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SECTION &: ROK LAND FORCE SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS

8.1 Summary

The present ROK land force support structure does not appear adequate
for a sustained defense. Additional support units are necessary, as well
as continued effort on building the required infrastructure. It is true that
many improvements have been made since the Korean War, including new and
improved roadways, additional railroad capacity, permament depots, etc. How-
ever, the actual land force support limits are considerably reduced in streagth.

They actually appear less capable of supporting the ROK combat units now than
during the war. .

At the current level of 18 ROK divisions (17 Army-1 Marine), for in-
stance, additional support units totaling approximstely 113,000 men would
be required to sustain these divisions in combat continuously. At the 16,
20, and 23 division force levels, the support augmentation required is
about 90,000; 125,000; and 150,000 men respectively. These findings are
substantiated byarecent study of the 18 ROK division case by the Commander
of US forces in Korea. His study, like ours, concluded that the overall aug-
mentation requirement for 18 ROK divisions is approximately 113,000 men.

In considering a broad range of alternatives to {mprove ROK support capa-
bilities, four specific suppert concepts were selected for study, First, the
current ROK support structure could be left unchanged and be improved in a
minor way with US grants or military sales. Assuming continuation of the
currently proposed MAP program, the five year cost of this alternative would

range from about $88 million for 14 divisions to $125 milliom for 20 divi-
sions.

A second alternative would be to make no major changes to the force
structure, but to fill equipwment shortages in the existing support structure.
This would assure adequate ROR ability to oppose the NKA, even if the North
Koreans make qualitative improvements in their force. Estimated MAP ( or
FMS) costs would range from $246 to $276 million for 16-18 divisions, in-
cluding $90 to $150 for the current M&P program.

Thirdly, the force structure could be increased to assure that the ROKs
could engage the NKA on & sustained basi{s. This would entail full support
for ten divisions. At a l4~16 division level (active), estimated addi-
tional MAP (oxr FMS) costs range from $330 to $349 million. These costs in=
clude equipment for new support units plus $170 to $200 million for present
equipment shortages. Such a force could assist in non-peninsular conflicts,
such as the current SVN conflict, but only in a limited way.

Finally, the force structu
gage a NKA/CFR attack, at leas
brought to bear. This.entails support units for 18-20.divisions fully em-
gaged. Additional MAP (or FMS) cests range from $367 to $500 mil}zon, in-
cluding $200 to $230 million for present equipment shortages. This force
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would be extremély atrong, furnishing the ROKs with a capability to lead imn
regional defense arrangements.

The cost 6f relying on the US to supply the support units in sustained
conflicts against either the NKA or NKA/CPR forces is quite high. The five-
year cost for the additional units needed to support 10 divisions in sustained
combat is over $1.6 billion if the units are US as compared to $837 million
($230 nillion MAP or FMS, §90-3607 ROK defense budget costs for 06M) depending
on whether the ROK forces are active or reserve. To support more ROK divi-
sions is correspondingly wore expensive: -least cost alternatives (which
include hoth the ROK budget and MAP assistance to Korea) for the added forces
to support 16 and 18 ROK divisions are $1.4 and $1.7 billion respectively.
This conclusion holds even though the study assumes that support.for seven

divisions is available in the baselime force structure at no cest for use in
Korea.

It would seem, therefore, that the US should begin discussing with the
ROK some fundamental force changes which might be necessary on the basis of
this evaluation. Such changes would include either the formstion of addi-
tional suppert units or a tradeoff of existing combat units for support units.
For imstance, at the 16 division force level, nearly all of the required sup-
port augmentation of 90,000 spaces could be provided from within the existiog
Army structure. Agsuming that the ROK troops currently deployed in Vietnam
are redeployed to Korea, there would be available in the force structare four
divisions plus miscellaneous support, or a total of approzimately 65,000 men:
To aveoid possible conflicts with the present ceilings on ROK forces (600,000) .
these units could be organized as ready reserves. '

In any event, no matter which alternative is selected for the deployment
of US foreces in Korea, those US land force units necegsary to support the )
ROK Army should be clearly identified in ocur force structure and included in
contingency planning. They should be labeled 28 a specisl mission package
and tailored and oriented to perform their support mission in Korea. .The

least cost alternatives for the four support options stated above are shoun -
in Table 8-1.
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TABIE 8-1

FORERIGN EXCHANGE COST OF PRIMARY ROK SUPPORT ALTERNATIVES
(Assumes 0o inflation in MAP or FMS items)

FY 70 PY 71 FY 72 FL 73 FY 74  TOTAL

Preseat MAP Program (18 Div)Y 24,1 22,5 216 231 223 113.6

Alternatives
===

Force Level Variations Present MAF Program

14 Divisions 18.8 17.5 16.7 18.0 17.4 88.4
16 Divisions 21.4 20.1 19.2 20.5 19.8 1?1.0
20 bivisions 26.6 24.9 24.0 25.6 24.7 . 125.8

Fill Fquip. Shortapes

16 Divisgions 44.4 53.0 54.0 43.5 51.7 246.6
18 Divisions 49.8 60.1 60.3 49.0 57.1 276.3

2/

nerease Support Structure™
Sustained Spt Against NKA Attack

2.6
16 Divs/10 Divs Spt 444 18.7 84.4 134.6 130.5 472.
18 Divs/10 Divs Spt 44.4 89.2 86.6 13%.9 141.0 501.1

increase Support Structuregj
Sustained Spt Against NKA/CPR Attack

20 Dlvs/16 Divs Spt 55.2 91.5 115.5 190.5 195.1 648.8

/ Support units only. See Saction 6 for combat unit improvement.
!/ For costs see Section 8.44, Reserve divisioan cases, with costs ?E about
15% of the accive rate, are detailed in Section 9. Includes eJuipment

shortage €ill and modernization .(and operation) im the current program,
3/ Assumes support forces in SVN retura with their US eqaipment.

N

8.2 Present Program

Althouzh the current ROK support structure does aot have a}l'the equip=
ment required by wanit TOEs, plans exist for meeting the most.crx?1cal §h?r§- 4
falls over the next five years through US grant aid. The wajor items involve
and the cost of this presently proposed program are shown in Table 8-2, p.126-

Implementation of the MAP plan, of course, is contingent on Che availadility
of funds.

