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i TOPIC: - In dotermining broad priorities for
o, v -of resources in peacetime and wartime p
"“what comes first:

xey COnsidorations

of continued access to Persian Gulf oil.
to the security of the United States. G
sustained buildup of Soviet capabilities
and the heightened threat in Southwest 4
because U.S.
to achieve all military objectives s

e Western EBurope is vital to the U.S. bec
geostrategic position, economic power
; ~ contribution. For this reason, RATO and
I IR leading thereto are second only to the de
: of North America in priority for qloba ;

- = planning.- .

‘be assumed that neither the West
would be able to obtain oil .from
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NATO or Southwest' Asi ?

® The security of Western Europe and the c s:x

our strategy will require difficult choi-éq

. In a najor war 1n either or both theatcrs

S };:5' msspecially for the first few months. Gdn ,:
= - . the region during wartime, however, Uould gi’
| either side a significant military advaﬁ
e ~Un1¢ss the United States and its iII-Iif ¥
?"iépo-tutc in both NATO and Southwest Asiaj

Lo
2
i
g '
Ei ';gability to deter or counter Soviet use af i
%fﬂy wer tor purposes of coercion ox dirtCts -
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° ,}SOuthuost Asia is exposed, and Soviet nilLt*;y DRI ik 10
. posturing in region continues unabated. Jo combination L
‘- -of regional forces alone, no matter how f“*’“‘“‘§'f‘1%.l-ﬁ?
" ‘#ould prevent Soviet military victory. .Eyrppean : h?‘?sﬁﬁ
I MATO members are neither willing nor able| - R FI
| '*!" provide substantial combat power to Saut] Asis o | if 'l
11" ‘contingencies. Yet the region is vital tq aj AT R | |
© 1 v Western partners. U.C. rapid dcployuengv:,,,‘ Sl
L il offers ‘the West the best chance of prot: : our; © 1)y
: " 'wital interests. 1 ; B! A ;
*  The maintenance of a credible deterrent A3 | warfighting | ||
posture in NATO requires a substantial milits 3+ g
by all NATO members throughout this decads. ' P e
R ';'§ ¢ u.s. cannot carry a disproporticaate % 8 s ’::. i DR
L " protecting Western interests; burdensharisg: bath ' |
regions is a necessity. Howaver, if the 4.} & R IS
less in NATO, European NATO will probably |dz o R IS
less. The essence of the dilemma is that it} SEENE B
‘ United States does not have the resources [t¢ SERTTE I T
the gap in both NATO and Southwest Asia.' | S BRI |
' . ¢ - . HE et
® If the U.S. does less in NATO, either in pe SR LB B
or in wartime planning, there is potentiaf S BEEEN £ M A
' weakening MATO cohesion and for reinforcis S I R L N I
' European pressures for accommodation witi : : b »
5 e 5° “Uhion. U.S. actions must.he sensit REE B
i v ‘ Sovi efforts to divide the Alliance. T IEE
g °*  fThere is a close strategic connection be .
‘k and Southwest Asia; a loss of access to. NS
i ©il could severely strain the Alliance. i Y P
L : is also a likelihood that Soviet military pggressipn | { :
CETE initiated in either theater would soon invplve . “if ! {|. ]
! combat in both theaters. 1 i Dol HHI N
= o In order for the U.S. to maintain a c:édiﬂlyﬁ o ¢ ;:*‘ a
. deterrent, the Soviet Union must be confrohfs = R
P; with the prospect of a major cQnflict with{¥ie -} = i !
U.S. should it threaten the oil resources:ge% g b ?
Gulf. To achieve this goal, the U.S. must} *,M Laol
a large investment for capabilities which ¢4 I e
used in Southwest Asia. , ﬂ N yv; N 288
o ) 5#%‘5 IR S R
° - 9.§. and NATO forces have significant capabilfiity: ! | I{1§ ||
, to deal with the Soviet threat to Europe ‘n’gj TEEEN AL AN
3 same is not true in Southwest Asia. ; Y R Y AR
L R e R
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they can deploy and

