 aircraft lost from tfae groiqi, 26 of tfaem k combat Tweaty-ei^ of the 
46 crewmen downed were recovô ed, however. 

Lexington's next actbn came k support of tfae landkgs at Saqian and Guam. On 11 June tfae carrier particqnted 
k a "fiist carrier sb&e" against Saqian to suppress air opposition over tfae idand. Lexington's Air Group 16 
rqietfed strflces î ainst tfae island far 5 days. The morning oftfae l l A saw Japanese "snoopers" tracking dK 
Task Force, dnee of vdiicfa were diot down by tfae CAP from carrieaAadiaar̂  aid JWiibiOMTi. The first strlK 
against Saipan and Tkian airfidds was bunched at one o'dock. TlBsatrikecoasistedof208, figfaters (twenty 
from Lexingfon) and 8 Torpedo bmnbers. Lexingtorfs aircrafi saw ao air opposition, instead tfaey stmfed the 
airfiell The attadt groiq) estiinated tfaat tfaey destroyed diirty-dxaiRBBft on tfae ground. Junel28awsix 
strikes on Saqiaâ s airfidds and watercraft \iy Lexington and another attempt by tfae Jqianese to get tfae caniers. 
Patroh fiom Cabot and Princeton diot down a Judy and a Nick k the oonrse of die morakg activities. The 
results of tfae Asy% work kchided two transports sunk and extensive grannd damage kdudkg a railroad yard 
damaged aid oil tsmks destroyed. One bomber crew was lost to aati-aircraft fire and two filters. QidKl3lh 
Leadngfon bnachcd six strikes against Saipan. Her Avenger group was equqiped with experimentdaa to ground 
rodcetsfijr Ifae attack and tfae mission cost die unit its bomber Squadmn Comnumder, Cdr. Idey, i^entwo 
Avengers were dmt down by anti-aircraft fire ̂ l ib on tfaeir rodret lans. Tfae afternoon saw a speddstrice by 
TBPs witfa 100 pamd General Purpose bombs and kcendiary cbsters widi tfae mission of burning Gatapaa 
Town, ̂  site of mornings deadly anti-aircraft fire. Large sections oftfae town were reported conqdetefy 

"Action Report *AtUdu on Truk Isbnds on April 29 and 30, 1944. 
"Action Rqiort Truk Rdd. 
"Ibid. 
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bumed out. An anfidd on Saq)an w^ bter named k memory of Commander Isby. Raids contmued tfarou^ the 
15th scoring another tran^ort and a Betty diot dowiL The evening of the 15th saw an iatense eflfort by tfae 
Jqianese to get at Ae caniers. At dusk, radar started to pick up bogies. Lexir t̂on's la^Ur Erector sesA San 
Jacinto aircrafi to investigate and they reported destroying six "Tmiys or Judys." At seven Odock lookouts 
spotted ten low %ing twk engke aircrafi dead ahead of Lexington. Spottos bst s ^ oftfae aircraft until tfaey 
were witlim 4000yds of tfae carrier. E i^t Torpedo bombers attacked Lexington which drat down five of diem, 
and probabfy desttoyed two more Four torpedo wakes were spotted and two passed widna ten yards of the 
faun, one to staiboard and one to port. By 10:30pm radar was clear. Lexington's raaiakirs fiom tfae actimi were 
eighteen wounded, seven soiousfy. On the 16tfa tfae Air Group switched targets to Guam strafing Orots Airfield 
and desttoying severd aircraft on the groimd. 

The next few days were spent k search oftfae Imperial Japanese Navy (UN) fleet diat had been rqiorted 
deployed to meet tfae U.S. kvasion fiirce faeaded for SaqiaiL On tfae 19tfa patrol bombers jotted tfae UN fleet. 
The Task Force did aot get a rqpmt of dus until 9:30am but faad already been deahng vndi evdence oftfae 
enoi^s presence. Lexir^on's CAP shot down six attackers befiire 7:00am, Montere/s CAP shot down a Judy. 
Belleau Wood's figfater patrol rqiorted many aircraft over Guam and requested fae^. Aircraft fiom Belleau 
Wood and Cabot were dispatcfaed. By tfae time tfae siq)port arrived tfae threat was over as dwse Japanese not 
diot down had bnded and dispersed tfadr aircraft. The Task Force's radar picked iqibqge targets at 8:00am aU 
headed fiir Guam. Again, filters were vectored to ktercqit kduding ten fit>m Lexingjtan. At 10:00 anotfaer 
large radar contact was made tfais time faeaded for tfae Task Force. The fighters over Guam were recafled to the 
fleet area and Lexingtan launcfaed tfae rest of faer figfaters. b faalf an faour, fifty to seventy aacraft were spotted 
and the engaganeat began. The atUck wras broken up witfak twenty mkutes. 

At 11:00am another large group of aircraft were picked up at fiirty miles and dosing fioL Lexington hunched 
14 figfaters as dM aad a cruiser k tfae screen opened up on a grotq) of aircraft attarlringlWnoeton. Four of tfaese 
attackers were dwt daivn witfa Lexir^on getting an assist on one of tfaem From iKMn andl 3:00pm groups of 
attackers were detected and hitercepted witfa most of tfae interceptions bekg made fiaty to fifty rndes fivan tfae 
Task Force. By 3:00 pmLexzngtort bnded all but sbc of faer figfaters. Between 10:30am and 3.-O0pmIex»̂ gi:an 
ludbuncfaedtfairtyfî nerswhicfa shot down 26 aacraft and 3 probaUes. At 2:00pm ti i inflow hwcbed a 
search group of eigfat Avengers and five Hdlcats. They found no ships but diot down anodarei^ aircrafi with 
one probable. Vfidina name aicoming aircraft the Task Force tumed its attentkn to Gnmdlsaafidds. At 
3:50pm a fighter saeqi was sent to Guam, this group shot down anotfaer five aircraft and destroyed two on tfae 
ground. By 8:O0paadK radar was dear. Lexir^orts air group faad sfaot down fotty Stre airomft witfa four 
probables, two were destroyed on tbe ground and ten damaged. 

The Task Force loot laicnty-diree figfaters sfaot down with six operationd bses bsing twenty pibts and seven 
ahcrew. The lapancae carriers bundled 373 aircraft that day, 130 returned. The aiifidls at Guam bst fifty 
aircraft both k the air and on tfae ground 

On tfae 20di, Lexit^^ fanmcfaed twenty HeBcats to search for tfae Japanese fleet, twdve carried 500 pound 
bombs, tfaey flew a 460-470 mik searcfa 1^ found notfakg and returned witfa an aven^ of axty gaOoos of gas 
left k tfaeir tanks. Laterdutdaytfae Jqianese fleet was jotted by seardiers from die tad f̂iaoe. Lexir^on 
bunched nke figfaters, fiiurteea dive-bombers and six torpedo bombers 340 mibs fiom Aebpmese fleet Of 
the three grotqis of ŝ ps found on arrival, Lexington's airoaft concentrated on the westem group which kduded 
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two fleet carriers, an escort carrier and severd batdeshq)S. The dive-bord>ers cbimed four, thousand pound 
bomb hits on one carrier and two, thousand poimd bomb hits on tfae other. The torpedo bombers hit tfae first 
ctrner with eigfat, 500 pound bombs. Botfa fleet caniers v/exe burning ̂ en tfae groiq) left. VF-16 meanvdiile 
faad been engagkg tfae Japanese CAP and sfaot down four Zekes and damaged six Losses were one each from 
dM figfaters, dive-bombers and torpedo aircraft. The crew of tfae torpedo plane were recovered and rqiorted that 
one oftfae fleet carxios had sunk, the other was buinmg fiiriousfy and probabfy sank (it did not). The sttioe 
graaps retum to the fleet and recovoy k the dark was eventfiiL A l 6[Lexirtgton's aircraft (mkus tfae three shot 
down) made h back to the carrier area. The captam claimed tfaey all could faave been recovered if a SBC-2 dive 
bondier from anotfaer carrio' faad not crashed on Lexington and fouled her deck. One filter, one bomber and 
two torpedo planes made water landkgs. Six filters, sbc bombers and two toipedo pbnes bnded oa onher 
caniers. One figfater, seven bomb ŝ and two torpedo planes made k onboard Lexington. Lexington also 
recovered six figfaters, two borribers and four toipedo pbnes fiom otfaer air groiqis. As a resuh of tfae deck crash 
Z.enr^an jettisoned a bomber and fighter of her own as well as a fig^aer, two bombers and a toipedo pbne fiom 
otfaer squadrons. A guimer from a divd)omber and a plane handler were killed k die crash as well as several 
mjuved. By 10:30pm all of Lexington's airoaft had bnded on some deck or were k tfae water. On tfae 21at a 
search was buncfaed for tfae Japanese but no ttace of the carriers were fiiund. The Task Forces totd score for 
die two days was 426 carrier aircraft and about fifty Guam-based aircraft diot down. The Japanese lost about 
445 avbtors. The Task Force bst 130 aircraft and seveaty-sbc pilots aad crewmeiL Lexington's Cdr. Bnk of 
VF-16 likened the two days' work to a turkey shoot tiius the name *The Marianas Turkey Shoot" was bora.̂ " 

From 11 to 21 June Lexington's air groiq) flew 957 sorties. They bst tfahteen aircraft to combat and ten to 
operationd accidents. A totd of seventeen pilots were bst two k accidents. The air grmq) diot dovm fi^-<Hie 
aircraft and destroyed eleven on the ground, they contributed to the ikl iii£, of a fleet carriei|f/{)io, two 
traaqioits and numerous smaller craft. They damaged a second fleet carrier, Rytdto and a tfaird transport The 
air batdes around the Marianas dedmated tfae ranks of experienced Japanese navd aviators from which (h^ 
wodd not recover for the remainder of the war. 

a 

Operating from Eniwetok Z /̂̂ gtonparticqiated k a series of strikes k the Western and Centrd Pacific. 
Lexicon strode Guam 25 June throng 5 July, 360 sorties were flown, tfaree aircraft were bst to; 
fire Guam was fait agak 18 tfarou^ 21 July, lexrnigron flew 591 soaties. The Pahnts were fait 25-27 Id^ aad 
tbeB«ninson4and5 August Arriving k die Carofaus 6 Sqitember she conducted raids fiir 3 days r̂ aanat Yap 
aad Ulidu then hfindanao (9-10 ScptemberX The Visayas (12-14 S^tember) dM Manib (21-22) Lnzoa area and 
sfaippaag along thewmst coast of Luzon k prqiaration for tfae assaidt an Leyte. 10 October die lik Obaawa and 
FooMsa oa 12 October. Counter attack after tfae Formosa raid left Lexir^on uascalfaed. 

b My Zexa^oa swapped dr groiqis, bring AG-16 and taking on AG-19 witfa ks F6F3, SB2C3 Heldivea and 
TBM-IC (Eastem Aiioaft's version of tfae Avenger), b Late October 1944 Lexit^on covered tfae \mdm$^\ on 
Leyte and partiqprtcd k tfae Battles around Leyte Gulf Under constaat enemy attack, die saw faer nei^ribork 
tfae fiMxnation, Princeton (CV-37 )sunk. Tfae actimi report estnnates tfaat over 200 aircraft were tiynig to beak 
tfaroi^ to Ifae caaaers. Her air group (AG-19) cbimed destractionofsixty-tfaree aircraft and bst two figfaters, a 
boidier and torpedo bomber k combat, bring one pilot. Her planes helped to sink the super-battlediip hiuaashi 

"Morison, v m p. 257 foot note. 



HPS Fom 10-000 OSDI/HPS KRHP Ragiatratioo Fora (Rev. 0-S(l OM Ho. 1024-OOia 

USS LEXINGTON Page 21 
Onited States Departaant of the I n t e r i o r , National Parfc Service Naticoal Regiater of Hiatocic Pisces Regiatratioo F o r a 

and damaged three cruisers on 24 October. On 25 October her group assisted the Essex m sinking the carriers 
Zuikako and Chitose (CVL). Zuikako was the bst oftfae carriers that had bunched tfae stii» on Pead Harbor 
and the canier most re^onsible for the loss of CV-2 Lexington. Later k the day die assislcd m sinking the 
CWLZuiho. 

The first organized Kamikaze attack was made against the escort carriers Santee (CVE-29) and Suwannee 
(CVE-27) on 25 October 1944. ^ Withm a month Lexirtgton would suffer damage fiom such an attacL 
Mitscher left Lexington on 1 November, four days bter on 5 November, at 1 '.dOprn the sfaqi came imdo^ attack of 
seven aircraft, she shot down one but a Zeke crashed her Isbnd to starboard on the aft gimpbtform. The 
station, battie two, was destroyed, and the agnd bridge was soiously damaged. Fifty men were killed and 
idssmg, 132 vKxe kjured. Despite a Damage Control Center that was not property notified, die crew had faoses 
on tfae fire immedbtdy. The aircraft strack the Isbnd at 1:35pm and at 1:37 hoses were an die fire, by 1:50 the 
fires were out She was able to contkue normd flight actions and knocked down anodier kamikaze headed for 
the canier Ticonderoga. Later k the day her air group secured retribution by skking the heavy cruiser Nachi. 

On 9 Novonber 1944 she arrived at Ulithi to rq>ahr tfae kamikaze battb damage. After a naandi at Uhdii for 
rqiair work, on 11 December she was derignated flagsfaq) for TG 58.2 with Air Group 20 an board (F6F-5, 
TSB2C-3 and TBM-IC) and hit the airfields at Luzon and Formosa fiom 1-9 January 1945L Lexir t̂an 
proceeded to tfae Oiiru Sea to attack enemy shippkg aid air instalbtions. Strikes were floaa against Saq)an, 
Camraafa Bay, Hong Kong tfae Pescadores and Formosa. The tadc force strikes sank fiwr aarrfaant diips and 
four escorts k convoy and destroyed at least twelve at andior k Ĉ anaanfa Bay on January 12. On 21 January 
she fait Formosa and on the 22d, bundled strikes against CNdnawa. 

Repknishmem at Uhdu and another ah groiq) swqi, tddng on AG-9 (F6F-5, SB2C-4E anllBM-3E) on 2 
Fdiruaiy, prepared TG 58.2 to fait airfidds near Tokyo on 16 and 17 Fdauary k praparalian fia tfae 19 February 
Iwo Jkaa landbgs. From 19 to 22 Feb. she flew dose support for tfae Iwo i«iitingg dMn saU fi>r strides against 
the Japanese Home Idands before turnkg for home, IN^et Sound, and ovdfaaul on 7 Matdk. 

By 4 June 1945, Lexington was back at Peari Hariior and took on board AG-94 (F4U CoesriES, F6F-5, SB2C-4E 
and Tmd-3E, and sailed fi>r San Pedro Bay, Leyte to Jok Rear Adm. T.L. Prague's tadLbaoe on 22 May. 
Spragitê  force sailed to strike tfae Japanese home isbads frnm July tfarougfa August 15 whmdM bst strike was 
ordered to jettison its bombs after word oftfae surrender. Whfa tfae end of faostihties faer air^oiqi flew 
precaudonaiy pattds over Japan, dropped suiqifies to prisoner of war camps on Honsfan and stood guard ofi" 
diore darkg the surrender cerenxmy. On5 Sqitenber die dropped andior k T o l ^ Bay, da first carrier to do 
so. On the 24di die took on board AG-92(F6F^5,F4U-lD,SB2C-4 and TBM-3X She CHrinued flyiog support 
idsaonsnntfl 3 December when die bft Tokyo Bay widi homeward bound veterans, arriving k San Francisco on 
15 December 1945. 

sXHp. 166. 
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LEXINGTON'S POST WAR YEARS 

Moved to Puget Sound k May 1946, Lexington was decommissioned and pbced k the Reserve Fbet at Aiget 
Sound Navd Sfaqiyard on 23 April 1947 as part of tfae postwar downsidng of tfae Navy. However, dM tensions 
oftfae postwar worid, at tfae begknkg of what would later be termed tfae Xokl War," lead the Navy to retnm 
some of its "mothballed" ships to commisdon and modemize them as part of its commitments as a power with 
gbbd responsibilities. The modemization oftfae Essex-ds^ carriers b^an k 1948, and contkued tbm^ tfae 
1960s. These converdons aflowed the Essex caniers to survive the tnumrinn from propdbr to jet aircraft, aad 
serve as modem jet carriers tfarougfa tfae acrid war over Vietnam. The modemized carriers and the plots who 
flew fiom tfaem also served as important Ikks m the United States!' strat^k nuclear fiirces, which had 
overwhdmkg superiority ova* those of the Soviet Union. The U.S. Air Farce's Strategic Ah Command̂  (SAC) 
long and medhim-range bondiers were joked k the 1950s by the Navy's andear forces, which kcfaided < 
squadrons vridi imdear-armed aircraft and submarines carrying the suiboebuncfaed, Regulus nudear i 
These navd fiaces, Lexirtgton among them, held the Ike until tfae 1960s dqpbyment of ktercontkentd 1 
missiles (ICBM) k tfae Lbited States and submarke-bundied ballistic iiaidkr (SLBM) k the new George 
Washit̂ ton-dlsss submarines 

Wfaib still k tfae reserve fleet and decommisrioned, Lexington was redesignated as an attack carrier (CVA-16) 
on 1 October 1952. Modemization of tfae carrier commenced k drydockan 1 Sqitember 1953 yAkenLexinglon 
began faer SCB-27C and SCB-125 cmiverrions. With modernization coinplrlrd, tfae Navy recommissiooed 
Lexa t̂on on 15 August 1955. Under tfae command of Captak A. S. Ileyward Jr., die left Bremerton Naval 
Shipyard witfa her present sdhouette, that is, angled flight deck, faurricanehaw and consolidated idand, tob^k 
a second career k tfae Cold War, a time of new duties and responsibililirsta tfae U.S. Navy. B^iimiag k 1945 
and continually to tfae present day, tfae Navy "contaked Soviet and Conammist expanskm, deterredanckar 
and oonventiond attack on tfae United States, protected American trade at aea and asfaore, strengtfaeaed regional 
alliances, and faacred Ifae growtfa <d'democratic and fiee market in linaiaai worldwide. The strength and 
overseas presoaoe of tfae U.S. fleet often resolved crises witfaout tfae use affkce, but when fiirce was i 
die Navy fiM^hanl and wdL" " 

After ̂ faakedana craise, Lexzr^g^oa joked the Seventfa Fleet at San Diego k Mardi 1956, operatkg off" 
Cififtmii untilMay 1956 when she deployed to tfae Far East witfa die 7lfaHeet. Sfae was based at Y« 
andoondoctedcnercises and searcfa and rescue operations ofif tfae coast ofChina bdbre retuming to SanDkgo in 
Drnrndirr 19Si. After a period of coastd trainkg, Lexington agak deployed to tfae Ttfa fleet at Yokondca 1 
Jun^ 1957 wiARcar Adm. H. D. Rier, Commander Carrier Division 1 on hoard returakg to Sm Diego 17 
Octefaer. OveAadbd at Bremertoa, she was ordered to onbark Air Groiip 21 at Saa Frandsco and sail to 
rdnbnx die ll&flDetoffTaiwaa during the Taiwan Strait Crisis on 14 Mf 1958. Lexv^on and tfae Tifa Heet 
safi'g^adi. d fclbrionahst Chinese isbnds of Quemoy and Matsu. The canier retumed to San Di^ on 19 
Dl ni'Mfari. OaSi April 1959, whea she bft San Francisco for anotfaer tour af duty k die Taiwan Strait waft die 
7tfa fleet, on bonri were die Navy's first carrier aircraft to be armed wiA air to surfiKe 'EuBpup' guided aassiles. 
Tranaag opemfians ofi"tfae west coast and deployments to the Westem Ibcific continued fiom 1959 until eaify 
19<S2. indudkg amdiiif, by widi tfae 7di Fleet during a period of unrest kLnas k 1960. b 1962, Lexirigtom 

" DemC AnMt*.Wmeinrd to Utz. <:or4M •rSted. up. 
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was ordered to repbce USS Antietam as the Navy's trainkg carrier at Pensacola, Florida. A modemized carrio-
was an essentid part oftfae Navy's training program for its pibts, and Lexington, reclassified as a CVS, was 
prepared fi>r this inqiortant new rob at New York Navy Sbpyard k the sammex and fidl of 1962. 