128



—SECRET—

TABLE 8-2

PRESENT MAP PROGRAN WITH FORCE LEVEL VARIATION
Cost (Millious in US §) (Invest. plus Operating) 1/

FY 70 FY 71 FY 72 FY 73 FY 74 TOTAL

14 Divisions

Vehicles 14.7 13.4 12.4 13.8 14.0 . 68.3
Bridging Equip. .1 - 1 - - .2
Const. Equip. 4.0 3.8 4.0 3.7 3.0 18.5
Commo. Equip . ae .3 .2 .5 . 4 1.4
TOTAL 18.8 17.5  16.7 18.0 17,4 88.4
16 Divisions
Vehicles 16.8 - 15.3 146.2 15.7 16.0 78.0
Bridging Equip vl - . -1 - - 02 .
Const. Equip. ' 4.5 4.4 4.6 4.2 3.4 21.1
Commo. Bquip. - 4 .3 .6 .4 1.7
TOTAL 21.4 20.1 19.2 20.5  19.8 101.0
18 Divisions
" Vehicles 18,9 17,2 16.0 17.7 18.0 87.8
Bridging Equip. .1 .- .1 -- == 2
Const. Equip. 5.1 4.9 5.2 4,7 3.8 23.7
Commo. Equip. .- A .3 .7 .5 1.9

2.1 22,5 21.6 23,1 22,3 113.6
yme—s_gt&:y&‘—_jpem'{n?costs directly related to support units,

Although this probably would not allow the ROKs to fight on a sustained
basis without US logistic support, it would appear to be emcugh for them to defend
against Nerth Korea, givesn the intelligence estimates of NKA sustained support
capability. The comparison between ROK and RKA support levels in Table 8-3 below
indicates that the NXA has little ability to fight on a sustained basis, except
possibly in defense, where they would have shorter lines of supply and communication,
and could fall back on prepositioned stocks.

TABLE 8-3
COMPABATIVE ROK-NKA STRENGTHS .
(See Tables 5-1, 5-2 and S-11 for wmore detail)

Total Support Spt
Combat Division Corps-Army ZTotal Combat
North Korean Army 193,270 46,498 40,808 87,306 .45
Present ROK Structure 226,182 76,173 140,982 217,155 .96
—SECRET—
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8.3 Fill Equipment Shortages

8.3.1 General. The second alternative, modernizing and filling the equipment
requirements of the existing ROK support structure, would give greater con-
fidence of an adequate ROK Defense against a NKA attack, but at a considerably
higher cost than the first alternarive. A& rough estimate of this cost is
shown in Table 8-4 below. A more detailed discussion of each of the major
categories of equipment is contained in succeeding sections.

TABIE 8-4

FOREIGN EXCEANGE COST OF EQUIPMENT FILL AND MODERNIZATION:/
{Millions of $US)

item FY 70 Fr 7l FYJ2 FYLJ3 FY 74  TOTAL
14 Divigions
Vehicles - 23.5 31.5 38.6 45.9 139.5
Bridging Equip. 3.5 - " a- - - 3.5
Combat Support Equip. 3.0 4.5 - - - 7.5
Const. Bquip. -- - 7.6 .- - 7.6
Commo. Equip. 8.8 _17.6 8.9 - - 35.3
TOTAL 15.3 45.6 48.0 38.6 45.9 193.4
16 Divisions
Vehicles - 27.9 36.0 43.5 51.7 159.1
Bridging Equip. 4.2 - - - - 4.2
Combat Supt. Equip. 3.1 4.8 ne -- -- 7.9
Const. Equip. -- - 7.8 - - 7.8
Commo. Equip. 10.0  20.3 10.2 -- -- 40.5
TOTAL 7.3  53.0 54.0 43.5 51.7 219.5
18 Divisions ,
Vehicles -w 32.2 “0-7 49.0 5701 179.0
Bridging Equip. 4.8 - - - - gg
Combat Supt. Rquip. 3.1 5.1 - - - 8.1
Const. Equip. -- -- 8.1 - -- ,5
Commo. Equip. 11.2  22.8 11.5 - - 43.
TOTAL 19.1  60.1 60.3 49.0 57.1 245.6

1/ Does not include the foreign exchange cost of the current MAP program which
would have to be implemented before or witnh this modernization plan. It
does include vehicle operating costs and sutomotive spare parts, based on
costs in Table 16, CINCPAC MAP plan for an 18 division force. For 14 and
16 divisions, the 18 division costs were factored by -4.0.



8,32 Vehicles

in Section 5 the ROK relative supariority over the KEA in trucke
was clearly indicated, Most of these ROX vehiclas aze five to six
years old (87X OSEJ series). Allowing for overhead and rebuilds, the
expected economic life is snother six to seven years. As a conseguence,
the ROK need make galy minor changes to its truck force, concentrating
limited fonds on keeping the existing vehicles operating, Such a course
would not jeopardize ROK defemsa capabilities against a NKA surprise attack.
The additicoal foveign exchange costs for spare parts, on the basis of

the CINCPAC shortfall analysis, would gmount to $23.3 million in MAP
mratm funda, '

In anticipation of the problem the Koreans will face im 1972-74
vhen the present vehiele fleet is in need of replacement, seversl
alternative courses bear consideratfion. Oue alternative would be to
establish a joint US-Korea co-production facility in Korea for the
newer US Arwmy gtandard M-aeries vehicles (or-M600 seriss). Under
current prices for MG0O series vehicles, replscemsnt of the entire
fleet would cost $180,000,000. On the basis of limited experience
with co-production in Tajwan, it is clear the US-Rorea co-production,
or even vebicle sssembly in Korea, conld reduce these costa somewhat.
Using the M16 data as an index, assembly in Korea could be expected
to reduce costs by 30%. Because of the large capital investments
involved, co~producticn would be wore expensive of the large capital
investments igvolved, co-production would be more expensiva at low
volumes bur could make poseible savings of up to 75% onee fixed coats
had been written off. The benefits to the ecamomy of local production
eould be great because of the poteutially large demand for similar
vehicles in the civilian sestor. Is very zough terms, the costs of
the co-production program could range from $95 million for 14 divisions
ta $160 million for 23 divisione. The large lesd-timea imvolved would
push mogt of these expenses beyond the FY 70-74 pericd.

A second alternstive would be outright sale or gramt of M600 seriles
vehicles to the Koreans. The coat of such a program £s extremely large,
ranging from $243 million for 14 divisions te $400 million for 23 divi-
sions. The numbhers of vehicles and coats involved in this course using
as an example 18 divisions are set forth in Table 8-5 below.
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TABLE 8-5
WHEELED VEHICLES REPLACEMENT (18 DIVISICNS)

1/ ROK TOE
Item = Requirement cost

Trucks, ST 4,762 » $ 63,374,267
Trucks, 2%T 18,258 $157,442,186
Trucks, ¥T 10,682 $ 32,927,120
Trucks, 13T 10,112 § 42,658,925
Trailers 12,595 $ 12,130,830
Semi-trailers 662 ' 4,610,814

1/ A1l types withic CGeneral category.