"number of threat environments.
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TOPIC: xﬂhat military force capability should bqu v
to counter the Soviet threat to U.S. intex
" Southwest Asia (SWA)? ,1ﬂ: |
CONCLUSION: To acquire, by the end of the: dacade.
— . capability to have a reasocnable esﬁ
achieving U.S. wartime objectives in
Asia while seeking to limit the like i
expansion of the conflict beyond the |re ;
and its supporting lines of communig t:,ﬂ |
(LOCs). For this issue, the key U. '
objectives are to maintain control F
protect the Persian Gulf oilfields,|
shipment points, and lines of coumdn
Underlying Strategic Concept: A deterrent cnd

recognizes that!
to Persian Gulf‘;
vital interest
States and that

e the only free worl
capable‘of detqr
region.

- Deterrent component.
of defense planning.

Deterrence is the £g‘i“
It combines ;n—thna '

. ca #icies (to include substantial and

v ‘nim presence in the Indian Ocean/Sou
Asia), with rapidly deployable forces, a
commitment to combat Soviet forces in the
and the potential for escalation.

plannxng is to combat Soviet forces in th
to dissuade them from contznuxng their att
U.s.
the region in conjunction with allies andA

to achieve U.S. wartime objectives. U.S.
would be committed to engage fully Soviet
in the region in order to prevént them ¢
control over the Persian Gulf. The third tie
planning would be to prepare for executing oeed
offensives on other fronts where the U.S. has
. -advantages. - The potential for this congli i
global must be recognized and planned for.j:id
coul 1IN
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B. Other ngions considered 3 ng: i i :
1. A lesser force capability. For deterrence, | LI TR
would requIro greater reliance on the threat of ulsl. i A
actions outside Southwest Asia. In the event detd i
fails, this would require execution of in-theater:: s
action and counteroffensives on other fronts of ci 4 Y
advantage early on, in order to dissuade the Sovigt, ‘ |
from continuing its attack. ) ) 3 i
2. A greater force capabilit clearly sutf ;43 1;% ; J
achieve U.5. wartime objectives without resorting’/to. it
of the conflict beyond Southwest Asia and its supno o i
of communication. _ , . .-a 1o RO A
€. Pacts BRI + RRE it
SR M
i ® _ The United States has two primary securit| R Y
i in Southwest Asia: First, to prevent the ! A T
- Union from acquiring political-military ‘h : “ i
- in the region; second, to maintain contin o Iy
i - Western access to Persian Gulf oil. Q‘“ AL l 1
" { I
i The Soviet Union possesses a ‘marked advap ’ SRR IR f
rre=== """"‘HéﬁIUY’thd sustain for&s in Southwest Asiai® That i ;F’
R advantage will remain thréughout the decadel’ L A i
* The Soviet Union enjoys options of attack ﬁ on , % ;
other fronts at least as attractive aq:p' 5./ ’ A |
- : N S R | C
© v ° o'Inkt £ to project and sustain .U.S. !orp 8 in ' ,‘515 .J
: - Southfiwest Asia, the U.S. is dependent on' dﬂstantial | !
support from intra- and extraregional allies and . |- ! i
friends. There is a direct correlation-jvtpeen IR AR N i |
- the size of the planned U.S. force comnltaept and H Ti , ;
; the degree of required support. . i IR B i
! R (N 0 1
. D. . Key Considerations ; .;‘
: . A s o
° It is in the interest of the U.S. to limi B e
scope of any conflict with the Soviet Unidr e
However, due to the global military capab B

of both superpowers and the Lnterrelaticp
strategic theaters, the likelihood that'3
E .. .Soviet conflict would expand beyond one'’
FREE ‘other theaters must be recognized and p}
g . .In any event, a U.S.-Soviet conflict in!Squtt
"';Asxa will produce substantial escalatoryr 1

H B
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' ee ' peployed forces must be reinforced aﬁdgsnstain.d

.. owver lengthy lines of communication: ,,:f arc
:.1. subject to hostile Soviet act;on._;f;“

. i! |-

T

1

e s e s P v b e = ke s e mtmmnens

' 'ee . qhe United States must take precantidn xy ;
. actions worldwide to protect its vital; terects.

