
'-.-

\ 

CONSTRUCTION RATE) vliTH THE RESULT THAT THE 
FORCES HAVE. SHRUnK IN TOTAL SIZE TO A r~ARKED 
DEGREE. IN THE AGGREGHE) THESE THREE CLASSES 
HAVE SHRUNK AT NI ANNUAL RATE OF ABOUT 11-112%') 
COMPARED I'iITH THE FASTEST-SHRINKING SOVIET CLASS 

---- - -(DIESEL ATTACK SUBMARINES) ,l\T ABOUT 6-112% 

, -

PER YEAR, 

IT MUST ALSO BE RECOGNIZED) OF COURse THAT THE 
NEH SHIPS HE HAVE BUILT H!THESE CLASSES HAVE f10RE 

, , , - - -CAPABILITY THAN THE onES \'IE HAVE RETIRED . FOR ' . . , - -

EXAr-1PLL HE ARE RETI RI NG 4) 000-TON) 12-KNOT LSTs, 
AND REPLACING THH1 WITH 8)OOD-TONI 20-KNOT SHIPS. 
BUT BY THE s.M1E TOKEN) THE SOVIETS, FOR EXAr~PLE) , 

' 

- ARE RETI RI NG 1200-TO~L DIESEL ATT.l\CK SUBr·1.l\R INES 
- - -- AND REPLACING THEr1 WITH 4200-TON NUCLEAR-PQ\oIERED 

/ '" -- -:: ATTACK:-SUEr/1ARI NES. 

e OVER THE PAST FIVE YEARS, \'/E H.:'..VE cor1r1IssIO~lED VERY 
FHI--IF ANY--NE\~ SHIPS IN FIVE CATEGORIES: 

- mSSILE SHIPS (THE U.S, HAS COf1f'lISSIONED 1; THE 
,. 

SOVIETS: 19) . ,- - - .-
- REPAI R AND SUPPORT (u. <).: 2; SOVI ETS: 19) 
- CARRIERS (U.S.: 1; SOVIETS: I--THOUGH THEiRS IS 

.1\ MUCH LESS CAPABLE SHIP ThAN OURS) 
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.. ~.-

- DIESEL ATTACK SUBf'iARINES (U,S,: NONE; ." •.•• I 

. SOVIETS: 16) 
- NAVAL GmlFIRE SHIPS--CRUISERS AND BATTLESHIPS 
, .~ (U, S ,: NONe SOV I ETS: NONE), 

. IN ADDITION, - IN ALL THESE CLASSES EXCEPT MISSILE 

. SHIPS, OUR FORCE HAS BEEN GREATLY REDUCED THROUGH r· • . - '. ". __ 

RET I REr'lENTS , 

. {U) . THUS, THE MAJOR TREND \'IE SEE OVER THE PAST FIVE YEARS 
. . 'IN THE U,S, NAVY HAS BEEN A LARGE DECREASE IN Nur~u3ERS I\S 

MANY OF OUR OLDER SHIPS HAVE BEEN RETIRED, IN NUMERICAL 
TERr1S, illiLY. OUR SSN FORCE HAS HAD A RELATIVELY HIGH BUILDING 
RATE AND INCREASE IN NUMBERS, ALL OTHERS HAVE DECLINED, 
IN SPITE OFAI'-1BITIOUS BUILDHIG PROGRJlJIS IN AMPHIBIOUS 
AND UNDER\'IAY REPLEN ISHMENT SH I PS J MID I N NO~HlI SS I LE ESCORTS , 
-
(c) . -THE GREATEST DISPARITY, AND O~lE OF NO SMALL CONSEQUENCL 
HAS BEEN IN THE BUILDI NG RATE OF OFF Sr:O RE CONBAHNT SHIPS 
<VIHICH ARE NOT INCLUDED IN THE DATA BASE FOR THE PREVIOUS 
SLIDES), ON THE SOVIET SIDE THIS INCLLDES THE 800 TON 
NANUCH KA CLASS GUIDED MISSILE P,4TROL BC\~TJ THE 200 TON OSA 
AND THE 100 m~·l KDr'lAR, 

. - THESE BOATS CAn ArID IlQ OPERATE W OFFSHORE AREfl.S SUCH 
AS THE LEVANT COAST OF THE SO UTHERn [·;rn I TERR~,~lEAiJ .r..:m DUR! :~G 
THE 1973 ARAB- I SRAELI \'fAR .~ NANUCHKA !,f;:'S KEPT IiI CO;'iP.''I'IY 
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I. 
flITH THE U.S. CARRIER JOHN F .. KEili-lEDY. ON THE U.S. SIDE" 
WE HAVE BUILT A LH1ITED NUI'fiER OF PGs .. PGf1s AND PGHs AND . . . , . 
HE HAVE Ef1BARKED UPON A BU I LD I NG PROGR,l':i·l OF HARPOON-ARf'lED 
PATROL HYDROFOILS (PHMs). BUT THE NUf'lERICAL ADVANTAGE IN 
OFFSHORE SURFACE COr1BAT/\fHS IS A:m \{ILL REMAIN HEAVILY .. .. 
WITH THE SOVI ETS. HOV/EVER, HE HAVE HAD TO BUI LD A 
BIG SHIP NAVY BECAUSE OUR FOREIGil POLICY DOES NOT PERMIT 
US TO ACQU I RE OVERSE,~S BASES FRO;'1 HH I CH OFFSHORE Cor'illATANT 
SRIPS_ CAN BE UTILIZED EFFECTIVELY. OUR PATROL HYDROFOILS 
WILl,GIVE US THAT CAPABILITY IN .AREAS H:1ERE HE HAVE JHE 
.LUXURY OF ADVANCED BASING, SUCH AS THE CARIBBEAN, THE 
MEDITERRANEML JAPAN AND THE PHILIPPINES, AND HE PU\N TO 
HAVE A MODEST CAPABILITY TO SUPPORT THESE OFF SHORE 
CONBATANT SHIPS FROf-l "MOTHER SHIPS" IN OTHER AREAS. BUT 
IN THE BROAD HORLD \HDE CONTEXT; THIS DIFFERENCE IN B,~SES 
AVAILABLE FOR OFF SHORE COMBATANT SHIPS REPRESENTS A • 
POUtI CAL ASSYf'lETRY BETI'IEEN OUR THO NAVI ES. 