As an interim measure, the OSPJ rebuild program could be
expanded in order to maintain the fleet at its current size or t?
increase it, filling TOE shortages, depending, of course, on avail-
able rebuildable assets coming out of the SUN wer. This course
could extend the life of the present vehicle fleet into 1975-76.
‘Detailed costs are not available for this altermative, but assuming
on the basis of Taiwan experience that rebuild costs are about 15%
of replacement ($1,000 for e 2% ton trueck) about.$§25-$36,000,000
would be needed for a 14-18 division force. Most of the expenses
would come up in the mid-1970s, beyond the FY 70~74 program, The
present vehicle fieet and replacement costs are tabulated in detail
in Table 8«5 on page 93,
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8.33 Engineer Equipment: Rridging. Ground reaction forces, except those
with an amphibicus capability, wust yely on key bridges. These bridges are
vulnerable to enemy artillery (and probably sir attacks) as well as destruc~
tion due to seasonal flooding or sabotage. The BOK Army has little combat
bridging equipment oo hand at present, and will be restricted in reacting

to North Korean penmetration until it has some efficient bridging capability.
The equipment indicated in Table 8-6, which could be managed without changes
to the force structure, is a modest answer to this problem.

8.34 Engineer Equipment: Combat Support. Engineer and artillery units
are also short mine detector sets, gemerator sets, surveying sets, search-
lights, trectors, inflatable assault beats, light sets, and other specialized
items to carry out their assigned missions. These items showa in Table 8-6
are part of the designed (or authorized) equipment levels. Although these

items are minor, they are necessary to the operation of the major units ‘they
support, and therefore should also be considered important.

8.35 Engineer Equipment: Construction. Some additional engineer com-

struction equipment is also needed in ROK engineer units. Imcluded are crane

shovels, tractors, scoop loaders, ceampressors and pneumatic tools, concrete

and bitaminous mixers and handling equipment, rock crushers and road graders,

treneits and surveying sets, and specialized equipment sets. Also, some com-

bat units are short engineer equipment items such as small compressors, gemera=

tor sets, water pumps and sterilizing bags, lighting sets, drafting sets,

hand operated chain hoists and flashlights. While these items are ingsignifi-

cant in relatjon to costly wajor items, each is important tc the major opera-= ‘
tion it supports. The BOR land forces would also nmeed these smaller items

in appropriite quantities to support the modernized units. These items are
shown in Table 8-6.

8.36 Communications Equipment. Much of the communications equipment in the
hands of the ROKA is of World War IT vintage and was given to the ROKs during
the Korean War. While wmany of the items are still operable and useful, in
many cases the advenced age of the equipment, shortage of spare parts amnd
limjited capability for badly needed long-range or high-volume traffic make
continued use an uneconomical process. In the program which follows, the
communications switching equipment will give flexibility tc ROK 4Army Com-
manders in determining the threat to their units and in exerciging appropriate
coumend and control over them. The switchboards will both link the echelons
of the ROK Army to permit the rapid and accurate transmission of ordexs .?nd
informtion by land lines and permit continuous communications under mobile
combat conditions. Modernized land communications are vital to modernizing
the ROK Army to meet attacks anywhere in the ROK.

Although some communications equipment modernization is being undertaken
in the CIGFIR program (approximately $8.4 million) it is useful to look at
the overall requirements as indicated in Table 8-6 and in Section &. Any
further communications modezrmization program should be worked out considering
carefully the CIGFIR program,

..


https://consideri.ng

(Millionn of $US)

, No. of Divisions
icens 18 Div. Baquiremant pvy
Yehiclas
Truck, % ton
Util (M606A3) 1,719 $ 2.5 3 2.5 $§ 3.2
Anb (M17Q) 35 .1 .1 1
RR 45 1 .1 .1
Tzuek, 2% ton
Cargo, (M602) 1,041 %) 6.0 6.8
Duzp (M624) 31 3.1 3.6 4.0
Van (M60941) 20 .2 .2 .2
Traek, § ton
Cargo (M3424) 393 ) 3.6 4.1 4.6
Chasals (M6124) 29 2 .3 3
Wrecker (M543A2) 426 7.2 3.3 9.3
Trac. (M52A2) 293 2.6 2.9 3.3
Sub-Total $24.9 338.4 §31.9
Operating Costst’ 114.6 130.7 14/.1
Sub-Total 139.5 159.1 179.0
Brid.ggna Bgulpmant
BTidgo, fized, highwey Bailey ) 2 .2 .2
Bridge, floating highway alum deck 18 1.6 1.9 2.2
Bxidge, flomting, raft-sectiom, lt. 43 1.3 L.6 1.9
Boat, bridge, erection 27° long 12 .2 .3 .3
Outbhoard motor, gas 25 BRP 240 .2 .2 .2
Ferzy comversisca st, Yafantry spt 2 J— ——— —
Sub-Total 3. 4.2 4.8
Bs e ¢ Support
Betecting set, wine AN/PRS-4 2,536 .7 -8 -9
Cenerator set, diesel 45 I 124 .8 .9 1.0
Metascope asay, transit 1,459 .3 4 &
Survey sets, artillery 3
(4th & Sth oxder) 475 2 -3 3
Sesrchlights, 18" & 30" 252 % 4 "
Bost, lending, fnflatable 15 men 352 4 -4 a7
Tractor, FT, Low-spsed diesel w/blade 128 —del 4.7 Lol
Sub-Total 7.5 7.9 8.2
Combat Construction Equipment
Czane, Shovel, 20T 128 5.5 5.5 3.9
Scoop loader, diesel k1) .S .5 ?
Road grader, diesel, hvy 12 .1 -l X
Roller, motorized, 10T 41 -2 -3 1
Scrapex, towed S )1 3 1.5
Pneumstic tool cutfits w/cemprassors 1258 L2 1.3 o2
Sub-Total 7.6 7.8 8.1
Qmaicacionu EBguipment 2 1.3
Svitchboard, AN/MTC-1 5 s 1.0 1.5 ’6
Switchboaxd, Aufwrc-3 20 -5 11 12
Switchboard, AR/icrc-? 120 -9 % "
Switchboard, AN/NTC-9 -3 : 11
Battery terminal equip. (HAVR-HERC) 3 9 .0 2 ’0
Radio Term, ANAMRC-39 382 Lg.li 22.2 3-7
Radio Relay, AN/TRC-36 255 3.5 8.8 a1
Svitchboard, AN/MIC-1 w/veh and pwr 12 2.4 2’2 1.6
Svitchboard, ARAMIC-3 w/veh and pvr 57 1.2 e 15
Switchboard, AN/NTC-7 w/veh and pur 9% Yy . —L-3 =
Sub-Total, ;‘g ‘3 gg 3 8.5
oL’ : . .
TOTAY, {ALL COSTS) §193.4 §219.5 $245.6

