10.1 Introduction and Summary

As indicated in previous sections, the ROKs can defeat NKA cox.wentional
attacks, and even hold for a limited period against the NKA if it is rein-
forced by the CPR. To reduce any uncertainties about ROK capability, 2 num-

ber of improvements have been suggested in pre
conflict, if the ROK enti : i
forces could be den <L

vious sections. In an actual
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10.2 Operational Effectiveness
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In considering alternative pstures, we woul 2
an employment doctrine and a deployment which meets the following two criteria:
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of limited yield, by avoiding unnecessary civilian casualties, and by suitable
declaratory policy. This second criteria is to reduce the incentive for the
énemy to escalate the confliet to strategic nuclear war; preparatioms taken to
meet this criteria will increase the credibility of our deterrent by increas-
ing the enemy's perception of our willingness to employ FRD

FRD

FRD S .4 i-o-- The first approach assumes a
“typical" enemy division, deployed in a certain manner (either offensive or
defensive); we then caleulate how many such divisions could be destroyed by

the force in question if the weapons were directed against the most lucrative
portions of the target array. The tarpget arravs selected to calculate the
second and third columns are FRD The fourth and fifth
columns simply give the area over which casualties would oceur if all the'weap-
ous in s posture were detonated. In view of the fact that the Korean peninsula
is only 200 km. wide, and that the critical invasion route is enly about 40 lm
wide, it is clear that Postures 1 and 2 meet the first criteria above even if
FRD - FRD : ,' ., and (depending
on the will of the ;ttackers) possibly even without outside reinforcement.

Postures 3 and 4 would require additional warheads to effectively defeat NRA/CFR
aggression.

R ™
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Now we turn to a discussion of special features of the four postures
which we ccnsidered.

10.3 The Current Posture

The current force posture provides a range of systems and weapons yield
enabling the force to meet a broad spectrum of contingencies. Lt is dual
capable in that the systems FTRD can fire conventional as well
as nucleax warheads. It also provides support to the ROKA as well as to US

forces in somc areas in which the ROKs do not have the oxganic delivery means.
It has the capability ra nravide FRD ,

FRR 1t has sufficient capability to meet the

operacional criteria defined egrlier and provides a stromg deterrcng to NK and
Chinese aggression.

The costs associated with delivery systems are much more significant than

the costs associated with the warheads themselves. Deliverv svatems fall into
to broad cateensries- FRD
FRD

Hopest John does
nave a. conventional warhead available tn it FRD
FRD

FRD i The force is very
costly to maintain averaging around $132 million annually. Table 10-4 on

page 155 shows the annual cost of the FRD

FRD
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Toral Area of Casuvalties 2/
e v {square kilometers)
Offense Defense

Exposed Protected
75% Exposed 25% Exposed Personnel Pexrsonnel
Present Force - Posture I

2.4 1.4 17¢ 85
9.0 4,7 869 543
18.1- 10.0 1,666 1,085
26.3 14.4 3,140 . 1,323
32.5 17.8 4,198 1,078

Battlefield Use Only Force ~ Posture XI 3/
1.8 .-] 118 ' 64

9.9 (8.0) 5.2 (4.3) 975 (807) 620 (515
20,9 ¢19.0)  11.15 (10.25) 2,011 (1,843) 1,349 (1,244
22,8 (19.0)  12.25 (10.25) 2,304 {1,843) 1,431 (1,244
30.6 (26.8)  16.65 (14.65) 3,892 (3,421) 1,980 (1,793

Symbolic Force = Posture IIT

W12 .06 8 4
1,20 .60 121 79
2.46 1.35 242 163
2.46 1.35 242 163
3.04 1.67 353 206

1/ Based on | "Chairman JCS, special
studies group. Tab A ro Annmex B to Appendix D. (Top Secret-Restricted Data).

2/ Based on “Nucleax Weapons Employment Effects Data (U)," FM 101-31-2, (Secret-
Restricted Data).