Rushed out oftfae shqiyard two weeks earfy by die Cuban Missib Crisis k October 1962, Lexington stood by at 
Mayport during the crisis as oCier dups were deUched to tfae Caribbean, kcbding her modemiaed World War H 
veteran and sister diq), USS Essex. Because of the Cuban Missile Crisis, Lexington thus dd not arrive at 
Pensacob until December 1962. January 1963 saw the first carrier trainkg operations which continued until 26 
November 1991, conductkg carrier qualifications fiir student and fleet navd avbtors k tfae Gdf of Mexico. 
Between tfaat period, tfae Navy's avbtors rotated through Lexirtgton, he^mg the shqi attak a navd record of 
493,248 tnq)ped aircraft landings on her deck 

Lexington was the first U.S. Navy Asp to kdude women k her regular crew. The first fismde crew came 
aboard 19 July, 1980. When Lexington was decommisdoned, 273 of her 1,200 crew were women. I t Jean 
CacKowski became the first femab oflScer of the deck on an aircraft carrier aboard Lexir t̂on, mi tfae last txtp 
of a training aircraft k Lexingtoris carrier was made by Lt. Katfay P. Owens k March 1991. Lexington was 
decommissioned on 26 November 1991, and was rdieved as the Navy's training carrier by USS Forrestal. After 
making tfae successfid bid to preserve, display and kterpret Lexington, Corpus Cliristi, Texas prqiared a new 
berth for tfae carrier as a museum sfaqi. The USS Lexington Museum on tfae Bay, (qierated as a non-profit 
organizatioai, opened on 14 October 1992. At die end of faer active career, whicfa spanned fii^years, Lexington 
was tfae last operationd unh of tfae Essex dass carriers. "Her records for tfae most buncfaes and arrested 
recoveries will stand forever k tfae aniuds of Navd Avbtion. It is also unlikdy tfaat any present ar fiiture carrier 
win ever eqnd faer combat record, fi is tberefore fitting tfaat many tfaousands of visitors now have dM 
opportunity to bam about faer records and service...." " 

Kioey. USS LexingtoB m Detail and Scale, p. 3. 
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1. NAME OF PROPERTY 

Historic Name: USS Lexington 

Other Name/Site Number: (CVA-16, CVS-16, CVT-16, AVT-16) 

LOCATION 

Street & Number: Museum on the Bay 
2914 N. Shoreline Bh^d. 
P.O. Box 23076 

City/Town: Corpus Christi 

State: TX County: Nueces 

Not for pubUcation: 

Vicinity: 

Code: Zip Code: 78403-3076 

3. CLASSIFICATION 

Ownership of Property 
Private: X 
Public-local: 
PubUc-State: 
PubUc-Federal: 

Number of Resources within Property 
Contributing 

Category of Property 
Building(s): 
District: 
Site: 
Structure: _Ji 
Object: 

Non-contributing 
buildings 
shes 
stmctures 
objects 
Total 

Number of Contributing Resources Previously Listed in the National Register: 0 

Name of related multiple property Usting: N/A 
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4. STATE/FEDERAL AGENCY CERTIFICATION 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1986, as amended, I hereby certify 
that this X nommation request for determmation of eUgibihty meets the documentation standards for 
registering properties in the National Register ofHistoric Pbces and meets the procedural and professional 
requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property x meets does not meet the National 
Register Criteria. 

Signature of Certifying OfiBcial Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

In my opinion, the property X meets does not meet the National Register criteria. 

Signature of Commenting or Other OfiBcial Date 

State or Federal Agency and Bureau 

5. NATIONAL PARK SERVICE CERTHTCATION 

I , hereby certify that this property is: 

Entered in the National Register 
Determined eligible for the 

National Register 
Determined not eligible for the 

National Register 
Removed from the National Register 
Other (explain): 

Signature of Keeper Date of Action 

6. FUNCTION OR USE 
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Historic: Defense Sub: Naval facihty 

Current: Recreation and Cultiu-e Sub: Museum 

7. DESCRIPTION 

Architectural Classification: Materids: 
Eŝ ex-class aircraft carrier Foundation: Steel 

Walls: Sted 
Roof: Steel 
Other Description: N/A 

Describe Present and EUstoric Physical Appearance. 

U.S.S. Lexington as a CV 

Laid down as Cabot, and renamed Lexington in honor of USS Lexington (CV-2), sunk in the Battle of the Coral 
Sea (1942), U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) was launched in 1942 as a welded, steel hull, Essex-cXass ancraft carrier 
with an overall length of 872 feet and a length along the waterhne of 820 feet. The flight deck ran 862 feet with 
and additional 4 foot 9 inch ramp curving down at each end. The flight deck width was 108 feet. The vessel's 
beam at the waterline was 93 feet, the depth of hull was 54 feet 8 mches, with a draft of 28 feet 7 inches Her 
design displacement was 33,440 tons, standard displacement was 27,100 and the fiiU load displacement was 
36,380 tons. Her eight Babcock and Wilcox boilers drove four Westinghouse geared steam turbmes that 
delivered a speed of 32.7 knots. She carried a crew of 2,486. 

Armament as a CV included twelve five-mch, 38 caUber dual purpose guns mounted in four, MK 32 DP twin 
mounts and four, MK 40 MOD 33 single mounts. These mounts were directed by two MK 37 fire control 
directors, one mounted forward on the island, the other aft, and eight MK 51 directors. The MK 37 dhectors 
were served by two MK 4 fire control radars. When launched she had a total of eight, MK 2 quadruple 40mm 
Bofors anti-aircraft platforms. Four quad 40 mm mounts were located on the Island, two forward of the flag 
bridge and two aft of the fimnel. She also had a smgle quad 40mm moimt on the stem, a smgle quad 40mm on 
the fantail and one each on the port and starboard catwalks. When refitted at Puget Sound m 1944 seven 
outboard quad 40mm mounts were added, five on the starboard hull and two on the port hull. These tubs were 
attached directly to the hull rather than on the cat walk and could be removed to allow passage through the 
Panama Canal. Lexington also carried sixty-two 20mm anti-aircraft guns. Lexington had hangar deck capacity 
for 103 aircraft. Lexingtoris first air group (AG-16), consisted of 89 aircraft; thirty-two F6F-3 Hellcat fighters. 
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thirty-five SBD-5 Dauntless dive bombers and eighteen TBF-1 Avenger torpedo bombers.̂  

Lexington's armor was designed to meet the requirements of resistance to fire from 6-inch guns at a distance of 
11,250 to 18,700 yards. ̂  The hull was protected by steel armor, although unlike British aircraft carriers of the 
time and the fiiture Midway class, her flight deck was not armored. The hangar deck had an armored deck of 2.5 
inches of Special Treatment Steel (STS) steel. The fourth deck was armored with 1.5 mch STS to fiuther protect 
the engme and fireroom spaces. Side beh armor varied from 2.5 to 4 mches. The steering spaces were enclosed 
with 4-mches of class B armor on the sides and 2.5 mches of STS on top. Lexington was the only Essex- class 
carrier to serve throughout the war without the "dazzle pattem" camouflage measure. Instead she wore the gray 
shade "Measure 12" paint scheme until 1945 when she was pamted m Measure 21 gray.̂  

Lexington's flight deck anangements mcluded three aircraft elevators and three bomb lifts. The elevator layout 
included two hydrauUc actuated "centerhne" hfts measuring 48.3' x 44.3' each capable of Ufting 28,000 pounds. 
These elevators were situated fore and aft of the Island just ofif the centerline. The third elevator, on the port 
deck edge across from the island, measured 60' x 34' and had an 18,000 poimd lift capacity. The hangar deck 
included large hull openings along the port and starboard side that coidd be closed with roller doors. These side 
openings provided ventilation which allowed starting aircraft on the hangar deck to warm up prior to their 
positionmg on the fUght deck. The hangar deck could be mtemally divided laterally mto three isolated bays. 
Division was accomphshed with asbestos curtains which could be closed from control stations m each bay. 
Aircraft maintenance was also divided by bay. Bay 3, m the stem was for heavy mamtenance, the center bay, 
two, was the fUght operations bay and bay one in the bow was for storage and Ught maintenance. 

While other Essex class carriers were equipped with a IH 4A catapult on the forward hangar deck with hinged 
extensions on each side through the side ports, Lexington's hangar cats were not ready by the time she was 
launched and were never installed. Lexington did have a IH 4B catapult on the flight deck. Aircraft recovery 
was accomphshed with a sixteen wire MK 4 arrestmg gear cable system later modified so that the wires were 
spaced from the stem to just aft of the island. The arrestmg wire system was augmented by a set of four wire 
cable barriers. Each barrier wire was suspended several feet above the deck to snag aircraft that missed the 
arrestmg system cables. 

The ship's island is on the starboard side of the fUght deck, halfway between the bow and stem. Island 
arrangements were placed on five decks comprised of: a communications platform, flag bridge, navigation 

^It was the practice early in the war to carry spare aircraft suspended above the hangar deck, thus the 

discrepancy between 103 standard compliment versus the active squadron number of 89. The Air 
Group numbers are from the Action report 22 September 1943, describing the 18 September 1943 raid 
on Tarawa, Lexington's first blood. By the end of the war, the fighter squadron had been increased to 
78 aircraft to meet the Kamikaze threat while the torpedo and bomber units were comprised of 15 
aircrafi each . 

^Nonnan Friedman, U.S. A i i x n n Carrien an Dliutrated Dedgn Histoi7./^onapolis MD: Naval Institute Press, 1985.Friedman,p. 142. 

' Stefan Terzibaschitsch, Aircraft Carriers of the U.S. Navy 2ed. Naval histitute Press, Annapohs Md 1989. p. 
75 and Lawrence Sowinski, "Champions of the Pacific, the Essex Class Carriers" pt 2 Warship Volume II Robert 
Gardiner ed. Conway Maritime Press London 1978. pp 96-103 . 
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bridge, gun deck atop the pilothouse and an anti-aircraft platform. The island spaces provided the areas for 
control of ship operations. The Essex class of aircraft carriers were not designed with radar fixtures in mind, 
thus each ship had a distinctive antenna array at difierent pomts m its career. Lexington as a CV carried a 
"bedspring" shaped SK long-range air search radar on a frame moimted to the starboard side of the fimnel, a SC-
2 air search antenna was moimted on the opposite side and a prototype height finder SM (CXBL) mounted m 
March 1943 sat atop the tripod mast. SG surface search anteima was also moimted on the mast. In 1945 
Lexington was equipped with a SO-11 zenith search, prototype airsearch antenna designed to fill the blind spot 
directly above the carrier. This system proved unusable, however. Lexington also had five hinged radio antenna 
masts arranged along the starboard edge of her flight deck, three forward of the island, two aft. 

LEXINGTON AS A CVS 

Lexington's present appearance is a result of her 1953-55 conversion. As a result of the Korean War and the 
continumg "Cold War," the Navy found enough money to update some of its mothballed Essex class aircraft 
carriers. The Essex hulls ofiered the navy three advantages; first they were well built, second they were plentifiil 
and third, they were a cost efiective ahemative to buildmg new carriers from the keel up. In 1953 Lexington 
entered dry dock to undergo conversions SCB-27C and SCB-125 (Ship Characteristic Board). The puipose of 
these conversions was to mcorporate lessons leamed m the Second World War and to adapt the carriers to the 
requirements of jet-age aircraft. The jet engine, mtroduced to U.S. aircraft with the Army Air Forces' P-80 
"Shootmg Star" m 1945, led to a significant increase m aircraft weight and a decrease m low speed handling 
characteristics. The Navy's jet propelled F2 Banshee mtroduced in 1949 had a takeoff weight of 16,200 pounds, 
a marked contrast to the standard Navy fighter of World War I I , the F6F Hellcat, vMch weighed 12,441 pounds. 

When Lexington was dry-docked to undergo modemization m 1953, her conversion, designated SCB-27C 
(which included previous conversion plan SCB-27A modifications) involved strengthening of the fhght deck m 
the landing area, removing all 5" twin turrets from the flight deck and the relocation of new, open, single 5" 
mounts, mstallation of larger more powerfiil elevators, installation of fittings (such as electrical outlets) to permit 
operation of jet aircraft, transfer of three standby rooms for aircrews to below deck, mstallation of an escalator 
from the standby room to the flight deck, installation of a shortened island, the combmation of the bridge and 
stack, removal of side armor at the waterline, mstallation of a deck landing mirror, installation of stronger bomb 
and ammunition hfts (to accommodate "special" or nuclear weapons), mcreased storage capacity for aviation 
fiiel, installation of blast deflectors behind the catapults, division of the hangar space by two fire and splinter 
proof steel doors and mstallation of higher capacity aircraft cranes. 

The SCB-27C specific changes were an mcrease of beam to 103' at waterhne (to mcrease stabihty), replacement 
of the Type H-4-1 hydrauhc catapults with 2 Type C-11 steam catapults to handle heavier aircraft, strengthening 
of the entire flight deck, replacement of elevator number 3 (centerhne hft) with a larger, folding, deck-edge hft, 
and the addition of hull bulges. SCB-125 conversions were incorporated during the same dry-dock period as the 
SCB-27C changes and added an angled flight deck, an enclosed "hurricane" bow, improved dual arrester wire 
system (MK 7), which halved the number of arrester wires from sixteen to eight, mcrease of forward elevator 
length to 70' 3", air-conditioning to certain areas such as the crew ready rooms, strengthening of cradi barriers, 
improvements to the primary fhght control center and fittmgs at the aft edge of the island, mstallation of 
improved sound proofing to island accommodations adjacent to the fhght deck and improvement of fhght deck 
illumination. 
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The conversions, completed in 1955, altered the outward appearance of Lexington but left the World War I I 
mterior spaces largely mtact. Lexington went from a carrier with a straight deck, open bow and a low rat's nest 
of radar antenna, to an angled deck carrier with an enclosed Hurricane bow and a single post antenna mast. The 
angled deck was a significant change, addmg additional fhght deck space and catapults. 

Despite these changes m her outward appearance, Lexington retams a strong sense of her World War Ef Essex 
class heritage. Internal crew and machinery spaces are 90% unchanged from the origmal. Fixtures such as wall 
lockers, hghtmg, ventilation and passageway features largely date from 1943. The machinery spaces (engines and 
boilers) date from 1943 as do the majority of the lesser machinery such as generators and pumps. The current 
owners of the ship have kept her m good repair, and have mcorporated a minimum of changes to her historic 
stmcture. Two changes of concem are the seahng over of the fhght deck catapult track, and the cutting of an 
acoessway hatch through the armored deck above the engme spaces to facihtate visitor access. The former is 
probably reversible, the later probably is not. In 1997, Lexington received two sets of quad 40mm anti-ancraft 
guns, partially restoring her World War n armament. 

Lexingtoris current specifications, mcorporating the above conversions, were a fhght deck of 910 feet, waterhne 
889 feet, freeboard 52 feet, draft 30 feet, displacement 42,000 tons, and two C-11 steam catapults. 

8. STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Certifying official has considered the significance of this property m relation to other properties: Nationally: x 
Statewide:_ Locally: 

Apphcable National 
Register Criteria: A ^ ( _ B _ C_ D _ 

Criteria Considerations 

(Exceptions): A _ B _ C_ D 

NHL Criteria: 

NHL Theme(s): VTB: World War H 
B. War m the Pacific, 1941-1945 

Areas of Significance: Period(s) of Significance Significant Dates 
World War Dm the Pacffic, 1943-1945 
The Cold War, 1955-1969 
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Significant Person(s):Admiral Marc Mitscher 

Cultural Affihation: 

Architect/Builder: Bethlehem Steel Company, Qiimcy MA 
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State Significance of Property, and Justify Criteria, Criteria Considerations, and Areas and Periods of 
Significance Noted Above. 

"No smgle class of warship has had more influence on American pohcies and naval tactics than the 
24 Essex class fleet carriers. They possessed those factors necessary to insure American 
dominance of all of the world's oceans: overwhelming numbers, durabihty, adaptabihty and good 
aucraft complement."* 

Lexington participated in almost all of the important naval actions in the Pacific from 1943 to 1945 mchidmg; 
support for the landings at Tarawa 19-23 November 1943, support for the Army landings at Hollandia on 13 
April 1944, participated m the Marianas Turkey Shoot and action with the Japanese fleet on 20-21 June 1944 
(the Battle of the Phihppme Sea), support for the landmgs on Leyte m October 1944 , support for the 3rd Fleet's 
actions agamst the Japanese home islands. She was the flag ship of Admiral Marc Mitscher from 8 March 
through 1 November, 1944, and Capt Arieigh Burke, fiiture Chief of Naval Operations served aboard her as a 
member of Mitscher's staff. 