2f Operoting costs 284 dpakc parts Lor vehiclca only baacd on F¥ 70 cocta In Tabla 16, CINCPAC MAP Flan.
2/ Kinus vehidle opexating costs. 13“
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8.41 General

The last two alternativea - force structure increases Lo assure that
the ROKz could engage a NKA attack on 8 sustained basis and that they could de-

lay a combined NEA/CPR attack = sre baged on a detailed study of the existing
ROK force structure.

requirements for ROR forces were examined in two basic secenarios:
(1) 4n B, 10, 12 and 14 division defense against s North Eoresn limited objective
attack aimed at taking the ground betueen the Imjim River and the MDL, or at
destroying the key hydro-glectric plant st the Bwachon Reservoir; the defense
would be followed by a counter-attack, (2) 4 16, 18, 20, 23 , 28 and 30 division
defense against a North Korean attack along the historic avenue of approach to
Secul - the gemeral attack - which would be supported, when necessary, by eventual
comitaent of Chinese Communist Army onits; the defemse would be followed by a
counter~attack to restore, as 8 minimm, any threatesed. areas near Seéoul. Actusl
equipment levels were assumed for cases renging from 8 to 20 divisions, and full
TOE equipment levels were assumed for cases from 12 to 30 divisicos.

otal 1y 14:]

For the slteroative ROK force levels examined, the Modular Force Planning
Model wag used to determinme the total support requived.* This is a computerized
model designed to derive total in-theater support requirements. Given the de-
sired nusber and mix of combat battalions ia the theater, the support force re=
quired to support both the combat units and the support force itself, 1. e:, a
balanced, self-sufficient force can be computed. This is dome by using ‘,m“’
tion of the standsrd input-output methodology commonly used in economic models
in order to'relate the additional requirements on the whole system that onme
specific additional unit generates. Imputs to the model, in addition to the oum-
ber and wix of combat modules, include such things as casualty rates, medical
evacuation policies, fuel consumption rates, estimatea of prisoners and civilian
internees, etc. The output is-a balanced theater treop list. Typical ROK combat
unit inputs are shown in Table 8-7 below. A detailed discussion of combat
modules ioput to the model is contained in Appendix A, Anmex IX.

TABLE 8-7
ILLUSTRATIVE COMRAY UNITS 7O BE SUPPORTED

, Yumber of Divisions
I 1 212 2 B

Inf. Battalion 117 135 153 171 198
Marine Regt. 3 3 3 3 3
Tack Boe. 10 10 10 10 10
105z Ba (Div) Towed 42 48 54 60 69
155m Ba (Div) Towed 14 16 18 20 23
1S5ms Bn Towed 10 i0 10 10 10

Vice
* Dave by the studies and mndels group in tha Office of the assistant
-Ghie%ns St:f[ of the Arxy. group
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In addition to the above illustrative imputs, it was also necessary to
look at a number of additional factoxs., Included were: {1) the additiomal
support units yequired to support the ROK and US Air Forces, {2) the variation
in cangumption and maintenance requirements between ROK uaits with the actual
equipment levels and with full TOE equipment; and (3) the theater base and
special units not included in the model which might be required by the ROKs.

Since the model was originally designed for US units, errors were undoubtedly
introduced in adapting it to ROR units. Many of the potential difficulties were
eliminated, however, by using ROK consumption requirements, and by replacing
US TOEs with ROK TOEs for combat~type units. For a detailed discussion of the

uodification and sssumptions used to adapt this model to the ROK land forces
case (see Appendix B, Annex II.)

The number of troops required for several representative cases is shown
in Table 8-8 below:

TABLE 8-g
TOTAL SUPPORT STRUCTURE REGUIRED
(Thousands of Troops) »
2/ g/ ROK
14 Diy 16 Div 18Div 20 Div 23 Div=’ 30 Div='Curreat
Intell.,, 10 11 12 12 14 16 5
¢, ¢ sct 50 47 54 55 60 66 35
Engineex 35 36 36 36 36 36 35
Iransp. 28 31 34 36 43 55 9
Medical 43 47 54 59 69 88 18
SplaMaint. 40 42 44 47 55 69 25
Admin. 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Spec. Oprs. _2 2 2 5 2 3 i
TOTAL 215 223 243 254 287 342 131

A/ Command, Control & Communication .
2/ 23 and 30 Div. cases assume TOE equipment levels; all others use actual equip-
ment levels.

8.42 Determining Augnentation

To determine augmentation requirements, we compared the balanced troop list
obtained from the model with current ROK capabilities. The difference between
the two is simply the augmentation that is requized, stated in terms of 'US TOE
voits. Using the total troop liet, it is also possible to determine which of
these US~type units might actually be provided by the US aud which might be .
furnished by the ROKs. This breakdown was made in four different ways as follows:

SO
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. Altervative 1 - Totel US Augmentation: In this case, all units would be
provided by the US. This alternative assumes that curzent ROK support capa-
bility does not increase and that the total augmentation will be made up of.
US troops. This is an important case because it is close to being ocur only.

cg“nt option, given the long lead-time required to form and equip new ROK
units.

Alternative 2 - Comparative Advantage Case: Based on the technical skills
aad training required for various units, snd the relative costs of training and
supporting US and ROK pergomnel, this breakout would be an attempt to obtain
the required capability at & minimum cost, including both ROK and US costs.

This is an important case because it is the most efficient, from the standpoint
of comparative advantage.

Alternative 3 - US in Rear Area Only: Here no US units would be forward
of the corps rear boundaries. This alternative is idemntical to Altermative 2
but adds the additional constraint that US troops would be located in the rear
erea only. We looked at this case because it is conceivable that, for certain

conflicts with North Korea, the US would prefer to limit dfrect combat participa-
tion, at least for awhile.

Alternative 4 - US Rapid Deployment after 60 Days: In this case 00 US units
would be used for the first 60 days of an engdgament. Again, this would be similar
to Alternative 2, but with an additional time constraint which influences the .
breakdown between troops provided by the US and those provided by the BOKs. This
case was considered important in light of advantages we gain with strategic

mobility, since it allows us to consider how great our forward deployment ceed
be.

