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THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 
WASHINGTON. 0. C. 20301 

; r.F~t-fOPANDUH FOR THE Sf.CRf.TARY OF DEFrNSE 

lJ C S Tvr .• 14 g . - G 7 

17 l"larch 1967 

Subject: l·~ovement of a Corps- Size F0rce to 
South Vietnam (U) 

l. (U) In rP-rJnonsE"~ to your oral request to the .roi.nt Chiefs 
of" Staff on· 2 December' 1966 ~ a study for 'f)rovidinp.; and moving a 
corps- siz.c: forcA to South Vietnam (SVN) has been prepared. 
CINCPAC' :3 proposal for a corps force., Hhich \:las br,iefed to you 
in Honolulu durin~ July 1966~ was considered cturin~ the prepara 
tion of ·thiG studv. The Sf!rvices have e:'·ULrrtfn0.d thE~ir capabilities 
tr, f.'l''OVide sucr1 ~,_· force for deployment to f)V!-.! i.n a.n asrlumed 
er:-terp;ency oi tuation. The force compositions develoned are 
c.it:~s i~n~!d to r:1eet the numerical requirements stated by CINCPAC. 
T:·le forces do not necessarily correspond to \·Jhat may he require,.J 
in an actual emer'!encv condition and may not represent the optimum 
;nix of ;:;.ir and >~round forces required for act,lal onerati.onal 
em~loyment. Three alternative force mixes W8re considered. 
T!t-?-Se ~ together Hi th information on shortfalls:· r'lVai.labili ty 
J~tes for denloyment~ measures requir~d to overcom~ problem~, 

.J.nci plans for movement are contained in· the attached study. 
TI,r-~ concent for their- employment and comrnand arran~ements undcrl 
u}lich t!1esr! forc0s Hould operate have not heen con~i.dered.. For 
thr; J)Ur·poses ()f t~1is study, it \.·las assumed that the~ decision to 
r:E:.;Jlov this fo:rcc h7aS :n.ade on 1 July 1967. Adjustments to the 
· \ptt?.:lls of th~ study \J0Ulr1 be t'enuired in !)rnpo:rtlon to riepar.tUr•::!S 
from this ref0.rence planniur:- date::. 

2. - Despite partial mobilization and dr.aHdoHn on ot}v~r 
corn,nn.ndr: the entire corps-si7.C?. force proposr.!rl lJ~J CII,TCP/\C cannot 
hr:~ nrovicle.d on cl. tir.1ely basis. Ho~·1ever, in a.n (!Fl~rP.;f:!ncy situation.; 
:·l corps .. si?.e forct: ., les~ certain shortfall units~ ;-tpproachin~ 
th0. c-1.pahili tv of CI!TCPAC' s proposed force could close. in f)VN 
T,,!i tl1in approximatelv nO to 90 days after a decision to deploy. 
This force '"rould be composed of Active Forces from CONUS :J liaHaii, 
·Td!1an and Okinaua bases, provided the following personnel-enablinr: 
actions were authorized: 
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a. Tours of duty for personnel in Southeast Asia would be 
extended. 

b. Terms of service would be extended. 

c. Personnel would be returned to Southeast Asia without 
regard to prior servic~ there. 

d. Some units, such as air elements, would deploy to areas 
other than SVN as required by basing considerations. 

3. ~The three alternative force compositions in the study 
were examined under certain assumptions to offer a range of options 
and to bring out various problem areas in fulfilling the require­
ment expressed by CINCPAC. Except as modified by certain existing 
cross-servicing agreements, force package requirements for each 
Service were structured to provide austere logistic self-sufficiency. 

a. Alternative 1 consists of a 2-1/3 Army division force, 
1 Marine division/group team., and 5 US Air Force tactical 
fighter squadrons (TFS). Source of forces was restricted to 
Active Forces in CONUS, Hawaii, Japan, and Okinawa. The 3 
divisions, 8 TFS, and the bulk of the support forces available 
could close in SVN in 90 days. 

b. Alternative 2 consists of a 1-1/3 Army division force, 
a Marine 2- division (-)/1-wing (-) team, and 3 US Air Force 
TFS. Source of forces was restricted to Active Forces in 
CONUS, Hawaii, Japan, and Okinawa. The 3 divisions, 8 TFS, 
and the bulk of the support.forces available could close in 
SVN in 60 days. 

c. Alternative 3 consists of a 3-1/3 Army division force 
and 8 US Air Force TFS. For this alternative, the source of 
forces was widened to include use of reserves and transf~rs 
of units as well as individuals from Europe and Korea. Three 
and one-third divisions, 8 TFS, and the bulk of the support 
forces available could close in SVN in 150 days. (This time 
could be shortened to 90 days if additional shipping is 
requisitioned.) !t makes maximum use of flexibility inhe~ent 
in Reserve callups but would have a detrimental impact on 
Europe. It would allow Marine ground and air forces to remain 
available for oth~r missions. 
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4. ~ Land-based tactical air or an attack carrier (CVA) may 
be utilized in all force packages, dependent upon the availability 
of CVAs, land-based fighter and attack squadrons, and base-loading 
problems. 

5. ~Although the study assumed that tours of duty in 
Southeast Asia would be extended and deployment restrictions on 
personnel would be waived, some shc•rtfal1s in providing forces 
by end CY 1967 would, nevertheless, occur. Some required units 
are not in the force structure and some equipment would not be 
available. Force availability is summarized as follows: 

CINCPAC 
ITEH PROPOSAL 

Strength 134,536 

(Army) (121,685) 

(N~vy)!l ( 1,380) 

(Air Force) ( 11,~71) 

(Harine Corps) ( 0) 

Haneuver Bns 31!/ 

(Army) (31) 

(Marine Corps) ( 0) 

Artillery Bns 2411 

(Army) (2~) 

(Harine Corps) ( 0) 

Engr Bns 17~/ 

(Army) (16) 

(Navy) ( 0) 

(Air Force) ( 1) 

(Marine Corps) ( 0) 

FORCES AVAILABLE WITHIN 

ALT 1 --
116,927 

( 

( 

( 

( 

, .. 
~-···. 

68 ,"305) ( 

0) ( 

8,178) ( 

40,414-6) ( 

31 

(20) 

(11) 

20-2/3 

(16) 

(4-2/3) 

. 11 

( 7) 

( 1) 

( 0) 

( 3) 

ALT 2 ---
118,212 

42,090) 

0) 

6,760) 

69,362) 

29 

(11) 

(18) 

20 

(11) 

( 9) 

12 

( 6) 

( 2) 

( 0) 

( 4) 

180 DAYS ---
ALT 3 ---

123,901 

(113,718) 

( 1,380) 

( 8,803) 

( 0) 

33 

(33) 

( 0) 

24 

(24) 

( 0) 

15 

(15) 

( 0) 

( 0) 

( 0) 
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CINCPAC 
I TEn PROPOSAL ALT 1 ALT ?. ALT 3 --- ---
Helo Co/Sqdn 24~/ 11-1/2 10-1/2 6 

( /\rmy) (24) ( 3) ( 2) ( 6) 

(Harine Corps) ( 0) ( 8-1/2) ( 8-1/2) ( 0) 

TFS 

LST 

8 8 8 8 

(Air Force) ( 8) ( 5) ( 3) ( 8) 

(rlarine Corps) ( 0) ( 3) ( 5) ( 0) 

(Navy) 

HOTES: 

12 0 0 12 

1/ us Navy personnel organic or. attached to us 
Narine Corps units included in Harine Corps 
figures. 

2/ Includes requirement for armored cavalry regiment 
of 3 maneuver battalions. 

3/ Includes an artille~y battalion equivalent 
organic to the armored cavalry regiment and 
organic division artillery. 

4/ Includes engineer battalions organic to divisions 
and an Air Force civil engineer squadron. 

5/ Includes 13 helicopter company equivalents 
organic to an airmobile division and organic 
division helicopter companies. 

6. -In alternative 1, above, certain ava.ilable Harine Corps 
for-ces were added to compensate for Army shortfalls aftet' the 
latter Here determined. In alternative 2, certain supplemental 
Army forces v1ere added in the area.of corps support to tailor the 
force more closely to CINCPAC's proposal. 
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7. - The effect of shortfalls in the above fllix .. ::s upon the 
capAbility of the force to conduct military operationr: is con­
.'3.i.'iered :-1i~~nificant but tolerable. The shortfall lil''ii tnt ions 
H()Uld OCCUr in helicopter lift, enr:ineer SU!. rort, terr.1inal services, 
tactical air support aircraft, and other cof"bat service support. 
In alternatives 1 and 2, an armored cavalry regiment is not avail­
~ble, although additional infantry/tank ba~talfons are }Jrovided 
\-vhich offset this shor·tfall to some extent. Because present in­
country resources in these categories are fully ·taxed in current 
missions, diversion to support the corps-size force durin~ its 
dBployment c'"lnd buildup in SVN Hould degrade on-goinp.: operations 
somewhat. In the first two alternatives, certain shortfalls 
0ould be overcome to a significant extent by selocted Reserve 
callups and transfer of units from Europe and other ar~as. 

8. (11///f The study indicates that the impact on the US mili tarv 
posture worldwide of providing this force to SVN would be signi~i­
cant. This impact is substantially greater in alternative 3~ 
r.-7h.ich includes transfers from Europe and othet' areas. However, 
this impact has not been examined in detail since it Has considereci 
beyond the scope of the study. 