Lexington was awarded battle stars for: 

Gilbert Islands Operation 
Marshall Islands Operation 
Hollandia Operations 
Asia-Pacffic Raids 
Marianas Operation 
Westem Carohne Islands Operation 
Leyte Operation 
Luzon Operation 
Iwo Juna Operation 
3rd Fleet Operations agamst Japan 

Lexington was awarded the Presidential Unit Citation, the American Area Service Medal, the Asiatic-Pacific 
Area Campaign Service Medal with eleven battle stars, the World War n Victory Medal, the Navy Occupation 
Service Medal, the National Defense Service Medal, the Armed Forces Expeditionary Service Medal, the 
Phihppine Liberation Campaign Ribbon with two stars, and the Repubhc of the Philippines Presidential Unit 
Citation Badge. 

Lexingtoris reactivation and conversion during the Korean War was part of a Cold War-era return to service for 
a number of the veteran Essex-class carriers, which served with distinction m various fleet exercises and actions 
throughout the world, mcluding the Cuban Missile Crisis, and the Vietaam Conflict. Lexington served as the 
Navy's traming carrier throughout the Cold War, a testimony to the soundness of her design. Lexington is a 
monument to the evolution of naval aviation from 1942 until the early 1990s. 

'Lawrence Sowinski, "Champions of the Pacific, the Essex Class Carriers" Warship Volume II Robert Gardiner ed. 
Conway Maritime Press London 1978 p. 28-38 . 
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Previous documentation on file (NPS): 

Preliminary Determination of Individual Listmg (36 CFR 67) has been requested. 
Previously Listed in the National Register. 
Previously Determined Ehgible by the National Register. 
Designated a National Historic Landmark. 
Recorded by Historic American Buildmgs Survey: # 
Recorded by Historic American Engmeering Record: # 

Primary Location of Additional Data: 

State Historic Preservation Office 
Other State Agency 
Federal Agency 
Local Govemment 
University 
Other: Specify Repository: 
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10. GEOGRAPHICAL DATA 

Acreage of Property: N/A 

UTM References: Zone Eastmg Northing Zone Eastmg Northing 

A B 
C D 
E F 

Verbal Boundary Description: 

All that area encompassed within the hmits of the extreme length and breadth of the hull. 

Boundary Justification: 

The boundary mcorporates the entire area of USS Lexington at her berth.. 

11. FORM PREPARED BY 

Name/Title: David B. Whipple, Maritime Historian, revised by James P. Delgado, Executive Dnector 

Organization: National Maritime Initiative, National Park ServiceA^ancouver Maritime Museum Date: May 
1997 

Street & Number: P.O.Box 37127 Telephone: (202) 343-5969 

City or Town: Washington State: D.C ZIP: 20013-712 
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Significance: U.S.S. Lexington, (CV-I6/CVA/CVS/CVT-16/AVT-16), is historically sigmficant for her 
participation in several pivotal battles during the Second World War and for her contribution to one of the 
legacies of that war, the maturing of naval aviation from a doctrine of fleet support to one of primary fleet 
weapon. Famous persons associated with the ship were Admiral Marc Mitscher who made Lexington his flag 
ship for Task Force 58 and his chief of staff Captain Arieigh Burke (TG 58.2 which hit the airfields at Luzon 
and Formosa from 1-9 January 1945). Lexington's original design as an Flssex class carrier and later conversion 
and redesignation; first to an attack carrier (CVA) m 1952, then to an anti-submarine carrier (CVS) m 1962 and 
finally mto a traming carrier (AVT) m 1969, is important for its record of design evolution where aircraft 
replaced large cahber guns as the fleets primary strike weapon and reciprocating engine aircraft were replaced by 
heavier, faster, jet propulsion aircraft. The conversions incorporated the lessons leamed during carrier 
operations of the Second World War which proved invaluable m both the Korean War, the Viemam Conflict, 
and the Cold War. 

Lexington retams a good level of mtegrity from her World War I I period and excellent mtegrity from the Cold 
War period of the ship's history. Lexington is a time capsule of the evolution of U.S. naval strategy and the tools 
adopted to implement that strategy from the Second World War through 1969, when she was made a traming 
carrier. 

Naval Air in the Second World War: 

The 1941 war with Japan came as no surprise to America's mihtary leaders. The location, timmg and mtensity of 
the opening battles did come as a surprise. In the 1920s and 30s, American planners addressed a possible 
conflict with Japan m the RAINBOW strategic war plan code named ORANGE. The ORANGE plan expected 
the Japanese to attack American holdmgs m the Central Pacific, most likely the Phihppines. The various 
incamations of the plan called for the U.S. garrisons m America's Pacific holdings (Guam, Midway, Wake, and 
the Phihppmes) to hold and defend then locations until the navy's main battle fleet arrived. With the opening of 
hostihties, the navy would gather the fleet at Pearl Harbor and sail to reheve the garrisons and engage the 
Japanese fleet. The mam point of the ORANGE plan was for the U.S. battle fleet to engage the Japanese fleet in 
a decisive battle in the maimer advocated by the mm of the century naval strategist, Alfred Thayer Mahan. This 
engagement was foreseen as a line of battle engagement akin to the 1916 battle of Jutland, with capital ships such 
as Battleships and Cruisers smashing away at each other. 

As 1941 drew closer, strategic thought came to realize that the plan for the American garrisons in the Pacific to 
hold out until the battle fleet arrived was more of a desire than a plan. With the realization that U.S. Pacific 
garrisons could not reahstically be expected to hold out until the fleet arrived, it became clear that the decisive 
naval engagement envisioned by the navy would require the systematic seizure of a series of island bases across 
the Pacific to provide the logistics trail necessary for the fleet to operate m the westem Pacific and thus bring the 
Imperial Japanese Navy to battle. This "plan" was employed m the mitial island assaults of 1942-43, which later 
evolved mto the island hoppmg campaign of 1943-1945 m the South and Westem Pacific. 

To enable the U.S. Fleet to come to grips with the Imperial Japanese Navy a series of support bases were 
required across the Pacific. To acquire these bases the navy employed amphibious assault techniques that the 
U.S. Marine Corps had been developmg since the 1930s. Aircraft carriers became an essential component of 
amphibious assault as they provided air defense for the assault until a local aufreld could be secured or built. 
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Carriers were also used to dismpt Japanese communications and to strike targets m a way that refaiforced 
ambiguity concerning which island was the next target. 

The U.S. Navy's campaign across the Central Pacific, from Tarawa's Betio Island to Okinawa, is noteworthy m 
that its purpose, its focus, was to create conditions that would culminate m a decisive hne of battle, big gun, fleet 
engagement, and thus bring about the fall of Japan, yet its method rendered the big gun line of battle obsolete. 
The success of Japan's Pearl Harbor attack forced the Navy to unprovise an initial Pacific defense built around 
aircraft carriers since they had been untouched.̂  Thus, the devastation of the battle fleet at Pearl Harbor 
provided the aircraft carriers the opportunity to prove their effectiveness. 

The U.S. Navy entered the Second World War with seven aû craft carriers, (four of which were m the Atlantic), 
and about 3,400 aircraft (Japan had ten carriers in commission).̂  By war's end the Navy fielded over 41,000 
naval aircraft and twenty-eight fleet aircraft carriers (not countmg the CVE escort carriers). Of the thirty-three 
fleet carriers that participated m the war, five were lost m combat. Comparatively the U.S. started the war with 
seventeen Battleships and finished with twenty-three.̂  The carrier doctrine that evolved to meet the needs of 

the island hoppmg campaign forged the aircraft carrier mto the Navy's primary "battle" ship and aircraft replaced 
the big gun as the fleet's main strike weapon. 

LEXINGTON IN THE SECOND WORLD WAR 

The U.S.S. Lexington (CV-16) arrived in the Pacific at a time when the strategy employing carriers as a sustamed 
strike force was bemg adopted. Conditions of material and traming were such in 1943 that the U.S. was ready to 
step up the offensive m the Pacific. The earher 1941-1942 hit and run carrier tactics were not discarded entirely 
but now contributed to a definitive offensive strategy whether in direct support of island assaults, pre-emptive 
strikes or strikes mtended to mask mtentions. The growing recognition of the versatihty of carriers was 
emphasized when the Secretary of the Navy in July of 1942 directed a Navy reorganization that made aircraft 
carriers the primary ships of fleet groups® 

CV-16 was laid down as Cabot on 15 July, 1941 by Bethlehem Steel Co., at Qumcy, Massachusetts. She was 
renamed Lexington on 16 June, 1942 to honor a petition by the men and women building her to commemorate 
the 8 May loss of CV-2 Lexington m the battle of the Coral Sea. She was the fifth U. S. Navy ship to bear the 
name Lexington. Launched 26 September, 1942 she was commissioned 17 Febmary, 1943 with Captam Fehx B. 
Stump m command. The ship spent the early summer on a shakedown cmise near Trinidad and arrived at Pearl 
Harbor m August, 1943. The Joint Chiefs of staff had decided that very month to pursue a two prong offense m 
the Pacific with the Japanese stronghold island of Truk in the Western Pacific as the objective. General Douglas 
MacArthur was to lead a drive from Austraha and the Pacific's westem rim while Admiral Chester Nimitz's was 
to strike for Truk via a Central Pacific drive. 

^Russel Weigley, The American Way of War, Bloomington IN: Indiana University Press, 1977. p. 271. 
^Terzibaschitsch, /Aircraft Carriers of the U.S. Navy Naval Institute Press 1989 p. 14 and 21. 
-Samuel Elhot Morison, History of United States Naval Operations in World War 0(15 volumes). Boston: Little Brown and 
Company 1984. Vol. XV, p. 33. 
*Morison VIII p. 214 
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Lexington's first mission came m September 1943 as the flagship for Task Group 15.5. Lexingtoris mission was 
a raid on the Gilberts Islands group m con^any with the Independence (CV-22), Belleau Wood (CV-24) and 
Princeton (CV-23). On the 18th and 19th of September, Lexington's F6F-3 Hellcat fighters, TBF Avenger 
torpedo bombers and SBD-5 Dauntless dive bombers, flew 196 missions and dropped 113,000 poimds of bombs 
on Tarawa atoll's Betio Island. Three aircraft failed to make it back to the carrier, the crews of two were 
recovered. Lexington's greatest contribution on this mission came from photo reconnaissance of the island. The 
unages from Lexington's reconnaissance flights proved to be the best available and were used m the planning for 
Operation Galvanic's Tarawa assault. 

Three weeks later the same ships hit Wake Island on 5 and 6 October with Essex (CV-9), Yorktown (CV-5), and 
Cowpens (CV-25) added to the strike force. As part of Task Force 14, Lexington's air group (AG-16) made 
three strikes on both days. The strikes on 5 October led to the fighter group's first an to an action and the 
fighters shone, shooting down eight "Zekes." The fighter group went on to strafe the ahfield and destroyed 
seventeen twin engine bombers, and six single engine aircraft. Lexington lost three aircraft m the actions of both 
days, two of the crews were recovered by submarine immediately, the third, a Hellcat pilot was recovered later.' 
These Wake raids contributed to the Tarawa operations by disguismg where the impendmg blow would fall. 
Fleet Admiral Koga (Commander in Chief of the Imperial Japanese Navy's Combined Fleet) connected the 
October raids agamst Wake with the known lack of shipping at Pearl Harbor to conclude that a major attack 
was planned for Wake. Having reached this conclusion, Koga moved his fleet to Eniwetok to be m position to 
engage the U.S. Fleet m a decisive battle. Thus Koga's ships were in no position to threaten the Tarawa 
landings.̂ " 

After a short tour for gunnery traming off Oahu between 28-29 October, Z,ex/>i^o/j joined TG 50.1 to contribute 
to the Tarawa assault (operation GALVANIC). TG 50.1 included carriers Yorktown, and Cowpens, they 
launched attacks agamst Jaluit and Mih from 19 November through 23 November. These were the nearest 
Japanese anfields to the Gilbert Islands, the cham contaming Tarawa. The carrier raids were intended to keep 
the Japanese off balance and to suppress any air forces m the area. Air Group 16 conducted six raids on 19 
November, one on the 20th and one more on the 22nd. With the landings at Tarawa on 20 November, 
Lexingtoris airgroup assisted m interceptmg Japanese flights attemptmg to mterfere with the landing operations. 
Aircraft from the Lexington and Cowpens prevented every day-time effort at air intervention by the Japanese. 
The Japanese attempts to reach the Tarawa beaches during the day again gave the fighter squadron a chance to 
shine. On the 23d, radar spotted an unidentified air group, ninety miles from the carrier, twelve F6Fs from the 
Combat Air Patrol (CAP) were sent to investigate, they found eighteen to twenty fighters about fifty miles from 
the carrier group. The Hellcats were credited with destroying seventeen of these attackers, losing one aircraft 
which retumed to the carrier before the pilot bailed out.̂ ^ The next day another unidentified an group was 

'U.S.S. Lexington, Action Report, 10 October 1943 p. 1. 
'"Morison Vn p. 136. 
"Morison, VE p. 141. 
"U.S.S. Lexington, Action Report, The fighter tally was reported as 4 HAPS, 13 Zekes confirmed destroyed 

and three probable. A SBD crew got into the act by shootmg down a Betty twin engme bomber while on 
scoutmg patrol. 
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detected by radar 102 miles from the carrier group, again twelve Hellcats were sent from the CAP to investigate. 
Fifteen to twenty Japanese aircraft mcludmg two Bettys were mtercepted about fifty-five miles from the carrier. 
The Hellcats destroyed both bombers and ten of the Zeke escorts, with three more hsted as probably destroyed. 
VF-16 was not as fortunate on this day however, as they lost a pilot m the action. 

Lexington's next action came on 4 December, 1943 with a raid on Kwajalem Atoll's Roi Island. Air Group I6's 
commander. Lieutenant Commander E. M. Snowden was the overall air commander for this strike. The targets 
for Lexington's group were the shippuig in the lagoon area, however in a strafing run on the an field the 
Lexington Hellcats found themselves amidst a flush of ancraft. The airfield at Roi was fiill of bombers with 
fighters m the process of taking ofi^ the an above the field was fiill of Japanese akcraft that had just launched. 
Unable to contact the fighters from the other carrier air groups, VF-16 was left to fight their way out alone. 
Lexington's twelve Hellcats are credited with shootmg down seventeen Zekes, one Hap, one Oscar and one 
Betty. They destroyed three bombers on the ground m the mitial strafing nm but left about thirty mtact. These 
undamaged aircraft would later haunt the carrier group. Lexington's bomber and torpedo groups went after two 
Natori-clzss hght cruisers and an 10,000 ton AK (mihtary cargo transport) m the lagoon area. The SBD-5, 
Dauntless dive-bombers shot down six Zekes and a Betty, losing one aircraft m the process. The final score card 
was two hght cruisers damaged, one AK sunk, twenty-seven aircraft shot down, and three bombers destroyed on 
the ground. The air group lost one fighter and one SBD-5. Just before noon that same day the carrier group 
came under attack. Radar picked up enemy aircraft nineteen miles from the formation. Soon after, two aircraft 
(Kates) were seen twenty to fifty feet off the water, both were shot down without releasmg then- torpedoes, a 
moment later a third Kate was spotted, h launched its torpedo just before bemg destroyed but missed the carrier. 
Captam Smmp reported that the attack lasted one and a half minutes from first sightmg to last shoot down. As 
soon became evident, the Japanese had adopted a new tactic. Instead of sending large formations of ancraft at 
standard altimdes they sent a few aircraft at wave top height to sneak in under the radar coverage. The tactic 
mvariably worked and was not countered until anti-Kamikaze methods were adopted m 1945. 

On the evening of the 4th, radar counted up to fifty ancraft between 6:46pm and 1:30am maneuvering for a shot 
at the carrier group. At 11:22pm a parachute flare illuminated the carrier, and within 10 minutes a torpedo 
bomber made it through the defenses and placed a torpedo in Lexington's starboard side stem, knocking out the 
steering gear, killing nine men and wounding thirty-five. Lexington's mdder was jammed and she took on a 
starboard hst as she circled to port. She was also streaming excessive smoke due to the chemical smoke 
generators on the fantail. It took the crew thirty minutes to get the mdder centered amidships. Through the 
foresight of the engmeering staff, an unauthorized manual hydrauhc steering mechanism had been fitted to 
Lexington's steering system, this was used to center the mdder, thus the ship could cmdely steer using the 
engmes. Lexington made it back to Pearl Harbor and was sent on to Bremerton Navy Yard, Washington for 
comprehensive repairs. She arrived on 22 December, repairs were completed by 20 Febmary 1944. The 
Japanese announced via Tokyo Rose that they had sunk Lexington the first of several such claims that led to the 
carrier's "Blue Ghost" nickname. 

Lexington returned to the war zone and took on board Rear Admiral Marc Mitscher on 8 March 1944. With 
Mitscher on board Lexington was the flagship for TF 58. As a member of Carrier Task Group Three (TG 58.3) 
under Rear Admiral Reeves Lexington set out to conduct a series of raids against the Palau Islands and Woleai 
Atoll. Admiral Koga had moved his Combmed Fleet forward elements to the Palaus as a result of ak raids on 
Truk m Febmary. The move to Truk placed the Japanese fleet within 700 miles of Hollandia, MacArthur's next 
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target. MacArthur desired that Palau be neutrahzed as a strike base while the Hollandia landmgs were taking 
place." The mam objective of these raids was to clear the air and water between New Guinea and the eastem 
Carohnes. Smce mterference could come from either the Palaus or Vogelkop and smce MacArthur's B-24s could 
only reach Vogelkop, Carriers would have to hit the Palaus. The Palau raid also served as a reconnaissance for 
envisioned fiiture landmgs in the area. The fleet rendezvoused at Majuro Lagoon and departed on 22 March. On 
the 25th and 26th the Task Force was spotted by Japanese search planes which prompted Commander of the 
Fifth Fleet, Admiral Raymond Spmance to move up the strike day from I April to 30 March. On March 30 and 
31 the Lexington Group attacked the Palaus', Lexington's air group stmck and with the aide of aircraft from the 
Bunker Hill and Hornet, laid mmes across two passages to the mam harbor trappmg 32 ships withm. These two 
days of raids destroyed thirty-six ships totaling 129,807 tons.̂ "* The carriers then tumed their attention on the 

Caroline Islands' Woleai where few targets were found. After three days of strikes twenty-five U.S. aircraft had 
been lost. Twenty six of the forty-four men down were recovered. By April 6 the task force was back at 
Majuro. The Febmary strike agamst Truk and the March strike on the Carohne's were a demonstration of 
the new carrier doctrine. Instead of quick strike raids these were sustamed heavy an- assaults that had strategic 
purposes. 