, 

TURN ING NOH To' GROSS PARMETR I C COI'lP/\RT SONS -
(U) TO GIVE A ROUGH IDEA OF THE CAPABILITIES OF THE THO 
FLEETS TO CONTEND I..JITH EACH OTHER; \olE [AN GO A STEP BEYOND 
THE COrlPARISON OF Nur1BERS OF SHIPS; A"iJ CO~ISIDER-- IN THE 
NOST ELH1EtlHL \'IAY--SUCH THHIGS AS .THE OFFENSIVE FORCE 
EACH ~1I GHT BRI NG TO BEAR Or! THE OTHER.. AS HELL AS THE 
DEFENS IVE FORCE EACH m GHT USE TO PRO l ::.LT ITSELF, S I i'lCE 
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THESE tO~lPARISONS IHLL NECESSARILY BE HIGHLY -AGGREGATED, 

AND-THUS OVERSniPLIFIED, THEY SHOULD BY till f1EANS BE 

I NTERPRETED AS ACCURATE PRED I CTORS OF THE OUTcor'lE OF 

ANY RE.~L BATTLE BEnlEEN THE HIO FLEETS. RATHER, THEY 

--- - ARE INTENDED MERELY AS sor1EHH.AT BETTER INDICATORS THAN 
-- - - --- .' 

MERE SHIP COUNTS • 

. . . (U) _ AS OfFENSIVE SYSTH1S, \'IE \'JILL BE COUNTING THE HEAPONS 

HOST LI KELY TO BE VSED AGAINST THE OTHER SIDE'S SHIPS • 

. THESE ARE, FI RST, ATTACK AI RCRAFT AND, SEco~~b ) ' ANTI-

SHIP ~lISSILES. 

(S) HE HAVE INCLUDED SOVIET NAVAL AIRCRAFT \'IHICH ARE 

NISSILE-ARf1ED) BUT HAVE OI-lITTED OTHER rlAVAL BOf1BERS FROpl 

THESE COUNTS. THE SOVIET NAVAL BQr'lliERS NOT EQUIPPED \'iITH 

ASf'1s HAVE FAR LESS CAP,~BILITY AGAINST SURFACE SHIPS THAN 

DO ANTI -SH I P f1I SS I LES OR ATTACK AI RCRAFT ) AND IN ADDITI Di'l 

HAVE OTHER ROLES TO PERFOR~L SUCH AS ELECTRON I C COUNTER-

MEASURES , RECGrINAISSANCE) AND I:I-FLIGHT REFUELING. SOVIET 

MISSILE ARf1ED PATROL BOATS ARE riOT INCLUDED ALTHOUGH THEY 

ARE VERY MUCH A PART OF THE BALANCE Hl THE f:1EDITERRA~ENL 

NORTH SEA Nm OTHER AREAS CLOSE TO SOlfI ET BASES. 1 N 

YiEIGHING THE BALANCE IN DISTMT OPERPJlmlS, THEY SHOULD 

BE EXCLUDED. 
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- . 
Su DE 14 (U) BEFO RE COUNTING THE Nut'lBER OF OFFENS IVE 'SYSTEf'iS ON 

BOTH SIDES, HE FEEL ' IT IS HORTH LOOKING AT THENU~1BER OF 
PLATFORMS ON HHICH THOSE SYSTEMS CAN BE CARRIED, -

AT THE ~1or1E~n on THE U,S, SIDE, THE PLATFORr'1S P,RE r~A I NLY 
OUR CA'RRIERS', ¥/HICH CARRY-- OUR ATTACK AIRCRAFT, THIS 
Nur~J3 ER, OF COURSE, HAS DECLI NED \'I ITH THE RETI REMENT OF 
OUR EARLIER ESSEX CLASS CA RR IERS, HO\·IEVER, THE 
INTRODUCTION OF THE HARPOON ANTI-SHIP MISSILE IHLL ALLOH . . 

.. MANY ADDITIONAL SHIPS, AS HELL AS AIRCRAFT AND SUBfvlARINES, - - . - -

TO CARRY OFFENSIVE ANTI-SHIP MISSILES, 

(S) ON THE SOVIET SIDL THE MAJORITY OF PLATFORt1S ARE THE 
SSM-EQUIPPED SUBr~AR INES, AN INCREASE·lG PROPORTION OF V!HlCH 
ARE NUCLEAR- P0\1ERED, THE I R FORCE LEVEL I'll LL CONTI NUE TO 
RISE WITH THE INTRODUCTION OF NEW SSM-EQUIPPED SURFACE SHIPS 
AND, TOHARD THE END OF THE 10-YEAR PERIOD COVERED HERE, 
CARRIERS EQUIPPED VlITH FIXED-I'IING V/STOL AIRCRAFT, 

SLIDE 15 (S) TH IS FIGURE sur1r'1~RI ZES THE TOTAL OF OFFENSIVE PLATFORf'lS 
(EXCLUS lVE OF OFFSHORE ssr'l EQU I PPED UN ITS) , AT PRESEiH, THE 
SOVIETS OUTNUf1BER US BY ABOUT 4 :1--THOU GH OUR CARRIERS ARE 
INDIVIDUALLY I-l0RE POTENT THAN THE SOV IET SUBf·l,l\RINES OR 
SURFA CE SH IPS , I NTRODUCT I ON OF THE, HARPOON r'lI SS I LE \'iI LL 
REDRESS THIS BALA~CE, BRINGING US TO NUMERICAL PARITY BY 
1978 , 
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· . ' - . . - . . .. - . . : .'. -

, SLID= 16 (U) GIVEN THOSE OFFENSivE PLATFORf'lS , THIS FIGURE SHmlS 
THE TOTAL NUf1BER OF' OFFENS lVE SYSTmS THEY CAN CARRY , 