3/ Figures in parentheses are for Posture II without FRD
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TABLE 10-4

ORGANIZATION AND ANNUAL COSTS: |

v 2/ 3/
- Direct Cost Back-Up Cost Total
(% Million) ($ Million)  Annual Cost

5.2 242 7.4
6.2 5.0 1.2
11.4 72 18.6

8.4 6.6 15.0

8.8 7:% 15.9
10.0- %3 174
27.2 20.8 468.0
38.6 28.0 66.6

9.0 6.8 15.8

5.5 4.6 10.1
36.2 29.4 65.6
74.8 57.4 132.2

1/ 1Includes PEMA, OMA, and MPA.
2/ Cost of transxen:s training pip
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It may be possible to restructure the force with different mixes of sys-
Cems - and FRD ~ with a resultant savings, vet 'still meet the operational
criteria wnich we established for the FRD ; Three alternative force
postures were considered which are discussed in the following paragraphs.
Each of these forces serves the operational criteris but with varying risks
or degradation, The alternarives we considered are:

FRD

The program implications of these alternatives are also indicated; how-
aver, additional analyses would be useful to determine the exact force structure
and how it should be obtained.

FRD

Under this concept, all categories of systems and weapons were Tetained.
Delivery systems were limited and weapons mix was varied in order to orient
the force more closely to & tactical battlefield role as back-up in event
ROK conventional forces were unable to meet, for various reasons. an ini
MK or NK/ChiGom attack. FRD

Post.ure'ﬂ ig preaantad in tyo versions: FRD' . S -
FRDE - FRBEE is slightly more effective
than theFRD . if the enemy uses low-level tactics in attack-
ing the batteries, and both systems are inferior to the mobile (and therefore
hard to target) Hawk system against low=level attack. In one war gimulation,
72 alrcraft attacked Hercules sites and airfields (which were defended by nire
Hawk batteries), with the results indicated in Table 10-3 below:

TABLE iD-5
COMPARTSON OF ATR DEFENSE SYSTEM EFFECTIVENESS ’

FRD

annual Direct Cost (Millions

of dollars for 9 HAWK

Batteries, 6 Hercules y

Batteries) 14.0 14.0 0 10
Apnual Direct Cost/K{ill .58 .48 \1'67 S

Chairman,

JCS Special Studies Group,kk; J

1/ Source: vol. II, ERD- .
1967.

* When available in the inventory.
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On the other hand, let us suppose the enemy attzm s to penecrate at high
altitude, Lut avoids o to Hercules sites. e geparation hetween
sites is about end thus the enemy will be forced

wants to overfiy tne northwest ROK) to fly wi 3

2 Her ange the SSPK is ™™ . : :
- The overall ROK air defense issue is taken up in
ustall 1n Section 4 Chapter III (ROK and US Air Forces for Korean Defenmse).

If some of the Hercules batteties are destroyed, then engagement at longer
ranges may be nece:sary. Table 10-6 on the following page summarizes the ex-
pected number of kills achleved Lpd _various assumptions as to range and
authorization

of this force should be adequate to meet all of the operatiocnal

e streng

criteria -as well as serving as a powerful deterrent to NK or NK/ChiCom ag-
gression.

now 1o Korea were withdrawn, leaving behind 2
. . it weuld be necessary to leave behind not
ery battalions _ but also engxneers, 8 target acquisi-
tion battalion, an infantry battalion (for ar RUNDOXL forces.
The total annual costs of a representative
0kt n annually, including costs o
« Organization and costs are

The purpese of this force would be to retain in country.a
with limited capability prxnarily to demonstrate US resolve to

D-rm s ‘r—,
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TABLE 10-6
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IABLE 10-7

ORGANIZATION AND ANNUAL COSTS

No

560
914
616
1,815
5,213

950

6,163

of Men

1,308

Direct Cost

(3 Mil lion)

[
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Back-Up Cost Total
{8 Million) Annual Cost
9.9 22.5
4,2 11.4
6.8 15.8
4.6 10.1
13.6 30.0
39.1 89.8
7.1 17.1
46.2 105.3

1/ Includes PEMA, OMA ;" and HPA.
_2_,/! Cost of tzansient:s tra
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weapons should ROK conventional force be unable to defend against a North
Korean attack. It would serve as a deteryent not only to NK but to Chinese

Canmunist part1c1pat10n in a :nmbmed attack This force, as & symbol of US
determination FRD should meet the pur-

poses and OperaLional Criteria WD ~earlier with
the exception that the ability of the force to defeat a combined NK/ChiCom
attack would be great”y reduced. Heavy reliance would be placed F RD to
delay the enemy until US combat forces could be deployed. Esrly augmentztion

oFf the force would probably be required. The total costs are around $43
millicn as shown in Table 10-8 below:

TABLE 10-8
: FRD
ORGANIZATION AND ANNUAL COSTS: i
1/ 2/ 3/
No. of No. Direct Cost™ Back-up Cost Total~
Unit Units of Men  (§ Millien} (§ Million) Annyal Cost
FRD -
8" Arty Bn i1 436 4.2 3.3 7.5
—y Engineer Bn 2 914 9.0 6.8 15.8
b Infantry Bn 1 615 5.6 4.6 10.2
Support, etc. : | 600 5.4 4.5 9.9
. TOTALS 2,565 24.2 18.2 43.4
1/ Irpcludes PEMA, OMA, and MPA.
2/ Cost of trans:.ents, training p:.pe}.me support base. etc.
3/ FRD ’
10.6 "Réy.j:id Deployment Force

The Rapid Deployment Force would be a tallnred FRD : designed to
weet the needr of present FRD : but statz.oned elsewhere in
e : couus. FRD ‘
FRD ‘ ‘ . 'rhe effectiueness of this alterna-
"tive would depeud flrst, upon the immediate availability of the airlift re-
quired to position the force in Korea as well as assurance that airfields would
be evailable in Korea to receive the force. Secondly, ROK capabilities must
be sueh as to insure a successful initial defense in order to provide time for
deployment of the force. The costs of maintaining this force are greatly re-
duced from present costs (an annual reduction of approximately 34,000 per man
for CONUS deployment, see Section 11). However, the force stationed in the US
would not be effective as a symbol of US commitment toFRD o
defend Korea. Comsequently their deterrence value £o back-up combat power
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Tequired in event the ROKs are unable to defend against a surprise sttack would
be open to gquestien.

North Korea has attempted a aumber of raids into the South, and her seizure
of the PUEBLO and destruction of tho EC-121 demonstrate her willingness to rum -
great risks to embayrass the Un S 5, Thus, it is pouible that she could
9‘5“1“ @ Il“ FRD ... If such 3 raid met wit

: - political pressure against FRD
. This would be especially true if

The current posture in

Table 10-9 -on the foll g page gives the security requiremeats for the
various types o under two alternative assumptions: (1) That
the present conditions Lo Kores persist (i. e., that the North Koreams continue
to mount raids agaimst the South); (2) that “peaceful” conditions return to
Korea (i. e., the North Xoresns cease mounting such raids). Teble 10-10, p.164

gives the total security force required by the vatious postures, together with
their approximate costs.

The dollar coses sssociated with FRRIVET T fell into two

categories: annual cost ane - L t costs or “wind-fsll
profic® .

These, in tura, break down into costs assoclated with

selves, with their delivery eystems, and with the security ozces " -
quired to protect them in the Korean envivenment.

This ogen -xﬂ-s!{es!:-!cmd
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Table 10-11, p. 165, gives the annual maintenance cost for FRD

FRD under the different postures. Tf tha frna annual rocks asso-
ciated with FRD were
calculated more exactiv. they would include the costs of FRD

FRD FRD

__. This is especially true for Postures
III and IV, which are explicitly based on the notion FRD

FRD if they are needed. All thx:ee sostures (othsr than the
cugrent force noamrp\ FRn i .

FRD '°W'm%f‘"”k_- ' there would be one-
time costs or savings obtained by the shift from Posture I. Table 10-12 sum-
marized these costs and savings (the latter are eatered as ‘negative costs").
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TABLE 10-10 Yoo o ERES e
G ALY U Crson o prchibited.

SECURLTY PERSONNEL REQUIRED ¥OR VARIOUS POSTURES

Cost (Annual by
. Present Peaceful
Conditiong Condicions

57.0 14,5
34.7 14.5
8.4 4.2

1/ Includes direct costs plus back-up costs (see Table 10-1), {n millions.
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Total Ann

L b9
134.4 0
150.72 o
174.00 0
132.50 ]

9 509.
148.5 225.
336.0 0

11.73 39.1
62.2 62,2
31.90 [
5.60 ¢]
35.20 32,0
151.20 0
84,78 0
230.49 a
323,44 Q
61.68 0
61.68 0
142,02 0
312,06 371.5
190,57 S0L.5

3,780,72  1,740.3
7,561.44  3,480.6
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SECTION 11