Lexington supported the Army landing at Hollandia on 13 April 1944 and stmck Truk on 28 April. InteUigence 
estimates placed 351 Japanese aircraft on the airfields in and around Hollandia. The Army Air Forces (AAF) hit 
these fields on 30 and 31 March and retumed on 3, 5, 12 and 16 April. The carriers got their share on 21-22 
April. TF 58 under the command of Adm Marc Mitscher in Lexington, again sortied from Majuro on 13 April 
1944. TG 58.3 which mcluded Lexington was assigned to destroy aircraft and aircraft mstallations at Hollandia. 
The mission was: 

Destmction of enemy aircraft and aircraft installation, assist in maintaining complete control of the 
air and destmction of targets assigned by Support Air Controller.̂ * 

Tlie Air Group met httle resistance to its air raids on 21 and 22 April, mdicatmg that the previous Army and 
carrier raids had done their job. In poor weather, Lexington launched its first strike of the day at 0630 on the 
21st. As Lexington's fighter sweep of twelve F6F Hellcats arrived over Hollandia, they caught a Japanese 
bomber atten^ting to land and destroyed it. The carrier launched five more strikes in the course of the day. 
Those strikes destroyed eight fighters m the an- with two probables clauned. The Air Group found 125 to 150 
ancraft aheady destroyed on the ground and 50 to 75 still undamaged. They proceeded to destroy fifteen 
bombers and five fighters on the groimd meeting moderate, maccurate anti-aircraft fire. They also set on fire two 
small coastal ships as well as several ammo dumps and fiiel areas. The 22d agam dawned with poor weather, at 
0630 Lexington launched a covering force of fighters, dive-bombers and torpedo planes to cover the landings at 
Hollandia's Tanamarah Bay. The landing was hghtly opposed, so with no targets, the air group went back to the 

"Morison v m p. 28. 
"Morison Vrn p. 32. In all the Force sank a Destroyer, a large cargo ship, three large tankers, six medium 

transports, a medium tanker and three small transports and a small tanker. 
'̂ Action Report p. 2. 
"Action Report "Attacks on Hollandia airdromes and Air support of Landings at HoUandia-Tanahmerah Bay 

Area, New Guinea April 1944. 
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anfields to duiap their bombs. They did hght damage, destroying two akcraft on the groimd and settmg fire to a 
fiiel dump. Another covering flight was launched at noon and agam no targets were available. The 23d saw a 
single aufreld raid that bumed three aircraft. On the evening of the 23d radar picked up a single intmder headed 
for the landing area beach. Lexington launched a F6F-N night fighter but could not make contact with the 
ancraft until after the intmder had done "appreciable damage" m the landing area and departed. The 24th saw 
another aufreld strike with httle result. Agam, that evening nitmders were picked up on radar, a night fighter 
from Enterprise shot down one bomber, another night fighter spotted nine more but found itself with jammed 
guns when he attempted to attack. On the 26th Lexington picked up "snoopers" on radar and sent ancraft to 
mvestigate. By the time the Lexington fighters had arrived, three of the snoopers had already been shot down. 
Lexington's fighters spotted two low flying Bettys withm 25 miles of the carrier and shot both down. 

Between 21 and 24 April, the Task Force lost 21 ancraft, recovering all but 12 crewmen. Lexington lost one 
aircraft to an operational mcident, it missed the landing wires and crashed mto the flight deck barrier. 

The lack of targets at Hollandia prompted Nimitz to schedule another strike on Truk. On 29 and 30 April, 
fighter sweeps were laimched from about 170 miles from the Island. Fifty-nine aircraft were destroyed m the air 
and another thirty-four on the groimd. Lexington laimched hs fighter sweep at 0721 then a deckload strike of 
twelve fighters, nine torpedo bombers and fourteen dive-bombers. The strike found thick clouds over the target 
as well as fighters already m the air and usmg the cloud cover to good advantage. In the ensumg tangle 
seventeen Japanese fighters were shot down with four F6Fs and two other aircraft shot down, three pilots were 
lost. This brief mtense fight eliminated air opposition for the rest of the mission yet loses contuiued to chmb. 
Lexington contributed to the fight by shooting down one of two Judys attempting to bomb her. Radar had 
picked up targets at 0800 but the combat air patrol was unable to find them A few minutes later radar showed 
the targets within three miles of the carrier. Lookouts reported two TBF torpedo bombers approaching on the 
port bow, as the aircraft passed over the outer screen of Destroyers, Lexington's lookouts identified them as 
Japanese. The carrier opened fire destroying one while the second dropped its bomb near her stem and escaped 
into nearby clouds. The ship suffered no damage but the Captain's ke was raised agamst the screening ships who 
had failed to identify or fire at the mtmders. 

The 30th saw Lexington launch another 132 sorties agamst Tmk. Flak over the targets took a heavier toll than 
the fighters of the previous day. The an- group destroyed three ancraft on the groimd as well as two fiiel dumps 
and numerous buildings and barges. One patrol craft was also claimed. Anti-aircraft fire was reported as 
"intense, accurate, heavy/ medium" the days casuahies bear this out. Seven aircraft were lost m the day's work. 
Three F6F aircraft were shot down, one fighter made a water landing. One TBF Avenger torpedo bomber and 
two SBD-5 dive bombers made water landings, all of these were hit by groimd fire. Nme fighters, eight torpedo 
bombers and sixteen dive-bombers remmed with anti-aircraft fire damage. Agam that evening a Judy found the 
Lexington and made an attack. At 7:10pm a Judy dove out of the clouds on Lexington's port quarter and 
dropped a bomb seventy-five yards behind her. Lexington and one Destroyer in the screen fired on the attacker 
with no result. The second near miss, with the attackers unchallenged by the screen, prompted Captain E.W. 
Litch to comment in the action report: 

The commanding officer views with alarm the enemy's success m penetrating the screen of our Task 
Group with a few single planes m dayhght before bemg taken under fire. This vessel has been under 
attack m dayhght on three occasions and m no case has the attack been fired upon by the screen or 
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by nearby ships other than CVs until retirement."^^ 

The Ak Group Commander, Lt. Cdr. Snowden, also noted the fierce challenge presented by the Japanese at Truk 
as well as the need for pilot presence of mmd. Two of his mexperienced pilots were shot down after leavmg then 
fhghts and engagmg in individual dog fights. 

Zero pilots encoimtered on this and succeeding strikes appeared individually more skiUfiU and 
experienced then any hitherto seen by this squadron, and inflicted on the squadron its heaviest air 
combat losses to date (three lost over Truk -two of whom were new pilots- as compared to two 
previously lost m shootmg down seventy Jap Planes). However, the Jap pilots contmue for the most 
part to fight as mdividuals and without team work;^* 

Snowden noted earher m his report that the Zeke was still a formidable afrcraft. 

Comparative performance of Zeke and F6F same as before; Zeke can out tum F6F, is generally more 
maneuverable and can probably outclimb F6F at low altimdes. F6F has more speed and can out dive 
Zeke. Dogfighting Zekes still not recommended at low altimde. Zeke is vulnerable as ever; bums 
readily. '̂ 

On the 30th, eight au-craft attacked the carrier group, one got through the screen and near missed Lexington, but 
did no damage. The Tmk raid saw 35 aircraft lost from the group, 26 of them m combat. Twenty-eight of the 
46 crewmen downed were recovered, however. 

Lexington's next action came m support of the landings at Saipan and Guam On 11 June the carrier participated 
m a "fast carrier strike" agamst Saipan to suppress air opposition over the island. Lexingtoris Air Group 16 
repeated strikes agamst the island for 5 days. The morning of the 11th saw Japanese "snoopers" tracking the 
Task Force, three of which were shot down by the CAP from carriers Bataan, and Yorktown. The first strike 
against Saipan and Tinian airfields was laimched at one o'clock. This strike consisted of 208, fighters (twenty 
from Lexington) and 8 Torpedo bombers. Lexingtoris aircraft saw no air opposition, instead they strafed the 
airfield. The attack group estimated that they destroyed thirty-six aircraft on the groimd. June 12 saw six 
strikes on Saipan's airfields and watercraft by Lexington and another attempt by the Japanese to get the carriers. 
Patrols from Cabot and Princeton shot down a Judy and a Nick in the course of the moming activities. The 
results of the days work mcluded two transports sunk and extensive groimd damage iocluding a raihoad yard 
damaged and oil tanks destroyed. One bomber crew was lost to anti-aircraft fire and two fighters. On the 13th 
Lexington launched six strikes agamst Saipan. Her Avenger group was equipped with experimental air to ground 
rockets for the attack and the mission cost the unit its bomber Squadron Commander, Cdr. Isley, when two 
Avengers were shot down by anti-aircraft fire while on their rocket runs. The aftemoon saw a special strike by 
TBPs with 100 pound General Purpose bombs and mcendiary clusters with the mission of burmng Garapan 
Town, the site of the mornings deadly anti-ancraft fire. Large sections of the town were reported completely 

•'Action Report "Attacks on Truk Islands on April 29 and 30, 1944. 
"Action Report Tmk Raid. 
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bumed out. An airfield on Saipan was later named m memory of Commander Isley. Raids contmued through the 
15th scoring another transport and a Betty shot down. The evening of the 15th saw an mtense effort by the 
Japanese to get at the carriers. At dusk, radar started to pick up bogies. Lexington's fighter director sent San 
Jacinto aircraft to investigate and they reported destroymg six "Tonys or Judys." At seven O'clock lookouts 
spotted ten low flying twin engine aircraft dead ahead of Lexington. Spotters lost sight of the aircraft until they 
were within 4000yds of the carrier. Eight Torpedo bombers attacked Lexington which shot down five of them, 
and probably destroyed two more. Four torpedo wakes were spotted and two passed within ten yards of the 
huU, one to starboard and one to port. By I0:30pm radar was clear. Lexington's casualties from the action were 
eighteen wounded, seven seriously. On the 16th the Air Group switched targets to Guam strafing Orots Airfield 
and destroymg several aircraft on the ground. 

The next few days were spent in search of the Imperial Japanese Navy (UN) fleet that had been reported 
deployed to meet the U.S. mvasion force headed for Saipan. On the 19th patrol bombers spotted the UN fleet. 
The Task Force did not get a report of this until 9:30am but had already been deahng with evidence of the 
enemy's presence. Lexington's CAP shot down six attackers before 7:00am, Monterey's CAP shot down a Judy. 
Belleau Wood's fighter patrol reported many ancraft over Guam and requested help. Aircraft from Belleau 
Wood and Cabot were dispatched. By the time the support arrived the threat was over as those Japanese not 
shot down had landed and dispersed their aircraft. The Task Force's radar picked up large targets at 8:00am all 
headed for Guam Again, fighters were vectored to mtercept mcluding ten from Lexington. At 10:00 another 
large radar contact was made this time headed for the Task Force. The fighters over Guam were recalled to the 
fleet area and Lexington launched the rest of her fighters. In half an hour, fifty to seventy aircraft were spotted 
and the engagement began. The attack was broken up within twenty minutes. 

At 11:00am another large group of aircraft were picked up at forty miles and closmg fast. Lexington launched 
14 fighters as she and a cruiser m the screen opened up on a group of ancraft attackmg Princeton. Four of these 
attackers were shot down with Lexington gettmg an assist on one of them From noon until 3:00pm groups of 
attackers were detected and mtercepted with most of the interceptions bemg made forty to fifty miles from the 
Task Force. By 3:00 pm Lexington landed all but six of her fighters. Between 10:30am and 3:00pm Lexington 
had laimched thirty fighters which shot down 26 aircraft and 3 probables. At 2:00pm Lex/«^o« laimched a 
search group of eight Avengers and five Hellcats. They found no ships but shot down another eight aircraft with 
one probable. With no more incoming ancraft the Task Force turned its attention to Guam's anfields. At 
3:50pm a fighter sweep was sent to Guam, this group shot down another five aircraft and destroyed two on the 
ground. By 8:00pm the radar was clear. Lexingtoris air group had shot down forty-five aircraft with four 
probables, two were destroyed on the groimd and ten damaged. 

The Task Force lost twenty-three fighters shot down with six operational loses losmg twenty pilots and seven 
ahcrew. The Japanese carriers launched 373 aircraft that day, 130 retumed. The airfields at Guam lost fifty 
aircraft both m the air and on the groimd. 

On the 20th, Lexington launched twenty Hellcats to search for the Japanese fleet, twelve carried 500 pound 
bombs, they flew a 460-470 mile search leg, found nothing and remmed with an average of sixty gallons of gas 
left m their tanks. Later that day the Japanese fleet was spotted by searchers from the task force. Lexington 
laimched nine fighters, fourteen dive-bombers and six torpedo bombers 340 miles from the Japanese fleet. Of 
the three groups of ships found on arrival, Lexington's ancraft concentrated on the westem group which mcluded 
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two fleet carriers, an escort carrier and several battleships. The dive-bombers claimed four, thousand pound 
bomb hits on one carrier and two, thousand pound bomb hits on the other. The torpedo bombers hit the first 
carrier with eight, 500 pound bombs. Both fleet carriers were burning when the group left. VF-16 meanwhile 
had been engaging the Japanese CAP and shot down four Zekes and damaged six. Losses were one each from 
the fighters, dive-bombers and torpedo aircraft. The crew of the torpedo plane were recovered and reported that 
one of the fleet carriers had sunk, the other was bummg fiiriously and probably sank (it did not). The strike 
groups retum to the fleet and recovery m the dark was eventfiU. All of Lexington's aircraft (minus the three shot 
down) made it back to the carrier area. The captam claimed they all could have been recovered if a SBC-2 dive 
bomber from another carrier had not crashed on Lexington and fouled her deck. One fighter, one bomber and 
two torpedo planes made water landmgs. Six fighters, six bombers and two torpedo planes landed on other 
carriers. One fighter, seven bombers and two torpedo planes made it onboard Lexington. Lexington also 
recovered six fighters, two bombers and four torpedo planes from other air groups. As a result of the deck crash 
Z,ex;>ig/o« jettisoned a bomber and fighter of her own as well as a fighter, two bombers and a torpedo plane from 
other squadrons. A gunner from a divebomber and a plane handler were killed m the crash as well as several 
injured. By 10:30pm all of Lexington's aircraft had landed on some deck or were in the water. On the 21st a 
search was laimched for the Japanese but no trace of the carriers were found. The Task Forces total score for 
the two days was 426 carrier aircraft and about fifty Guam-based aircraft shot down. The Japanese lost about 
445 aviators. The Task Force lost 130 aircraft and seventy-six pilots and crewmen. Lexington's Cdr. Buie of 
VF-16 likened the two days' work to a turkey shoot, thus the name "The Marianas Turkey Shoot" was bom.^° 

From 11 to 21 June Lexington's air group flew 957 sorties. They lost thirteen aircraft to combat and ten to 
operational accidents. A total of seventeen pilots were lost, two m accidents. The air group shot down fifty-one 
aircraft and destroyed eleven on the ground, they contributed to the sinking of a fleet carrier Hiyo, two 
transports and numerous smaller craft. They damaged a second fleet carrier, Ryuho and a third transport. The 
ah battles aroimd the Marianas decimated the ranks of experienced Japanese naval aviators from which they 
would not recover for the remamder of the war. 

Operating from Eniwetok Lexingtonlpartkipated m a series of strikes in the Westem and Central Pacific. 
Lexington stmck Guam 25 June through 5 July, 360 sorties were flown, three aircraft were lost to anti-ahcraft 
fire. Guam was hit agam 18 through 21 July, Lexington flew 591 sorties. The Palaus were hit 25-27 July and 
the Bonins on 4 and 5 August. Arriving m the Carohnas 6 September she conducted raids for 3 days agamst Yap 
and Uhthi then Mmdanao (9-10 September), The Visayas (12-14 September) the Manila (21-22) Luzon area and 
shippmg along the west coast of Luzon in preparation for the assault on Leyte. 10 October she hit Okinawa and 
Formosa on 12 October. Counter attack after the Formosa raid left Lexington unscathed. 

In July Lexington swapped air groups, losing AG-16 and takmg on AG-19 with its F6F-3, SB2C3 Helldivers and 
TBM-IC (Eastern Aircraft's version of the Avenger). In Late October 1944 Lexington covered the landmgs on 
Leyte and participated m the Battles around Leyte Gulf Under constant enemy attack, she saw her neighbor m 
the formation, Princeton (CV-37 )siink. The action report estnnates that over 200 aircraft were trying to break 
through to the carriers. Her air group (AG-19) claimed destmction of sixty-three ancraft and lost two fighters, a 
bomber and torpedo bomber m combat, losmg one pilot. Her planes helped to smk the super-battleship Musashi 

"Morison, Vin p. 257 foot note. 
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and damaged three cruisers on 24 October. On 25 October her group assisted the Essex m smkmg the carriers 
Zuikako and Chitose (CVL). Zuikako was the last of the carriers that had laimched the strike on Pearl Harbor 
and the carrier most responsible for the loss of CV-2 Lexington . Later m the day she assisted m smkmg the 
CVL Zuiho. 

The first organized Kamikaze attack was made against the escort carriers Santee (CVE-29) and Suwarmee 
(CVE-27) on 25 October 1944. Within a month Lexington would suffer damage from such an attack. 

Mitscher left Lexington on 1 November, four days later on 5 November, at 1:00pm the ship came under attack of 
seven aircraft, she shot down one but a Zeke crashed her Island to starboard on the aft gun platform The 
station, battle two, was destroyed, and the signal bridge was seriously damaged. Fifty men were kiUed and 
missmg, 132 were mjured. Despite a Damage Control Center that was not properly notified, the crew had hoses 
on the fire immediately. The aircraft stmck the Island at 1:35pm and at 1:37 hoses were on the fire, by 1:50 the 
fires were out. She was able to continue normal flight actions and knocked down another kamikaze headed for 
the carrier Ticonderoga. Later in the day her air group secured retribution by sinking the heavy cruiser Nachi. 

On 9 November 1944 she arrived at Uhthi to repair the kamikaze battle damage. After a month at Uhthi for 
repair work, on 11 December she was designated flagship for TG 58.2 with Air Group 20 on board (F6F-5, 
TSB2C-3 and TBM-IC) and hit the airfields at Luzon and Formosa from 1-9 January 1945. Lexington 
proceeded to the China Sea to attack enemy shipping and air installations. Strikes were flown against Saipan, 
Camranh Bay, Hong Kong the Pescadores and Formosa. The task force strikes sank four merchant ships and 
four escorts m convoy and destroyed at least twelve at anchor m Camranh Bay on January 12. On 21 January 
she hit Formosa and on the 22d, laimched strikes agamst Okmawa. 