, 
, 

AS NOTED EARLIER, THIS IS A SI~PLIEIFD COMPARISON; WE 
COU NT AN ANTI-SHIP I'1ISSILE AS EQUIVALENT TO AN ATTACK 
AIRCRAFT. HE RECOGNIZE THAT THE ArHI -SHIP MISSILE IS 
PROBABLY f'lORE ACCURATEMlD LESS AFFECTED BY POOR 
VISIBILITY, AND THAT THE ATTACK AIRCRAFL ON THE OTHER 
HAND,. IS OFTEN LESS VULNERABLE TO ELECTRON IC COUNTERf'lEASURES 
MAY PROVIDE DA~1AGE 'ASSESS~1ENL AND, ABOVE ALL, IS REUSAB LE, 
NONETHELESS, THIS FIGURE ~GrVE AT LEAST A FIRST · 
APPROXIr1ATION OF OFFENSIVE CAPAB ILITY, 

(u) ON THE U.S. SIDLOFFENSIVE FI REPo\lER HAS SUFFERED 
FROf1 THE REDUCTI ON I N OUR CARRI ER AND ATTACK AI RCRAFT FORCES , 
THE I NTRODUCT ION OF THE HARPOON HILL REVERSE TH I S TREND 
DRAMATICALLY IN THE LATER YEA RS OF THE PERIOD, ' 

(0 ON THE SOVIET SIDe THE NUi'lEER OF ,~NTI-SHIP f1ISSILES 
RISES AT AN AVERAGE A,W'IUAL RATE OF ABOUT 3% OVER THE 10-
YEAR PERIOD , THE INCRE.4SE OF SHIP- U,ur'I C~ED ANT) SUBr'1ARP!E­
LAUNCHED MiTI -SHI P MI SS I LES BEI:lG f10RE THAN ENOUGH TO 
OFFSET THE SL0\1 DECLINE IN THE :Wi'lBER OF ASMs, THERE l,ofILL 
ALSO BE A Sr'1A.LL I NCREASEIN CAPAB i LITY TmJARD THE END OF 
THE PERIOD IN THE FORr'1 OF AIRCR.~FT OPE~,UING ERO;'1 THE NEl'l 
LARGER SOVIET C,;RR IERS, BUT TH~IR :lU,' :S::::?S \HLL 1i0T BE 
LARGE E~!OUGH TO SIGNIFICANTL'( AF fECT THE COf'iPARISO:"1 UilTI L 
AFTER 1978, 
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Su DE 17 (S) TH IS FI GURE SU~1~1ARIZES TH~ TOTAL ~IUf'13ER OF OFFE~!S I VE 
SYSTEr'iS, THE SOVIETS' SUPERIORITY HAS GROHN--BEC.~USE OF 

, ' 

GAl NS OF THE IRS IDE AND LOSSES ON OURS--TO ONE OF AL~10ST 
, 90% TODAY> BUT INTRODUCTION OF THE HARPOON IHLL REVERSE 

THE TREND DRAf1ATICALLY AND BRING US TO NEAR NUMERICAL 
- -, - PARITY BY 1976, 

SLIDE 18 (C) THIS FIGU RE SHOWS THE DEF~NSIVE CAPABI LITY OF BOTH SIDES, 
. . '. THEP,~RAr1ETER I'IE HAVE CHOSEN HERE IS THE NU~1BER OF SH1ULTN,IEOUS 

INTERCEPTS POSSIBLE AGAINST THE OTHER SIDE'S ATTACK AIRCRAFT 
. AND ANTI-SHIP 11ISSILES, THIS CAP,~BILITY IS PROVIDED BY 

SURFACE-TO-AIR mSSILES (SAMs) FIRED FROM SURFACE SHIPS> 
- AND BY INTERCEPTORS, IN f1AKING THIS CO;'iPARISON> HE HAVE 
- COUNTED ONLY A TH I RD OF THE ACTUAL NUr1BER OF INTERCEPTORS 

IN THE INVENTORY AS ,~ HAY OF REFLECTING STEADY-STATE 
AVAI LAB I LITY • HH I LE A ~lISS I LE SH I P CAN 11AI iHAI N STATI ON 
24 HOURS A DAY> OUR EXPERIENCE IS THAT r~INTAINING ONE 
FIGHTER ON AI RBORNE COMBAT AI R PATROL> I~ND ANOTHER ON DECK 
READY FOR LAUNCH> REOUIRES A FORCE OF 6 IN TOTAL, Aim 
AGAIN> AS IN THE OFFENSIVE CAPABILITY CJ~lP,II,RISorL THERE IS 
A DEGREE OF ARTIFICIALITY IN ASSUf1ING mUIVALENCE BEnlEEN 

- - . DiSSIi'iILAR SYSTGiS, IN THIS CASE) viE RCCOGNIZE THAT 
INTERCEPTORS ARE EXTREMELY mB I LC HHEREAS I'll SS I LE SH I PS 
ARE TACTICALLY ST.~TIONARY: THAT IilTERECPTO RS HAVE LI f1JTED 
AJ'l~lU~lITlmL \'IHILE f'lISSILE SHI?S Ht:.'.'E RE~"lTIVELY LP,RGE 
~1AGAZHIES, SO ONCE AGAIN) HHAT ~':E SEE :~ERE IS O:-~L,{ A 
FIRST 'pDRnXT"ATI"'1 or n~rr' I C:' 1"-""'-,1 T-'{ i=\J(I) j'.:J v:· r uerc.l j,,;L \"',-~~;~!) .. ,-.:...I I 
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.r DE 19 

IDE 20 

( 

• 
. . 

. . - . ~ . -CU) 01'1 THt:: U.S. SIDE, CAPA3ILITY HAS BEEN RELATIVELY FLAT . . . 

IN THE RI::CENT PAST- BUT WILL DOUBLE BY 1978 \>lITH THE -
INTRODUCTIOiJ OF THE F-14) . ViHfCH C~,:~ iiHERCEPT SIX TARGETS 
SH1ULTAilEOUSLY) AS OPPOSED TO THE F-4's SInGLE-TARGET C.~PABILI TY. 
TH I S I ~1PKOVEf'IEtH RESULTS flOT FROf'1 A FO RCE lEVEL CHA.iIGL BUT 
FR0I1 f>10DERN IZA1 I ON. ." - '. 