4 discussion of type aupport wpits which could be provided under various al-
ternatives is at Appendix C - Abnex IL. Exzamples of augnentation .Zor several
tepresentative cases ‘are shown below:

TABLE 8 ~9

CR A TION RE S
ousands Of Troops

: 1
14 Div 16 Div 18 Div 20 D?v .23 Divj

Present Case

ROK 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

us © 8443 92.0 113.0 123.2 156.1
Comparative Advant

Rsx ve i 80.3 88.0 108.5 118.6 150.7

Us 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.6 5.4
US Rear Area Only

ROK 83.9 91.6 112.5 122.7 155.4

us 4 -4 55 .7
US Rapid Deployment . :

ROK ™ 83.9 91.6 112.5 122.7 155.4

Us - 4 ___.4..__-_;5_-__:5_,___-2_
Spaces available in existing .0
BOK Cowbat Units. 86.0 60.0 34.0 0.0 0

1,_7 23 Div. case agpumes TOE m—
equipment levels; all others sa actual eguipment levels.
137 -
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8.43 Aun Historical Explanation

1f one looks at changes that occurred in the ROK forees over the last
15 years, it is easy to see why eugmentation of some magnitude might now
be necessary. The support structure which proved to be necessary during
the Korean War was nearly 16,000 men per division. In other words, a
cmfxbat division of approximately 13,000 men required a slice of support
units of roughly 16,000 men. The slice behind current ROK divisions 3
however, is now only about 6,000 men per division, based on an analysis
of the ROKA current troop List, Although part of this decrease can be
explained by such chasges as the increasing use of national facilities
(such as railroads), the construction of permament depots, and the use
Of better equipment, it seems clear that a slice of 6,000 men is probably
too low, The slice behind a 16,000-man US division, for instance, is
roughly 32,000 men.* As shown in Table 8-8, an augmentation which would

.:::;:8 the slice to approximately 12,000 men seems reasonable at the present

8.44 Costs

In analyzing the cost of alternative support augmentations, cost to
both the US and the ROK were summed for the period FY 72-74 when the augmen-
tation would be Initiated. The cost of ROR units was based on current
estimgtes of ROK O&% and MAP costs per man for FY 70-74, and current table
of equipment coats per unit, MAP incremental increase for ROKA support
base is shown in Table 8«10 below. (See Appendix B, Annex II).

TABLE 8-10

INCREMENTAY, MAP COST OF
ROKA SUPPORT FORCE INCREASE
(FY 72-74)
(Millions of US §)

Total

Base Support FY 72 FY 73 FY 74 Cost
14 Div/10 Divs SPT 82,0 129.0 113,8 330.9
16 Div/10 Divs £pT 84.4 134.6 130.5 349.5
18 Div/10 Dive SPT 86.6 139.9 141.0 . 367.5
20 Div/16 Divs SPT 115.5 - 190.5 196.1 502.1%

The cost of US units is based on the support level cost factors com-
tained in Tablee 11-3 and 11-6, Section 11, Alternative US Deployments.
Total costs for creating units required for US augmentation were estimated
assuming thet new units would be added to the US force structure as follows:
30% in FY 72; 40% in FY 73; 30% in FY 74. US augmentation unit costs were
also based on a CONUS Active deployment for the support forces.
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COST OF SUPPORT STRUCTURE AUGMENEATION 1/ -
(Total FY72-74) 2

(Millions of US $§)
3/
ALTERNAYIVE

14 Div

TOTAL US AUGMENTATION

(No inerease to ROK Capability) 1,379.9
COMPARATIVE ADVANTAGE '

(Substantial increase to ROK force structure) 380.7
US REAR AREA ONLY

(Substantial increase to ROK foree structure) 335.8
US BAPID: DEPLOYMENT

(Subatantial increase to ROK force structure) 335.8

16 Div 18 Div 20 Div

AN -

1,493.0 1,776.5 2,036.1
399.3  426.5  559.3
3544  374.7 5093

354.4 374.7 509,3

1/ 1Includes cost of US units plus MAP costs for ROKA support. .
2/ Assumes augmentation beging in FY72 and increases incrementally during FY72-74.

3/ Sea Sec. B.42 for discussion of alternatives.
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SECTION 9: RORA FORCE STRUCTURE ALTERNATIVES

9.1 General

On the basis of the discussion in Section 3-5, it is fairly clear that
a small ROK force, ranging from 9 to 12 divisions, would suffice for defending
the South from North Korea. Additional defense forces would be needed to meet
the greater threat of a combined NKA/CPR conventional invasion. The historical,
wargame, and force comparisén analysis suggested 16-23 divisions would be
needed for this task, depending on whether an imitial or sustaining defense
force were needed. Not all these divisions need be active, of course.

The modernization programs discussed above for combat units (Sectior 6)
and support units (Section 8) focused on a narrower range of divisions -
fourteen to twenty. In the program years being discussed, full modernization
of twenty divisions would be a major undertaking and could well overtax the
leadership and management resources of the ROK military. Conversely, 2 re-~
duction of preseat forces from the presently constituted nineteen divisions
to a modernized force of fourteen divisions was also considered the largest
feasible reduction, in the next five years, without overburdeming the military
leadership or gemexating political problems. These judgments, though coansis-
tent with the political analysis in Chapter Seven, are subject to change as
programs are implemented. ’

The alternative ROK land force structures indicated below are illustrative.
Additional variations are certainly possible, and gramnted iimitations in
funds, would probably be more realistic. However, the purpose here has been
to furnish the total military requirement, at minimum risk, and keep the dis-
cussion of resource restraints, higher levels of risk, NKA reactions, and
problems of implementation im Chapter One, The main alternatives and costs
are indicated below and in Table 9-1, page 141,

a. (Continoation of Present Program

(1) Minimal Land Force Program. Gradual reductions in MAP grants for
land forces would be initiated when politically feasible (FY 71-72), trans-
ferring such expenditures to FMS. The rationale for these changes rests on
(3) ROK/US willingness to discount the CPR threat; (b) a decision to retain
US land forces . in Korea for the FY 70-74 period; (¢) the fact that the ROK
economy will be able to support greater expenditures. FY 70-74 costs would
entail $467 million MAP fox the land forces, exclusive of the CIGFIR program.
ROK costs for the same period would be approximately $1%0 millien.

(2) Modest Modernizatien. This is essentially the present MAP .
program downgraded to & 14-16 division program. It imcludes some ROK‘modern%-
zation, but still leaves a large range of needs unaddressed. The rationale is
as in (1) zbave. This course does not preclude withdrawing some US forces
from Korea or repositioning the present forces to fill a regional reserve role.