Replenishment at Uhthi and another air group swap, taking on AG-9 (F6F-5, SB2C-4E and TBM-3E) on 2 
Febmary, prepared TG 58.2 to hit airfields near Tokyo on 16 and 17 Febmary in preparation for the 19 Febmary 
Iwo Jima landmgs. From 19 to 22 Feb. she flew close support for the Iwo landings then sailed for strikes agamst 
the Japanese Home Islands before turning for home, Puget Sound, and overhaul on 7 March. 

By 4 June 1945, Lexington was back at Pearl Harbor and took on board AG-94 (F4U Corsans, F6F-5, SB2C-4E 
and TBM-3E, and sailed for San Pedro Bay, Leyte to Jom Rear Adm T.L. Sprague's task force on 22 May. 
Sprague's force sailed to strike the Japanese home islands from July through August 15 when the last strike was 
ordered to jettison its bombs after word of the surrender. With the end of hostihties her air group flew 
precautionary patrols over Japan, dropped supphes to prisoner of war camps on Honshu and stood guard off 
shore during the surrender ceremony. On 5 September she dropped anchor m Tokyo Bay, the first carrier to do 
so. On the 24fli she took on board AG-92 (F6F-5, F4U-1D, SB2C-4 and TBM-3). She contmued flymg support 
missions until 3 December when she left Tokyo Bay with homeward bound veterans, arriving in San Francisco on 
15 December 1945. 

2'Morison, Volume XII p. 166. 
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LEXINGTON'S POST WAR YEARS 

Moved to Puget Sound m May 1946, Lexington was decommissioned and placed m the Reserve Fleet at Puget 
Sound Naval Shipyard on 23 April 1947 as part of the postwar downsizing of the Navy. However, the tensions 
of the postwar world, at the begmning of what would later be termed the "Cold War," lead the Navy to retum 
some of its "mothballed" ships to commission and modemize them as part of its commitments as a power with 
global responsibihties. The modemization of the £sjex-class carriers began in 1948, and continued through the 
1960s. These conversions allowed the Essex carriers to survive the transition from propeller to jet aircraft, and 
serve as modem jet carriers through the aerial war over Viemam The modemized carriers and the pilots v^o 
flew from them also served as important hnks m the United States' strategic nuclear forces, which had 
overwhelming superiority over those of the Soviet Union. The U.S. Air Force's Strategic Air Command's (SAC) 
long and medium-range bombers were jomed in the 1950s by the Navy's nuclear forces, which included carrier 
squadrons with nuclear-armed aircraft and submarines carrymg the surface-launched, Regulus nuclear missile. 
These naval forces, Lexington among them, held the line until the 1960s deployment of intercontmental balhstic 
missiles (ICBM) m the United States and submarine-launched balhstic missiles (SLBM) in the new George 
Washington-class submarines. 

While still in the reserve fleet and decommissioned, Lexington was redesignated as an attack carrier (CVA-16) 
on 1 October 1952. Modernization of the carrier commenced in drydock on 1 September 1953 when Lexington 
began her SCB-27C and SCB-125 conversions. With modemization completed, the Navy recommissioned 
Lexington on 15 August, 1955. Under the command of Captam A. S. Heyward Jr., she left Bremerton Naval 
Shipyard with her present silhouette, that is, angled flight deck, hurricane bow and consohdated island, to begin 
a second career in the Cold War, a thne of new duties and responsibihties for the U.S. Navy. Beginning in 1945 
and continuing up to the present day, the Navy "contamed Soviet and Communist expansion, deterred nuclear 
and conventional attack on the United States, protected American trade at sea and ashore, strengthened regional 
alhances, and fostered the growth of democratic and free market mstimtions worldwide. The strength and 
overseas presence of the U.S. fleet often resolved crises without the use of force, but when force was necessary 
the Navy fought hard and well." 

After shakedown cruise, Lexington joined the Seventh Fleet at San Diego m March 1956, operatmg off 
Cahfomia until May 1956 when she deployed to the Far East with the 7th Fleet. She was based at Yokosuka 
and conducted exercises and search and rescue operations off the coast of China before returning to San Diego m 
December 1956. After a period of coastal trammg, Lexington again deployed to the 7th fleet at Yokosuka I 
June, 1957 with Rear Adm H. D. Riler, Commander Carrier Division 1 on board returning to San Diego 17 
October. Overhauled at Bremerton, she was ordered to embark Air Group 21 at San Francisco and sail to 
reinforce the 7th fleet off Taiwan during the Taiwan Strait Crisis on 14 July 1958. Lexington and the 7th Fleet 
safeguarded the Nationahst Chinese islands of Quemoy and Matsu. The carrier retumed to San Diego on 19 
December. On 26 April 1959, when she left San Francisco for another tour of duty m the Taiwan Strait with the 
7th fleet, on board were the Navy's first carrier aircraft to be armed with air to surface "Bullpup" guided missiles. 
Trammg operations off the west coast and deployments to the Westem Pacific continued from 1959 until early 
1962, mcludmg standmg by with the 7th Fleet during a period of umest m Laos m 1960. In 1962, Lexington 

Dean C. Allard, Foreword to Utz, Cordon of Steel, n.p. 
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was ordered to replace USS Antietam as the Navy's training carrier at Pensacola, Florida. A modemized carrier 
was an essential part of the Navy's training program for its pilots, and Lexington, reclassified as a CVS, was 
prepared for this important new role at New York Navy Shipyard in the summer and fall of 1962. 

Rushed out of the shipyard two weeks early by the Cuban Missile Crisis m October 1962, Lexington stood by at 
Mayport during the crisis as other ships were detached to the Caribbean, mcluding her modemized World War n 
veteran and sister ship, USS Essex. Because of the Cuban Missile Crisis, Lexington thus did not arrive at 
Pensacola until December 1962. January 1963 saw the first carrier traming operations which contmued until 26 
November 1991, conductmg carrier qualifications for smdent and fleet naval aviators m the Gulf of Mexico. 
Between that period, the Navy's aviators rotated through Lexington, helping the ship attain a naval record of 
493,248 trapped aircraft landmgs on her deck. 

Lexington was the first U.S. Navy ship to mclude women in her regular crew. The first female crew came 
aboard 19 July, 1980. When Lexington was decommissioned, 273 of her 1,200 crew were women. Lt. Jean 
CacKowski became the first female officer of the deck on an aircraft carrier aboard Lexington, and the last trap 
of a traming aircraft in Lexingtoris carrier was made by Lt. Kathy P. Owens in March 1991. Lexington was 
decommissioned on 26 November 1991, and was reheved as the Navy's traming carrier by USS Forrestal. After 
makmg the successfiil bid to preserve, display and mterpret Lexington, Corpus Christi, Texas prepared a new 
berth for the carrier as a museum ship. The USS Lexington Museum on the Bay, operated as a non-profit 
organization, opened on 14 October 1992. At the end of her active career, which spanned fifty years, Lexington 
was the last operational unit of the Essex class carriers. "Her records for the most launches and arrested 
recoveries will stand forever m the annals of Naval Aviation. It is also unlikely that any present or fiiture carrier 
will ever equal her combat record. It is therefore fittmg that many thousands of visitors now have the 
opportunity to leam about her records and service...." ^ 

Kinzey, USS Lexington in Detail and Scale, p. 3. 



Dr. Wallace B. Chung 
Chair, Board of Governors 
Trevor J. Peach, R Eng. 
Presidei\t, Board of Trustees 

\ ^ r i P f W l V # * T ^ ^ " ^ ^ Delgado 
^ * * - t * V , V ^ l A T Executive Director 

Maritime 
Museum 

June 10,1997 

Mr Robie Lang 

National Histonc Landmark Program 
National Park Service 
800 Nortii Capital Boulevard, Suite 310 
Washington, D.C. 20013-7127 

Dear Robie: 

Enclosed please find the National Historic Landmark study for the aircraft carrier USS Lexington, originally 
prepared by David Whipple in Kevin's office and revised by me at Kevin's suggestion. I spoke with Candy, who 
in tum had spoken with Patty, about the impossibihty of obtaining a USGS Quad Sheet, and hence UTMs, in 
Canada, and was assured that you all could fill that last bit in. 

Everything else should be in order. Apparentiy the original NHL was lost in transmission between Dave and 
the office a year or so ago, and the Lexington folks are, therefore, quite concerned that this study make it in. If 
you all could confirm with them that you do have the study and will be evaluating it, that would, I know, be 
gready appreciated. 

Fm enclosing the smdy on disk (in WordPerfect 6.0) in case any changes are needed. 1 hope all goes well with 
you; we're having a great time out here Please convey my very best wishes to the rest of the office 

Smcerely, 

U-1 
Jaitiei P. Delgado 
Executive Director 

cc; Judith Whipple, Curator, USS Lexington (w/ enclosures) 

Enclosures: a/s 
/rem 

1905 Ogden Avenue 
Vancouver, B.C. General /n/on»iflrion (604) 257-8300 
Canada V6J 1A3 Facsimile (604) 737-2621 
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About the 27th Congressional District, and Texas 

The 27th district of Texas was created in the 1982 Congressional redistricting by the 
Texas State Legislatiu-e. It is in the southeast comer of Texas with two major 
population centers, Corpus Christi to the north and the Brownsville-Harlingen area in 
the South. 

There are several deep water ports in the 27th district, and the 27th is reliant on the 
energy, fishing and tourism industry. The North American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA), on the whole, has brought more conunerce to, and through, the 27th 
district, and subsequently brought jobs with that corrunerce. 

Points of interest include the King Ranch, one of the largest ranches in the world 
today. South Padre Island, famed spring-break island retreat outside of Brownsville 
(20 minutes from the intemational border), proximity to the border with Mexico, and 
tourist and ecological attractions. 

The Rio Grande Valley, in the southem part of the 27th district, is part of the distinct 
border culture along the entire U.S. Border with Mexico. There is a charming blend 
of independent Texas spirit and Mexican influence over language, music, attitudes, 
food and culture that captivates and mystifies outsiders. Major cities include 
Brownsville, Harlingen, San Benito, South Padre Island and Los Fresnos. 

The Coastal Bend, at the northem border of the district, shares some of the same 
border culture, but is removed enough to be considered beyond the border area. It is a 
more conservative area of the district, home to a military complex of foiu major 
military installations. There is a large petrochemical presence in the Coastal Bend, as 
well as ranches and farms. Major cities include Corpus Christi, Robstovm and 
Kingsville. 

Coastal Bend 

Business and commerce 

• Corpus Christi Charnber of Corrunerce 
• Corpus Christi Board of Realtors 
• Coastal Bend Real Estate Connection 
• Kingsville Chamber of Commerce 

Education 

• Texas A&M University-Corpus Christi 
• Texas A&M University-Kingsville 
• Del Mar College 
• Corpus Christi Public Library 

Rio Grande Valley 

Business and commerce: 

1 of 2 8/24/01 10:25 AM 
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• Harlingeri Chamber of Commerce 
• Brownsville Economic Development Council 
• Valley Realtors 
• Border Information Network Services, an interconnection of Valley 

business-related web sites and information (includes Spanish-language 
services) 

Education: 

• University of Texas at Brownsville 
• Texas State Technical College 
• Brownsville Public Library Internet 
• Cameron County Library System 
• Valley Museurns and LiDrary~ 
• San Benito Public Library 

Historic sites in the Valley area 
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County Judge 
Departments Phone Numbers ome 

Nueces County Judge 
The Honorable Richard M. Borchard 

Summary of Position 

The Coimty Judge is the executive officer of Nueces 
Coimty and acts as the chief administrator, presiding 
judge, and voting member of the Commissioners 
Court. 

Richard M. Borchard has served as Nueces County 
Judge since December of 1994. As County Judge he 
serves as the presiding officer of the Nueces County 
Commissioners Court, the principal administrative 
body for Nueces County Govemment. He is 
responsible for administering the County's $80 
million annual budget and coordinating many of the 
day-to-day activities of County Govemment. 

Personal History: 

• Nueces County Judge, December, 1994 through Present 
• Nueces County Commissioner, Precinct III , August, 1981 through January, 1994 
. Utility Manager, Nueces County Sheriffs Office, January, 1979 through July, 1981 
• Chief Deputy, Nueces County Sheriffs Office, January, 1977 through December, 1978 
• Judge Borchard has been awarded a Masters of Science Degree in Administration and a 

Bachelors of Science Degree, both from Texas A&I University 
• Judge Borchard is serving or has served on numerous community boards including the 

Nueces County Juvenile Board, State Job Training Council, the Coastal Bend Council of 
Govemments, the National Association of Counties, the Homeport Steering Council, the 
United Way Board of Governors, the MHMR Board of Directors, the Y.M.C.A. Board of 
Directors, Greater Corpus Christi Business Alliance, Metropolitan Planning Organization, 
Workforce Development Conunission, Alliance for Interstate 69 Texas Executive 
Committee, AVANCE, Inc. Hispanic Chamber of Commerce, Westside Business Alliance, 
Council of Urban Counties and others. 

• Judge Borchard is a member of the Bet-El Christian Church (DC) 
• Judge Borchard is married to Norma Jean Borchard and they are the proud parents of Nicole 

Jean Borchard. 

Phone: 361-888-0444 
Email: rborchard@nueces.esc2.net 
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Government 

Welcome to the City Government Section. 

This is where you can view detailed information about our City 
Govemment. You will find an overview of City Council members, 
Council meeting minutes, agendas and other information. Also covered 
are city commissions and boards. 

Just select a section from the list at your right to view that information. 

History of Corpus Christi 

Population: 275,000 

In 1519, on the Roman Catholic Feast Day of Corpus Christi, Spanish 
explorer Alonzo Alvarez de Pineda discovered a lush semi-tropical bay 
on what is now the southem coast of Texas. The bay, and the city that 
later spmng up there, took the name of the feast day celebrating the 
"Body of Christ." 

The spot Pineda discovered is 
now home to the largest city 
on the Texas Coast and is the 
sixth largest port in the nation. 
Key industries include 
petrochemical, tourism, health 
care, retail, education, 
shipping, agriculture and the 
military. Since its 
incorporation in 1852, Corpus 
Christi has grown into a 
regional hub for marketing, processing, packaging and distributing 
agricultural commodities for a 12-county trade area. 

Corpus Christi began as a frontier trading post, founded in 1838-39 by 
Colonel Henry Lawrence Kinney, an adventurer, impresario and 
colonizer. The small settlement was called Kinney's Trading Post, or 
Kinney's Ranch. 

City Council: 
Contains pictures and information on 

each City Council member and links to 
the other sections. 

City Manager: 
Duties and Responsibilities 

Deputy City Manager: 
Duties and Responsibilities 

City Secretary: 
Duties and Responsibilities, Cfity 
Charter, Office tiours and StafT... 

Council Agenda & Minutes: 
An electronic version of the City 

Council's agenda and meeting minutes. 
Updated Weekly. 

Agenda & Minutes 
Supplement: 

luse of er Sometimes, because ot emergency 
meetings or decision making, there will 

be a supplement to the City Council 
agenda. If there is one posted, you can 

find it here. 

City Boards & Commissions: 
An alphabetical listing and description 

of each of our City's boards & 
commissions. Broken down into 

alphabetical groups and updated as 
needed. 

Comment Form: 
A comment form for the citizens to give 

their feedback and share their opinions 
directly with us. 

City Municipal Codes 
An extemal database of the City's codes. 

City Council Election 2001  

Bond Project Update 
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City of Corpus Christi Govemment 

It remained an obscure settlement until July 1845, when U.S. troops 
under General Zachary Taylor set up camp here in preparation for war 
with Mexico. The Army remained until March 1846, when it marched 
southward to the Rio Grande to enforce it as the southem border of the 
United States. 

About a year later, the city took the name Corpus Christi because a "more 
definite postmark for letters was needed." It incorporated on Sept. 9, 
1852. Residents elected a city council and a mayor, Benjamin F. Neal, 
who served fi-om 1852 to 1855. 

http://www.ci.corpus-christi.tx.us/govemment/index.html 

i 
The city charter - a document establishing a city's principles, fimctions and organization of its govemment -
was adopted in 1876. The city's first ordinance, adopted Jan. 15, 1879, made it against the law to let hogs and 
goats mn loose. 

Corpus Christi has a home-mle govemment with a mayor, eight council members and a city manager. The 
city manager functions as the chief executive officer, carrying out policy and handling operations as directed 
by the city council. 

In 1983, the city adopted single-member districts, which allowed voters in a particular area to elect someone 
from their district to represent them on the city council. Single-member districts provide equal representation 
among communities or groups with different interests. Five city council members are elected through 
single-member districts, while three others and the mayor are elected at-large. The city also has over 40 
boards and commissions providing a direct link between citizens and the city council and staff. 

The city of Corpus Christi provides a variety of facilities and services 
to the community, including police, fire and emergency medical 
services, health, parks and recreation, which include youth and senior 
programs, a natural history museum, libraries, an airport and a 
marina. Other services include water, wastewater, gas, garbage and 
brush collection, recycling, street maintenance, traffic signs and 
signal maintenance. 

The water department alone oversees more than 1,600 miles of water 
transmission/distribution mains and has a combined storage capacity 
of more than 16 million gallons. The wastewater department operates 
six treatment plants with a combined treatment capacity of 42.7 
million gallons per day. 

The city strives to be progressive in updating its infrastmcture and 
planning for fiiture resources, annually updating a comprehensive 
capital improvement program. The drought of 1996 brought statewide attention to water problems. The city, 
through an extremely effective regional partnership with the Nueces River Authority and the Port of Corpus 
Christi Authority, completed constmction of the 101-mile Mary Rhodes Pipeline, which transports water from 
Lake Texana to the city's O.N. Stevens Water Treatment Plant. In addition, the Texas Natural Resource 
Conservation Commission approved the Garwood transbasin diversion as another water source proving that, 
through planning and cooperation, water can be secured for the region in record time. 

While the city places strong emphasis on infrastmcture and basic services, the organization also has a 
commitment to provide a variety of recreation and cultural amenities. Part of that commitment includes 
substantial funding for local arts organizations. Citizens and visitors can easily access any one of five 
libraries, or spend a fun and educational day at the Corpus Christi Museum of Science and History. Another 
beautiful and popular attraction has always been the bayfront marina, located a stone's throw from downtown 
Corpus Christi. 

To ensure the continuity of quality services, the city follows sound financial policies and practices. The city's 
fiscal year begins August 1 and ends July 31, and the budget is made up of six major funds. The General Fund 
pays for the administration of city govemment and traditional public services such as police, fire, streets, park 
and recreation and solid waste services. The Enterprise Fund accounts for services provided to the general 
public on a fee basis, including funds for aviation, ambulance, golf, marina and utilities. The Intemal Service 
Fund provides goods and services for other departments on a cost-reimbursement basis, including health 
insurance, maintenance services and information systems. Other fiinds account for debt service, special 
revenues and tmsts. To enhance economic development efforts, the city provides funding and support to the 
Corpus Christi Regional Economic Development Corporation. 