, B
i

 These actions will include nab;lizatxon and 'a
heightened state of readiness for both trac.qic
nuclear and conventional forces, both héom

and abroad. Similar actions can be f}:3 :&4§ 'E |
from our allies. & b e F
1 . '.,E"f: ‘*_: § l : i
bl If a conflict between the tupctpoﬂers'j;kes 1x !ﬁ j
place in Southwest Asia, the outcome wguld : 1y
_ have a critical inpact on the econoaic iof £ 23 I e
— e ,*ha.u S., Western iprope, and Japan B é!libté t
PN
* It is in the interest of the u. S. “to limit . 'y
U.S.-Soviet conflict to conventional n.ans.,~ P
. However, deterrence is enhanced by an tnteqiated ;

strateqy which compels the Soviet Unicp. to ' geckan

jth _the, probability of nuclear escalation d the

v .reu@z.nq risks and costs. Additionally, ‘g graphié 1 1 'P
~ escalation and nuclear escalation conszdera,xons-{ AR R 2
are linked. ,,” ﬂ . ol i
® Our military assessments indicate that, ‘in‘fhe near- | ! %
term, a successful in-theater defense againgt a . | ;,-3
determined Soviet attack cannot be achxevedF e fﬂg'f"
. By acquiring visible, robust conventional ué:t;ghtinq' v Jw
3 capability, the United States can hope tb E:?strate N S
| S Soviet plans to establish political-milifary! R 1 3
‘[ hegemony in the region in peacetime. ‘In‘wé“g;me,? ,f’g q;lf
this warfighting capability prevides an plg;tnatxv. 1 *ﬁ»i
to spiraling escalatzon or defeat. ot <:; RN r
: P ' ) ‘ i
E. The Bottom Line A R SRR S I
b '} . e ! K l'
S i RN [
¢ The threat of geograpnic escalation is 2 ‘1,111 } BRI i
remain an essential elerent of U.S. strate f ! ?,\ H
is not a substitute for adequate milxtary 4 ISy
® In the near term, existing Soviet advanta~
that our warfighting strategy must necess~ i &
place significant emphasis on geogzaphzcrf-?
° The U.S. force capability established asffn»
for Southwest Asia will enhance deterrence,

1. : ;;Sdi*iﬁl.nﬂﬁbi;34‘
. provide additional €flexibility in the ev n»gueterr ncq~ i Y E
: fails. Once fielded, we will have a bett* i

id

of preventing the Soviet Union from unfieys

o vital interests in the region without bein lm‘;f
S with the necessity to escalate the conflicitib o
. Southwest Asia. BERE ol
i - uth sia Tnn erenrr  HI M\
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with allies, for a successful defense in a global wvar against
the Soviet Union and its allies. At the same time, he U.S.
will seek to limit the scope of a U.S.-Soviet conflidt to

the extent commensurate with protecting U.S. vital vf»erelt‘
Contingency planning should, however, include options for

. military actions in regions of clear U.S. advantaqeﬂ,

- dissuade the Soviets from continuing their attack. j this
context, the threat of counteroffensives elsewhere isi an
essential element of U.S. strategy, but is not a s -akztute
for adequate military capability to defend U.S. intﬁrpsts in

- 'other fronts at least as attractive as ours, and t L
- geographic expansion and nuclear escalation conside jglons ]
!

- allies to the extent possible to deter or counter

. the likelihood that any U.S.-Soviet conflict would

mllxtary force to achieve our political objectives ¢
secure early war termination on terms favorable to
and its allies. In doing so, the U.S. must plan,

Gonjunction

the area in which they are threatened. Moreover, a decision
¥

to expand a war geographically must take account oflthe : ;
facts that the Soviet Union enjoys options of attackxng on j

are linked. .