9. - In planning the movement of forces to Sout.lie-:u;t Asia, 
various combinations of transport resources were consirlered. One 
/\rrnv division would be airlifted in all thre~ alternatives. In 
tl1e first two alternatives, the Marine assault echelons would be 
combc;t loaded anct deployed in organic amphibious shippi.nr:r,. 
Pemaining forces· t.vould be deployed both by 11STS sealift and HAC 
CJ.irlift. In the third alternative, organic amphibious shipping 
other' than LSTs \vould not be used. Airlift/sealift resources 
.i. n support of other commitments in other arca8 of the norld '""ould 
f'P rr~duced to a minimum, but airlift would not be reduced below 
t.110 t:d.n.ir:-~um JCS-assured airlift currently allocated. T'h~ fl0\4? 
,,f :~l~~ y--li~.:s and :-'.t?cessary replacements to forct:."':O alre;..!~? Lr .. 
~ :'·.~ '=" ·::. , .:t ~ t t .. s i 2. ·=t:;'.d ceployrnent of Program 4 for-ces: woulc· :-:ot tl7"-: 
·). 1~r-:~r.---t~~d. TI,.~ · r'23.diness of units, .the quantity of tra.ncport 
.~v,:; i.l.~1.b1e, and. the capability to receivP- and unload at th€ destina-­
ticn were the parameters which determined the tiMe phasing and · 
rapirlity of movem~nt of the force. These factors are discussed 
in the study in some detail. The following data summarize some 
of the major movement statistics: 
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ALT 1 

Air 

MSTS 

Amphib 

ALT 2 

Air 

MSTS 

Amphib 

ALT 3 

Air 

MSTS. 

Pas.sengers 

39,073 

58,l'~39 

37,052 

36,959 

36,494 

57,026 

37,011 

94,490 

iiOP SU:ttfr"'''-c s 
Short 

Tons -
56,143 

61,090 

52,137 

Measurement 
Tons 

565,714 

157,833 

371,456 

268,178 

697,626 

·pas a Cargo Airlift 
Ships Ships Sorties 

2,852 

16 48 

2,930 

12 31 

2,1J17 

16 60 

NOTE: 1/ Includes all personnel that would become available 
through CY 1968. 

10. ~The Joint Chiefs of Staff conclude that the study will 
b~ useful in assisting the decision-making pr~cess and as an aid 
in planning should an emergency situation·arise in Southeast Asia 
requiring a large, additional force to be deployed. However, the 
exact composition of su·ch a force would have to be task organized 
at that t:f.me to provide an appropriate response to the emergency. 
They note that any actions taken to accelerate or increase currently 
approved deployments to SVN would have significant impact on the 
capabilities outlined above. 

Attachments 

For the Joint Chiefs of Staff: 

J. 0. COBB 
Rear Admiral, USN 

Deputy Director, Joint Staff 
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READYING AND DEPLOYING A CORPS-SIZE FORCE TO VIETNAM 

1 .... Introduction. This is a study to: 

a. Determine the Services' capabilities· to provide a 

force of corps size; and 

b. Develop a plan for moving it to South Vietnam (SVN) 

in ·response to an emergency situation. 

To provide a foundation and framework for the study, certain 

assumptions are made and three alternative compositions for a 

corps-size force have been established. CINCPAC's requirement 

for a corps contingency force has been considered during the 

preparation of this study. 

2. ~Assumptions. The following assumptions are made: 

a. The emergency situation would be similar to that 

described in Annex A. 

b. All Program 4 forces would be deployed as planned; 

however, except for the corps force, no forces beyond 

Program 4 would.be deployed. Possible force require-

ments for the "Practice Nine" project have not been 

considered. 

c. Authority would be granted to withdraw and 

redistribute equipment, supplies, and critical skilled 

personnel worldwide. 

d. Tours of duty in Southe~st Asia/WESTPAC and other 

overseas areas, as required, would be extended and 

deployment restrictions on personnel would be waived as 

necessary. 

e. Terms of service would be extended as required. 

f. Decision to l'eady and deploy forces and collat­

eral decisions would be made on l July 1967. 

g. ~om2 units, such as air elements, would deploy to 

areas outside S\JT'.T as required by basing constderat·j ons. 
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3. ~ Alternative Force Packages. The basic elements of l 

the corps force could be provided in several ways. To deter- 2 

mine the best way to provide the forces, it appears desir- 3 

able to examine three alternative force packages. Thus, 

the problem areas and also the most advantageous situations 

will be brought to light. 
The major force packages are: 

a. Two and one-third Army divisions, l Marine division/ 

group team, and 5 tactical fighter squadrons (TFS). 

b. One and one-third Army divisions, a Marine 2-division 

(-)/ 1-wing (-) team, and 3 TFS. 

c. Three and one-third Army divisions and 8 TFS. 

Dependent upon the availability of land-based fighter and 

attack squadrons and base loading pro.blems, land-based 

tactical air or an attack carrier (CVA) could become inter­

changeable in all force packages. Details of these force 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

packages are in Annex B. Because it would become necessary 17 

to call up Reserves as a follow-on measure to reconstitute 

the necessary training and sustaining base, it is consid-

ered useful to examine the third alternative under cir-

cumstances in which the opti~um flexibility afforded by 

a call up of Reserves could be used. This would include 

possible transfers of Active units from Europe and Korea 

to be replaced as soon as practicable by Reserve units or 

deployment of Reserve units to Southeast Asia. 

4. ~ Capability to Provide the Force 

a. The military services are capable of providing 

forces to make up a corps-size force under the above 

assumptions as they apply to the three alternatives 

as follows: 
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ITEM 

Strength 

(Army) 

(Navy)l/ 

(Air Force) 

(Marine Corps) 

Maneuver Bns 

(Army) 

(Marine Corps) 

Artillery Bns 

(Army) 

(Marine Corps) 

Engr Bns 

(Army) 

(Navy) . 

(Air Force) 

(Marine Corps) 

Helo Co/Sqdn 

(Army) 

(Marine Corps) 

'I'FS 

(Air Force) 

(Marine Corps) 

LST (Navy) 

F'ORCES AVAILABLE WI'rHIN lBO DAYS 
CINCPAC 
PROPOSAL ALT 1 

134,~36 116,927 

(121,685) 68,305) 

1,380) 0) 

11,471) 8,176) 

0) ( 40,446) 

31~./ 31 

(31) (20) 

( 0) ( 11) 

ALT 2 

118,212 

42,090) 

o) 

6,760) 

( 69,362) 

29 

(11) 

(18) 

2JJ_/ 

(24) 

20-2/3 20 

( 0) 

17~/ 

(16) 

( 0) 

( 1) 

( 0) 

(16) 

( 4-2/3). 

11 

( 7) 

( 1) 

( 0) 

( 3) 

(11) 

( 9) 

12 

( 6) 

( 2) 

( 0) 

( 4) 

ALT 3 

123,901 

(113,718) 

1,380) 

8,803) 

o) 

33 

(33) 

( 0) 

24 

(24) 

( 0) 

15 

(15) 

( 0) 

( 0) 

( 0) 

242/ 

(24) 

11·:·1/2 

( 3) 

10-1/2 

2) 

6 

( 6) 

( o) ( 0) 

8 

( 8) 

( 0) 

12 

( 8-1/2) 

8 

5) 

( 3) 

0 

( 8-1/2) 

8 

3) 

( 5) 

0 

8 

( 0) 

12 

NOTES: l/ US Navy personnel organic or attached to US 

Marine Corps units included in Marine Corps 

figur·es. 

~/ Includes requirement for armored cavalry 

regiment of three maneuver bns. 
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11 Includes an artillery bn equivalent organi.c to 1 

the armored cavalry regiment and organic divi-. 2 

sion artillery. 3 

~/ Includes engineer bns organic to division~~ and h 

and Air Force civil engineer squadron. 5 
21 Includes 13 helicopter company equivalents 6 

organic to an airmobile division and organic 7 

division helo companies. e 
b. In alternative l!certain available Marine Corps 9 

forces were added after the Army shortfalls were deter- 10 

mined. These added forces would fill some of those 11 

shortfalls and thus enhance the over-all operational 12 

capability of the forces. 13 

c. In alternative 2,certain supplemental Army forces 14 

were added in the area of corps support to tailor the 15 

force more closely to CINCPAC's proposal; 16 

d. Details of the forces and their availability for deploy- 17 

tnen t are in Arm ex C. 'i'i1e ma.i or short.fa lls are a:.; follm·n::: 18 

(1) Army: Helicopter units, engineer units, terminal 19 

service units,and petroleum supply units. The Army 20 

forces' mobility and ability to construct and maintain 21 

LOCs and facilities would be limited and support would 22 

be austere. 23 

(2) Navy: The shortage of nonorganic resupply T-LSTs 2~ 

would degrade the ability of COMUSMACV to transport supr1ies ~·:5 

along the coast of SVN. 

( 3) P.J. c Fore es: Ci vj.l t:: ngin ~::e~·, heavy repa.i1· 27 

squadron(s),and a tactical air support squadron (TASS). 28 

The engineer shortfalls would cause heavier workloads 011 29 

exi. sting units that provide these services or requi1·,~ :)O 

augmentation by 'l'DY units until they can be overcome. The 31 

TASS shortfall~ \•JouJ.cl caUSl~ dispersion of present res(•urct-:s 

il? 
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ali 
(l~) t-1arii•C Coq<: :_;orne interrOt_!:aLor-trali::Jat.ot· 

tenrns and 3 1/2 helicopter squadrorts (alternative 2 
... 
,;_' 

only). Helicopter mobility would be curtatled to ~~orne 

E:xLent by this siJortfall. 

5. ~ Prol>lernn in Readying the lt,or~e and MeanH q1' St)lv .i11t'; I J 

TtJCm (see AntH:.:x IJ for details}. 
(, 

c.a.. Army.. Primary problems are to overcome the ahvv~:-~- 7 

mentioned shortfalls and reconstitute the sustaini11g base 

to a posture which would allow it to sustain deployments. 

Many, but not all, of the shortfalls could be met throu~h 

vlithdrawal of units from overseas conunands, call-up o·f 

selected Reserve units and personnel, sole-source or 

off-shelf procurement of equipment, and expansion of the 

existing Army force structure. ln cases where the 

o'; .. 