ALTERNATIVE US DEPLOYMENTS '

11.1 Summary

As will be discussed more fully in Chapter Seven, "Political Constraints",
the US has actively participated in the domestic affairs of Korea since 1945.
During this period of involvement, the ROK has greatly increased its capa-
bilicfes to sustain itself economically and to provide for its own security.
With improvements {n its land forces through modernization and the establish-
ment of an adequate support infrastructure outlined earlier, inereased ROKA
capabilities for self-support -will reduce the need for a continuing US land
force deployment. Yet the reduction or disengagement of US land forces creates
& certain political: and military dilemma. The principal problem revolves .
around how to obtain ROK scceptance of their own ability to provide for t@elr
security while, at the same time, demonstrate to North Korea that the US is
neithex abandoning its long-time ally nor preparing it for an invasion of the .
north. The first problem can be largely offset once ROKA combat modernization
and the improved support infrastructure are accomplished. Once these programs
are initiated, they should serve to demonstrate to North Korea a greatly in-
creased ROK cspability for defense, acting as & further deterrent to open
hostilities. Notwithstanding, political constraints, such as uncertaxn?les
surrounding MK intentions and actions, ROK political stability and the im-
pact of a US force reduction or withdrawal together with the pace of im-

provements to the ROKA may require a continuing US land force presence for
the foreseeable future. .

Assuming that the ROKA modermization program together with the estab-
Llishment of an adequate support infrastyucture (with or without US support
units) provide the conditions for a change in US land force deployment, either
on a phased basis as these programs proceed, or as a trade-off yo obtain
the desived RORA improvement programs, the problem is how to initiate dis-
engagement of US land forces yet meetr the requirements of t§e poligical con-
straints. To provide a range of options with which to consider this prob}em,
we have considered three basic alternative land force deployments, each with
a number of variations which are representative of the broad range of sub-

options available. These aslternatives are summarized below and discussed in
para. 11,2 - 11.4:-

1. Present deployment of two divisions with the following variationms:
a. Troop List I - Two divisions at 80% strength (current situvation).

b. Troop List II - Two divisions at 907 strength through the additiom
of 8,500 spaces.

¢. Troop List III - Two divisions at 90% strength plus some modest
modernization through the additiosi:-of<13,101-spaces.

20dh
-~
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(1968 Cost Index)

Korea De nt Aleax 5 Cast Saving Deployment Variations

Altexnative 1 « Pregent Korea Deploymant 2/ COUS Resarve

{7 DIvIsltn Yorce)

(Cost tien)
Troep Liat 1 3/ Total cmru Total Coat Toral Total Reduction Toral Total Reductiou
{2 Div @ 80% T0¥)  Styength i ML1iden’a §) ReductionfMan (Millien's $) R:dnccicule)un (Milileo's 3)
. S -, {000'g &)Y (000%s $
Div Level Forces 71,193 17,883 379,90 4,392 93.1 13,480 285,7
SPT Lavel Forces 30,277 16,403 496,68 3,951 113.6 12,868 389.6
PROV-MAAC-K &/ 1,275 21.4 5.0 15.3
52,745 897.0 217.7 690.9
Troop List 11
(Txaop List I + 8,500 fep 2 Div @ 907)
Div Lewel Forces 3,586 64,1 15.7 48.3
SPT Level Porcea 4,928 69.5 19.0 63,2
Sub«Total 8,300 133.6 34,7 111.5
TOTAL 61,285 1,030.6 252.4 812.1
Troop List IIY
(Iroop List I + 13,101 foxr Modermization and 2 Div @ 90%)
D1v Lavel Yoreas 3,584 B4l 15.7 4.3
SET Level Forces 9,517 1S6.1 37.3 122.2
Sub~-Total 13,101 220.2 52.0 176.5
4 1
TOTAL 65,846 1,117.2 269.7 §61.1
Altarnative 2 - One Divisfon Porce
Troop Lise 1V
(Pull Strectured US Div + Sep Inf Bde w/Atrabl Pug @ 90%) 24/
Div Lavel Forces 18,040 322,86 73.2 243,2
SPT Level ¥orcec 35,287 578.8 139.4 436.1
Sud-Toral 53,327 801.4 22048 99 N
PROV-MAAG K &/ 1,275 21,4 (5.0) -
TOTAL 54,602 321.8 218.6 899.3
Tzoop List V ’
(L Div w/Hin SET Poree - ald UL
A, 1007 TOR (AK1 US) 226.3
Div Level Forges 16,863 301.5 7.7 165.3
SPT Laws] Pozcea 12,848 200.7 50.8 3016
$Sub-Total 20,711 502.2 lﬁ‘s)r/ --
PROVMAAG K 1,275 214 -0~
TOTAL 36,586 523.6 122.3 aniss
B. 90% Tee (Al US)
Div Lavel Forces 15,147 271.4 66,6 ,fg’;'g
SPT Laval Forcas 11,563 185.6 45.8 1536
sob-".‘oz 1 26,710 461.0 112.2 1t '_:
PROV-BAAG K2 1,275 2.4 5,00~ 359.6
TOTAL 27,985 4824 2.2 .
C. B0L TOE (ALl VS
Div Level Forces g~3a‘*‘m 251.2 53.2 }_22;
SPT Laval Forces 10,278 168.6 £0.7 513.9
8ch-Total 23,768 %1948 9.8 7, -
PROV-pALG-X S/ 1,275 28,4 (5.0) 515 &
99.9 .
TOTAL 25,043 44L.2
FRD
FRD 89.8 20.8 27-1
2 - St
z.0 =
) -
(2.8 8.2 8 e 52.8
(125.4)130.8 28.5 ‘