In cbntingencies involving direct Soviet §gressxon, :
the U.S. would expect to play a major role in defendi g U.S.

and allies interests. In lower order, non-Soviet cdn ancn ies}=

we plan to rely on regional states and other friend‘il

common interests.

B. Priorities for Wartimevaesourcé Allocgtio'

Due to the global military capabilities of
Soviet Union and the interrelationship of strategic|

beyond one theater to other theaters must be recogn
planned for. This does not mean that we must have
capability to successfully engage Soviet forces sii
on all fronts. Rather, this means procuring balancdd{ fo;
and establishing priorities for sequential operations}.

theaters to ensure that we, in conjunction with our @llie
apply our military power in the most effective way, | Fhi
includes preventing the Soviet Union from being able i}

force the U.S. to choose between initiating nuclear i

accepting the loss of vital Western interests. -Whille}
recognizing that the political and military situatia
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MILITARY OBJECTIVES ' I 3 '; s

i i: -
' MR [ R

'I. Global - | A [ .
A. ;_..-,'Inttoduction ' ’ i * i

g I

The wartime strategy of the U.S. is to enp%@y f;
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~ advantage of Soviet vulnerabilities, and divert 59v
" attention and forces from Europe and Southwest Ag;a

' common defensas.

CoII. Regional Objectives

nations on both sides of the Atlantic to
- warfare strategy Of NATO.

_defense of Europe is vital to the national security df the

. TOP_SECRET
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' . e R B
The highest priority is the defense £ North

America (including Hawaii, Alaska an Caribbean
SLOCs), followed by the NATO areas and the
LOCs leading there to. S

-, P O T i

- The next priority is ensuring access to the

' oil in Southwest Asia, followed byid fense of
U.S. Pacific allies and the LOCs for| the

' Indian and Pacific Oceans, and the defense of

other friendly nations in Latin America and -
Africa. : ‘ 51;0 1 :

In areas other than NATO and Southwest Asia, U.S.@a
will be designed to protect essential U.S. interest

: - SRR
- priorities for peacetime resource allocation n;?;&p ;
" correlate to the above wartime priorities sincei:

emphasis on specific capabilities may be required.

H EE

C. uitable Burdensharing. Many nations wi|
standards equal to the U.S. contribute markedly les
In 1982 and beyond, U.S. “quiet diplp
must be much firmer in insisting upon increased defense |
efforts by affluent nations which possess the potential.
more in the defense realm. o ._ﬁj?.-~§z.

p il

IP e -

In the event of war with the Soviet Union,
objectives provide only rough guidelines and must
in a global perspective. L L

.

it
A. Zurope '
' The security of Europe is closely linked
of the United States. The unprecedented challenges
Western security, coupled with a continuing growth in
economic interdependence, mandate a firm commitment, by
the coalition
while ®ntra-Alliance probi
such as burdensharing and anti-nuclear mo nts exiHy
will remain important that we continue to recognize: finia

United States. ol

o WA ategy MC14/3 stresses defense along
torward edge NATO territory, supported by the possj
initiation of nuclear escalation if NATO is losing copn
This nuclear linkage ~- and uncertainty -- is importa
deterrence. But the Europeans must not be permitted:

4 !
t ,‘ t
il ;

7P SECRET
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oy o i ;

M nuclear linkage as an excuse for not funding convb tional ' . i

" defense forces. Our policy should be to support ud14/3, S
while stressing that nuclear parity means a strong icon- A
ventional defense is necessary for deterrence as wal as for |7t} i
defense. .While xnprovenents are required across kha gull P
spectrum of the Alliance's mxlxtary capabilities, a najor ' 'i
increase over current efforts is espedially raquirep ‘From