10 

11 

1::' 

13 

limiting factor is &.n absolute requirement for-long lt:Q.d- 15 

time production of military hardware (e.g., aircraft).no 16 

action to overcome shortfall is possible. Specific l'l 

probl8ms are addressP.d below: .JB 

{1) Use of STRAF. The loss of' up _to three div!- l'J 

sions from the STRAP .r:1gnJ.flcantly reduces the ability 20 

to respond rapidly to contingencies 1n ,)t,her areas 21 

of the \'lorld. The usE~ of NATO ear rna rk.ed d 1 v i:Jions and ?:? 

combat. and combat support units wlll further tl.egrade 

the already weakened ~~ostu1:e in this Alliance. 1~,. . . ·' 

ready existinr.; utd ts 1·apldly rAquircs drawclown of' 

resources from remainlng S'rHAF units as well as 

some HCt"Jool sup~()!'~ units which haVE': getiera] ··n:.1.r 

missions. Most personnel shortages in li ;..: un.~ t.;; Jn:1.Wn 

down could be rep lac eel from the -Reserves; l10wever, 

'='-quipment !..ihortar,~s l~c~nnot be replaccJ until CY 1968 and 

early CY 1969 except, in some cases, through extra.ordinar.v 

logistic actions such as sole-source procurl~nt(~nt C(•ll-

:~rC:LC:t:~ or Off-Shi_;j f' fli.ll'Ci .:..~.:;1_: (If :tikC 4~lV1li3.n itc•rJI::. 
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(2) Withdrawals from other overseas cornrns.r.ds. 1 

Withdrawing units from Europe and.Korea to either offset 2 

a shortfall (alternative 1 or 2) or meet criteria of a 3 

force option (alternative 3) will significantly reduce h 

combat capability in these areas. For example, 5 

altArnativ~ 3 requires withdrawal from Europe of 6 

70 percent of all nondivisional en~ineer combat 7 

battalions, all medium helicopter companies, 55 8 

percent of the light/medium truck companies, 9 

80 percent of general support artillery battalions, 10 

and 45 percent of the armored cavalry squadrons; from 11 

Korea, this alternative requires withdrawal of all trans- 12 

portation terminal service companies·and the remaining 13 

medium helicopter company. 14 

(3) Sustaina~ility. Even assuming the indefinite 15 

suspension of rotation, to meet and sustain the expanded 16 

Southeast Asia· requirement will require expansion of 

the Active Army to offset the steady erosion of the 

remaining S1'HAF' \<Jhich must be used to provide replace-

17 

18 

19 

ments for combat attrition. Ultimately, even alterna- 20 

tives l and 2 will probably require call-up of. 

Reserve forces, particularly if any rotation policy 

is to be reestablished. 

21 

22 

23 

b. Navy. Amphibious asGault shipping is available world- 24 

vridt~ to Jift one and two-thirds Marine Corps 'division/wtnp; 2.5 

teams. However, approximately 1+0 percent of organic Navy 2(, 

amphibious shipping is forward C~ployed (2/9 - 3/9 WES~PAC, 27 

l/9 EUCOl\·1, 1i9 Caribbean). The LST component of the 28 

amphibious force is more heavily committed because of its 29 

unique over-the-beach unloading capability. Sixty-seven 30 

percent of the LSTs :in PACO!vl are deployed to or maintained 51 

in the Western Pacific. MS'I'S operates 36 LSTs, all foreign 32 

G 
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~ 
manned, in the Western Pacific and Southeast Asia engaged· in 1 

point-to-point and intratheater lift in support of the·present 2 

level of operations in Vietnam. Five CVAs are maintained con- 3 

tinuously in the Seventh Fleet. Three of these are engaged 4 

at any one time. Additionally, 2 are maintained forward 5 

deployed in EUCOM, for a total of 7 (or 47 percent) deployed 6 

continuously. A fourth CVA could be engaged in support of a 7 

corps-size force, but only at the expense of a sustained 8 

capability, by deploying an additional CVA or drawing down 9 

on uthc~ forvard deployments. 10 

e. Air Force. AJ.1y o:: the three 9.1 ternati ves can be 

suppo:t·ted to provide additional forces to reinf~r~~ PACOM 

in an assumed emergency. Extraordinary measures, such as 

11 

12 

13 

temporary reduction of the CONUS training base and revision of 14 

Air Furce personnel rot~tion policies, would be required to 15 

meet deployments in t"hE:: July-December period for all three 16 

alternatives, and some unit reequipage in PACAF would be 17 

delayed. Hi thout wi thdrav.ral of a tactical reconnaissance 

squadron (TRS) from Europe (not considered advisable), the 

required TRS does not become available until November 1967 

except in alternative 3 wherein Air National Guard (ANG) 

are available in July 1967. Provision of two TCS reduces 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

STRICOM tactical airlift capability. Personnel for support- 23 

ing units are available from worldwide resources; however, 

augmentation to 100 percent manniug level by withdrawals 

from other units presently manned at 80 - 90 percent will 

24 

25 

26 

impact on the donor units. Alrbase saturation in Southeast 27 

Asia is a matter of record, and additional deployments would 28 

make the upgrading of Nam Pllong a matter of urgency. While 29 

interim deployments-in an ~mergency could be accommodated at 30 

existing bases for alternatives l and 2, such arrangements 31 

would further aggravate a situation already critical~ Addi- 32 

tiona l air base irnor·ovemen ts should be initiated cone urren t 3 3 

7 
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i·r:L 1.11 a decision to. ready the fol'ce for deployment. Incrf.!u~>E:rl 1 

au t.hurl ties and fundinr, are required Cfmcurrent w.i tl1 a decision 

fnl' \) rf!.r.tnlzing/equippinc; the c ivi 1 eneinecr RED HORSE SqlH.Ldrons 

ancl for additional procurement of war· consumables. The requirPd h 

TASS o-2 aircraft can· be prov:i.de<i only from new productiun and :, 

W•.!' 1:1 li lJe ;1..r: t.nsati ~.fled :.;hor1.fa.ll un t.il the period F'ehru:r.t'.Y - (, 

May 1968. To provide augmentation for the Tactical Air Contrcl 7 

I'art.y {TACP) to meet requirements tn August 1967 will requirr:: :-~ . 

revision of A:l r Force rotation r>ulicies. ') 

c1 Marine Corps. Assuming the actions includeri in paragrs:tph l'J 

2 are t:uktn, there are no inttial major personnel problems 

for the Marine Corps forces for alternatives 1 and 2. If 

the emergency should ..:!Ontinue for a prolonged period, the 

sustaining .base would have_to be reconstituted, and,if 

rotation were resumed, it would be. necessary to mobilize in 

order to provide a rotation base. However, with regard to 

logistics, without mobilizaU.on, lncreased funding and 

with principal i terns beyond D + · 180. Thj_s rP.qui rement could 

occur sooner for secondary items depending· on thP. manner in 

whir.:h additional operations would crf~ate peculiar demands irt 

both items and quantities. 

6. ~- Logistic Consirterations 

a. The corps force'· under any of the Lltrce alternative 

mixes, \vill operat8 under fl(~ld conditions or use existing 

facilities in the operational. arr~rt. Garrl~on-typt·~ c·quip-

mr.mt vJOuld not be utilized or accompany the force. Air 

elements would occupy Southeast /',s.la airfteJd::; whe1·ever 

they could best be aecommodated. lt is noted that an 

expeditionary airfield (SA'rS) is included in the ~1arinc 

expeditionary fol'ce 01~11'). 'I'heref'ore, L)g;lstic support would 

be lj.m1 ted to that esscn-cial to enaulf.~ the force to accompli!::)ll 

In vie1r1 of the:~c · r~ct::;, Usc pl'imar·y lot(.L;t 1 c 

.11 
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consideration for thin f\;rct.! is a matter of ava.ilaLi1ir.y o1' 1 

air and sealift and the capability· of air and sea ports o.nd 2 

beachen to receive the fore~. In-country transshipment or tbir.; 3 , 

1'1)rce have not· been considered in the preparation or this ntu•Jy. J1 

b. Plans for moving the forces for each alternative h~ve f . .. 

been deve.loped and are contained in· Annex E. US .transportatior. G 

resources would be fully committed for a period of approximatF_dy 7 

four months. During this time, airlift for other areas would n 
(; 

be near the minimum JCS- aRsured allocation; amphibious shipping 9 

and l.fSTS lift elsewhere would be at a minimum. The movement 10 

p.lans indicate the followin~:. 

Alternative 1:· Three ·reinforced divisions, B TFS',. and the ] 
,, 

_c.:. 

bulk of support forces moved· by 30 September. 13 

Alternative 2: Three divisions, 8 ·TFS, and the bulk of 14 

support forces moved by· 31 August.. 15 

Alternative 3: Three and orie-third div1s16ns, 8 TFS, and the 16 

bulk of support forces moved by 30 ·November. 1'7 

This date could be impr~ved approximately.60 18 · 

days by requisitioning ~hipping. 19 

c •. Shipping required and airlift sorties required for the 20 

movement are indicated in detail in Annex E. 21 

d. Oi'floading capabilities in Vietnam would appear to be 22 

adequate if the force. rnoves as shown in the schedules and 23 

1. s not llml ted to a small number of the ports availabtf~ _. 24 

Thin factor l:\ further discussed in 1\nnex E. 25 

'(. ~Summary. The three alternative force mixes offer ?.6 

a choice of options, the major features· ol' VJhich ure: 2'( 

a. Alternati.ve 1: Uses Active forces from the Army, 

Alr Force,and Mnrine Corps so as to balance the J.mpact 

aJnt'JO~ these t.hree Serv:i_cr:s. Leaves II MEF(-) to meet NA'fO 30 

c:nmmi·:.mc·ntf.>; how'=ver, ·~mploys one of the NATO ·~ommtttQd ·:n 
..J~. 