CONUS Accive Dapl 1t
B e

Costs are derived from Tabla 11-3. Includes direct/iedirect costs; does not inclods costs of US umits
aupperting ROKA,
Doag 2ot imclude 11,000 KATOSA pax troop list which ave funded by ROKG.
Curre: tresgpth and deployment, . " onal
Cwlndn:oaum‘u ug&mﬁ Reporve cuder Altermative 2 with replesedent of 11,000 XATUSA with US 2t addiri
cast of sppramimataly 1R7.2 million. . o

0 ~ upporT Foree cOS: factoxs vsed. , . .
:;:' 3::!: Gost Factora ased: ir\l::'iudes +otal MAAC (Acmy, Adr Forcc, Navy) ples 44,000 pex 178 LR Civ cemloyece
Not iocloded iz total.
Zscimated th increase for RORA moderaization requirements - ell services.
Struetured all US to permir dusl xale 4s zegional resexve.
See Seetdon 11.6, Spt level cost factorg used plus $4,000 por (50) 160 LN edv.
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ANNUAL US_COST-CURRENT KOREA LAND FORCE DEPLOYMENT.FACTORS FOR A TYPE FORCR—

Current Cost - Korea.Deyloyment Retduction in Costs - CONUS Redeplg
(millions of dollarxs) (millions of §)
Direct Indirect Direct Indiree
Unit Nor strength PEMA  oMpA MPA  Sub~total Backup ‘Transients Sub-total Total ~ OMA MPA  Sub-total !
Division Level Forces !
Inf 10 6522 o 12.8 39.6 56.4 Lo 8.3 12.9
Mech Bn 4 2892 1.8 6.6 17.4 25.8 2. 3.6 6.0
Tank Bn 3 3T 3.0 Ls 8.9 16.4 1.7 2.9 4.6
Arty Bn/105 6 2308 2.0 4,8 14.6 2.4 1.8 3.0 4.8
Arty Bnf155-8" 2 56 .8 2.2 5.8 8.8 8 1.2 2.0
Arty Bn/175 1 12 RN 1.2 2.5 L.y 5 .5 1.0
Tgt Agn Bn 1 616 .3 1.4 3.8 5.5 5 .8 1.3 i
AC Sqdn 2 1152 .8 3.2 7.6 11.8 10 1.6 2.6 ‘
Fog Bn 2 91h .2 2.k 6.4 9.0 1.0 1.b 2.4 |
83ig Bn 2 876 A 3.2 6.4 10.0 1.0 1.2 2.2 :
HJ Bn 2 390 R 1.0 2.6 h.o R .6 1.0 :
Lt. Amb Co. 2 186 1.8 1.8 1.8 5.4 .3 .3 .6 :
GS Hel Co 2 310 2 14 2.4 k.0 .2 4 .6
Div Base 2 2222 4.2 8.2 26.1 38.5 2.5 5.9 8.4
. Sub-total 21,193 220.9 123.5 3.6 158.1 379.0 y 50.4 ha.1‘
Su; Level Forces {
Arty Bn/8" 2 872 8 22 54 8.4 8 1.2 2.0 ;
Arty Bnf1iTS 1 432 . 1.2 2.5 L. ] .3 1.0
Sgt Bn 1 301 1.2 21 1.9 5.2 8 B 1.2
NIKE Bty 6 950 RS 3.6 6.0 10.0 1k 1.2 2.6 !
HAWK Bn b 2168 1.6 9.6 14.0 25.2 3.6 3.2 6.8 :
vul-Chap Bty 4 sy .8 1.8 2.6 5.2 5 5 1.0 '
Eng Bn 4 2702 2,1 104 27.5 30.0 2.3 2.4 W7
HT Bu 1 274 .3 3 1.6 2.2 - .2 .2
Supt Base 2 lsodd 15,1 29.1 9Lk 135.6 10.2 19.6 29.8 ‘
Sub~total 23,180 225, 119.7 34.7 154.4 m&/ 49.3 ';2_2
TOTAL 44,373 WL6.8 2.5 759.3 99.7 85.2
1/ Cost per man §17,449.
2/ Cost per man $16,403. 169
3/ Cost reduction per man $4,392.
P Y 4/ Cost reduction per man $3,951.