(c)ON THE SOVIET SIDE, C.~PABILITY DEPENDS ALi'lOST ENTIRELY 
ON SAn SYSTEMS BASED ON SURFACE SHIPS, AND THIS HILL RISE AT 
AN .AVERAGE AdNUAL RATe ,OF ABOUT 15% OVER THE PERIOD . TO\'IARD 
THCEND) TJ-ll: I R NEI'i LARGER A I RCRAFT CARRI ERS 11 I LL ADD Sor'iE 
INTERCEPJ CAPAB I LI TY) BUT ImT IN SUFF I C I ENT i-lUi'1BERS TO 
SIGNfFICArnlY AFFECT THE TOTAL UNTIL AFTER 1978 . ' AND EVEN 
THEPL l·iE DO ~WT EXPECT THAT THESE CARRI ERS iH II BE ABLE TO 
SUPPORT AI-j WTERCEPTOR \'lITH CAPABI LITIES EVEr~ REi~10TELY 
APPROACHING THAT OF THE F-14. 

THIS FIGURE SUMMARIZES THE TOTAL NUMBER OF DEFENSIVE SYSTEMS. 
THOUGH OUR I~ITIAL SUPERIORITY OF SEVEN OR EIGHT TO O~E HAS 
BEEf~ CUT TO ABOUT TH REE TO O;~E, \';E \'iILL r;lA~iJTAHl THAT RATIO 
T~IROUGH THE END OF THE PERIOD) IN SPITE OF THE GRO\ITH IN 
SOVIET C.~PABI LITY. 

(U) -'-I~ -1 'U Rc S"O"S A DlrcrDC" ' T "T-'~ or ----~ '=' .. <:I\/C c ~n";'I; iT'! In 0 r Ii I L ;j ~'j 1 rl [.1\:::' 1; [d ll !) I _~rL-d-.J L t\i"?-, LJ. I, --
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-AND AS\'I \'lEAPOJ~S), A~m AS~'i AIRCRAFT, BOTH FIXED Ai'lD ROTARY 
viING, Ai'!IJ BOTHLAf'lD A[~D SE,~ BP,SED. only SOVIET THIRD ' 
GENERATI Di'l SSils ARE I NCLUDED. 

(U) ON THE U.S. SIDE, TOTAL ASW FORCES HAVE DROPPED' 
r1ARKEDLY IN THE PAST FIVE YEARS. Or~LY IN THE SSN CATEGORY 
HAS THERE BEEN GRo\!TH. THE RETIREi'iEi'lT OF OUR AS\'! CARRIERS 
(CVSs) HAS REDUCED HiE r1UI'13ER OF SEA-BASED :-lELI COPTERS JlJlD 

JIXED-VlI NG AS\'i AI RCRAFT (S-2sL ArID \'iE HAVE RETI RED BOTH . 
' _SURFACE ASH ESCORTS AND LAfW-EASED PATROL AIRCRAFT, OVER . 

THE NEXT FIVE YEARS, HOYiEVER, THE TREND HI LL BE REVERSED, 
WE HILL CONTINUE TO RETIRE r10RE AS\'/-CAPABLE SHIPS THAN 
viE BUI LD, BUT AT FAR LESS THAfl THE RATE OF THE PAST 
FIVE YEARS. THE NUf'lBER OF LAilD-BASED PATROL AIRCRAFT HILL 
STABILIZE, THE SSt! BUILDING PROGRNl \HLL COf'iTINUE TO ENLARGE 
THAT FORCE, AND OUR SEA-BASED AS\·1 A I RCR,~FT FORCES \-) I LL 
INCREASE viITH THE rrHRODUCT I ON OF THE S-3 Arm THE LJI.~1PS 
HEll COPTER. 

(0 ON THE SOVIET SIDE, ALL CATEGORIES OF AS\-I-CAPABLE FORCES, 
-

.AND PARTICULARLY THE AIRBORd~ CO::PO;IE:ITS HAVE IiICRE.~SED 
-OVER THE PAST FIVE YEARS Ai'1D \'fILL COilTIilUE TO DO SO OVER 
THE i·1EXT FIVE YEARS . THE TOTAL I iICRE.ASES OVER THE rlEXT 
FIVE YEi\RS J Ho\;EVER, HILL NOT BE ,~S GREAT \iIT f-f THE SINGLE 
EXCEPTI Oil OF J1.S\i SURF,~CE SH IPS -- >;HEPE s6:;[ OF THe OLDER 
Ai'lD Sr·1J1.LLER S1iiGLE-PURPOSE ESCORTS ',!IL~ BE RETI2E8 . 
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(S) THESE COi'lP,4RISONS DO NOT REFLECT THE QUALITATIVE 
DIfFERENCES IN U.S, AND SOVIET ASW FORCES. SUCH AS : 
(1) SURVEILLAnCE CAPABILI TY (E,G,. SOSUS).i (2) SUBMARINE 
SELF-iWISE LEVELSj (3) LONG RA:1SE CAPABILITIES OF DETECTION 

-_ SEi~SORS ON ASH PLATFORf.1S; Ai'lD. (4) VARIATIONS IN PLATFORi'l - - - p-

iLIDE 21 

CAPABI LITTES, THE U, S, GEi~ERALLY LEADS IN THE ABOVE AREAS. 
BUT THIS LEAD IS AT LEAST PARTIALLY COUNTERBALANCED BY THE 
ASSY~IETRY 1;4 U, S. AND SOV I ET NEED FOR USE OF THE SEA, 
FURTHER. THESE QW\LHATIVE DIFFEREilCES DO NOT CHA;jGE THE . - -

P-RINCIPAL SIGNIFI(ANCEOF THE TRENDS IimrCATED BY THE FI GURES , 

(0 THIS FIGURE SUn;'iARIZES THE TOTAL NUME:::R OF ASH-CAPABLE 
, 

' 

FORCES, m 1968. HE HAD A NUf'lERICAL SUPE?-IORITY OF AU10ST 
T\lO-TO-Q[jE. BUT DURING THE PAST FIVE YEARS. OUR FORCES HAVE 
sHli.UilK AT AN AVERAGE ANi4UAL RATE OF ABOUT 7%. I'IHILE THEIRS 
HAVE GROViN AT ABOUT 7%. RESULTING IN OUR LOSS OF NUf'lERICAL 
SUPERIORITY, HmIEVER. HE EXPECT A r'lODERATE GRo\HH IN OUR 
FORCES OVER THE NEXT FIVE YEARS. COMPARED WITH A VERY SMALL 
SOVIET GRo\'iTH. Jl..i-iD THE COi'1BIilATIOil SHOULD GIVE US A SLIGHT 
EDGE I N THE I~UIIBER OF ASH UN ITS BY 1978. 