Army divisions. No·units would be withdrawn from Europe. 1 

Three divisions, 8 TFS, and the bulk of the support forces 2 

could be moved to SVN in 90 days. 3 

b. Alternative 2: Makes maximum use of Marine Corps 4 

forces. This leaves the 5th US Army Division to meet NATO 5 

commitments; however, it employs II MEF which is NATO 6 

committed. No units ·would be withdrawn from Europe. This 7 

alternati~e would place 3 divisions, 8 TFS, and the 8 

bulk of the support forces in SVN in the shortest time, 9 

60 days. This force would be less dependent on port and 10 

airfield facilities. 

c. Alternative 3: Provides an all-.. Army ground force 

11 

12 

and an all-Air Force air element with lower shortfalls a 13 

_a greater capability for inland s·ustained operations. 14 

Three and one third· divisions, 8 TFS, and the bulk of 15 

the:. support forces could be moved to SVN in 156- days. 16 

(This time could be _shortened to 90 days if additional 17 

shipping is requisitioned.) It makes maximum use of' flexi-

bility inherent in Reserve call-ups but.would have a detri-

18 

19 

mental impact on Europe. It would allow Marine ground and 20 

air forces to remain n.va.iln.blc for other missl·•nG. 

ANNEXES 

A. Assumed Emergency Situation 

B. Alternate Force Packages 

C. Fc.•rcc Requirements ver::>us Capabilities 

D. Shortfalls and Problem Areas 

'T'ah A - Short falls 

Tab B--Army Shortfall Data 

Tah C.- Air. Force Problem Areas 

E. Movement Data 

Tab A - Movement Schedule for Alternative 1 

Tab B - lv1nvement Scl1edule for_ Alternative ?. 

Tab C - Movement Schedule for Alternative 3 
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ANNEX A 

ASSUMED EMERGENCY SITUATION 

l . .,.,. The emergency situation vrhich would generate the l 

need for a corps size force in SVN would have to be of a 2 

serious nature to warrant the expedient measures necessary to 3 

provide the force. It would have to be clearly apparent to the 4 

National Command Authorities that the emergency would lead 5 

to the destruction or loss of a substantial part of US forces 6 

unless remedial action were taken. 7 

2. •rpsuch an emergency might consist of the imminent over- 8 

running of friendly forces in the I Corps Tactical Zone; or a 9 

heavy enemy thrust from the central highlands toward Qui Nhon 10 

to split the country in two; or the encirclement and ll 

threatened capture of Saigon by heavy enemy forces. 12 

3. ~In such a situation, some forces already in SVN 13 

probably would have been shifted to meet the threat. The 14 

incoming forces could act as reinforcements, replace those 15 

forces in vacated areas, or engage in other offensive roles. 16 

11 
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ANNEX J3 

FORCE PACKAGES FOR ANALYSIS 

1 ...... The follm1ing alternative Force Packages are to be 

analyzed for readying_and deploying to Southeast Asia. 

a. r,irst Alternative. use of active forces 

in CONUS, Hawaii. Japan, and Okinawa. 

(l) Army Forces 

(a) Abn division from CONUS 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

(b) ~lech division from CONUS (converted to an inf 7 

division) 8 

(c) 3 inf bns from Hawaii (to·round out above forces). 9 

(d) Armed cav regt {CONUS resources). 10 

(2) Marine Corps Forces 11 

(a) Marin~ di vis·ion (reinforced as necessary 12 

frou1 C()i·JUS resources) 13 

(u) l·Iarlne air forces ~quivalent to 3 squadrons. 14 

( 3) 1\lr F'orces 

S TFS from CONUS. 

(h) Amphli;ious lift for l.-Iar ine Corps forces plus 

'r-LSTs to perform ccat;tal sl1ipping. 

u. Second Alternative. Use of active forces in CONUS, 

Hm>Jaii. Japan. and Okina\-Ja. 

(1) Army Forces 

(a) At='n division f-rom CONUS (reinforced by 2 

battalions). 

(b) fl.rmored cav regt ( CONlJS resources) . 

(2) Marine Corps Forces 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

-;:divisions (minus 2/9) wltll air support equiva- 26 

lent to 5 squadrons. 27 

3 TPS from CONUS. 29 

12 
1\nnex , 
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( J1) Nu ·.ry Forr~ e!.; 

Same HS ln alternative 1. 

Thlrd /\1t.emr-tt.i~re. use of c::tctive and re::;er·ve for·ce~; 

and some Europ~ transfers. 

( 1) Army Forces 

(a) 3 infantry divisionu. 

(b) Armored cav regiment~ 

(2) Marine Corps Forces.- None. 

( 3) ·Al r F'orces 

R T.F'S. 

( 1+) Navy Forces 

12 LSTs. 

d. Dependent upon the availability of land-hazed 

fighter and 'attack squadrons and base loading in-country 

and in 'l'hailand, a GV~ could be sustained in all force 

packages. 

6 

'( 

~-~ " 
9 

10 

11 

1~:' 

1 

14 

15 

16 
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Fore~ 

Navy Forces 

T-I.STs 

Air Force 

Te.c Ftr Sqs, Tee 
Ftr Wg, enC. Base 
Operating Support 

Air Force Support 
Forces 

Total Air Forces 

Marine Corps Forces 

5th Mar Div 

SU;lport f~r 5th 
Mar Div 

Air Elements 

Subtotal MC Forces 

Supple~en~ary MC 
forces to fill Army 
shQrtfe.lls 3,/ 

Total Forces 

'I'otal Shortfall 

Personnel 
Required Available 

1,~80 0 

3,o81 3,081 

5,729 5,095 

--
8,810 8,176 

20,005 20,005 

ll,575 ll,494 

4,587 3,741 

36,167 . ~~,240 

5 .. ~ 

136,486. 116, 727' 

19, 559 

]} GrQuped fc::- mcve:nen~ purposes 

Units Required 
Battalions Tac 

Man S ~ Sqd 

9 

1 

10 

34 

1 

2 

4 

2/3 

3 4 2/3 

2 l 

5 

3 

3 

Helo 
Co/Sq 

6 

Date Reeri.J· . 
For DeploYl!lent 

Jul.y • .sep 67 

Aug 67 

July 

July-Oct 67 

July-Oct. 

~ 
\ 

(Y) 
Re.'!larks 

Shortfall 

Shortfall includes civil engr sqdn 
and TASS (634 pers) 

Shortfall is 81 personnel 

·~ ··j 

..... .,. 
c.:::t 
·(J'~ 

Shortfall includes 2 1/2 helo sqdns 
(846 pers) 

Total ~~e Corps sliort.rau 927 pers 

This ~~ludes l~~~-~~r. bnL. 
1 engr br., and 5 .hel~.~qdns. 

Y Th~se supple!Iler.-..e.ry fo::-ces r:oul.d be l-:itbdrawn fran II MEF \llhich would be degraded correspondingly. They would be used primarily 
tD fill A..~· sh::·::-:falls alt~ough t•ro and one-half helo squadrons could be applied against the Marine Corps shortfall. 

15 An~ex C 



ANNEX C 

FORCE REQUIREMENTS VS CAPABILITIES TO PROVIDE FORCES 

1/ 
Force.;;.-
. . 

Army Forces 

Corps Hqs 

; 82nd Abn Div 

, 

5th Mech Div 

Armd Cav Regt 

Support Forces 
for 82nd Div 

Support Forces 
for 5th Div 

Supp·Jrt Forces 
' for Corps 

Tot~l Army Forces 

Personnel 
Required: Availa~le 

1,990 

15,865 

16,851 

3,349 

18,390 

.15,280 

18,404 

90,129 

1,550 

15,865 

16,851 

13,937 

8,738 

11,363 

68,}:)5 

~/ Grouped for moveme~t purposes 

/] If£. 

ALTERNATIVE.! 

Units Required 
Battalions Tac 

Man Eng .!l!'t Sqd 

9 1 3 

10 1 4 

3 1 

1 3 4 

3 3 

1 2 2 

24 10 17 

14 

Helo 
CO/Sqd 

1 

1 

4 

4 

2 

12 

Date Ready 
For Deployment 

Aug 

Jul 

Sep 

Feb 68 

Aug-Dec 

Aug-Dec 

Aug-Dec 

Remarks 

Entire unit is considered a 
shortfall 

Shortfall includes 3 Q.~lo cos 

~ 
' OJ. 

0 
~ ...... ! . . 

Shortfall includes 1 cngr on and 
4 hE:lo cos 

Shortr"all includes 1 m:~.n bn, 
2 engr bns, and 2 helo cos 

Total Army shnrtfall includes 
4 man bns, 3 engr bns, 1 arty bn 
and 9 helo cos. (21,824 pers) 

Ann~x C 
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• 
ForceY 

Army Forces 

82nd Abn Div 

Armored Cav Regt 

Support Forces 
for 82nd Div 

.~btotal Army Forces 

Supplementary Corps 
support forces 

Total ArQy ~c~ces 

Navy Forces 

T-I.STs 

Air Forces 

Tac Ftr Sqs, Te.c Ftr Wg, 
and BOS 

AF Support Forces 

Total Air Fcrc~s 

Marine Corps Forces 

Corps Hqs 

5th Mar Div 

2nd I•1ar Di v 

~ .. ·~ . 
~·· ·:· .. ,,,,,,. ..... ,.,.""''' 

Personnel 
Required Available 

15,905 

3,349 

20,452 

J9,7o6 

~ 

56,303 . 

l.,38o 

1,731 

5,602 

7,333 

MEC 

20,005 

17,124 

15,905 

0 

15,588 

Ji,493. 