* Appropriately modernized.

SEE
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TABLE 9-1

. ) _ 1
ILLUSTRATIVE ALTERNATIVE ROK LAND FORCE ROK BUDGET/MAP COSTS-I
(1988 prices in $ US M{llions)

cY10 cY 7% €Y72 C¥73 CY74 Total

Preaent Program .
ROK Costs 236 273 308 345 3g§ 12‘:?
US Costs (MAP) 102 100 9 86 _8 _467
Total 338 373 406 430 462 2047
Alternatives .
Prasent Program with CIGFIR
ROK Costs 0 236 ams 306 5 386 1544
US Costs (MAP) 102 149 106 93 8? 337
Total _ 7338 422 ez &38 . 471 2081
'ROK_Self Defense Porce-NKA Threat
Combat Modernization .
ROR Costs 236 273 300 3% 356 1499
US Costs (MAP) 102 216 139 101 n 628
Totel : 338 %88 439 435 437 2128
Balanced Force SA)y
. ROR Costs . 236 273 302 i:g i;g ligg
US Costs (MAP 124 3 196 125 9%
Total ) 360 . 584 & 482 %96 2620
3/ '
Balenced Force 8)
ROK Costs 236 273 304 343 380 1535
Cost : 124 a1 282 280 254  125%
Ush::ls aB) 360 584 . 586 23 634 2786
ROK Self Defense~-NKA/CPR Threat
Initial Defense {a) .
ROK Gosts ' 23 273 %05 3% 382 1539
US Costs (MAP) 126 326 240 140 129 796k
Total - “362. 599 545 455 511 2500
Initial Defensa (B) (.‘/
236 273 320 387 446 1662
TS Costs. (uaB) 35 - 38 w7 e 20 145
© Toral . 362 698 647

689 716 313 .
Sustained Defense 2/ -

C. ’ 236 273 330 419 482 1240
TS Conte’ OMAR) x 3% 3% ;s et s
Fotal ' 368 603 N1 817 843 3342
“Tables 92, 9~3, 9=4, 9=5, Section 9. ies,
) Toctaten cubit Torie rabenastcion st Seviaass £13 for s i
3/ Incdudes Balanced Force A plus additional support units ot units and new
&/ Includes Cambat forca modernfzation, equipment £i11 'f" supp
ppott unics for 10 divieions. 1gious.
st :nm:swm;:m Defense A plus additional gupport units for 16 div

]
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FY 70-74 MAP costs range £rom $410 to $480 million, depending on whether or
not the JCE CIGFIR progrem 1s inmcluded.

b. ROX Land Porce Self-Defense: NKA Threat

(1) Minimal Program. Under this alternative, modernization improve-
ments would be related to eventual changes in U8 laand force dispositions. One
US divisiocn, or elements of it, might be retained in Korea for its value as a
symbol of US commitment, These forces would be positioned sc that outbreaks
of hostilicies between the ROK and North Korea, short of waxr, need not
necessarily involve US forces. ROK land forces modernization would be explained
as demonstrably assisting ROK assumption of DMZ defense and reducing the risks
that a quick NKA attack would be successful. The minimal program is tied to
improving a smaller number of elite divisions (14), and improvements would be
cencentrated in maneuver unit and artillery firepower. MAP FY 70-74 costs

would be about $629 million and BOK FY 70-74 costs would be about $1500
million.

(2) Balanced Progvam, 1In addition to the modernization included in
8(l) sbove, the ROK Army support capabilities and war reserve ammunition stocks
would also be improved. Two options bear consideration with regsrd to the
support structure: (a) fill TOE shortages through MAP (or FMS) and by en-
couraging local production of essential items: estimeted additional MAP cost
Tanges from $40 to $237 million; (b) increase the ROK Army force structure so
that support units would be availgble for tem ROK divisions simultaneously
engaged: estimated additional MAP cost of about $330 to $350 million. Totel

MAP costs for this alternstive cogld range from $900 to $1251 wmillion. ROK Costs
would remain about the same as undsr the minimal program.

¢. ROK Self Defense: CFR Attack

(1) loitial ROE Defense; (Minimal Program}. In this posture the
ROK forces would be expected te hold alone against an NRA attack, even 1if
the latter were reinforced by a CPR force subsequent to the artack and on
confirmation of CPR involvement. US land forces could move from reserve po-
sitions or be rapidly deployed to Korea using programmed stretepic mobility
resources to reinforce ROK defenses. FRD i , 2
FRD  the land force modernization and improvement programs for the ROK
“would include: (a)firepower modernization for 16 elite divisions; (b} im-
creasing the support structure to support 10 divisions; (e) TOE fill at CINCPAC
levels for 16 divigions. These programs would enfail & MAP program ranging
from $900 to $1251 million. ROK 70-74 coste would be about $1500 millien.

(2) Initial ROK Defense: (Average Risk). The major difficalty with
c{1) above is that ROK coemsnders (and US commanders as well) may be uawilling
to reduce the size of ROK forces at the same time the US conventional role
is reduced, despite the cost and extent of wodernization. Accordingly, l_.8
rather than 16 divisions might have to be maintained. The support capability
would be jmproved by f£illing equipment shortages and possibly increasing the

-SECRET
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I
support struecture to accommodste 10 siwmultaneously engaged divisions. HAP

for FY 70-74 would range from $961 to $1451 million. ROK budget costs would
range from $1540 to $1662 million for FY 70-74.

(3) Sustained Defense. As indicated in other sectioms (3, &4, 5) 16
ROR divisions could probably hold a NKA/CPR invasion, 1f they were equipped
and fought at US standards. US forces could be deployed to augment the ROK,
if necessary; however, in this posture extra funds would be spent to xeduce
the rigk of an early ROK defeat. The modernizatiom and improvement program
would extend to 20 ROK divisions. TOR shortages im support units would be
filled, and the support structure would be increased (mostly reserve units)
so that 16 fully engaged divisions could be supported simultaneocusly. At
the twenty divigion level, MAP coste for FY 70-74 would range from 31451 to
$1602 million; ROK budget costs would range from §1662 to $1740 milliom.