Maintaining a safe community is a major priority for the city. The Police and Fire Departments have 
established state-of-the-art communications systems and work closely with the county, the Local Emergency 
Planning Committee and industries to be on top of any emergency situation. The Corpus Christi Crime 
Control and Prevention District, which uses sales tax revenues to fight crime, has in recent years enabled the 
city to increase its police force, equipment and support personnel, especially targeting youth and 
neighborhood initiatives. In addition, the city's emergency medical services are ranked number one in the 
state, excelling in response time and patient survival rates. 
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The city of Corpus Christi constantly strives to continuously improve the programs and services it provides 
for local residents and visitors, with a special importance placed on responsive customer service. In fact, the 
city's organizational goal is to be a national leader of excellence in public service. 

City Govemment | City Services | Tourism & Business | City News | Home 
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/ w a b d e s i g gn 

Questions or comments about this site? 
Contact Diana Ramrez in CoT^r^u^lcat o-is t. QLiality Management 

[361) 880-3211 
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Welcome to the City Council Section. 

The City Council is the City's Legislative body and is composed of 
the Mayor, one Member from each of the five Districts, and three 
At-Large Members. The citizens elect each to a two-year term. Five 
members constitute a quomm, which is required to conduct City 
business. The Council appoints the City Manager, City Secretary, 
and Municipal Judges. 

Corpus Chrisfi has a Council-Manager form of local govemment. 
Policies are set by the Mayor and Council who are elected by the 
citizens. Policies are carried out by the City Manager. The Council 
decides what is to be done and the City Manager implements it with 
the assistance of the entire City StafT. 

The Council wants to assure that any citizen may speak in support or 
against any item on the Agenda and encourages the expression of all 
views before action is taken. 

There are numerous City Boards, Commissions, and Committees 
established to provide advice to the Council on City matters. If you 
are interested in serving on a Board, Commission or Committee, 
contact the City Secretary's Office in person or by calling 880-3105. 

Click on each thumbnail to view Ihe 
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Government 

Mayor Loyd Neal 
Contact Information: 
Mayor's Office 
Main Line (361)880-3100 
E-mail: 

dianag@ci.corpus-christi.tx.us  

Back to the City Council Page 

" I f we come together as friends and neighbors, as 
one city, we can meet any challenge." 

Big challenges. Are we up to finding the solutions? I know we are. But it 
won't be easy. What it will take is the combined effort of all our citizens, 
working together for the entire city and for one another. We can, and will, do 
it. For my part, I promise you straight answers to your questions, and I 
promise we'll work until we find the solutions to fiiese challenges. Working 
together we can make Corpus Christi the city it tmly deserves to be, a city 
that cares for all its citizens, a safe city, the best city in the world in which to 
raise a family and make a good living. 

Goals 

Improve City staff performance. 
Make City staff more accountable. 
Continue to fight juvenile crime. 
Keep the City budget balanced. 
Reduce the cost of City govemment. 
Raise the JFK Causeway. 
Fix the City's streets. 
Enact a community-oriented police strategy. 
Fix the seawall and the dam. 
Modemize the airport. 
Improve street lighting. 
Support improving Highway 624 for better 

access for Northwest Corpus Christi. 
Implement Youth Opportunities United (YOU) 

programs to benefit our youth. 

Links 

Progress Report on Council Goals 

Alliance for Redesigning Govemment 

U.S. Conference of Mayors 

National League of Cities 

Texas Municipal League 

History of the City 

Youth Opportunities United (YOU) 

Milleimium Celebration Events 
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Corpus Christi City Govemment - Mayor Loyd Neal http://www.ci.corpus-christi.tx.us/govemmenfcouncil/neal/ 

Mayor Samuel L. Neal, Jr. (Loyd Neal) was elected Mayor of the City of Corpus Christi in April 1997, and 
re-elected in April 1999 for his second term. Mayor Neal is the Chairman of the Corpus Christi Office for Hilb, 
Rogal and Hamilton (HRH) Insurance Company, the ninth largest agency system company in the United States, and 
has been an Adjunct Professor of Insurance at Texas A&M University - Corpus Chrisfi since 1973. The Mayor 
serves as Chairman of the South Texas Military Facilities Task Force, and was appointed by Govemor George Bush 
to the Texas Strategic Military Planning Commission in 1997. Mayor Neal also was recently appointed to serve on 
the Attomey General Municipal Advisory Committee, and is serving as the 2000-01 President of the Texas 
Municipal League. For the past 30 years, the Mayor has served in numerous community leadership positions, 
including Chairman of the Corpus Christi Economic Development Corporation, Chamber of Commerce, Leadership 
Corpus Christi Alumni, and President of the Corpus Christi Navy League. 
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Corpus Christi State Legislators 

. SENATE DISTRICT 20 - Senator Carlos F. Truan 
• HOUSE DISTRICT 32 - Representative Eugene "Gene" J. Seaman 
• HOUSE DISTRICT 33 - Representative Vilma LuiTa~  
. HOUSE DISTRICT 34 - Representative Jaime Capelo 

U.S. House of Representatives 

• Solomon P. Ortiz 

U.S. Senate 
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August 29, 2001 

Dear Judith, 

Enclosed Is your "unofficial" copy of the USS Lexington National Historic Landmark nomination. 
I've also provided a bulletin and a few copies of a brochure that describe the NHL process. 
Hopefully this will give you a little better idea of how the whole business works. 

By about the first of October, the museum (your executive director) should receive an official 
notification letter stating that your property is being considered for NHL designation and will be 
placed on the agenda of the upcoming National Park System Advisory Board meeting. A copy 
of the nomination will also be provided at this time as well as the date, time, and location of the 
Board's meeting. The mayor of Corpus Christi, state historic preservation office and your 
congressional representative and both U.S. senators will also receive notification. 

However, because of tight scheduling for the Advisory Board meeting, there will not be the 
required minimum of 60 days for all the parties receiving notification to provide written 
comments on the nomination. Because of this, the notification letters sent to you and the 
mayor's office will also contain a waiver stating that you understand that you do not have the full 
60 days to comment. It is very important that the waiver be signed and returned. If you could 
make sure your executive director and the mayor's office are aware of this and that they return 
the signed waiver, this will ensure that the nomination can be placed on the meeting agenda. 
You can still provide letters of support or other comments; there just will be a little less time for 
the official comment period. 

Hope this isn't too confusing. Call or e-mail me if you have any questions, (202) 343-8170, 
hallie_brooker@nps.gov. 

Best wishes, 

Hallie Brooker 
Contract Historian 
Maritime Heritage Program 
National Park Service 



U.S.S. Lexington nomination contact information 

Owner: 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay Association 
Contact: 
Frank W. Montesano 
Executive Director 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
2914 North Shoreline Blvd. 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78402 
(361) 888-4873 

Highest Elected Official: 
Mayor Loyd Neal 
Office of the Mayor 
P.O. Box 9277 
Corpus Christi, TX 78469 
(361) 880-3100 

Congressional District: 
Texas, 27th 
Honorable Solomon P. Ortiz 
2304 Rayburn 
Washington, D.C. 20515 
(202) 225-7742 



U.S.S. Lexington nomination contact information 

Owner: 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay Association 
Contact: 
Frank W. Montesano 
Executive Director 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
2914 North Shoreline Blvd. 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78402 
(361) 888-4873 

f / M 
ighest Elected Official: 

Mayor Loyd Neal 
Office of the Mayor 
P.O. Box 9277 
Corpus Christi, TX 78469 
(361)880-3100 

/Ongressional District: 
Texas, 27th 
Honorable Solomon P. Ortiz 
2304 Rayburn 
Washington, D.C. 20515 
(202) 225-7742 



USS LEXINGTON 
Museum On The Bay 

Hallie Brooker, 
Maritime Heritage Program 
National Park Service (NRHE-2280) 
800 North Capital Street, NW Suite 400 
Washington, DC 20002 

September 18, 2001 

Dear Hallie, 

Here are the slides and an explanation of each, if needed. As I mentioned on the phone the other day, you may 
choose the ones you think would be suitable. 

Included is the WWII slide in case they wanted to compare it with the Angle Deck.. 

Included is the Angle Deck slide, this is the only one we have. I think it was taken just before the ship was brought 
herein 1992. 

The Captains chair has a worn spot on the back of the seat but it is a beautiful picture and that's how it came to us. 

I hope the rest of the slides are suitable. 

If you think you need to omit some of these, feel free to do so. You know much more about this than I do. 

Please let me know when you receive this package. 

Sincerely, 

Judith Whipple 
Historian 

Lady Lex Museum On The Bay Association 
PO. Box 23076, Corpus Christi, Texas 78403-3076 

Telephone: 512-888-4873 Fax: 512-883-8361 



USS LEXINGTON 
(CV-16) 

04 October, 2001 

John Sprinkle 
Supervisory Historian for National Landmark Survey 
1849 C St. NW, Room NC400 
Washington, DC 20240 

Dear Mr. Sprinkle: 

This letter Is in regard to the aircraft canier USS Lexington, which as you know is 
now the USS Lexington Museum on the Bay in Corpus Christi, Texas, being 
placed on the National Register of Historic Places (National Historic Landmark). 

This carrier, the last of the Essex class to be decommissioned, served with 
distinction throughout its long career as a fighting vessel, as a peacekeeping ship 
and as the longest serving aircraft/pilot training ship in the U.S. Navy. She 
qualified over 43,000 pilots for carrier landings, she earned 11 Battle Stars, the 
Presidential Unit Citation and the Philippine Liberation Medal among others 
during her distinguished World War II service. 

The name 'Lexington' is synonymous with freedom and patriotism and this ship 
has served those ideals well from the time of its commissioning in 1943 until her 
final decommissioning in 1991. Her historical significance is huge and the 
Museum exemplifies those things that history should preserve. This designation 
is urged and strongly supported by those of us who proudly served on the USS 
Lexington with the hull designation 16. 

Sincerely, 

Lloyd Fri^dli 
Treasurer 
USS Lexington CV 16 Association 
P. O. Box 16 
Lexington, IL 61753 

Cc: William Royer, Association President 
Judith Whipple, Curator 
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HISTORIC NAVAL SHIPS ASSOCIATION/ 
4640 Hoylake Drive 

Virginia Beach, VA 23462-4547 
Octobers, 2001 

Mr. John H. Sprinkle, Jr. 
Supervisory Historian for National Historic Landmark Surveys 
National Park Service 
1849 C. St, NW, Room NC 400 
Washington, DC 20240-0001 

Dear Mr. Sprinkle: 

It is my pleasure to submit this letter to support the nomination of USS Lexington for designation 
as a National Historic Landmark. 

Three of Lexingtoris sister Essex class aircraft carriers - USS Yorktown, USS Intrepid and USS 
Hornet - already hold the prestigious National Historic Landmark designation. Each of them 
and Lexington distinguished themselves in their World War II exploits, events of unquestioned 
national significance. Each made magnificent contributions to the winning of the War in the 
Pacific with their aircraft inflicting heavy damage to enemy shore installations, ships and 
aircraft. But for each of them, most of the accomplishments were in different areas of the 
Westem Pacific theater and in different campaigns during the war. Each carrier's record was 
unique. In the case of Lexington, her aircraft raids ranged from as far south as Indo-China and 
the Philippines to the home islands of Japan. With the specifics of her remarkable war record 
descrit)ed in the nomination, I will not repeat them. 

As a measure of Lexington's significance in comparison to her three NHL-designated sister 
carriers, I would note that she earned 11 battle engagement stars in World War fl, the same 
number as Yorktown. Intrepid was awarded 5 and Hornet 4. Each of the four carriers later had 
her straight deck modified to an angled deck, and each had her electronic equipment suite 
updated through the years. However, their basic configuration, fabric and appearance have 
remained essentially imchanged from the time they were commissioned in the early 1940s. 
Having visited all four of them, I can attest to this fact. 

Lexington is richly deserving of National Historic Landmark status. 

Captaii 
ExecuHve Director 

Retired) 



United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

1849 C Street, N.W. DEC 2 7 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

Notice of a Study to Determine Potential for Designation 
as a 

National Historic Landmark 

The National Park Service is pleased to announce that a study is being conducted on the 
following property to determine its potential for designation as a National Historic Landmark: 

U.S.S. Lexington 
Corpus Christi, Texas 

National Historic Landmarks are nationally significant places that illustrate important themes, 
persons, or events in American history. The National Historic Landmarks Program recognizes 
properties of national significance in the Nation's history, architecture, archeology, engineering 
and culture. Once reviewed by the National Park System Advisory Board and designated by the 
Secretary of the Interior each landmark may request an official bronze plaque from the National 
Park Service that recognizes this high distinction. 

When the study is completed and scheduled for review by the National Park System Advisory 
Board, you will a receive a copy of the nomination and have 60 days to comment in writing, if 
you so desire. After the 60-day period, the nomination and any comments received will be 
submitted to the National Park System Advisory Board. 

For your information, we have enclosed a brochure that describes the National Historic 
Landmarks Program and a fact sheet that describes the effects of designation. 

For further information on the National Historic Landmarks program, including the designation 
process, please contact: Ms. Carol D. Shull, Chief, National Historic Landmarks Survey, 
National Register, History and Education (2280), 1849 C. StreeL N.W., NC 400, Washington, 
D.C. 20240. For questions on this specific study contact Dr. John H. Sprinkle, at the above 
address, or call 202/343-8166. 

Additional information on the National Historic Landmarks Program is available at:  
www.cr.nps.gov/nhl. 



U.S.S. Lexington Mr. Frank W. Montesano 
Executive Director 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
2914 North Shoreline Boulevard 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78402 

Honorable Loyd Neal 
Office of the Mayor 
P.O. Box 9277 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78469 

Honorable Solomon P. Ortiz 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C 20515 

Honorable Phil Gramm 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Honorable Kay Bailey Hutchison 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Prestwould Mr. Julian Hudson 
Prestwould Foimdation 
P.O. Box 872 
Clarksville, Virginia 23927 

Mr. W. P. Hudgins, Sr. 
Mecklenburg County Board of Supervisors 
P.O. Box 307 
Boydton, Virginia 23917 

Honorable John Warner 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Honorable George Allen 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C 20510 

Honorable Virgil H. Goode, Jr. 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Hashidate Yu at the Panama Hotel Ms. Jan Johnson 
Panama Hotel 
605 S. Main Street 
Seattle, Washington 98104 

Honorable Paul Schell 
600 4* Avenue 
12* Floor 
Seattle, Washington 98104 

Honorable Patty Mimray 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Honorable Maria Cantwell 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Honorable Jim McDermott 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Ms. Karen Gordon 
City of Seattle Historic Preservation Officer 
700 3"* Avenue 
Seanle, Washington 98104 



IN Rm,Y REFER Tt> 

United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

1849CStteet. N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 J/^f^i 2 4 

Notice of a Study to Determine Potential for Designation 
asa 

National Historic Landmark 

The National Park Service is pleased to announce that a study is being conducted on the 
following property to determine its potential for designation as a National Historic Landmark: 

U.S.S. Lexington 
Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Texas 

National Historic Landmarks are nationally sigmficant places that illustrate important themes, 
persons, or events in American history. The National Historic Landmarks Program recognizes 
properties of national significance in the Nation's history, architectiu-e, archeology, engineering 
and culture. Once reviewed by the National Park System Advisory Board and designated by the 
Secretary of the Interior each landmark may request an official bronze plaque from the National 
Park Service that recognizes this high distinction. 

When the study is completed and scheduled for review by the National Park System Advisory 
Board, you will a receive a copy of the nomination and have 60 days to comment in writing, i f 
you so desire. After the 60-day period, the nomination and any comments received will be 
submitted to the National Park System Advisory Board. 

For your information, we have enclosed a brochure that describes the National Historic 
Landmarks Program and a fact sheet that describes the effects of designation. 

For fiuther information on the National Historic Landmarks program, including the designafion 
process, please contact: Ms. Carol D. Shull, Chief, Nadonal Historic Landmarks Survey, 
National Register, History and Educafion (2280), 1849 C. Street, N.W., NC 400, Washington, 
D.C. 20240. For questions on this specific study contact Dr. John H. Sprinkle, at the above 
address, or call 202/343-8166. 

Additional information on the National Historic Landmarks Program is available at:  
www.cr.nps.gov/nhl. 

Mr. Lawerence Oaks 
SHPO 
Texas Historical Commission 
PO Box 12276 
Austin, TX 78711-2276 



H34(2280) 

AUG - 2 2002 

Honorable John Comyn 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Comyn: 

We are pleased to inform you that the National Park Service has completed the study of the U.S.S. 
Lexington in Corpus Christi, Texas, for the purpose of nominating it for possible designation as a 
National Historic Landmark (NHL). We enclose a copy of the nomination. The National Park System 
Advisory Board will consider the nomination during its next meeting, at the time and place indicated on 
an enclosure. This enclosure also specifies how you may comment on the proposed nomination if you so 
choose. The Board will make its recommendation to the Secretary of the Interior based upon the criteria 
of the National Historic Landmarks Program. 

You have 60 days to submit your views in writing, if you so desire. After the 60-day period, we will 
submit the nomination and your comments to the National Park System Advisory Board's Landmarks 
Committee, which will then inform the full Advisory Board of the Committee's recommendations at the 
Board's meeting. The Secretary of the Interior will then be informed of the Board's recommendations for 
her final action. 

To assist you in considering this matter, we have enclosed a copy of the regulations governing the 
National Historic Landmarks Program. They describe the criteria for designation (Sec. 65.4) and include 
other information on the Program. We are also enclosing a fact sheet that outlines the effects of 
designation. 

Sincerely, 

aOHK BOBBINS 

Katherine H. Stevenson 
Associate Director, Cultural Resources 
Stewardship and Partnerships 

Enclosures 



PROPERTY STUDIED FOR 
NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION 

U.S.S. LEXINGTON 
CORPUS CHRISTI, TEXAS 

The Landmarks Committee of the National Park System Advisory Board will evaluate this property at a 
meeting to be held on October 15 and 16, 2002, beginning at 9:00 a.m. in the Great Hall of the Charles 
Sumner School at 1201 Seventeenth Street, NW, Washington, D.C. The Landmarks Committee evaluates 
the studies of historic properties being nominated for National Historic Landmark designation in order to 
advise the fiill National Park System Advisory Board at their meeting on October 30 and 31, 2002 in San 
Francisco, Califomia, and will recommend to the fiill Board those properties that the Committee finds 
meet the criteria of the National Historic Landmarks Program. 