'all other members with regard to conventional capah; ity.
Without such an increase the nuclear threshold ¢oula ‘be
lowered and the Allies become more vulnerable to nuflear
threats as the Soviets continue increasing their capabilities. :
Additionally, NATO should enhance deterrence throug closer - '
Allied coh.roncc, and clearer expression of polxtxc S ;

" | within the context outlined above, the following 'ir ‘tn ey
specxtic u.s. uzlztary objectives for the BurOpean P 4 i;‘; ’
SRR ) [
Wartime Objectives . ’ "' “f"' . 11
‘ I R
- To protect the territorial integrity o! N?SEQtn BT
' Burope. 3 , |
- To defeat a Warsaw Pact conventional atﬂaci ‘with | ?fu
= conventional forces in a forward deinnsd, qnd to |
deter Soviet use of chemical or nuclear' pons .in | ! {
accordance with current NATO strategy. TSI i il
IR di
- To fully engage all MATO members in the n?lict. ?.:;_w
a ik . ) ) if A
- - To be able to sustain a war at least as }o"*aa R AN B
EJ‘ v - the Warsaw Pact can. , ‘,fi* o 1t BN
- S b R RN g
| & - To neaken the Warsaw Pact's abxlity to wage war by o b
’ engaging Pact forces on their own territo . i BN
disrupting their LOCs, and fragnnntan B¢ S B
of the Pact alliance. 1N B
. ST N T
- To establish and maintain control of Atlln § 1.5
Locs. | R SN
— PeanOb]ectxves - . |
g . . hd UXEE K B i
i i d '
| =  To enhance deterrence through improvements| i | IR §
- NATO's conventional defense capabilities whi | ,
: ' also improving nuclear and chemical forgas i 1 3
e v ~ T a!e%e increased Allied contributions , i R il
L ‘defefise of Western Europe and from Allies ¢ap s T
. of doing so increased contributions in o .l : '1' o
- ©f mutual benefit, to include Southwest Asia. doo
| i ST
' TOP SECRET . R IR i: t'\ !
— T0P-SECRET b ML
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_two primary national security interests in the reg;on. The

. military hegemony in the region. This requires that the

. demonstrate our ability to project the RDJTF -- Rapi

- Soviet fait accompli. Additional support from xnt

‘extraregional allies and friends must be obtained support
~ RDJTF requirements. Our private pressure upon Edr ot
realistic combined planning must be unremitting. ond,vif

- deterrence fails, we must plan to combat the SOViét

aggression and subversion. This requires U.S. arms }es to

help strengthen qpstant;ally the self-defense capahx;mtxes ,
9f key sﬂtes@ the region. § Qt - -
, ‘ Sl '

‘the employment of U.S. forces. Allies will be expectgd to

‘Southwest Asia. Additionally, they should be encqnz ?ed
’ ks

mees  T0PSEGRET )

- To secure a more effective division of 1dbor
within NATO through cooverative efforts such as
Host Nation Support Agreenents. ;

B.  Near East/Southwest Asia. The United Stqtes has
first is to prevent the Soviet Union from acquzran political-

U.S. support the sovereignty of regional states fr::ndly to
the U.S. The second is to maintain continued acce

Persian Gulf oil. This means that the U.S., in concert with
intra- and extraregional allies and friends must.
to meet threats of any magnitude, from internal s
to large scale Soviet aggression.

il

In this context, defense policy has three overridi
1. Deter Soviet overt military agqress n and

protect Western access to oil. To do this, U.S. defense

planning has three tiers. First, we must plan for

Joint Task Porce -- quickly into the region to pre

theater _to dissuade them from continued aqqresszon.

counter-o!fensivcs on other fronts where the U.S. |
advantages. Throughout this plannlng process, the
this conflict to become global must be recognized

2. Maintain Israel’'s qualitative nili;“ ,
over any realistic combination of Arab foes. The [latest SNIE |

.concludes that Israel's military superiority is muc }gtrongor "i
today than at the time of the 1973 war and projects|that it rwill

be much stronger in FY 87 than today. As the most militarily

powerful state in the region, Israel's assistance wguld be | |I'

t

of _considerable benefit in the co €§rse of a conflict|with the U

Soviets, particularly in the Eastern ﬂedxgprranean,
augmentation for the SOuthern Flank.