9.2 The Present Program

The existing force structure in Korea as described in the CINCPAC Military
Assistance Plan for Rorea has been taken as the current program. Im general,
it was assumed that no fundamental force structure changes would take place.
From a technical viewpoint, estimates of changes in defense costs are based
on the following assumptions: (1) that the military services will see in-
cressed pay in 1968 price items at a rate of 10% per amnnum; (2) the procure-
ment costs will increase at 37 per annum in 1968 price terms -- this increase
will meet part of the added operating cost requirements of new equipment; and
(3) that coastruction and unit operationswill incxease at 57 per annum in
1968 prices, except during the period when ROK forxces are redeployed either
from South Vietnam or onto the DMZ. An error cetegory is carried throughout
the projections, starting with $19 millien in CY¥ 69, to account for MND ex-

penses, added expenses for counter-infiltration units, amd warginal changes
in other expenses. o

Various specialized improvement programs have been requested for the ROK
efther by COMUSKOREA or the Koreans themselves. TFor example, the CIGFIR pro-
gram (counter-infiltration and force improvement program) would furnish $73.4
willion of equipment and spaze parts primarily for counter-infiltrationm. About
§15 million of this would meet modernization requirements discusgsed in o
section six above. Also under discussion is am extensive M16 rifie facility,
costing the US and ROK jointly about $60 million beyond the M16 proposals dis-
cussed in paragraph 6.4 abave. Because endorsement of the latter proposfls
has not progressed beyond the Defense Department level; it has not been in-

cluded in the estimates of the current program in Table 9-2 on the following
page.

9.3 ROK Self-Dafense Against NKA
There are a number of improvements to ROK land forces which, if mai;;
could be the basis for both reducing the size of the active forces and nge

US troop dispositions. Combat force modernization would be the °°me“t°:e
to any such program, costing up to $172 million (see sectioa gix). Beyom

e ol
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TABLE 9-2

PRESENT PROGRAM COSTS
ROK JAWD FORCES
(1968 constant prices im SUS Millions)

CYs9  cr70 CY71 cY72 aY73 CY 74
Present Program

ROK Costs -]&/
Local currency 201.7 226.0 257.3 281.0 311.5 344.1
Foreign exchange o7 10.1 15.7 23.9 32.6 38.3
Iotal ©202.4 236.1  273.0 304.9 344.1 382.4
US _Coats (MAP) 104.9  102.0 100.3 98.8 85.9 80.0
Zotal ROK & US : 307.3  338.1 373.3  403.7 430.0 462.4

Present Program & CIGFIR 2/

E0K Costs 202.4  236.8 273.9  305.8 345.0 383.6

US Costs (MAP) 138,1  102.0 148.7 105.8 92.9 87.0

Total 340.5  338.8 422.6 411.6 437.9 470.6
L/ Costing sssumes changes in exchange rate offset by inflation. Other assumptions

used are: (2) unit operations, construction, and other costs increase at 5%
P.8.; (b) procurement of equipment costs {ncrease at 3% p.a.; (c) construction
and unit operatiops increase by 10% when forces are redeployed from SVN or when
ROKR forces move onto the DMZ; (d) an error category is carried throughout the
projections, starting with $19 million in CT 69, to account for MND, counter-
infiletration, et. al.

CIGFIR land force costs are taken from the JCS 19 April 1969 memorandum. Opera-
tions costs in FY 72-74 are estimated at 10% CY 69-70 investmenr or $7.0 million
p.a.

14k


https://inflati.on

that, improvement of the ROK counter=infiltration capabilities could be
important, more for political than military reasons; our rough estimates of

the purely counter-infiltration aspect of this program, including opers-
tions costs, is $66 million.

The specific alternatives developed here, for illustrative purposes,
were designed as followa: First, the ROK/US could improve the ecombat capa-
bility of 14 of the ROK divisions now in Korea. The remaining divisions
would be added to the "ready reserve" beginning in 1972. In addition, to
improve ROK force support capabilities, equipment shortages in support units
would be eliminated so that these units can adequately perform assigned mis-
sions. The new ROK force should be adequate to meet @ NKA conventional in=
vasion, on the basis of force discussions in Sections 3, 4 and 5. Added

funds for the counter-infiltration programs should meet ROK needs in that
category.

It is possible that ROK land force reductions below sixteen divisions
would be politically unacceptable. K Accordingly, two alternatives have beea -
developed at the sixteen division level, ranging from modermization of the
combat forces, the counter-infiltration program, and £illing TOE shortages
in support units, up to & major restructuring of ROK forces, The latter al-
ternative would include combat modernization, filling TOE shortages in sup-
port units, and adding other support wnit capabilities so that the ROE could
sustain 10 divisions at full combat (US standards). ROK and US FY 70-74
costs for these alternatives are suumarized in Table 9-3 on the next page.

9.4 ROK Self-Defense Against an NRA/CPR Attack

A ROK defense force larger than what is needed against the NKA can be
rationalized as follows: First, if the ROK forces are to play an important
role in the xregion, they should probably be capable of meeting more than
their own defense requiremeants. Again, Lf US land forces were to be po-
sitioned so they did not become fmmediately emgaged until positive confirma-
tion of CCA involvement is obtained, the ROK forces should be capable of
defending alone against a large conventional invasion. Im either event,
part or all of the added ROR forces could be maintained as reserves.

~ The ROK land force structures designed against the CPR/NK threat (and
then for regional deployment as well) include: (a) combat modermization at
sixteen, eighteen, or tweaty divisions (see Table 9-3 for sixteen d%vision
case); (b) some of the counter-infiltration program (again $66 million):
(3) improvements to the support structure either through just filling TOE -
shortages or by doing that as well as increasing the suppert strmcture so
that ten-sixteen divisions cam be supported in combat simultanecusly. Costs
for initial defense against the larger threat, imcluding the support structure
changes, are indicated in Table 9-4.

Bringing the ROK to a poiat where its land forces could well be adequate
for sustained defense against a CCA/NFA conventional attack is extraordinarily
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TA, 3-