Owners of private properties nominated for NHL designation have an opportunity to concur with or 
object to lisdng in accord with the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR 65. Any owner or 
partial owner of private property who chooses to object to designation must submit a notarized statement 
certifying that the party is the sole or partial owner of the private property and objects to the designation. 
Each owner or partial owner of private property has one vote regardless of the portion of the property that 
the party owns. If a majority of private property owners object, a property will not be designated. Letters 
objecting to or supporting nominations may be sent to Ms. Carol D. Shull, Chief, National Historic 
Landmarks Survey, at the Nadonal Park Service, in care of Ms. Shirley Sears Smith, Office of Policy, 
1849 C Street, N.W., Room 2414, Washington, D.C. 20240. 

Should you wish to obtain informafion about these meetings, or about the National Historic Landmarks 
Program, please contact Historian Patty Henry at the National Park Service, at the address given above; or 
by telephone through Ms. Shiriey Smith at 202/208-7456. 



SIMILAR LETTER SENT TO: 

Honorable John Comyn 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Honorable Kay Bailey Hutchison 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Honorable Solomon P. Ortiz 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

bcc: Bob Spude, Santa FE SO 
0001 
2200 
2250 Robbins 
2280 Sprinkle/Foster 
2280 USS LEXINGTON (NHL) 

FNP:PHENRY:MG:08/14/03:F\NR-NHL\MONETTE\FALL02\FALLO2BCCOWN 



H34(2280) 

AUG 2 2002 
Mr. Frank W. Montesano, Executive Director 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
P.O. Box 23076 

Corpus Christi, Texas 78403-3076 

Dear Mr. Montesano: 
We are pleased to inform you that the National Park Service has completed the study of the U.S.S. 
Lexington in Corpus Christi, Texas, for the purpose of nominating it for possible designation as a 
National Historic Landmark. We enclose a copy of the nomination. The Nadonal Park System Advisory 
Board will consider the nomination during its next meeting, at the time and place indicated on an 
enclosure. This enclosure also specifies how you may comment on the proposed nomination if you so 
choose. The Board will make its recommendation to the Secretary of the Interior based upon the criteria 
of the National Historic Landmarks Program. 

You have 60 days to submit your views in writing, if you so desire. After the 60-day period, we will 
submit the nomination and your comments to the National Park System Advisory Board's Landmarks 
Committee, which will then inform the full Advisory Board of the Committee's recommendations at the 
Board's meefing. The Secretary of the Interior will then be informed of the Board's recommendations for 
her final action. 

To assist you in considering this matter, we have enclosed a copy of the regulations governing the 
National Historic Landmarks Program. They describe the criteria for designation (Sec. 65.4) and include 
other information on the Program. We are also enclosing a fact sheet that outlines the effects of 
designation. 

Sincerely, 

Carol D. Shull 
Carol D. Shull 
Chief, National Historic Landmarks Survey 
Keeper, National Register ofHistoric Places 

Enclosures 



PROPERTY STUDIED FOR 
NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION 

U . S . S . L E X I N G T O N 

CORPUS CHRISTI, TEXAS 

The Landmarks Committee of the National Park System Advisory Board will evaluate this property at a 
meeting to be held on October 15 and 16, 2002, begiiming at 9:00 a.m. in the Great Hall of the Charles 
Sumner School at 1201 Seventeenth Street, NW, Washington, D.C. The Landmarks Committee evaluates 
the studies of historic properties being nominated for National Historic Landmark designation in order to 
advise the full Nafional Park System Advisory Board at their meeting on October 30 and 31, 2002 in San 
Francisco, Califomia, and will recommend to the fiill Board those properties that the Committee finds 
meet the criteria of the National Historic Landmarks Program. 

Owners of private properties nominated for NHL designation have an opportunity to concur with or 
object to listing in accord with the National Historic Preservafion Act and 36 CFR 65. Any owner or 
partial owner of private property who chooses to object to designation must submit a notarized statement 
certifying that the party is the sole or partial ovraer of the private property and objects to the designation. 
Each owner or partial owner of private property has one vote regardless of the portion of the property that 
the party owns. If a majority of private property owners object, a property will not be designated. Letters 
objecfing to or supporting nominafions may be sent to Ms. Carol D. Shull, Chief National Historic 
Landmarks Survey, at the National Park Service, in care of Ms. Shirley Sears Smith, Office of Policy, 
1849 C Street, N.W., Room 2414, Washington, D.C. 20240. 

Should you wish to obtain information about these meetings, or about the National Historic Landmarks 
Program, please contact Historian Patty Henry at the National Park Service, at the address given above; or 
by telephone through Ms. Shiriey Smith at 202/208-7456. 



SIMILAR LETTER SENT TO: 

OWN: Mr. Frank W. Montesano, Executive Director 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
2914 North Shoreline Boulevard 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78402 

HEO: Honorable Loyd Neal 
Mayor of Corpus Christi 
Office of the Mayor 
P.O. Box 9277 
Corpus Chrisfi, Texas 78469 

SHPO: Mr. F. Lawerence Oaks, SHPO 
Texas Historical Commission 
P.O. Box 12276 
Capitol Station 
Austin, Texas 78711-2276 

bcc: Bob Spude, Santa FE SO 
0001 
2200 
2250 Robbins 
2280 Sprinkle/Foster 
2280 USS LEXINGTON (NBL PENDING) 

FNP:PHENRY:MG:8/30/02:F\NR-NHL\MONETTE\FALL02\FALLO2BCCOWN 



TEXAS 
H I S T O R I C A L 
C O M M I S S I O N 

The State Agency for Historic Presenation 

RICK PERRY, GOVERNOR 

JOHN L NAU, 111, CHAIRMAN 

F. l.AV(T.RENCE OAKS, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

August 23, 2002 

Carol D. Shull 
Chief, National Historic Landmarks Survey 
National Park Service 
1849 C Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20240 

RE: U.S.S. Lexington. Corpus Christi. Nueces County. TX 

RffflVED 2280 

NAT. REGISTER OF HlSi . • FiACES 
NATIONAL PAPK "."CE , 

Dear Carol: 

The Texas Historical Commission enthusiastically supports the nomination of the U.S.S. 
Lexington as a National Historic Landmark. Commissioned in 1943, the ship was an integral part 
of the U.S. Navy's Pacific Fleet throughout much of World War 11. The Lexington was directly 
involved in nearly every major operation of the war in the Central Pacific. It is also an excellent 
example of an Essex-cXass aircraft carrier, a design that elevated the significance of naval aviation 
and became the primary strike weapon of the Pacific Theater. Despite the Lexington's significant 
post-WWll changes, its 1940s heritage is still clearly apparent, especially on the interior. 

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment. I f l can lend additional support, or be of 
further assistance, please let me know. 

trance Oaks 
Executive Director 

PO. BOX 12276 • AUSTIN, TX 78711-2276 • 512/463 6100 • FAX 512/475-4872 
www.thc.state.tx.us 

TDD 1-800/735 2989 



SOLOMON P. ORTIZ 
27TH DISTRICT, TEXAS 

2304 RAYBURN HOUSE OFRCE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20615-4327 

202-225-7742 

DISTRICT OFHCES: 
3649 LEOPARD, SUITE 510 

CORPUS CHRISTI, TX 78408 

361-883-5868 

3505 BOCA CHICA BOULEVARD. SUITE 200 

BROWNSVILLE, TX 78521 

956-541-1242 

CongrcBS of the flnited States 
iaousc of RcprcscntatiDcs 

fDashington, Bd 20515-1327 

August 29, 2002 

COMMITTEES 

ARMED SERVICES 

SUBCOMMrrTEES: 

RANKING MINORITY. MILITARY 
READINESS 

MILITARY INSTALLATIONS AND 
FACILITIES 

MORALE. WELFARE AND RECREATION 
PANEL 

RESOURCES 

SUBCOMMITTEES 

ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES 
FISHERIES, CONSERVATION, WILDLIFE, 

AND OCEANS 

Ms. Carol D. Shull, Chief 
The National Historic Landmarks Survey 
National Park Service 
1849 C StreeL N.W., Room 2414 
Washington, DC 20240 

Dear Ms. Shull: 

I am writing to officially express my support to have the U.S.S. Lexington 
designated as a National Historic Landmark. The U.S.S. Lexington previously served as 
a World War II aircraft carrier and, due to its historical significance, is currently being 
utilized as an educational museum for the community of Corpus Christi and for the 
thousands of visitors who come from across the nafion to view this impressive naval 
vessel. 

Having participated in almost every campaign in the Pacific from 1943-1945, the 
story of the U.S.S. Lexington is almost as remarkable as the stories of the large number 
of veterans living in South Texas. This ship serves as a historic landmark to the City of 
Corpus Christi and to my endre congressional district. I am confident that the U.S.S. 
Lexington is a vessel of national historic importance; therefore, I would like nothing 
more than to see this ship's historical contributions to this country be officially 
recognized in order for her to be eligible for Federal grants-in-aid and loans that would 
ensure her preservation for many years to come. 

1 would appreciate your serious consideration of this request, as designating the 
U.S.S. Lexington as a National Historic Landmark would not only guarantee the 
protection of a noteworthy naval vessel but also sustain a crucial part of American 
history. Please do not hesitate to contact me, or my office staff i f you have any quesfions 
regarding this letter of support. With kindest regards, I am 

Sincerely, 

Solomon P. Ortiz 
Member of Congress 

SPO:jdg 



Vincent L. Anderson 
U.S.S. Le>dngton CV-2 Club 
78776 Platinum Drive 
Palm Desert, CA 92211 
(760) 345-1398 
Fax (760) 345-8617 
email: ininuteniancv2@aol.coni 

: E I V E D 

August 29, 2002 
SEP-3aDK 

.,C .HON 
^V.M^ SFRVICE 

Carol D. Shull, Chief 
Nafional Historic Landmark Survey 
National Park Service 

w 

c/o Shirley Sears Smith, Office Policy 
1849 C Street NW, Room 2414 
Washington, DC 20240 

Re: U.S.S. Lexington Museum On The Bay 

It has been brought to our attention that the U.S.S. Lexington Museum On The Bay in Corpus 
Christi, Texas, is being considered for nomination to the National Register ofHistoric Places. 

As the Historian and Chairman of the Memorial Committee for the U.S.S. Lexington CV-2 
Minutemen Club 1 urge that favorable consideration be given to this nomination for several reasons, 
not the least of which is her outstanding World War 11 record which included eaming 11 Battle Stars 
and a Presidential Unh Citation. 

Since decommissioning She continues to serve our nation by sharing her history and that of World 
War 11 with many thousands of students and visitors from all over the world who walk her decks and 
view the wonderfiil exhibits on display. It is a fact that a large number of commercial airline pilots 
received their Navy flight training aboard the Lady Lex. One of her exhibits, in two compartments, 
contains memorabilia from the fourth Lexington, the U.S.S. Lexington CV-2, which was sunk 
during the Battle of the Coral Sea and for whom she was named. 

In 1775, after the Battle of Lexington and Concord, the name "Lexington" was adopted by the 
United States Navy as signifying the virtues of patriotism and bravery in battle. Since that time all 
five Lexingtons have served their country with distinction and none more than The Blue Ghost, the 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum On The Bay, which served more time in the service of her country than 
all four other Lexingtons combined. 

VincenLLr'AHdeteon 
Historian and Chairman of meN^emorial Committee 

U.S.S. Lexington CV-2 Minutemen Club 



THE MEMORIAL TO THE FIVE SHIPS CFIRISTENED U S S LEXINGTON 
U.S.S. Lexington CV-16 Granite Marker is fifth from right 

On The Battle Green in Lexington, Massachusetts where Memorial Services are held on 
Patriot's Day each year for the five ships christened U.S.S. Lexington Lower photo shows 
the Visitors Center [white building in the background] 



City of 
I Carpus 

= Chnsti 

September 16, 2002 

Mr. John H. Sprinkle, Jr. 
Supervisory Historian for National Historic Landmark Surveys 
National Park Service 
1849 C. St., NW, Room NC 400 
Washington, DC 20240-0001 

Dear Mr. Sprinkle: 

It is indeed my pleasure as Mayor of the City of Corpus Christi to submit to you a letter 
supporting the designation of USS Lexington as a National Historic Landmark. 

The Lexington is the last of the Essex class aircraft carriers to be decommissioned. This 
carrier made significant contributions towards our success in the Pacific Theater. The 
Lexington was awarded eleven (11) battle engagement stars in World War II . Over 
43,000 pilots were qualified for carrier landings on her decks. 

The citizens of this City have a long and strong relationship with the Navy. It is 
appropriate that the Lexington has found a permanent berth in our community. This 
designafion is strongly urged and supported by the City of Corpus Christi. 

Sincerely, 

-^5^^ ^^^^ 

Samuel L. Neal, Jr., 
Mayor 

Office of the Mayor 
P.O. Box 9277 • Corpus Christi, Texas 78469-9277 • (361)880-3100 • Fax (361) 880-3103 
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September 20, 2002 

Ms. Carol D. Shull 

Chief, National Historic Landmark Survey 
Keeper, National Register ofHistoric Places 

National Park Service 
1849 C. St.,NW 
Washington, D C. 20240 

Re: H34(2280) 

Dear Ms. Shull: 

It is with great pride that I add my endorsement to the nomination of the USS Lexington as a 
National Historic Landmark. 

As the last Essex class aircraft carrier to be decommissioned, Lexington remains the longest 
serving carrier in Navy history, serving in an unprecedented six separate decades. During that 
time she took part in some of the most famous battles of WWII, eaming eleven battle stars, 
second only to the USS Enterprise. She served as the Flagship of legendary Admiral Marc 
Mitscher during the Marianas Turkey Shoot, a battle that effectively ended Japanese naval 
resistance in 1944. Lexington was also the first aircraft carrier to enter Tokyo Bay as the war 
ended. 

In 1962, following her participation in the Cuban missile crises, Lexington became the training 
carrier used by the Navy to qualify generations of new aviators. As a Naval Aviator myself, I can 
speak with authority concerning the respect this ship commands among the Naval establishment. 

Currently, Lexington continues to serve her country as a museum and memorial dedicated to 
those who sacrificed so much to keep this Nation free. No other aircraft carrier served the Nation 
for a longer period of time, conducted more landings, or qualified more aviators. It is clearly time 
to elevate this ship to the status of the other decommissioned Essex class aircraft carriers with 
designation as a National Historic Landmark. 

Sincerely, 

F.W. Montesano 
Executive Director 

Lady Lex Museum On The Bay Association 
PO. Box 23076, Corpus Chrisfi, Texas 78403-3076 

Telephone: 361-888-4873 Fax: 361-883-8361 



v/ 

LCDR UJILLIRM S. EMERSON USN (Ret) 
2804 SKVE UJVND 

COLUMBIR, MO 65203-1234 
(573)445-2873 

e-mail: baldeaglel 734@aoLcom 

Saturday, 21 September 2002 

Carol D. Shull, Chief, National Historic Landmark Survey, 

National Park Service. 

c/o Shirley Sears Smith, Office Policy, 

Room 2414, 1849 C Street NW, 

Washington, DC 20240 

Dear MS Shull; 

I have been advised that the USS LEXINGTON (now the Lady Lex Museum on the Bay in Corpus 

Christi, TX) is being considered for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. I 

would like, with all of my heart, to endorse and recommend this nomination. 

As a retired Naval Officer and Naval Aviator, I can think of no other ship that deserves this 

recognition and honor more. I say this from the perspective of one who called the USS 

LEXINGTON home for many months during World War II while serving aboard her as a Naval 

Aviator in Bombing Squadron Nineteen (VB-19). During this period of time I witnessed and had 

the honor to be part of the tremendous history being written by the USS LEXINGTON. During 

the relatively short time I was personally aboard LEXINGTON, the deck of the USS LEXINGTON 

was the launching point of attacks on the Japanese Navy that resulted in the sinking of two 

Japanese carriers (including the Zuikaku, the last surviving Japanese carrier that took part in 

the 7 December 1941 attack on Pearl Harbor). 

In order to emphasize LEXINGTON'S qualifications to be nominated to the National Register of 
Historic Places, and although I assume you are aware of it, I have taken the liberty of enclosing 
a copy of the Presidential Unit Citation awarded LEXINGTON for her service to the United States 
Navy, and to the United States of America during World War Two. 



Again, in post World War II, I served aboard LEXINGTON with another squadron. The USS 

LEXINGTON was always there doing her Job for her carrier pilots and crews, the Fleet, and the 

United States of America. Through the years LEXINGTON has served her country well despite 

severe battle damage, personnel combat losses, and heavy weather. 

No other Aircraft Carrier in the history of the United States Navy, personifies more the spirit 

of the United States Navy Carrier forces that have served this natron so well and for so long. 

For 49 years the USS LEXINGTON served in combat, in defense of this nafion, and in the training 

of future U. S. Naval Aviators. This record speaks for itself. 

In addition, the USS LEXINGTON'S 11 Battle Stars and Presidential Unit Citafion, add volumes of 

positive evidence to her qualifications as a worthy candkiate for nomination to the National 

Register of Historic Places. 

I urge you to nominate, and endorse, the USS LEXINGTON to be included in the National Register 

of Historic Places. The history of the United States of America will be greatly enhanced if the 

USS LEXINGTON joins this elite group of Historic Places. 

Sincerely, 

William S. EMERSON 

LCDR USN(Ret) 

Enclosue: Copy of USS LEXINGTON'S Presidential Unit Citation 



THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY 
WASHINGTON 

The President of the United States takes pleasure In presenting 
the PRESIDENTIAL UNIT CITATION to the 

U.S.S. LEXINGTON 

and her attached Air Groups participating in the following operations: 
September 18,1043, Tarawa; October 5-6, 1943, Wake; November 10 to Decem
ber 6, 1043, Gilberts: AG-16 (VF-16, VB-16, VT-16). 
March 18 to April SO, 1944, Palau, Hollandia, Truk; June U to July 5, 1044, Mari
anas: AG-16 (VF-16, VB-16, VT-16, Part of VFN-76). 
July 18 to August 5, 1044, Marianas, Palau, Bonins; September 6 to November 
6, 1044, Philippines, Palau, Yap. Ryukyus, Formosa, Luzon: AG-10 (VF-10, 
VB-IO, VT-10, Part of VFN-76). 
December 14-16, 1044, Luzon; January 3 to 22, 1045, Philippines, Formosa, 
China Sea, Ryukyus: AG-I&O (VF-20, VB-20, VT-20). 
February 16 to March 1, 1045, Japan, Bonins, Ryukyus: AG-0 (VF-0, VBF-0, 
VB-0, VT-0). 
June 20, 1045, Wake; July 10 to August 15, 1045, Japan: AG-04 (VF-04, VBF-04, 
VB-04, VT-04). 
for service as set forth in the following 

CITATION: 
"For extraordinary heroism in action against enemy 

Japanese forces in the air, ashore and afloat in the Pacific War 
Area from September 18, 1043, to August 15, 1045. Spearheading 
our concentrated carrier-warfare in the most forward areas, the 
U.S.S. LEXINGTON and her air groups struck crushing blows toward 
annihilating Japanese fighting power; they provided air cover for our 
amphibious forces; they fiercely countered the enemy's aerial 
attacks and destroyed his planes; and they Inflicted terrific losses 
onthe Japanese in Fleet and merchant marine vinlts stmk or damaged. 
Daring and dependable in combat, the LEXINGTON with her gallant 
officers and men rendered loyal service In achieving the ultimate 
defeat of the Japanese Empire." 