{
4
}
t
!

3. Support moderate states against extermal

To accomplish these objectives for- the‘regxoﬁ.
the U.S. déxpects regional states to contribute to ‘thel extent
possible to their own defense as well as assisting in: supportin&

offer their facilities for the deployment of U.S. farces to

P ?
|

I Mty A Y, M——" o

1 L
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’ ur ’DNZJ

’ ‘!i @, .
contribute militarily to meeting spec;!xc threats yf such
participation would not substantially reduce their war
fighting capability in their home region and would provide a
beneficial contribution to the conflict. - “ff

Within the context outlined above, the followzng hﬁe ‘the
specific U.8. military objectives for the Near Eaﬁt, SOnthwuat

and South Asia region: | g 5, ég
S i
Uarti-o and Crisis Objectives y w gf

- To secure the oil fields, transshipnentﬂpbints and
sea lines of communications essential to Western
security. (This includes threats of all magnitude

from internal subversion to Soviet aggrésbion ) é
1 l !j
- To preserve the independence of Israel.j ;: é
Ao i o
- To engage friendly regional states, wcfﬁ:tngIIiot 1.
and other extra-regional states in the ‘@éxecution : |

of our strategy. ‘ . 7 ?  =
Peacetime Military Objectives ' LA B ‘
| s )
- To prevent Soviet hegemony and extension of xnfluancai'
- To acquire, by the end of the decade, s&ffxcxent ?
capability to have reasonable assurance’of ‘achieving ||
U.S. wartime objectives in Southwest Asiajwhile f
seeking to limit the likelihood of expans on of the. .

conflict beyond the region and its suppo ting lines
of communication (LOCs). ‘ { ol _
RS

t
1}

<  To maintain Israel's qualxtatxva nllitary qéynnéiqﬁ'

over any combination of Arab foes. Qg

i
- To support moderate states against extckmL
aggression and subversion. F

R = i

el
- To ensure access to a network of mxlxtary :
in the region for the rapid Lntroductzon !
-sustainment of sizable U.S5. forces. :

- To obtain overflight, landing, bunkering : '
" .acceg® $0 enroute facilities for the dcploynent

v ® and@upport of U.S. combat forcek. R i hd

. { ‘ .
-  To obtain military contributions (1nc1ud1hg“

‘agreements for combat forces) from selecteq Allies
‘in support of U.S. objectives in the roqio
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~ between two security anchors.
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- To maintain a strong naval p:esence in the é qrea,
together with as substantial a ptesence ot ‘land as
~ can be managed given regional scnsitxvit s and
_political constraints. "!
-  “To increase peacetime planning with regiopal

states for wartime cont;ngencxes. 1nclud1nq ‘host
‘nation support, prepos1txon1ng and combat oles
for indigenous forces. R A

' ,

C. Par Bast. Our foremost peacetime objectch iin the
Far East is, in conjunctxon with our allies and o :, ‘
friends in the region, to prevent the Soviet Union {from |
expanding its influence in East Asia and the Pacific.': Asian.

i

security relationships are fundamental to offsettin successg= '
~ fully Soviet global ambitions.

U.S. strategy zn4¢a t Asia
and the Pacific is predicated on the stabilizing ¥ thonship
One anchor in Northe
depends on cooperation among the U.S., Korea, ‘and.;,
well as the U.S. relationship with China. The o:he id

in the Pacific Basin binds the 1.S. to Australxa.,v ‘Zealand.
the Philippines, the somewhat more loosely to the“  indgrn
of ASEAN. Continued U.S. and allied force improvements and,
strengthened U.S. security relationships are requirpd to i
establish and maintain an effective defensive network:

secured at both ends of the region. A direct U.S.-Bgviet

conflict in Asia is unlikely except in the context pf a |
global war. Therefore, although other contingenci in tpe
region could involve U.S. forces in hostilities short of '
U.S.-Soviet conflict, regional wartime objectives' qnthsxa

listed below are those supportlvs.of global wartime

Wartime Objectives ’ ' ©- ; . J f 4
- -Tb maintain control of the Pacific lines 6 2
communication, including those to the Indian :
. - 2::.“' .I.ld the bases rieeded to support chf ;g]:oba'].
-  To fulfill commitments to the Asian allie -3given?