(u) THESE PLOTS HAVE Cor 'WARED UNITED STATES MID SOVIET 
FORCES Il~ SIi1IL;R CATEGORIES, BUT OUR OFFEi'lSIVE FORCES. 
FOR t:XA.i'IPLE. DO ::OT COi'iPETE DIRtCTLY \HTi-i 'ThE SOVIET 
OFFti-lSIVE FORCE:::: ?-ATHER THEY COi i?ETE ;·;ITH THE SOVIET 
DEFEI~S I'IE FORCES I N THE PROCESS OF ~,TT I-'\G~r;~G T~E I R TARGETS, 
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SLIDE 22 

. . 

n:OSE TYPES .OF cbr:p:\RISO:'IS ~!ILL CQ p:PLETE THIS - . . . . . . - - . . 
. PART OF HiE ASSESSrlEiJT . 

. .. . . 
--. --

(S) THIS FIGURE SHOWS THE NUMBER OF OFFENSIVE SYSTEMS ON 
EACH SIDE uJ RATI 0 TO THE NU~lBER OF TARGETS THEY YlOULD HAVE 
TO ATTACK. THE TARGETS Irl THIS CASE, ARE THOSE CGrlSIDERED 

.. 

AS OF THE HIGHEST PRIORITY: SURFACE SHIPS EQUIPPED WITH 
; SAf.1s A~m SSjlls, AND AI RCRAFT CARRIERS. THE UNITED STATES 

IN 1968 HAD A SUPERIOR ITY OVER THE SOY I IT UN I ON OF ~10RE 
THAN TWci-TO-O;~E, BUT \-lITH THE REDUCTION PI OUR OFFENs IVE 
CAPABILITY RESU LTI NG FROf1 THE DECLINE Ht OUR CARRIER ATTACK 
FORCES AS HELL AS THE GRADUAL GRmiTH IN IHE NU~1BER OF 
SOVIET SHIPS THEY HAD TO COPE \'IITH, THE SOVIETS ACHIEVED 
NUf1ERICAL PARITY E1 197L AND Naif HAVE A SUPERIORITY 
OF ABOUT 50%. HI THE l'lEXT FIVE YEARS, HG\iEVER, WE SHOULD 
NOT ONLY REGAIN l'lUf'lERICAL PARITY, BUT Ari EVEN GREATER 
NUMERICAL SUPERIORITY THAN WE STARTED ~!ITH IN 1968 . . 
THIS RESULTS, OF COURSE, FROM THE INTRODC CTION OF HARPOON, 
1m I CH I~OT ONLY I NCREASES OUR OFFEi';S IVE FE REPOIIER, BUT ALSO 
DI LUTES THE SOV I ET OFFEHS lYE F I REPO~'iER BY PRESEilTI f~G THEi1 
I'IITH MORE HI GH-THREAT PLATFORf'lS I-! ITH HH ICH TO COPE. 
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SLIDE 23 (U) THIS FIGURE ALSO SHOl-iS THE NUj'lBER OF OFFENSIVE SYSTEi~S) 
k~T Tli~~, T V]S II~ [{All 0 TO ·THE NUi'1BER OF OPPOS HlG DEFEi'JS I I/E . 
SYSTE~IS. THE CURVES ('1AY BE I :HERPRETED AS A !'1EASURE OF 

- - -EACH SIDE's ABILITY TO PENETRATE THE OTHER's DEFENSES. -

(0 ON THe: U.S. SIDE) OUR OFFENSIVE SYSTEilS DECLINE DURInG 
THE EARLY YEARS) BUT RISE RAPIDLY THEREAFT[R) HHILE THE 
SOVIET DEFcJ1S IVE SYSTEf'lS GRml QU ITE STEAD! LY THROUGHOUT 
THE PERIOD. THE NET RESULT HAS BEEN A VERY SHARP DROP 
IN OUR ABILITY TO SATURATE THEIR DEFENSES. THIS IS 
FOLLO'.'IED BY Ail EVEN ~10RE RAP ID RECOVERY -- BUT NOT EilOUGH 
TO RECOVER THE i968 ADVANTAGE \'IHICH HE HAD OVER THE 
SOVIET DEFENSES. 

(0 ON THE SOVIET SIDE) THEIR ,OFFENSIVE SYSTEr-1S INCREASE 
OVER THE PERIOD) BUT LESS RAPIDLY AT THE Ei~D THAN AT THE 
BEG INN I rlG, ~';H I LE OUR DEFEUSES IfKRE,4SE QU ITE RAP IDLY IN 
THE LATTER YEARS AFTER A RELATIVELY STATIC IiHTIAL PERIOD. 
THE NET RESULT IS A GRADUAL GAUl IN THEIR ABILITY TO 
SATURATE OUR DC:FEfJSES OVER THE FI RST FOUR YEARS) FOLLmlED 
BY A STEADY DECLUlE OVER THE REST OF THE PERIOD TO A 
POINT ROUGHLY 25% BELOW THEIR 1968 CAPABILITY. 

(0 CO('lPARIiiG THE THO CURVES) THE U1HTED STATES HAS A 
CLEAR ADVA:HAGE THROUGHOUT HiE EiHnE PERIOD) THOUGH FAR 
GREATER AT HiE BEGINNING Aim AT THE E:~D THMI IT IS lim!. 

SLIDE 24 (U) THIS FI GURe IS THE Flil:'l,L CO:-iPARATIVE PLOT) P..iID SHO' .. :S THl: 
!iUi~l3ER. OF AS\! SYSTEilS Hi RATIO TO ne: i!U: ,2ER OF SUEi:i\~I:.:::S 
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SLIDE 24 

111-1 L' 'I"IC" TL' ~'\( ''''I'=" TJ" C",,)C !IC " ,'I ,. I~'L-' ""ED """L" ~ n l n 11 IlL nr\ \ c. UI La ilL ilr\VC. J, LULJ I.JI~ I . 
. 