For the President, 

Secretary of the N̂ vy 



THE BLUs ^ 
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USS LEXINGTON 
(CV-16) 

28 September, 2002 

Carol D. Shull, Chief 
National Historic Landmark Survey 
National Park Service 
C/O Shirley Sears Smith, Office Policy 
1849 C Street NW 
Room 2414 

Washington D. C. 20240 

Dear Ms. Shull 

This letter is in regard to the aircraft carrier USS Lexington, which as you know is 
now the USS Lexington Museum on the Bay in Corpus Christi, Texas, being 
placed on the National Register of Historic Places (National Historic Landmark). 

This carrier, the last of the Essex class to be decommissioned, served with 
distinction throughout its long career as a fighting vessel, as a peacekeeping ship 
and as the longest serving aircraft/pilot training ship in the U.S. Navy. She 
qualified over 43,000 pilots for carrier landings, she earned 11 Battle Stars, the 
Presidential Unit Citation and the Philippine Liberation Medal among others 
during her distinguished Worid War II service. 

The name 'Lexington' is synonymous with freedom and patriotism and this ship 
has served those ideals well from the time of its commissioning in 1943 until her 
final decommissioning in 1991. Her historical significance is huge and the 
Museum exemplifies those things that history should preserve. This designation 
is urged and strongly supported by those of us who proudly served on the USS 
Lexington with the hull designation 16. 

Sinci^rely, 

William Royer 
President 
USS Lexington CV 16 Association 
929 Eshleman Dr. 
Akron, PA 17501 

Cc: Judith Whipple, Curator 
Lloyd Friedii, USS Lexington CV 16 Association 



Patty Henry To: Carol Shull/WASO/NPS@NPS, John Sprinkle/WASO/NPS@NPS 

10/25/2002 09:32 AM „ v , - ^ A • M . LJ , Irv,^,r--^r^^, ^^.^ Subject: Answer on Pollution Hazard on LEXINGTON 

Carol and John: 

Jen has checked into your request about any pollution hazard related to LEXINGTON. She found out that 
USS LEXINGTON had the first RGB compliance agreement with the EPA of all of the decommissioned 
ships that are in the United States. The Navy and the EPA has an overall compliance agreement. Each 
of these documents are about 15 to 20 pages long. She can get copies if you think it is necessary. 

Also, the EPA was not worned about asbestos on LEXINGTON because the asbestos was all 
encapsulated. She believes that there is probably a current asbestos agreement between the EPA and 
LEXINGTON and she could probably get a copy of that also if it is needed. 

Hopefully this will help answer any questions concerning this aspect of LEXINGTON. 

Patty 



IN R£PLY REFER TO: 

H3415(2280) 

To: 

Through: 

United States Department of the Interior 

Secretary 

^^ssistant Se 

From: " " ^ i ^ ^ Director 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
1849 C Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20240 

JUL 1 1 2003 

MEMORANDUM 

Subject: 

IVildhfe and Parks 

Designation of 16 Properties as National Historic Landmarks: Director's 
Recommendation and Request for Secretarial Action 

At a meetmg on October 31, 2002, the National Park System Advisory Board recommended designation 
of the following properties as National Historic Landmarks: 

ARCHITECTURE 
1. PRESTWOULD, Mecklenburg County, VA (Criteria 1 & 4) 
2. BUCKINGHAM FRIENDS MEETING HOUSE, Bucks County, PA (Criterion 4; 

Exception 1) 
3. DR. OLFVER BRONSON HOUSE AND ESTATE, Hudson, NY (Criterion 4) 
4. TERRACE HILL, Des Moines, L \ (Criterion 4) 
5. HERBERT AND KATHERINE JACOBS FIRST HOUSE, Madison, WI (Criterion 4) 
6. HERBERT AND KATHERINE JACOBS SECOND HOUSE, Middleton, WI 

(Criterion 4) 
7. JACKSON LAKE LODGE, Teton County, WY (Criteria 1 & 4; Exception 8) 
8. ALLEN COUNTY COURTHOUSE, Fort Wayne, IN (Criterion 4) 

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE 
9. COLUMBUS PARK, Chicago, IL (Criterion 4) 
10. OLDFIELDS, bidianapolis, IN (Criteria 1, 2, & 4; Exception 8) 

PERFORMING ARTS 

11. TEN CHIMNEYS, Waukesha County, WI (Criteria 2 & 4) 

MARITIME HISTORY 
12. REBECCA T. RUARK, Talbot County, MD (Criteria 1 & 4) 
13. USS LEXINGTON, Corpus Christi, TX (Criterion 1) 



INDIVIDUAL NOMINATIONS 
14. CENTENNIAL BAPTIST CHURCH, Helena, AR (Criterion 2; Exception 1) 
15. THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO RTULROAD M A R T I N S B U R G SHOPS, Martinsburg, 

WV (Criteria 1 & 4) 
16. PHILOSOPHY HALL, New York, NY (Criteria 1 & 2) 

In accordance with National Historic Landmarks Program regulations, the Board reviewed the studies 
nominating these properties for Landmark status and found that the properties meet National Historic 
Landmarks Program criteria. The Board, therefore, voted to recommend that they be designated as 
National Historic Landmarks. 

Per the National Historic Landmark Program regulations, I hereby certify that the procedural 
requirements set forth in 36 CFRE Part 65.5 have been met. 



1 recommend that you approve the Board's October 31, 2002, recommendations on new National Historic 
Landmark designations and designate as National Historic Landmarks the properties listed below: 

NEW DESIGNATIONS 

ARCHITECTURE 
1. PRESTWOULD, Mecklenburg County, VA (Criteria 1 & 4) 
2. BUCKINGHAM FRIENDS MEETING HOUSE, Bucks County, PA (Criterion 4; 

Exception 1) 
3. DR. OLIVER BRONSON HOUSE AND ESTATE, Hudson, NY (Criterion 4) 
4. TERRACE HILL, Des Moines, IA (Criterion 4) 
5. HERBERT AND KATHERINE JACOBS FIRST HOUSE, Madison, WI (Criterion 4) 
6. HERBERT AND KATHERINE JACOBS SECOND HOUSE, Middleton, WI 

(Criterion 4) 
7. JACKSON LAKE LODGE, Teton County, WY (Criteria 1 & 4; Exception 8) 
8. ALLEN COUNTY COURTHOUSE, Fort Wayne, IN (Criterion 4) 

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE 
9. COLUMBUS PARK, Chicago, IL (Criterion 4) 
10. OLDFIELDS, Indianapolis, IN (Criteria 1, 2, & 4; Exception 8) 

PERFORMING ARTS 

X1. TEN CHIMNEYS, Waukesha County, WI (Criteria 2 & 4) 

MARITIME HISTORY 
12. REBECCA T RUARK, Talbot County, MD (Criteria 1 & 4) 
13. USS LEXINGTON, Corpus Christi, TX (Criterion 1) 
INDIVIDUAL NOMINATIONS 
14. CENTENNIAL BAPTIST CHURCH, Helena, AR (Criterion 2; Exception 1) 
15. THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD MARTINSBURG SHOPS, Martinsburg, 

WV (Criteria 1 & 4) 
16. PHILOSOPHY HALL, New York, NY (Criteria 1 & 2) 

APPROVE 

DATE: 

DISAPPROVE:. 

DATE: 



H3417(2280) ^ 3 Q̂Qa 

Mr. Frank W. Montesano, Executive Director 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
P.O. Box 23076 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78403 

Dear Mr. Montesano: 

1 am pleased to inform you that the U.S.S. Lexington in Corpus Christi, Texas has been found to possess 
national significance in the history of the United States. As a result, the Secretary of the Interior 
designated this property a National Historic Landmark on July 31, 2003. 

The purpose of landmark designation is to identify and recognize nationally significant sites and to 
encourage their owners to preserve them. Landmarks are chosen after careful study by the National Park 
Service. They are evaluated by the National Park System Advisory Board and designated by the 
Secretary of the Interior in accordance with the Historic Sites Act of 1935 and the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966. 

Designation as a National Historic Landmark automatically places a property in the National Register of 
Historic Places, if it is not already so listed, and extends to it the safeguards and benefits provided by the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and other Federal laws protecting historic properties. 

Each Landmark is eligible to receive one bronze plaque to commemorate the property's designation. You 
will shortly be contacted by a National Historic Landmarks coordinator for your area about applying for 
your plaque. If you have any questions about the plaque or the designation prior to that time please 
contact Ms. Patty Henry of the National Historic Landmarks Survey at 202/354-2216. 

We are pleased to include the U.S.S. Lexington on the roll of National Historic Landmarks as significant 
representatives of our Nation's heritage. 

Sincerely, 

Carol D. Shull 

Carol D. Shull 
Chief, National Historic Landmarks Survey and 

Keeper, National Register of Historic Places 



SIMILAR LETTER SENT TO: 

OWN: Mr. Frank W. Montesano, Executive Director 
U.S.S. Lexington Museum on the Bay 
2914 North Shoreline Boulevard 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78402 

HEO: Honorable Loyd Neal 
Mayor of Corpus Christi 
Office of the Mayor 
P.O. Box 9277 
Corpus Christi, Texas 78469 

SHPO: Mr. F. Lawerence Oaks, SHPO 
Texas Historical Commission 
P.O. Box 12276 
Capitol Station 
Austin, Texas 78711-2276 

bcc: Bob Spude, Santa FE SO 
0001 
2200 
2250 Robbins 
2280 Sprinkle/Foster 
2280 USS LEXINGTON (NHL) 

FNP:PHENRY:MG:8/30/02:F\NR-NHL\MONETTE\FALL02\FALLO2BCCOWN 



H3417(2280) 

SEP - 3 2003 

Honorable John Comyn 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Comyn: 

I am pleased to inform you that the U.S.S. Lexington in Corpus Christi, Texas, has been found to possess 
national significance in the history of the United States. As a result, the Secretary of the Interior 
designated this property a National Historic Landmark on July 31, 2003. 

The purpose of landmark designation is to identify and recognize nationally significant sites and to 
encourage their owners to preserve them. Landmarks are chosen after careful study by the National Park 
Service. They are evaluated by the National Park System Advisory Board and designated by the 
Secretary of the Interior in accordance with the Historic Sites Act of 1935 and the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966. 

Designation as a National Historic Landmark automatically places a property in the National Register of 
Historic Places, if it is not already so listed, and extends to it the safeguards and benefits provided by the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and other Federal laws protecting historic properties. 

Each Landmark is eligible to receive one bronze plaque to commemorate the property's designation. The 
owner(s) will shortly be contacted by a National Historic Landmarks coordinator for their area about 
applying for their plaque. If you have any questions about the plaque or the designation please contact 
Ms. Patty Henry of the National Historic Landmarks Survey at 202/354-2216. 

We are pleased to include the U.S.S. Lexington on the roll of National Historic Landmarks as significant 
representatives of our Nation's heritage. 

Fran P. Mainella 
Director 



SIMILAR LETTER SENT TO: 

Honorable John Comyn 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Honorable Kay Bailey Hutchison 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Honorable Solomon P. Ortiz 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

bcc: Bob Spude, Santa FE SO 
0001 
2200 
2250 Robbins 
2280 Sprinkle/Foster 
2280 USS LEXINGTON (NHL) 

FNP:PHENRY:MG:08/14/03:F\NR-NHL\MONETTE\FALL02\FALLO2BCCOWN 
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Ship is a national landmark 

L e x i n g t o n p laced on h i s to r i c regis ter 

By Al ison Zielenbach Caller-Times 
July 3 1 , 2003 

After 10 years of waiting, and repeated applications, the Lexington Museum on the 
Bay will be added today to the National Register of Historic Places. 

Interior Secretary Gale Norton will designate the Lexington and about 20 other locations as national 
landmarks today, said U.S. Sen. John Cornyn's office, which was notified Wednesday of the honor. 

The National Register of Historic Places is an official list of cultural resources worthy of 
preservation. 

Under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, the designation extends more 
protections to the Lexington, and may make it eligible for funds for its preservation. 

"DON'T 
GET 
SLAMMED 
BY 
YOUR 
ELEaRIC 
BILL" 

-TINA 
THOMPSON. 
ALL-STAR 
FORWARD, 
TXU ENERGY 
CUSTOMER 

Rocco Montesano, executive director of the Lexington Museum on the Bay, said he was 
pleased by the designation. 

"For us, the significance of this designation is that it recognizes the value and 
Importance of the USS Lexington," he said. "Not just to Corpus Christi, but to the 
nation." 

Montesano said the most recent application was submitted almost a year ago. 

"It 's a complicated process," he said. 

The designation is given by the Secretary of the Interior, and sites are selected by an 
ad-hoc board, Montesano said. 

"I t doesn't get you any funding, but it does make you eligible for grants," he said. 

Eugene Stockbridge of Sherman served as steward's mate on the Lexington from 1943 
to 1945. 

Signing up at the age of 18 took him out of Texas for the first t ime, said Ann Gibbs, his 
daughter. 

"He was one of those patriotic guys back then," she said. 

Stockbridge was raking leaves in his yard when Gibbs told him that the Lexington had 
been named an official Historic Place. 

"That's just fine with me," he yelled back, and Gibbslaughed. 

Properties listed in the register include districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects 
that are significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and 
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culture. The National Register is administered by the National Park Service, which is part 
of the U.S. Department of the Interior. 

Nueces County sites on the Register include King Ranch, Lichtenstein House, old Nueces County Courthouse 
and Old St Anthony's Catholic Church. 

"This ship is part of our nation's culture and history," Montesano said. "And this designation honors the folk 
who served and died on the Lexington." 

Contact Alison Zielenbach at 886-3678 or zielenbacha@caller.com. Tara Copp of the Scripps Howard 
Washington Bureau contributed to this report. Contact her at coppt@scripps.com 

Copyright 2003, Caller.com. All Rights Reserved. 
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T H E U S S L E X I N G T O N M U S E U M O N T H E B A Y 

N A T I O N A L H I S T O R I C L A N D M A R K 

In July 2003 the 
USS LEXINGTON 

was officially desig
nated a National 
Historic Landmark, 
the 52nd HNSA mem
ber to be so honoured. 

The story begins 
in 1993 when the USS 
L E X I N G T O N 
Museum's historian, 
Judith Whipple, set 
out on a quest that 
would take almost 10 
years. Here is an 
account of those years 
in Ms. Whipple's own 
words. 

"Following my initial 
contact wi th the National Historic Landmark 
Commission, they sent a mountain of paperwork to 
be completed. Once I had reviewed it, I contacted the 
National Historic Landmark Survey office in 
Washington, DC to determine the next step in the 
process. In 1994, Mr. David Whipple (no relation), a 
historical researcher for the Survey, was sent to 
investigate the authenticity of the ship and deter
mine if i t was eligible for designation as a landmark." 

'Throughout the investigation, we had to show 
proof that the ship's original configuration had been 
preserved, from construction in 1941 to decommis
sioning in 1991. Although changes had been made by 
the Navy during almost 50 years of service, none 
destroyed or significantly altered the ship as origi
nally configured. In fact, i t was found that many 
electric motors and transformers were still opera
tional." 

"Mr. Whipple assist
ed me in preparing a 
packet for presenta
tion to the Landmark 
Commission for con
sideration by the 
N o m i n a t i o n 
Committee. 
"This packet con

tained LEXINGTONS 
entire history, includ
ing aircraft assigned 
to the carrier, the 
ship's significance to 
the era(s) in which she 
served, 8x10 photos 
from 1942 to 1991, 
charts, maps and other 
documents, all having 

been carefully researched for accuracy." 

"Armed with information obtained during a long 
and thorough investigation, the historical researcher 
completed the necessary paperwork on a form enti
tled USDI/NPS NRHP REGISTRATION Form (Rev. 
8-86) US Dept. of the Interior, National Park Service 
and sent i t to the National Historic Landmark 
Commission." 

"By late 1995, we had received no word regarding 
our application, so I contacted the NHLC and learned 
that the entire packet had been lost somewhere 
between David Whipple and their office. Following 
several months of searching, the packet was located." 

"Another year passed with no word. It was now 
1996, and when I again inquired about the status of 
our application, I was told the guidelines had 
changed and we would have to reapply." 
(Continued on page 2) 
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(Continued from page 1) 
"Fortunately, Mr. James Delgado visited LEX

INGTON later that same year. At the time, he was 
Executive Director of the Vancouver Maritime 
Museum in Vancouver, BC, Canada and had previ
ously served as head of the National Maritime 
Initiative. He offered his assistance with our appli
cation, and I gratefully accepted." 

"In June 1997, Mr. Delgado sent a revised study 
to the NHLC. The new study followed the guidelines 
current at the time and was accepted for presenta
tion. Still, nothing that we were aware of happened 
in 1998, 1999 or 2000. Then in September 2001, as 
requested by HalUe Brooker of the National Park 
Service, I forwarded approximately 15 slides to be 
used in the presentation to the Nomination Committee." 

"In January 2002, LEXINGTON'S application 
was reviewed to determine potential for designation 
as a National Historic Landmark, and later that 
year, the ship was placed on the nomination list, but 
because of the unfortunate events of 9/11 
LEXINGTON'S application was again put on hold." 

'Tn July 2003, according to established guidelines of 
the National Historic Landmark Commission, 
Senator Bob Cornyn and the Corpus Christi media 
received word that the USS LEXINGTON Museum 
on the Bay had been named a National Historic 
Landmark. I , for one, celebrated." 

"What the whole process boiled down to was 
three years of work and six years of waiting, time 
and effort well spent to ensure LEXINGTON'S place 
in history." 
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