1M.21 

42,090 

0 

1,731 

,,029 

6,760 

278 

20,005 

17,124 

!:_I Groupect for mo·;emen: !J~-.rpo.ses 

-lLJ.-.:• 

:/;I·~·~·· I'~:~·~·.~·~. '!~1~~~*:}~:'}t~~~ 
:u:r ERIW IVS 2 I 
Units Required 

· Battalions Tac 
Man Eng Art Sqd 

1 3 

1 

2 4 4 

14 5 8 

14 9 12 

3 

3 

9 1 4 

7 1 3 2/3 

Helo 
Co/Sqd 

1 

4 

5 

6 

Date Ready 
For neployment 

July 

Feb 68 

.Aug-Dec 67· 

Aug-Dec 67 

Jul-Aug 67 

Aug 67 

July 

July 

July 

'::· . 

Remarks 

1 b n not ready til August 

Entire unit considered a shortfa. 

'Shortfall includes 1 en12:r bn and 
3 helo cos (4,864 pers) 

Shortfall in corps forces includ1 
2 engr bn and 1 helo co (600 per; 

Total Army· shortfall includes 3 
man ons, 3 engr bns, 1 arty bn, 
and 4 he~o cos (14,213 pers) 

Shortfall 

Shortfall includes a ci vi1 engr 
sqdn and TASS (573 pers) 

kmex C 
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ForceY 

Marine Corps Forces (cont) 

Support for 
5th Mar Div 

Support for 2nd 
Mar Div 

Air Elements 

Total MC Forces 

Total Forces 

Total Shortfall 

Personnel 
Required Available 

12,687 

7,517 

12,954 

70,665 

12,6ll 

7,442 

ll,8o2 

69,362 

1/ Grouped for movement purposes 

Units Required 
Battalions Tac 
~ Eng Art Sqd 

1 2 2/3 

1 2 2/3 

5 

18 6 9 5 

32 15 21 8 

3 3 1 

17 

Helo 
Co/Sqd 

12 

12 

18 

7 1/2 

Date Ready 
For Deployment 

July 

July 

July-Oct 67 

Remarks 

Shortfall of 76 pers 

Shortfall of 75 pers 

Shortfall of 1,152 pers includes 
3 1/2 helo sqdns 

Total Marine Corps shortfall 
1,303 pers_ 

Annex C 
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Army Forces 

Corps Hqs 

82nd Div 

lOlst Div 

t\• 5th Div 
" 

Armored Cav Regt 

82nd Div Support 

101st Div SUpport 

5th Di v Support 

Support Forces 
f~r Corps 

Total Army Forces 

NavY' Forces 

'1'-LSTs 

Personnel 
Required Available 

1,550 1,550 

15,865 15,865 

.15,865 15,865 

17,521 17,527 

3,349 ~ 3,349 

18,536 16,677 

16,511 13,900 

'16,483 . 12,827 

19,803 16:158- · 

125,489 ll3,718 

1,380 1,38o 

!/ Grouped for movement purposes 

FE 

·!.• •j. 

"""··-·~ .... ,. ... : .u .. ;~·:: 

ALTERNkriVE 3 

Units Required 
Battalions Tac 

Man Eng Art Sqd 

9 1 3 

9 1 3 

11 1 4 

3 1 

3 4 

4 3 

4 2 

1 1 ·3 

33 15 24 

18 

,·· 
': I~· 

Helo 
Co/Sqd 

1 

1 

1 

4 

4 

4 

2 

17 

Date Ready 
For Deployment 

Aug 67 

Jul. 67 

Sep 67 

Sep 67 

Aug 67 

Aug-Dec 67 

Jmg-Dec 67 

Aug-Dec. 67 

Aug-Dec 67 

Aug 67 

:·. r •• • 

Remarks 

Shortfall includes 2 he1o cos 

Shortfall includes 4 helo cos 

Shortfall includes 2 arty bns 
and 3 he1o cos 

Shortfall includes 2 he1o cos 

Total Army shortfall includes 
2 arty bns and 11 he1o cos 
(11,771 pers) 
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Air Forces 

Tac Ftr Sqs, Tac Ftr 
Wing,and Base 
Operating Spt 

Air Force Support 

Total Air Forces 

Total Forces 

Total Shortfall 

·j 

Personnel 
Required Available 

3,886 3,886 

6,014 4,917 

9,900 8,803 

136,769 123,901 

12,868 

1/ Grouped for movement purposes 

Units Required 
Battalions lac 

Man Eng Art Sqd 

8 

8 

33 15 24 8' 

2 

19 

Helo 
Co/Sqd 

17. 

11 

Date Ready 
For Deployment 

July-Aug 67 

Aug 67 

Remarks 

Shortfall includes 2 civil engr 
sqdns and 1 TASS (1097 pers) 
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ANNEX D 

SHORTFALLS AND PROBLEM AREAS 

on shortfalls and problem 1 

areas is provided herein. c 

a. In alternative l after the Services had determined 3 

their capabilities to provide forces, there was a sub- 4 

stantial Army shortfall as indicated in Tabs A and·B. This 5 

resulted from the Army absorbing the requirement to provide 6 

corps support for the entire force. Subsequent!~ it was 7 

determined that certain Marine Corps forces could be made 8 

available to overcome some of the Army shortfalls. Hence, 9 

these Marine Corps forces, which include five helicopter 10 

squadrons, have been added to those forces that can be made 11 

available and are subtracted from the shortfall. 12 

b. In alternative 2,after the Services had determined 13 

their capabilities to provide forces, it became apparent 14 

tha~ to meet CINCPAC requirements for a force capable of 15 

sustained inland operations, additional corps support would 16 

be required. Therefore, in addition to providing support 17 

for a divisional slice, the Army was tasked to supply 18 

supplementary forces to fill out the needed corps support 19 

forces. These types of forces are not normally found in 20 

the Marine Corps force structure. 21 

,...iS I Q Tabs A and B are spread sheets which give an analysis 22 

of the shortfalls. From this analysis, the following are 23 

significant findings: 

a. Army 

24 

25 

(1) In all alternatives a significant nwnlJer of short- 26 

falls could be made available in 1968 through activations 27 /u:r1its, which are already scheduled: 

20 Annex D 
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(a) Alternative 1 - 76 percent. 1 

(b) Alternative 2 - 90 percent. 2 

(c) Alternative 3 - 68 percent. 3 

Units that cannot be made available in 1968 must await lj 

long lead-time procurement. 5 

(2) In alternatives 1 and 2, approximately ·70 percent 6 

of the shortfalls could be overcome by a call-up of selected ( 

Reserves and by transferring units from Europe and Korea 

(less than 10 percent represents Reserve call-up). 

(3) In alternative ~ there appear to be no additional 

steps that could be taken to overcome the shortfalls 

except sole.source,and off-the-shelf procurement with lib-

· eral commercial substitutes. A qua~titative e~timate of 

the shortfall~ -that could thus be overcome has not been made. 

b. ·Air Force. Air Foree shortfalls in all three al terna-

tives are in civil engineer units (RED HORSE) which are not 

in the Active forces and in TASS 0-2 aircraft which must be 

provided from new pr6duction. For further detail, see 

Tab c. 

c. Navy. The Navy shortfall of 12 LSTs in alternatives 

1 and 2 can only be solved by withdrawing them from other 

areas. 

d. Marine Corps. Overcoming helicopter unit shortfalls 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 
is dependent on production and pilot procurement. Interpreter 24 

and translator team shortfalls can be made up after 18 months' 25 

training tim~. 26 

3. (U) Tab C is a discussion of Air Force shortfalls and 27 

-problem areas. 28 

21 Annex D 
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ALTERNATIVE 1 

Army 

Air Force 

~avy 

ALTERNATIVE 2 

Army 

Air Force 

Navy 

MC 

Army Supple-. 
mentary Corps 
Support 

ALTERNATIVE 3 

Army 

Total Shortfall 

23,919~/ 

21,824.!/ 

634 

1,380 

81 

17,469 

8,213 

573 

1,380 

1,303 

6,000 

12,868 

11,771 

Air Force 1,097 

TAB A TO ANNEX D 

SHORTFALLS 

Amount That Could be Overcome 
By Call-up of Reserves 

1,363 

1,363 

442 

Amount that Could be Overco~e 
By Transfers From Other Areas 

14,350 

12,970 

1,380 

10,726 

5,488 

1,380 

3,858 

1/ This shortfall can be reduced by 4,360 through use of supplementary Marine Corps forces 
- but is listed here in full for accounting purposes. 

Amount Still 
Not Available 

8,206 

7,491 

634 

0 

81 

5_,552. 

1,976 

573 

1,303 

1,700 

12,868 

11,771 

1,097 

22 Tab A to Annex D 
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'IAB 3 TO ANNEX D 

ARMY DATA-ON SHORTFALLS 

I 
1/ 1: Possibl·e Offsets- .j! 

I . 

Shortfall...

1
1Availab~~ 

Amount. From Amount Fromlj. 
68. Unit 

ALTERI'i!ATIVE 1 

ACR 

21,824}/ . 16,004 . 

3,349.. . .: _JIJ_. . 3,J49 
Support ·for 82n.d.· Div · 

Support for 5th·Div 

Suppott for Cbr~s 

.·4,~53: 4,201 

6~542: ,I 4,896 · 

. 1~480 3,558 

. . 

ALTERNATIVE 2· 

ACR 

... l~:~-2~3:,.. 

3,349. 

Support for· 82nd,.·n±y·:. · 4,861+· 
suppleinentary co~s 'Suo_· ~ . 6·~ ooo · .. ·_ .. ' 

. . p~~. '.'. 
ALTERNATIVE 3 · .. · . · ... · .·11 '·771:·. ------=· ... ·.···-:·. :· ... : ·'·.·· .. ·.· . 

Support for 82nd Div ·· · · . ::· :l,~H59_-

Support :for .lOlst·D~v .. 2,611 

Support for 5th Div· 3;~56 

S~pport for Corps ·3,645 

12,603 

,3,349 
4,124 ·. 
·5,130 
7·,882 .. 