GE~ERAL PURPOSE SUBMARINES Itl THIS CO~PARISON) EXCLUDING 
THOSE 'WHICfi LAU~iCH STRATEGIC rlUCLEA~ BALLISTIC MISSILES, 
TH E CURVES CAd bE I ;HERPRETED AS A i'lEASURE OF EAG~ S I DE ' s 
ABILITY TO SUPPRESS THE OTH ER 's SUBf'lARH1ES. . . 

+ -+ - --- ---

CO Oi'j Ti·iE U.S. SIDE, THE DECLINE OF AS\'! FORCES IS PARTI /\LLY 
COf'lPENSATED FOR BY THE DROP IN SOV I ET SS FORCE LEVELS, 
AND THUS ThE U. S. RAT 10 DROPS ONLY SLIGHTLY THROUGH 1974. 
AFTER THAT. THE GROHIH OF U.S. ASH FORCES CAUSES A RISE .. 
Ii'l THIS RATIO. THE SOVIETS ENJOY A LEAD IN THIS INDICATOf( 
WITH A r,1AX!ftlUM LEAD OF 3:1 AT THI S TIME . THE RISE IN SOVIET 
FORCES THROUGHOUT THE PERIOD IS rilAG i'lIFIED IN THE FIRST SIX 
YEARS BY U. S. RETI REf1ENTS OF DIESEL SUEr,jAR I i~ES , AND THEN 
IS OVERTAKEN IN THE REMAINDER OF THE PERIOD BY OUR SSN 
BUILD-UP. 

(0 IN RETROSPECT , ThE LAST THREE PLOTS s~;ml A GENERAllY , 
Slr'lILAR TREIm. UliITED STATeS CAPABI LITIES AGAInST THEIR 
SOVIET OPPOiit:iHS SfiO\'i A i'lARKED DECLI NE OVER THE PAST FIVE 
YEARSj AriD A GEnERAL RECOVERY IN THE i'IEXT FIVE. THE SOV IET 
CAPAB ILITIES P\GAI~ST OUR OPPOSITIOI-i SHO',: A DIFFERENT TREllD : 
A RISE DURI~G THE PAST FIVE YEARS) AND A TENDENCY TO FALL 
OFF DURING THE j'JeXT FIVE. THE NCT RESULT IS TH.~T \'IE ARE . .. 
AT A CRITICAL POINT RIGHT :~ml. \:HIlE \'!E NAVE J'iORE OFFEilSIVE 
CAPABILITY REu'iTIVE TO HIEiW DEFEilSES ThA:~ THEY HAVE) THE 
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. 'OFFENSIVE CAPABiLITY PER SHIP. TARGET NOR ASli C.~PABILITY 
. - .".- -. ~ -

- . - - -". - --AG AI '~l' '~"u' -AR 'I '-<; . ,,!L ~UJJI 'i. " !~tL' 

(C) IE l'iE ARE SUCCESSFU L IN CARRYING OUT OUR PLANNED .. . 

PROGRA~]S ) AiIDIF OUR I1HELLIGENCE ESTIf'lATES ARE CORRECT) 
. THE SITUATION OF THE U.S. NAVY RELATIVE TO THE SOVIET 
. NAVY SHOULD H-1PROVE IN THE FUTURE. HOIIEVER) ~IE CANNOT BE 

SURE TH,~T THOSE HiO COI~D IT lo riS \'I I LL BE FULF I LLED. FOR ONE 
THI NG ) IT IS EXTREf'ltLY DIFFICULT TO PREDICT THE RATE AT .. 

. ·WH·ItH THE SOVIETS HI LL RETIRE THEIR OLDER SYSTErlS. ·IT IS · 
ALSO DIFFICULT TO PREDICT THE TECi~NOLOGrCI1L SUCCESS OF 
THEIR I~E\'I DEVELOPf'iEiHS -- AND THAT FACTOR ALOriE COULD 
EASILY BE AS mpORTAiH AS ALL THE CRUDE fU1ALYSES SHOHil 
HERE. 

(U) NUI'lEROUS OTHER PARAr-1ETRIC COi1PARISOiiS COULD BE f1ADE 
liHICH HOULD ALSO OFFER VALID INSI GHTS I.NTO THE RELATIVE 
CAPABILITI ES OF THE TWO ~AVIES. A NUMBER OF THESE ARE 
EXAPlIl'iED IN APPEIIDICES. ALTHOUGH THEY OFFER DIFFERENT 
ABSOLUTE ~lEASURES THAN THOSE JUST EXAfolINED) AND IN ~WlY . 
CASES HIGhLIGHT OTHER ASPECTS OF Til PROELHL THEY ALSO 
TEND TO INDICATE SHlILAR OVERALL TRENDS n,URING THE 1968-78 
TIME SPAj~. I I'll LL GO THROUGH SOi'iE OF. THESE AFTER 
COi1 PLETrr~G TliE r'1A HI THRUST OF n it ilET AS~Essr'iENT , , 
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SLIDE 25 

-' .. . TURN I ~IG r'IODO MlAL YT LC1l,LJ1AfLGPJ11 :':5 RESULTS -

(U) Ii~ ADDITION TO COMPARING TRENDS IN THE CO~POSITION OF 
THE HiO FLEETS) AND COMPARI NG OFFE;'lS IVE A;m DEFEfiS IVE 
CAPAB I LITI ES) ViE CAil ALSO EXAfWIE THE RESULTS OF I'lAR 
GArm~G AHALYSES . THE NARAC G Ai'lD SEAnIX AIJA LYSES PROVIDE -FU RTHER I ns I GilT Ifj ASSESS I NG THE BALAN CE BETHEEI~ THE 
UNITED STATES AND SOVIET NAVIES. THOUGh BOTH DEAL IHTH NON-NUCLEAR liAR I N EUROPE (I N 1973) A:'!D IN 198L RESPECTIVELY)) 
THEY CAi~ BE EXTRAPOLATED TO COV ER UNILATE RA L CmlFROPITATIONS SINCE THE FORCES AVAILABLE IN ALL THE VARIOUS THEATERS. .. 
ARE CLOSE TO ~iHAT HE COULD PROVIDE IN A SI NG LE SPECIFIC 
PEACETIf1E CRISIS SITUATION. 