particular emphasis to protection of U.S.
the region, obtain allied support in the
and seek to preclude a Soviet decision to|
forces for use against NATO.

1Ses in
1flict,
' eploy

f'- To have Japan provide for its own defense

SLOC and air protection to 1,000 miles, and
contribute more broadlv to regional defen 7

- To have the PRC maintain military initiativ

would fix Soviet ground, air and naval fow-ﬁs in | 4.

the USSR's Par Eastern territories.

i
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.clear that a secure hemisphere is no longer a foregpne
conclusion. The U.S. must continue to build on int Aﬁ

TOP S!CRBT

Peacetine Hilitagx Ob]ectxves

- To transform our relationship with Japan

active defense partnership in which Japan, "nqﬂlflﬁ"n Y

increases its own defense capabilities and
time, contributes more broadly to tegzonaﬁ

-‘ ‘Tb continue to develop our relatxonsh;p,wi

PRC in ways which maintain the PRC as a.qaunterye;qht

to the Soviet Union, enhance the durabx}xt
U.S.-PRC ties, and lay the foundation. for
future cooperation as appropriate. . 4!5

Approved For Release 2008/10/17 : CIA RDP85MOO366R000100050023 2
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y.of
closer

- . To maintain sufficient U.S. and allied strgpgth:on
the Korean Peninsula to ensure stabxlxty khere,

and, if deterrence fails, assist the ROK ;g”

.defeating hostile forces.. Enhance dete.
primarily by assisting the ROK.to e J
self-sufficient in its defense capabilih_j

- To increase peacetime plannxng with oufxﬁ
wartime contingencies. , ﬁ‘
i .

- To have other regional states assume a

share of the responsxbllxty for the comno
and assist them in xnngvxng their capahi

fulTiII~it.

[ ] ¢ .

- To improve the support of regional states.»"

power projection from the “estern Pacxfxd
Indian Ocean and Persian Gulf. !

.._._A 1

- o To gpfvint the Soviet Union or Vietnam f
achleving a dominant presence in Southeast

xnterests and those of our allies. :'}
{

D. Western Hemisphere

The defense of North America is this natip

‘defense
ities to :

%Asxa
from which to foster actions inimical to P&

primary security concern. Since ¥orld War II, defenge of |

the Western Hemisphere has meant that the U.S. wouldm

strategic nuclear deterrence, develop closer relatip

Canada and Mexico, and foster collective security arqangement:
singly .

among Latin American countries. It is hecoming incE#p

shared with Canada and Mexico, while viewing Latin

" not as a Third World area removed from the traditiopal

S with:

of U.S. strategy, but as a contiguous region whoqe gt

bears directly on the security of the hemxsphere‘as A

TOP SECRET.
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Latin America, and especially the Carzbb
American region, is an area with which we are close

1y |

associated by virtue of our Gulf Coast and Mexican. bo ers,

our dependence in Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands
the critical Panama Canal waterway. Nearly half: of
trade and two-thirds of our imported oil pass through
Caribbean. Moreover, in event of war, half of NATO'
supplies would transit by sea from Gulf ports throhg
Caribbean to Europe. :

The South American continent is also a. £ iof

major U.S. ‘interests. Though strategically less' p:votal to

us than the Caribbean, South America includes several
nations with which we enjoy long~-standing close relat:ons
and which are among our most important trade partners.q
addition, the east coast of South America faces the Sou
Atlantic sea routes which represent a major petrO'
lifelino for Europe and the United States. =

A Wartime and Crisis Ob]ectzves

- To defend North America (including Hawaix.
" and the continguous Caribbean Basxn). FEA

- To neutralize Soviet and other hostile toraég"

the Caribbean Basin. | N #b

— e 70 contral LOCs in the Caribbean, South Atlantic,

and South Pacific including the Ranama Canp' -

against regional states by forces hostile ‘|
interests.

