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Question 19. Does the Administration believe we have the

men and the equipment to handle another ground war on the main-
land of Asla withoul the use of tactical nuclear weapons? If
S0, on ﬁhat ao we base thils estimate given the présent deploy-
ment and commitment of our forces?

Answer, Whether or not the United States could "handle"
another ground war on the mainland of Asia without the use of
tactical nuclear weapons would depand very much on precisely
vhat contingency we were facing. In ;erCain cmergencies it
vould clearly bhe appropriate for the United States to mobilire
additional forces in order to broaden the character of the
options available to us. VFor certain situations--certain types
of agpregsion-~nuclear weapons would not seem to have any rele-
vance whaéever. One cannot, however, completely exzclude the
posalblility of other situations in which téctical muclear
weaponsg might at some point have to be used. There docs not
seeﬁ to be any general statement about this wide and complex
range of contingencies which would be helpful or responsive to
the Committee's question. in fact, there are welghty arguments
against any definition or discussion by thelAdministration of
Just which military options it would select or prefer to meet
particular contingencies,

Contingency planning 435, of course, carriee out. routinely
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into operation mechanically if one or another evenl occurs.
Rather they are designed to clarify the character of the
cliolees which would then have to be made, on the basis of
politiéal as well ag wilitary factors, and‘in the ligat of
a host of speclflc circumstances.

Our judgment, implicit in what has been sald above, that
another war on the Asian mainland would notL necessarily fequire
the use.of tactical nuclear weaﬁons, is based on our intelli-
goenee estimates on tha capabllitices of likely opponents and
the possibllity of our belng faced with one ov another type of
attack as compared with the forces availadble to ourselves and
our allies to meet attacks, It is relevant to note that the

1S has more forces deployed today in the Pacific area not

counting those in Viet-Nam than it did in 1963.

fuestion 20. If we do not intend to use tactical nuclear

~weapons in any ground war in Korea, should we not start promptly

to tale steps to reduce our commitments in other parts of the
vorLld?

Answer., As indicated above, whethey this government
would or would not £ind it necessary to use nuclear weapons
in a ground war in Korea would depend on the specific circum-

stances and characteristics of any attack, and on the degree
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, of'military success Lt ﬁ;éﬁiﬂkeeu, The Armed Forces of the
Republic of Kofea, like the US divisions stationed at their
side, are well trained, highly wmotivated, well eyuipped with
conventional arms, and capable of giving a good account of

| themselves against any aggressor. Under certain conditions,
these forces in Korea wight have to be reinforced with troops
now stationed elsevwhere or mobilizéd to mect the emergency, or
even supported by nuclear weapvns, but such hypothetical
eventualities do nol appear persuasivg arguments for modifying
the)military deployﬁeﬁts and the politiqél comoitments which we

have undevtaken to meet actual, current problems and to protect

our interasts in othexr arcas.

Approved For Release 2004/02/09 : CIA-RDP70B00338R000200220055-2

. A ——————— < o