(S) NARAC G SfiOl'IED THAT THE SOVIET SURFACE Aim SUB~lARIilE 
TH REAT IN 1973 IWULD NOT BE GREAT ENOUGH TO DENY US 
CONT ROL OF THE EASTERN MEDITERRAfIp,N IF \;£ AUG~iENTED OUR 
FORCE THERE TO A TOTAL OF FOUR Cp,RRIERS. THOUGH \'IE COULD 
EXPECT A CARRIER TO BE DISABLED) \IE I'IOULD PREVAIL. HOViEVER) IE THE SOVIETS COULD f.10urn AIR ATTACKS AEAHIST US --
EITHER THROUGH OVERFLIGHT OF YUGOSL~VIA) GREECE ) TURKEY) 
OR THE MIDDLE EAST J OR THROUG: I OPERATI 0;1 FROJ''1 AFRI c/\ii 
BASES -- co~nROL OF THE EP,STERil I'-:ED lTERRsilEAil I'IO ULD REQU I RE A FORCE OF FIVE OR SIX CARRIERS) TOGETHER \'IITH ASSOCIATED 
SURFACE COHBATANTS -- A FORCE BEYO:1D REA~O;IABLE PEACETIME , 
CAPABiliTIES. HITH ONLY FOUR CARRIERS ) ;.,E CO ULD 1-\1 ::;EST 
HOLD 0"1 Y T'''- \/ESTcRr ' f'cD ITE RDA "-' 'I II..... riC' L-.~ 'IL \i\nilC.f-\I I' 
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(S) THE SEPJ'IIX STUDY Ii~DICATED THAT THE BALM·ICE 'ArID 

. QUALITY OF FORCES I'IOULD IMPROVE BY 1981 TO THE POINT \'/HERE 
PERIOD I C FORAYS! NTO THE EASTERN f'lED ITERRfl.rlEAN COULD BE 
~lAD E BY A 3 OR 4-CARRIER FORCE I1ITH f'iODERATE TO HEAVY LOSSES , 
BUT THAT A GREATER r'IASSING OF FORCES HOUUl BE NEEDED TO .- .. 

11AHHAlil POSHIVE CmnROL.-

_ (S) THESE STUDIES ALSO EXAt'lIiIED THE NAVAL BALANCE IN THE 
PACIFIC DURING THE ' LA ND HAR IN NATO. THE FORCES NE CESSARY 

. FOR THE PRH1ARY U.S. ,NAVY EFFORT IN THE ATLArHIC DO tlQI 
. LEAYE ENOUGH TO PROTECT OUR SLOCs IN THE PACIFIC NOR TO 

PROV IDE THE ASSISTANCE JAPAN HOULD REQUIRE TO PROTECT HE,\ 
SLOC TO THE PERSIAN GULF OIL PORTS. THE vlAJOR FACTOR IN 
THE VICI NITY OF JAPAN AND KOREA IS THE LGr IG RAN GE SOVIET . . 
LAND-BASED AI R TH REAT ALONG THE EXTEUDED SLOCs, IT IS 
THE SOV I ET SUm'lAR I NE TH REAT . EXTR~.POL~ n Od OF THE A;·lALYS I S 
INDICATES THAT PERHAPS SIX OR l·l0RE CARRIERS l'iOULD BE 
NEEDED TO ESTABLISH A FAVORABLE PO\'lER BALA;KE, \4ITH U.S. 
AND ALLI ED LAND -BASED AI RPo\·:ER UiJ.~BLE TO PROV IDE THE 
NECESSARY COVERAGE. 

(S) THESE Ai'JAL YSES DO NOT PAl NT A:J OPT rrnSTI C PICTURE OF 
THE U.S. jjAVY's ABILITY TO rlEET ALL ITS COi"lMITilEiHS IN A 
NATO CAi'jPAIGi~. THEY INDICATE THAT THE PROTECTIOJ OF THE 
ATLANTIC SLoe viOULD REQUIRE A HEAVY ALLOC;;TIO:'j OF :;AVAL 
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FORC-~ A'JD c\r'j TI'E ',I S" I npI \Ir L"S"r-(' "" - J I 'IG Tllr cI nST t::.) I', ,-V·CI ' 11 11) r. r I,u U ;)C.;) '-'~ .. , ". I I ':' I .-, 
: . . . . ' .. . 

f'lO:HH HOULD BE HIGH -: - ABOUT 4S% 1:"1 1973 .. MID ABOUT 30r. 

IN 1981.' IN 1973) THE' REI'':AIrllNG AT'LA~JTIC FORCES) AUGi'lEflTED 

BY SOf1E FROf'l THE PAC I FIt viOULD EilABLE NAIl) TO HOLD THE 

HESTERN f1EDlTERRAiiEA:L BUT i'IATO's SOUTHER;;! FLAi'jK ALONG THE 

EASTERN iilEDITERRMEMl AND NDRTHERN FLANK lIN SCANDINAV IA 

WOULD NOT BE COVERED) Aim THe: REr-iA I N I NG RJRCES \'!OULD NOT 

BE ABLE TO HOLD THE \'IESTERN PACIFIC. THE SOi'1E\'IHAT BETTER 

SITUATION IN 1981 I'IOULD ALLo\~ US TO f'lAKE IPERIODIC FORAYS 

TO AID THE SOUTHER;,j FLAIJK OF NATO) AriD TIT PROTECT OUR OIL 
. .. 

SLOC BElI/EEN ALASKA AND THE HEST COAST. 