- To prevent further aggression and subversii%i
m.s.

Raceti”ﬂi’ii&y Objectives - : E .

e e et n s

ean-Central

g o im e e e s

- To modernize the strategic air defense system for .

North America. ‘&

- To reverse Communist gazns in El Salvador,

Grenada and other areas in latin America. i -
thacts

- To broaden regional military-to-military c¢
and seek the active military cooperation of key

countries in regional territorial defense, p the

security of.c;rlbbean Basin, South Atlant1¢




"development of a climate of supportive Congressional’

contest of Western and Soviet Bloc values in the Thire
World. The West must counter, and the U.S. must play a
larger role in meeting, the Soviet/proxy challenge.! !
elements currently available are economic, security| as
and-special -operations. Successfgl anlenencatxonsq'
counter-Soviet strateqgy in Africa will also. require’

public opinion, and the restoration of substantial .
security®” and covert action capabilities. dF

Wartime and Cr s Objectives
v B ‘?gsi

- To employ air and naval forces to neutralize

Soviet ‘or other hostile forces (especialljJbeya)
2

acent .

in strategic locations in the region and
waters.

Q D
- To protect access to and deny Soviet use r
region’s mineral resources, key facilitie
LOCs.
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- To maintain, or acquire as needed, bgséfinu S <
facilities access, logistical support.rhnd'cperating. 4
ttan.xt. and overflight rights. 1 % g
‘ : R “
< “To increase the level and exercise tanpd‘of u.s. L0 B
- ?nilitaty presence in the region.. AN g
E. " Africa. Africa's mineral resources (ichﬁQing ' i% ‘
' oil), plus its strategic location astride the sea lanes from || :
" the Persian Gulf, make it of prime importance in, nomic vlﬁ
" {and therefore political) terms; the military irement BEE LN
: for the West is essentially preemptive: to deny the ;Soviets | |
(and Libya) control over key African states and territory A “
from which they could interdict the supply of minerals and ’? Do
oil from Africa and the Middle T=»st. In case of a military ;\; A
' struggle for control of the Middle East, Africa is limportant || || |
' as a strategic territory for the movement of nnjar ”estcrn f AP
- forces to the area via the Mediterranean, across North STHE N
Africa, or across Central Africa. It is also equal A
important, as a base for facilities from which both air and :{ : :
naval forces could operate to destroy Soviet naval threats &
to the sea lines of communication in the Indian Octj‘ﬁ ! if
around the Cape, and the south Atlantic. InE PR
In peacetime, in addition to bexng a ma;o £4
for minerals important to U.S., West European, and !
industry, Africa remains an important area for the ‘
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é Peacetime Military Objectives . w 3 1
: - To gain base access and transit rights in  pro- X é‘ :
: Western African states for the deploymeqt and 3~Zjij,
‘- " gubsequent support of U.S. forces to Africa, S
: Southwest Asia, South Atlantic, and contiguous ey o
' ‘areas and work to deny the Soviets sim;lpptaccess. i
= 7o assist countries throughout Africa that ‘are the 1M

‘targets of Soviet proxy, Libyan and Ethiopian ! - ;

aggressive, subversive or terrorist actxohq1 : e .

* R

- L AN

B | 5

TOP SECRET

bl SECRET

- Approved For Release 2008/1 0/17 CIA- RDP85M00366R000100050023 2

o u -
4 )
3 » = )
s Pt (gt oot o) W..a s i it
e LT - IR § L
e i -
sy % e T JeTer . .
q . Tew -