. 1,836. : 

1,048' 

I 2,280 

j ... 2,718 

in Reserves Transfers 

. 731 . '11,433 

0 3,349. 

262 2,578 

233. 3,861 

236", .· 1,645 

657 _9,006 

0 . 3,.349. 

657- . ,:2,024 
0 3;633 

. . 

')/ =.t 

in CY 67 those shortfalls that are scheduled 

in CY 67 those shortfalls for which no date 

_11 Marine 

23 

I! ,, ,. 
il 
q 
I 
I 
! 
! :' 
~ i . I. 

II 
ij 
I, 

. I 

I 
I 
I 

. :, 
! 

i! 
'! 

.·1 

I 

.I 

. . :. ~· ' : . 

. t:nk.nc-::m Possible 
Availa- Amount from 
b;ilitv Reserves 

5,820 .632 

0 0 

252 78 

1,646 61 

3,922 493 

1,6io 534 

0 0 

740 92 
~70 442 

3,889 

~3 

.1,563 

1,376 

927 

Tab B to Annex D 

2/ 
Offsets-. ·.· 
Amount From 
.Transfers-

1,537 

0 

.li6 

. 198. 

1,223 

. 340· 

0 

li5 
225 .. 

(Y) 
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TAB C TO ANNEX D 

US AIR FORCE PROBLEM AREAS 

1. ~During the period July- December 1967, the Air 

Force will have 'the capability to provide up to six tactical 

fighter squadrons for deployment under an assumed emergency 

situation. However, there are no additional assets available 

for a corresponding increase to the CONUS training base to 

provide for sustained support above the level of forces cur­

rently engaged in Southeast Asia. Therefore, these additional 

deployable uriits could be sustained for only a short period of 

time. In this analysis, the possible duration of engagement, 

or deployment, for the corps size force is not addressed. It 

is prudent to assume that it may continue for an extended 

period of time. Since·maintenance of an adequate sustaining 

base is' considered critical, both to support deployed forces 

and to insure a viable capability for other contingency 

requirements, the data in this Tab are based upon increasing 

the CONUS training base as additive deployments are executed. 

2. - D.eployment of additjcnal forces in any alternative 

can best be accorrunodated by usE~ of N.:u:; Pitong Air Ease, in 

Th~iland, to avoid further saturation of operation facilities 

at other Southeast Asia airfield~ to retain some beddown cap­

ability in SVN for follow-on ~orces, and to provide some flexi­

........ :.·· 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

10 

20 

21 

22 bility. This base is presently being completed to bare-base con­

figuration and would require upgrading to a main operating base capa-23 

bility to support three tactical fighter squadrons (TFS).Tactical 24 

operations can be supported initially on an austere basis 25 

with TOY PRIME BE~! personnel deployed in advance of tactic~l 26 

units by use of a GRAY EAGLE package and tactical airfield 27 

Tab C to 
Annex D 
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disperising system (TAFDS). Additional base improvements 1 

required would be completed thereafter by a heavy repair 2. 

(RED HOHSE) squadron and organic civil engineer p~rsonnel to 3 

~;upport su~tained operations. 4 

-3. (liif!§) Problem areas associated- with each altern~tive, 5 

and possible cor~ective actions~ are discussed in the 6 

following paragraphs. 1 

4.""""""' Alternative 1 (5 TFS, 1 tactical reconnaissance 

~ad ron ( 'l'RS), 2 Troop . carrier squadrons (TCS) 1 and 

Associated Units): 

a. Under present_progra~med·aircraft equipage schedules 
. . 

and with projected aircraft los~es in Southeast Asia, the. 

Air Force can d~ploy and provide sustained support for 

only ) of t.he '.5 .TJi':-;· by end CY 1967 without· drawdown of the 

CUNU.S hase. All three ~•quar.lrons wmild be aircraft from 

the Rctlve rorc€'. 1'11e major impact associated .with this· 

deployment wouJ d be the· required diversion of F"!"'ll aircraft 

nc;vl prot'.i'atr-.med for· reeq uipp l.ng of PACAF unl t s outside. 
. . . . 

Southea::;t .1\sia. This vwuld. result in reduction of WES'rPAC 

8 

9' 

10. ·. 

( 11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

J:6 

17 

18 

19 

F'-4D squadron;;; to one by end .J:.'Y 1969 and no replacements ;>Q 

11ntil after RY 2/70. PACAF support of tactical f1~hter 21 

SlOP would Le further degracted. Also, all F-4 squadrons in. 22 

Tactieal Atr· Command vJould tre in a replacement training. 23 

unit (RTU) role by end PY 1969. Additional attrition 

losses by FY 2/70 would require a procurement increase of 25 

511 air·craft. 'J'h(; remaining two squadrons could only be 26 

sat1Gf'.icd by \.,rj Ltdwldlnr: unJ ts from the traininr, base, 27 

slnce Reserve/GuuJ~oJ call-up or l~:urope withdrawals are not 28 

e vi s 1 0 ned i n t I d. ::; a 1 tern at i v e . Such reduct 1 on 1 n . the t r a 1. n 1 n g 2 9 

b:ise,would serlr)ttsJy der~rade Air Force capab1lit:les to sustain 30 

the d~.::ployed. forces. The reduct 1 on could be effected oy 
~~;~·. -~ 

'f'ab C to 
t\mwx D 
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change to rotation and tour length policies. Should such l 

actions be taken, it would be possible to provide the remain- 2 

ing two squadrons from the training base in August 1967. 3 

However, in order to determine more specific information 4 

concerning personnel availability, a postulated execution 5 

and deployment period would be required upon which a study 6 

in depth could be accomplished, unit reequipage reevaluated, 7 

and new policies for tour length and rotation established. 8 

Additional attrition replacements for these 2 squadrons 9 

would require increased procurement of 36 aircraft, or a 10 

total of 90 additional aircraft for this alternative. The ll 

TRS requirement can be satisfied by providing a composite 12 

squadron of 12 RF-4 and 6 RF-101 aircraft. The RF-4 ele:... 13 

ment of 12 aircraft can only be provided from a partially 14 

equipped squadron in Okinawa, would not be available until 15 

November 1~67, and wo~ld require ~n exception to personnel 16 

tour policy. An appropriate increase must be provided to 

the training base; however, this resource will not be 

available until 4/68. The two TCS can be provided from 
.. 

17 

18 

19 

active resources, and increased training base can be pro- 20 

vided. However, this will reduce t~ctical airlift ~vail- 21 

able to STRICOM. The tactical support units can be pro-· 22 

vided from worldwide resources; however, the 31 0-2 air- 23 

craft (9 command/support) for the TASS must be procured 24 

and would become available in February (11), March (ll), 25 

and April (9) 1968, and trained TACP augmentation per- 26 

sonnel will become available beginning in Narch 1968, with a 27 

l July 1967 decision. All the tactical units concerned are 28 

currently manned at the worldwide rate of 80-90 percent of 29 

authorized level. Movement to an area of .100 percent 

manning level and a crew ratio of 1.5 to 1 would cause 

considerable personnel turbulence in units from \"'hich 

augmentees are witbdrawn and temporary reductions in 

unit efficiency. 

F§'ET. 26 Tab C to 
Annex D 
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b. This alternative is logistically supportable; l 

however, immediate action would be re~ired to procure 2 

additional war consumables, such as munitions, wing tanks 3 

and pylons, to provide sust~ined support for the additive 4 

forces. Lead time for such commodities varies from six· 5 

to nine months. Initial support in other supply areas can 6 

be provided from current stocks (peacetime and WRM); 7 

however, replacement procurement would have to be, effect~d 8 

immediately to reconstitute such stocks to maintain 9 

contingency capabilities. Similar lead times can be 10 

expected. An ~arly decision and authority would be required. 11 

for org.anizing and equipping a civil ~ngineer heavy +"e.pai~ 12 

squadron (RED HORSE) and a civil eng_ineer group he·ad- 13 

quarters for employment at Nam Phong. Although 14 

initial support and austere operating capability can be 15 

provided by organic civil engineer personnel and TDY 16 
PRIME BEEF augmentation deployed in advance of the 17 

tactical units, sustained operations would require upgrading 18 

of Nam Phong to main operating base capability. Such 19 

construction effort requires the skills and equipage of 20 

the RED HORSE unit. Lead time for ·.these units is six months 21 

from decision and approval date. Medical support at 22 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base would be degraded until 23 

medical personnel could be procured through normal 24 

replacement channelso Also, additional manpower spaces 25 

would be required to reconstitute units from which 26 

augmentees are withdrawn, if the deployment is to be of 27 

sustained duration. 28 

5. -Alternative 2 (3 TF'S, 1 TRS, 2 TCS, and Associated 29 

Units): 30 

27 Tab C to 
Annex D 
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a. The problem area!1 as~ociated with thin alternative ] 

art! identical 't·o those in a.l ternati ve 1 (paragraph 4 above), ;-~ ·· 
. . . . 

e·xcept that the impacts are iesser in degree. The 3 

reprogramming of 3 F-4 squadron assets from PACAF is still 4 

required, and only .the last 3 of the 6 scheduled squadrons 5 

in PACAF could be eq~ipped. Additional procurement of 54 .6 

aircraft is required for projected F-4 attrition losses. 7 

The 18 TASS 0-2 aircraft (5 command/support) would be B 

available in February and March ~968 from new procurement, 

and the TACP augmentation would be available in March 1968. 

b. This-alternative i::; logistically sui>portable with 

additional procurement actions-required for war consumable 

10 

11 

12 

items.. Early decision and authority is also required for 13 

organizing and· equipping a RED HORSE squadron and civil J.4 

engineer group headquarters for employment at Nam Phong 15 . 