Zzg_qnt Active Reduetion in Costs - CONUS Reserve
i millions of ¥}
it Totel Direct Indirect Total
t 2ndireet 2ltal
\
33.%
1503
8.3
12.2
5.1
2.1
3.3
7.0
5.4
6.3
2.2
2.4
2.9
21.7 —
3/ 5/
93.1 127.6 158.1 285.72
4.8
2.2
2.4
6.0
14.3
2.8
19.8
1.5
771 — —
1.84/ 130. 15k 4 285.36/
A8 w9 kb
184.9 258.5 312.5 571 O

%
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2. Reduction of ferward deployment to one division force with the
following variations:

a. Troop List IV - A fully structured US division, plus a separate

;2§ngry brigade with a small airmobile package at 90% streagth but including
S.

b. Troop List V - 4 fully structured US division with a minimum
Support package, manned at 100%, 90% and 80% TOE , but only with US persomnel
so that it can also be used more readily as 2 regional reserve force.

3. Withdraw two divisions leaving only 2 small residual force with
the following variations:

FRD

a.

b. An enlarged Military Assistance Advisory Group to assist in the
modernization and support infrastructure improvement programs.

c. Reforger Cadre {sece para. l1.6).

Finally, cost-saving variations for all of the alternakive US deployment
which we considered were computed in which the forces were withdrawn to CONUS
active deployment and to CONUS Reserve.

A summary of the costs for these various alternatives and deployments
iz shown in Table ll-1 on the following page.

Table 11~2, page 100, provides a detailed break-out of costs between
divisional and support level forces and the MAAG for all alternatives and
the Korea/CONUS deployments. Cost factors upon which Tables 11-1 and 11-2
are based are contained in Table 11-3, p. 101. Tyroop lists upon which the
representative deployments are based are at Appendix E, Annex II.

In addition to these basic alternatives and their variatioms, tweo other
options were developed. First, relocation of the divisional foreces to less
vulnerable positions was consideved. One-time construction costs for this
option ranged from 81.2 million for one division to 297.0 for two divisions.
Second, a Reforger concept was developed wherebya division (brigede) force .
would be reinserted from CONUS using pre-positioned equipment. Cosis for this
option ranged from $79 million for 2 brigade size force to $141 milliom for
'a division size force. These costs wonld be reduced to $8.7 million for a
brigade to $26.3 million for a division if one withdrawn division was in-
activated. These variations are discussed in para. 11.5 and 11.6.

11.2 Alternative 1 - Present Deplovment of Two Divisions

Under the present daployment, the two US divisions are manned at
under 0% TOE and have attached approximately 11,000 KATUSAs.* Total
numbers around 52,700. Under the first variation to this alternative.