ROX_SELF-DEFENSE LAND_R =
US_AND ROX COSTS

(1968 Constant Prices in $US Milliens)

cY 10 cY 711 CY 72 cY 73 Y 24
14 Division Foree {Basic)
ROK Centny
Locel currency 226.0 257.3 276,2 300.0 317.9
Foreign oxehange 0.1 15.7 23.% 32.6 8.3
Tozal 236.1 273.0 300.1 333.5 356.2
2}
Us_Costs’:
Coubat nmodernization 10.6 74.5 56.5 34.0 }7.7
F111 support equip. shortages 15.3 45.6 48.0 .38.6 45.5
4dd suppore anits - - 82.0 129.0 119.9
Counter-infileration =" 48.4 7.0 7.0 3.9
Other (preseat program) 86.0 93.3 750, 60.0 50.0
otal 121.9 261.8 268.5 268.6 232.0
Total ROK snd US 358.0 33%.8 3686 021 3.7
16 Divigion Force (Basic)
e e —
ROK_Cosesl/
Lo¢sl currency 226.0 257.3 280.0 310.5 341.3
~~ Poreiga exchange 10.1 5.7 23.9 32.6. 38.3
) Zoral 236.1 273.0 303.9 343.1 379.6
US Costs2/ :
. Combat modernization 10.6 116.1 61.5 i.’;g f{;
Fill support equip shorcages 17:3 53.0 Ell:,o PYef 130.5
Add support units -- -~ o4 . 3.5
Counter-infilcration =-- 48.4 7.0 7.0 50'0
Other (present prograwm) 96.0 93,3 25+ _8¢.0 :
Zota 123.9 310.8 281.9 279.1 254.2
Total ROK and B 360.7 $83.8 585.8 %271 %34.0
16 Division Force (No support units added)
e
BOK Costal/ 236.1 273.0 302.1 337.2 378
Us cootel/ 1239 310.8 197.5 146.5 123.7
tal d gs 3600 583.8 499.6 %er.7 495,

1/ Assumes ao additional burden sbaring of foreign exchange costs. Mors detail furnished {n Tables 6-1 and R-1.
2/ See note one of Table 9-2 for forecasting assumptions.



TABLE 9-4
ROR SELF DEFENSE LAND FORCES~=INITIAL DEFENSE
T NKA/CPR K
(1968 Constant Prices in $ US Millions)
e SN ¢ W ¢ S #= CYT4
Initizl Defense

18 Division Force (Basic)
ROK Costs 1/

Local currency 226.0 257.3 296.5 354,0 408.0

Foreign exchange _10.1 15.7 23.9 32,6 38.3

Total 236.1 273,0  320.4 386.6 446,3
US Costs 2/ 6

Combat modexnization 10.6 1258 97.6 66.5 18,

Fill support equip. 19,1 60.1 66,3 49.0 57.1

shaortages

Add support units (10 Div.) - -- 86,6 139.9 14;.‘;

Counter infiltration -~ 48.4 7.0 7.0 5000

Othexr (present program) 96.0 93.3 75.0 60.0 .

Total 125,7 325.6 326.5 302,46  _270.2
Total ROK and US 311.8 598.6 646.9 689.0 716.5
18 Division Force

{No Support Units

Added)
RCK Costs y 236.1 273.0 304.9 344.1 382.4
Us Costs 125.7 25,8 239.9  _L13%.9  .122.2
Total ROK and US 3618 508.6 544,8 484.0 511.6

1/ See Note one, Table 9«2.

2/ MAP Costs assuming no ROK sharing of the added foreign exchange burden

through military sales., More detail on modernization furnished im
Table 6-1 and Table 8-1,

LY
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expensive, involving up to $1.52 billion in MAP during FY 7G-74, as well as

$60 million in budget support per annum. The costs for this program are de~
tailed fa Table 9-5.

9.5 Ihe Operating Cost Burden

A3 new items of complicated equipment are added to the BOK force structuxes,
the basis is created for futura expenditures on maintenance overhauls and
expensive gpare parts. These future costs will gemerate needs for more foreign
exchange or US grant assistance in the form of operating expenses. In 1974
the operating cost requirement for land forces will be about $84 million,
based on the curreant force structure and CINCPAC MAP plan projections. Only
§72.3 of this can be funded within the limits of the program level ($140 mil-
lton in MAP for Korea). In addition, the CINCPAC plan forecasts further
shortages in spare parte, maintenance overhauls, and other operating costs
which would come to over 8300 million if fuaded.

The alternative modernization programs were designed with a view toward
zeducing the future requirements for apare parts. In the combat wmodernization
Package older systems were recommended: it can be anticipated that US use of
these systems, such as the M4B tank, will be curtailed sharply and our stocks
of gpare parts would become available for ROK use at very low costs. In
devaloping equipmeat requirements to £1ll TOR shortages, additional spare
part needs for the support units were included. Theae spare parts needs were
derived from the CINGEAC estimates of over $300 million in operating short-
fall referred to above (Table 16, CINCPAC MAP Plan, July 1968). Regardless,
the modexnization packages will still tend to increase the long-run requests
§%i£s- produced spare parts. A rough estimate of these requirementa is given

TABLE 9-6
OFRRATING COST s 1974
(Foreign Exchange Coat in Sﬁ!!!mi %zone - 1968 Constant Prices)

$§84.0
JEFiETas Tosre i
Countez-Infiltration ssectim 6y~ 3.5
Combar Modernization?
14 Div 18.4
16 Div 19.0
18 Div 23.1
20 Div 0.4
Support Equipaent
14 Div 20.6
16 Div : 24.7
18 bpiv 26.5
20 DL 28.5
Sag prt:pnita

33}

9 Biv |
| ” CIGHIR =38 % milllon. Hogt of the
Tt TR oV e SyPeching Boved”oF whs cEEFH rojoss1 ste Lhctoded CE

d 3253‘2?%;:3“‘“ &'Be reduced comsfderatly Lf the BOR WAWR ond UHLR progrems
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TABLE 9-5

ROK _SELF DEFENSE LAND FORCES--SUSTAINED DEFENSE
AGAINST CPR/NKA ATTACK
{1968 Constant Prices in SUS Millions)

FY70 Y7l 72 CY¥7I3 CY¥74

226.0 257.3 306.0 386.5 444.0
S

Foreign Exchange 10.1  15.7 23. 32.6 38.3
TOTAL 236.1 273.0 329.0 419,1 482.3
US_Costs
Cc_:mbat modernization 10.6 12,7 115.8 91,3 54.7
Fill support equiP. shortages 3/ 25.7 66.7 67.7 49.0 57.1
Add Support Units - - - 115.5 190.35 . 196.1
Counter infiltration - 48.4 7.0 7.0 3.5
Other (present program) 96,0 93,3 75.0 60.0 50.0
TOTAL 132.3 330,1 381.0 397.8 36l.4
Total ROK and US Costs 368.4 603.1 710,0 g816.9 843,7

20 Division Force (No Support Umits Added)

ROK Costs L 236.1 273.0 313.9 354.6 393.3
Us _Costs 2/ 132.3 330.1 265.5 207.3 165.3 .
Total ROK and US Costs 368.4 603,1 579.4 561,9 538.6

1/ See note one, table 9-2.

2/ MAP costs assuming no ROK shating of the added burden through foreign military
sales. More detail on modermization furnished in tables 6-1 and 8-1.
3/ For 18 divisions of support umits only,
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