Air Base to provide a sust.':.t.ined operational· capability. 16 

6. ~Alternative 3 (8.TFS, 1 TRS, 2 TCS, and Associated 17 

Units): 

a. Iri this alternativ~ Reserve/Guard call-up is 

18 

19 

envisioned and would be us-~d. The 9 F-lCiO ANG units would 20 

be called to active duty a3 25 UE units. Five squadronn 21 

would be reor~anized and doploycd as five 18 UE squadrons. 22 

'The other units/aircraft WI)Uld be requi~ed to provide 23 

attrition an_d CONUS sustaining base. The remaining three 24 

TFS (active squadrons) deploy as in alternatives 1 and 2~ 25 

leaving no shortfall in ta-~tical fic;hter units. Repro- ::=.6 

grammin~, -unit converGion,'lnd personnel impacts in 27 

alternative 1 also apply, and an increase in procurement ~~~;. 

for 5h F-4 attrition atrcr9.ft is required throtl[~h FY 2/'(0. :~~9 

ANG 1•'-100 los scs in tlte same period W<JU] d reduct! the ANt:: 3' i 

F-lOC: force to ahout 5 squ:.1dron equivalents at ;?5 UJ•:. 31 

Tab C to 
An.nex D 
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The major impact in this. alternative is the lesser extent 

to which a~gme.ntation fqrces could be provide~ .to USCINC~UR 

during the period D- to D+30, represe~ted in __ t~~- :w:e~_uc~_~on 
. . .. ; .. ~ , ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . -~· ..... . . . . . . 

of 9 ANG F-100 units. The total·effect of such .a 
• '::.: : ~! • j:. ~-- •. j. ::·. ;. 1: 

-: 

evaluation. 
.. ~ .. 

The tactical support units can be provided 

' o h• r : •: r '• • ':, ' • '~ : : .. :•••, • :.~.I • • . : : ... ~"' :.. ;· .... ; ;_ 

0-2 aircraft, new procureme~~,would become ~v~i~~ble in 

February, ·Mard~; A~ril, and May 1968 at a rate of 11 each 
... ; . : '· ·: ·.. r . . . • . r~~ · .. :} j.' ~ •• ~ ~ ~ .· ~ :. 

month. TACP augmentation personnel become available in 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

March 1968 • .'The two. TCS are availabl~ as in alternative 1 11 
. . . . . . . . . .. . . _: :-· ... ~· ;::· ( ~· . ~ ·. :·.\ . 

··' with ··uie .. same· tmpac t; · The TRS ·can be met in· July 1967 through 12 

a,s~iyati.on.C?f. two ANG .RF.-84 (BEEFBROTH) units to pr6vide one 13 

dep1oy~b1e. 1.8 UE squadron and one 18 .UE squadron .for ·employ- 14 

ment in the RTU role. 

b. This alternative i~ logistically supportable; how-; 

15 

16 

eyer, austere conditions would exist due to ext~nsive ai~ base 17 

saturation. Some loss in operational effectiveness would 18 

be expected, and remedial improvements to existing bases 19 

in SVN would be required. Such actions should be initiated 20 

promptly after decision date to provide additional 21 

expeditionary facilities such as ramp and parking (airfield 22 

matting) and POL augmentation, in addition to upgrading 23 

Nam Phong Air Base as quickly as possible to support 24 

sustained operations. Additional procurement actions, as 25 

in alternatives l and 2 
' 

are required for war consumable 26 

items. A RED HORSE squadron, in addition to one at Nam Phong, 27 

is required at D&~ang to be employed in elements at bases 

in SVN receiving the additive forces. To provide civil 

28 

29 

engineer supervision, design, and management, a civil engineer 30 

group should also be deployed to Nam Phong. 31 

•rah c to 
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ANNEX. E 

MOVEMENT DATA 

1. (U) In preparing the mbvemeni schedules,· th~ limiting 1 

parameters were the dates of availability. for' 'deployment of· 2 

units, the quantity of transportation, and the capacity of 3 

facilities to receiv·e and unload. at destination. 4 

1 and 2, the units could be moved 5 

with few exceptions as they became·ready for deployment. 6 

The dates for deployment coincide roughly with the availabil.ity 7 

of transportation. The 82nd Division and those Air Force units 8 

available in the first month are moved by air. Significant 9 

elements of .the·. Marine forc.es, which are combat loaded, are. 10 

moved by Navy amphibious shipping in the first month. MSTS 11 

ships are used to carry cargo ·and some support units also 12 

in the first month. The bulk of the remaining combat and 13 

support elements are moved by air and MSTS during August and 14 

September with a few units and some shortfalls moving in small 15 

increments as they become ready over the following several 16 

months. In general, the units will maintain integrity and 17 

will arrive configured to conduct operations in a minimum of 18 

time. 19 

3. ~In the third alternative, some units v.Jill be delayed 20 

beyond their readiness dates unless additional commercial 21 
I 

shipping could Le obtained for a short period. In this alter- 22 

native also, unit integrity would be generally maintained. 23 

Several units would deploy direct from Europe and vJould marry- 21-J. 

up ~lth the force ln Southeast Asia. 25 

l-J.. ~The over-all receiving r~apabili.ty of SVN ports is 26 

c::.;timated to be app :co.ximately 1, 550,000 M/tons per· month 27 

while actual recelpt~; have averaged about 1, 350,000 t{/tons 2B 

per month. Thus, there i_s a capac.ity to receive approximately ~)9 

30 Annex E 
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200,000 M/tons of additional input if all facilities were used. 

The additional maximum input of material for the corps force 

amounts to slightly over 290,000 tons in the months of AugQst. 

and September. _Therefore, no significant increase in port 

facilities will be required if disposition of the force is 

such that multiple ports may be used for its support. 

~. ~The airlift requi1·ed t'or Ll1ese muvemt!nto consls Ls of 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

all cargo_aircraft·that can be made available by cutting other. e 
areas of the world to the approved JCS minimum, plus ~ continued 9 

15,000 S/T cargo per month to SVN. Passenger airlift required 10 

amounts to about one half of the available worldwide MAC owned 11 

or commercial contracted airlift. This would include sufficient 12 

airlift for replacements for combat losses. All MSTS troop ships 13 

(16) will be required ~or troop lift, July .through October. 14 

Amphibious shipping available elsewhere would be at a minimum 15 

for 60 to 90 days. Detailed numbers of ships and airlift 

sorties required are _in TABS A, B,, and C. 

16 

17 

6. '*" S,fh alternatives 1 and 2, if shortfalls were to be 18 

overcome by transfers from Europe, this could be accomplished 19 

by diverting troop ships, as required and available, from SVN 20 

to Europe f'or trooplift plus commercial charter of the necessary 21 

Atlantic cargo ships. 22 

31 Annex F. 
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COBl'S HQ 

CORPS S~!PPJRI (u;A) 

CORPS S:JPPOKI' (U!;MC) 

CORPS il'JPPORl' (UiJ.!c) 

CORPS SUPI'ORr 

CC»>BAT ELDmrn! OF 
8211D D!V Pbs 
Aill fORCES (1 SQ) 

CABJO, RCII AIR 'i'RABS 

6211D DIV SPl' fORCES &'-' 
AIB lO!ICE$ ( 5 SQ) 

~. IIOJI AIR TIWIJ 

6211D DIV 8Pl' FOICJlS & 
AI1I roacm (lSQ) 

82JID DIV SPl' FOBCCl & 
AlB FORCES (l.SQ) 

~ DIV 8Pl' FOliCiZ 

5TH DIV Plus 
,-rB DIV SPl' FORCe; 

~ D!V SPl' FORCES 

MAR D!V/GR')UP 31'7 

, .... 

PAX 

155{' 

6ik)c 

4920 

2SC 

'f?bl 

15865 
505 

1.2054 
6125 

3~9 

3o651 

3394 

ll)? 

ll75 S/T 

1962C N/T 

1144 M/T 

51667 M/T 

21562 s,'T 
22315/T 

21560 M/T 

25673 S/T 
1.0138/T 

25701 M/T 

1560 S/T 
2.16 S/T 

1526 M/T 

1!0129 M/T 
1.693 S/T 

27513 M/T 

172620 M/T 

7e321 M/T 

35017 M/T 

131!o6o !1./-. 

32~75 .,;~-

23'~ r~/'!· 

SEA 

AMP!ill' 

SEA 

AIR 
AlR 

AlR 
AIR 

SEA 

AlB 
AlB 

SFJ. 

SEA 
AIR 

SEA 

SFA 

SFA 

ZFJ. 

»!l¥.IBI 26 :!lay&: 

.. ~ L 30 Days_ -' 

.AJ'.PIIIF> 

TAB A 1 ) . AlfflEX E 

AL'rER' ~r!VE 1 

21i"DIIys J 

To be moved over a 12 a.ont.t. 
per!od when availabl!._~d rea~v 

To be IIOved Oft!r a 12 m.:atl: 
period vben awilab1e and reedr• 

To be moved Oft%' a 12 month 
period when aftilab1e I!M ready. 

_:._;F. 'i':W\SP:•R!EI· fiE!.ffl~'S ~1JJ!C:: 

!. "tctal of 62 ~cr-t!es. 

~ troop =r.! ps ll er;;:o ships 

.i.IR TRiJ\SPJ~EP EL!iME!ITS RE.Qi."IRE: 
J. total or 1232 sorties. 

liON AlR TR.i.NS CARGO REQUIRES: 
3 cargo ships 

AlR TRI'.NSPORI'ED ELDWn'S P~F.E: 
A totd o~ 1450 aort.iea. 

EON AIR TRIJti CAJ\XI REQUIRES: 
3 c:azso abips 

AIR TRAR>PORI'ED U.EKERI'S RE~: 
A total ~ ss· sorties. 