* KATUSAs are funded out of the ROKs.
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TABLE 11-1
SUMMARY OF ANNUAL COSTS
ALTERNATIVE US KOREA TAND FORCE DEPLOYMENTS 1/ and 7/
(Millions of $US at 1968 Prices)

Total
Strength F¥70 FY71 FY72 FY73 Y74 FE70-74

Alternative I: (Present 2 Div Deployment) 2/

a. Troop List I 52,765  897.0  897.0 897.0 897.0 897.0 4,485.0
b. Troop List II 61,245 °  897.0 1,036.6 1,036.6 1,036.6 1,030.6 5,043.4
(a + 8,500)

¢. Troop List II1 65,846  897.0 1,117.2 1,117,2 1,117.2 1,117.2 5,365.8
(a + 13,101)

Altexnative I1: (One Div Force) 2

Troop List IV 54,602  897.0  897.0 897.0 921,8 921.8 . 4,534.6
{1 Div + 1 Bde)
ah Troop List V
(1 Div, All us)
100% 30,986 897.0 £97.0 897,080 523.6 523.6 3,738.2
S0% 27,985 897.0 897.0 887.0 482.4 482.4  3,655.8
807 25,043 897.0 897.0 897.0 441.2 441.2 3,573.4
FRD =
g9.8  89.8  13S
2.8 32,8 o
. 8,2 _ Bl - ==
‘ 130.8 130.8 261.6
(122.6) (122,6) (245.2)
L/ Assumes US force deployments im Korea tzke place during FY73 as ROXA
modernization progresses; see Table 11-2 for detail costs.
2/ All rroon 1ieee &--1-2- the MAAG; do not include 11,000 RATUSA.
37 FRD :
4/ See para 1l.4.
5/ Cadre required to maintain prepositioned equipment for division under Reforger
concept (see para 11.6 and Table 11-2).
6/ Iuwbers in parenthesisare minns cost of Reforger Cadre.
1/ Does not include one-time costs of activations, inaczivations and redeployment
cognstruction costs.
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strengths to around 90% with a 1ittle more cthan half of the increase going to

support level forces. A second variation was an increase of 13,101 spaces over
present strength. This increase would raise division menning to approximately 80% and
would also provide some modernization in aviation, intelligence, air defense

and sapport capabilities. Annual costs for the present deployment is about

§897 million with costs for the two variations ranging from over $1 billion

for the 8,500 space increase to §1.1 hillion for the 13,000 increase. Detail

costs are shown in Table 11-Z. Troop lists to support the two force increases

are included at AppendixA , Annex II.

11.3 Alternative 2 - Withdraw One Division

We considered under Alternative 2 two separate variations. In the first
cage, the division was restructured at 90% to a full G-series TOE plus a
separate infantry brigade, plus support with a strength of around 54,600.
This roughly equates with the strength of the preseant two division force
(52,700). An Aviation Group was included which would permit lift of about
two infantry battalions. Under this concept, a brigade-type force could be
positioned on the DMZ, with the brigade rotating pericdically with the brigades
of the division. Cost for this alternative was around $921 million vs. $897
million for the present two division force. As will be discussed in para. 11.5,
- it would be possible to reposition the division south of Seoul where with some
! tailoring (i. e., 90% but without RATUSAs), it could be considexed as & regional
reserve force. Replacing the 11,000 RATUSAs would cost approximacely $187

million annually. Relocation costs range from $81 to $148 million (one-time)
. depending on location.

In the second variation, a division level force with a Coxps Headquarters
and 2 minimum support force was structured at 100, 90 and 80% strength with
only US personnel to permir more rapid deployment as a regional reserve as well
as in the Korea security role. Strength of the force ranged from over 30,000
at 100% to 25,000 at 80%. Costs for this option ranged from $441 million for
the 807 force to $523 million for the 100% force. Alchough not essential,
this forees should probably be positioned south of Seoul to permit it greater
flexibility for deployment out of country. The one-time relocation costs
indicated above would apply.

Detail ecosts for this alternative are reflected im Table 11-2. Troop
lists for rhe two variations are included at Appendix4 , Annex II.

11.4 Altermative 3 -~ Withdraw Two Divisions

Under this alternative both divisions were withdrawn leaving in-country
only a small residual force consisting of a FRD ‘ ; and an
enlarged MAAG. The FRD ; - would be structured
at around 5213spaces and would contain its own security forces. It would cast
about $90.0 willion ennually.

Ta order to snticipate the requirements of the moderaization and sugpozt
—, infrastruczure improvement programs, the MAAG was increased to 2,000 (55
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