IIO!i AIR 'TRAJE CAIIGO lUXP!1IDl : 
2 cargo ab!ps · 

(AF: ROY 6o9P, 128 S/T; Jm: 415P, 15\)C S/T 
Pet: 159P, 65 S/T) 

1 troop asb!p II cargo ships 

ll troop Sb!ps 23 cargo ships 

AVl!.11BU., !r. Al;..J, 67 by transfer trom 
Europe, ctr.t'n.1.se Feb 68. Requires 
1 troop ship, 5 CU1JO ab!ps. 

Ca:ooet dlv ~o m~ ve by ....,p-.!.b st-. ips. 

:i. troop sL!p, 5 cargo et.ips. 

':o u.cvc· ~:i& 8!npL~t ships .. 

Tab A to Annex E 
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-~CI·!E.'.T EL~'Tl; OF 
~21::- ,~!RB:>Rr:E rev 
A:R FO!?::ES (1 SQ) 

1\::N A!R ";RANS CAR.10 

CORPS S'JPPVRI' (USA) 

C'ORPS SuProRI' (t~A) 

CORPE SUPPJRr (USA) 

SliPP..'RI' FVRCES FOB 
82!iD AEN DIV Plua 
4 USAF SQJIS 

11011 AIR TBAl'iS CAR:;O 

SUPPJRI' FOBCm FOR 
821Ul ABB DIV 

BOB AI B TBAiilS CARlO 

RDW1IIJil SUPP:>Rr FOR 
82Hil AB1I Div AID tli.AP (1 SQ) 

JL'OOl CA V lll!m 

5TH W.R DIV/3 IWI (-) 

l525:' 

5C5 

3451 

3830 
84116 

10295 

54116 

mt_ 
1382 

3349 

30719 

SUPPJffi', 5TH MAR DH/3 MAl.' {-) 1q21;4 

IJR EUl-l:lrrS 286 

2!':!' MAR D!V/2 1-'.AW (-) 25735 

!.'llw.l!!:' 2!1D MAR DJV/2 MJIX(-) 1183 

:.:R r.:·_;:.:-.;:.:: 25l. 

2CWO sr. 
2231 S/T 

21.420 M/T 

42037 M/T 

1!679'1 M/T 

86960 M/T 

27652 S/T 

mstr 

20650K/T 

8ll7S/T 

8ooo M/T 

4]1107 N/T 
l693S/'t 

35017 N/T 

l346oo M/T 

42011 M/T 

2)S' M/T 

133cU 1~/1' 

251'·0 .,; ... 

2~9 ¥./'!: 

'"-;:!l!.': r-:-::·.~ir•:·l to l"~"wt:.iJJ r-1 r•:atJ1TJ~3S !!Ml IOOV'E' to }'.JOrt. 
'Jlt.!£ -.;:--:e-Tt dO':£ r.ot ~r.~l·._~,1~ r.1ll:r.!l':'t.1~". ., 

TAB B Tu . .AliliEx-. ~.: 

ALTERRA.'IVE II . 

AIR 

AIR 

SFJ. [~~-~ra~J 

SEA L30~»;~~..J 

SEA 

AlB 
~;! 

AIR 

Sf-A G~_.l 

SEA 

SEA 
.AIR 

SEA 

Nmm![ 26 ~.J 

1'-STS 
,--;---~ 

~---· 

AMPHIB 

WJIDB; =~~~~~ =-·~ 
r----~ J.18'l'S 41 Days 

··--·· -· ·- ---

AI~FliH 

33 

NOVEMDE'R 67 - ROVDmER 6e 

To be IIIOftCi over a· 12 manth ~ 
period wen available and rea 

J..l!! TIWlS ELil-!Eiri'S IID(lnRE: 
J. tot.el o~ 1079 sorties. 

NOll IJR 7RANS C:,!r..C: 3 cargo ships 
5 daye onloadiDJ, 18 daya sail tim~, 
7 daya of'f'lc.ad!ng. 

2 troop eh1 ps, 6 cargo ships 

3 ~roop sh!pa, 7 caz-go aMps 

iJR TY.RS ELD'.Ein'S ~UIRE: 
A total cl 1445 aarties. 

liOU AIR TRANS CAR:iO ~UIBES: 
3 caz-go ehipc 
5 da7B OllloadiDg, 15 ~ uil time, 
7~of't1.ca.c11£e;. 

AIR T RIJiS ELoo:rtTS REQUIRE: 
A total ot 406 sorties. 

1105 AIR TRAilS CARlO REQU'I1m!: 
~1/2 carso ships • · 
5 days cmloadias, 18 days ••11 time, 
1 dq8 oN1oa4ias • 

To be JDaVed over a 12 IIIOJith I (.AF: llo'.r 8o9P, 1.26 S/T; Jan 475P, 15CCI S/'r; 
period when available and readr. . Feb-Mar 96P, 65 sjT. . 

26 ~ AvailaHe in Aug 67 U trans~erred trail 
!m-ope, othervise 11111 deploy in Feb 68. 
1 troop ship, 5 carso •hips. 

Canbat 41v to mov-e -ria amphib ships. 

Support element~ to lllOVe via MS'fl; ship. 
5 troop ships, 6 caz-go ships. 

To t1c·:~ vit:. •r-Tf. ships. 
1 Trl10p t!1~p. 4 eargo ships 

Tub B to Anllex E 



.{) 

•. J 

~· ...... 
. ~· 

I 

t 

I 
~ • 

CORPS SPT 

CCIIPS SPT (Fil ruR) 

CC!IPS SPT 

CCIIPS SPI (lR Wll) 

CCIIPS SPT 

CXICBAl' ELDIEIITS OF 
82ID DIV P1ua 
AlB falCES (T ml) 

EIIXIII'1'S OF 
82Jm DI'I IPl' fti!CES 
• AIR falCES (II SQ) 

CABOO. 11011 AIR DA1IS 

SPT falCES fQI B2ID DIV 
IIIm!IWIJI FBIJI ElBIOPE 

EUMEiml OF 8aiD DIV SPT 
JI'ORCES 6 AIR ra!CES SPT 

ARIID CAV REO'f 

101ST DIV SP1' JI'O!ICES 

lOl.ST DIV SPT FCI!CES (FB Wll) 

10lat. DIV A SP1' FORCES 

lOlST DIV SPT FalCES (Fii Wll) 

lOlST DIV SPT FORCES 

5TH L!V Sf'! FCllCES 

5TH tiV SPT >'(i!CES (FR Wll) 

5TH DIV ;. 5TH DIV S?! rollCES 

5'>1! Dr~ S!";' !'O?.CES ( FF. E!.'R) 

5TJi t-1'.' :..:;- :- =~-·:t:z.: 

~ 

519 

70013 

4191 

2f.M 

1179 

IKI84 

·101o96 
. 5578 

3490 

4296 
·1097 

3349 

2518 

6303 

17312 

1162 

35l!l 

;aoc 

2901 

19:a0 

1748 

;··-69 

TO!tS 

ZS73 S/T 

fi9154 M/T 

10536 M/T 

25675 H/T 

4788 M/T 

401<76 M/! 

218oo S/T 
34"9 S/T 

21420M/T 

20653 8/T 
797 S/T 

20652 M/T 

1)960 M/T 

10500 M/T 
3065 B/T 

35017 M/T 

12072 M/T 

49212 M/T 

14m7 M/T 

6248 M/T 

36439 M/T 

27513 M/T 

11604 1-1/T 

172620 V./T 

8942 M/T 

uoae t:./T 

•Ti::'!' rt·~;:~-:·l t<.; r-:-u.l.iy ur.it~ an.::. r::.v~ t.'-· J-:.,,·t.. 

"" --... ...:..,, 

.!!?E!: ~ 
7---, 

AIR ··-~~~j 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

TAS C t'O AIJIEX E 

~IIATI\1: lll 

. l··~~~=.J 
L~~-Dqi -1 

SEA•~ 

AIR 
AIR 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 
AIR 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

SEA 

!:EA 

c;y;.-l 
I 26 Ila)-a 1 

[ 30 Da1a I 
[=26=Dera=:o', 

IICVDIBEP. 67 - IIOVDIIIER 68 

To be ~ over a l2 ..mb 
period aa available azd ready 

~ 

AIR 'IRAIISPC.fiTED EI.D!!JITS P.ElJJll!E: 
A t.ot.al of 82 aortiu. 

3 t.l"'Op a hips, l2 CU'&O .ships.· 

lllthdravn t'r<JC Eurcpe 
1 troop abip, 2 cargo ablpa • 

1 troop ablp, II carao ahlpa. 

lllt.hdrawn hao Europe 
1 t.l"'Op abip, 1 c:aqo ablp. 

AIR !IWISI'ORt'Eil ELDmn'S RE(JJIRE: 
· A t.ot.al of lllO aort.1ea • 

1IKlll AIR mAllS CARGO RE'IJIBES: 
3 cargo mipa. 

AIR mA!iSI'ORt'Eil ELl!J'DrS ~DIE: 
A t.ot.al of 1.225 aortiee. 

lOB AIR mA1IS CAROO RE'I1DIBS: 
3~ m1pe.· 

1 trocp mlp, 2 c:aqo abipe. 

(AF: J&D II75P, 1500 S/'f; Peb IIOOP; 1500 Sft; 
Mar 222P, 65 S/T) 

Avs1lable In Au& 67 by t.raaafer frail 
Europe, otbenriee Feb 68. Require• 
1 Voop ahip aD4 3 ca:zwo abipa. 

1 troop ship, 2 cazso abipa. 

2 troop ships, 7 C:USO ahipa. 

9 troop a hips, 20 cargo ships. 

1 troop ahip, 1 tazgo ahip. 

3 troo;> ships, lo cargo ships. 

1 troop ahip, 2 cazw., Ebips. 

9 troop ships, 23 cargo ahips. 

1 t.IU>;.- ~hip • 2 cargo ships. 

Tab C t.o Annex E 

; .. ' 