(S) ThESE Ai~ALYSES INDICATE THAL GIVEN n~IE) THE SOVIET 

SUBr1AR INE TH REAT CAN BE CONTAI NED, HOHEVIR) THE PROTECT! ON 

OF OUR ATLAinIC SLoe ~IHICH THESE STUDIES: EXA~lli'lED; IS FAR 

FROf1 OUR f'IOST DIFFICULT AS~'I TASK; THE C~J'~?A IGN \,/OULD BE IN 

AN AREA YiHERE (1)) \iE HAVE OUR BEST SUR'IEI LLAflCE SYSTEMS; 

(2) HE HAVE ADEQUATE AND IIELL-POSITIOIIED B.~SES FOR OUR P-3 

ASH AI RCRAFL (3) ACCESS FOR THE SOV I ET S:UBf-1ARH1ES IS 

THROUGH A SERI ES OF i~ATURAL CHOKE -PO I ins ~':H I CH ARE VULNERABLE 

TO BARRIERS OF OUR- mJi~ ATTACK SUIlf-1ARINESJ) LAiW-BASED PATROL 

AIRCRAFT) Ai'in CAPTOR iHiIES; Arm (4) IT IS Ail AREA IN \'!HICH 

WE CAi'-i BRInG A SUBSTArJTIAL WKENTRATIO!l OF ,lAVAL FORCE TO 

BeAR.. BliT IF THE SOVIETS 'tIERE TO TH REAr:::i US NOT GillY IN 
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SURFACE -- SUCH AS OUR OIL SLOC TO THE PERSIAN GULF. OR OUR 

RA\'I ~lATERI AL 1I1PORT A:~D EXPORT SLOCs' THRGUGHOUT THE ;WRLD -­

UNDER CO;'WIT IOHS IN \'iHICH THEY COULD RESU?PLY THEIR SUBi·ltiRIi'lES 

IN SANCTUARIES (E.G •• lIiJEUTRALII PORTS). GJR TASK liQULD BE 

-.--- VERY [·1UCH NORE DIFFICULT THAiJ Irj THE ATLA:HIC. IHTHOUT 
-. -

EXTENSIVE SURVEI LLANCE SYSTEf'l COVERAGE BEYOND THE REACH OF 

LAND-BASED PATROL AIRCRAFT. HITHOUT THE ADVMTAGE OF CHOKE 

POINTS I'IHERE I,~E COULD ESTABLISH BARRIERS .. AI'lD OVER AREA 

. TOO -LARGE TO PERivlIT c'oi~cEinRM ImJS OF ASH FORCES. THE 

SITUATI Oj~ l'iE \'IOULD FACE \'IOULD BE Ai'lALOGOUS TO GUERI LLA 

HARFARl:.. EXTRAPOLATION FROfI] EXISTWG Ml~LYSES TO SUCH 

A S ITUATI Od IS ADf'llITTEDLY TEilUOUS. BUT IT CLEARLY COULD 

TAKE FROI·i I\lA:~Y ~10:nHS TO A YEAR OR [llORE TO ESTABLISH A 

DEGREE OF SEA COf'JTROL ADEQUATE FOR THE nOVEi'lENT OF I'lORE 

THAN A 110DEST FRACTIOi'J OF OUR SE.~BORrlE TR,':JJE -- A SITUATION 

WHICH COULD HAVE GRAVE ECOi~OMIC COiiSEQUmCES FOR THE 

UNITED STATES. AT THE PRESEfH TIr'L TnE CHIEF OF NAVAL 

OPERATIONS ESTH1ATES THAT HE HAVE ON THE ORDER OF A 30% 

ABILITY TO PREVAIL AGAIiJST SOVIET FORCES Ii'l A CAf'lPAIGfJ TO 

PROTECT OUR SLOCs \'IORLD\'ilDE • 

.coN CI US! Oi~ 

SLI DE 26 (S) IN THE 1110ST mWAi'lEf'lTAL TE Ri'lS, OUR i'IET ASSESSi'tEi'IT OF 
. . 

OF ThE dAVIeS OF THE U;iITED STATES P,;;D Tk~ SOV IET UilWI IS 
. ' 

AS FOLLOI-iS: 
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SLIDE 27 
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f~ARKEDLY IN THE PAST FIVE YEARS; 
o SOf1E li'1PROVEi'ic:in CA;'I BE EXPECTED Iii THE 11EXT 5 YEARS 

(IF WE CARRY OUT OUR PLANS AND IF OUR INTE LL IGENCE 
EST mATES ARE CORRECT); 

" BUT EVEN FIVE VEARS HE NCE , THERE I·n LL BE l'iANY 
ENTIRELY PLAUSIBLE SITUATim~S WHICH \'IOULD SEVERELY 
STRAIN OUR NAVAL CAPABILITIES, Aim i'lMY mpORTAiH 
TASKS ylH I CH I'IE I~ I LL NOT BE ABLE m CARRY OUT; . 

o THE SOVIETS HAVE Er'lERACED l1AVAL PCL\'fER AS 11AJOR . . _. - . 

ELElvlENT OF TfiEI R FORE I Gi~ POLI CY J I{ITH THE CAPAB I LITY 
TO COI'JPETE J'10ST EFFECTIVELY \'lITH US IN THE PEACETlr'1E 
PARA-DIPLor1ATIC USE OF NAVAL pmlEft. THEY ~lAY OBTAIN 
A CAPABI LITY TO DETER OR TH\}ART U"S. INTERVENTION 

. AND f1AY ALSO BE BUILD If.IG THEIR m'Ir:: CAPABILITY FOR 
I NTERVENTI ON . 

(U) I VlOULD LI KE TO SHO\·! YOU iWI'1 A [WMBER OF OTHER 
INDICATORS OF U.S.!SOVIET i~AVAL MLAfKE ~·;~ICH I BELI EVE 
YOU HILL FHID SHED ADDITIOi'lAL LIGHT ON T1E SUBJECT. 

(S) THI S FIGURE DEPICTS ThE AGE DISTRIBUfIO;j OF THE MAJOR 
SURFACE COf'lBATANTS OF THE SOVIET FLEET AS OF l1IDYEAR 1973. 
AS CM ncSEEN, APPROXIMTELY O;1C:-FIFTn cr THESE SHIPS HAVE 
JOII'l I:.D The: FLEET viITtilil ThE PAST FIVe: YS·":',R.S . BUILDI::G 
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P~OGRAI'IS OVeR THE LAST DeCADE HAve: PRG~U=::D 92% OF THE 

FRI GATtS, 54% OF THE oeEM ESCORTS AliD ~O% OF THE DESTROYERS . 

THl AVERAGE A,GE OF THE SH I PS IS APPRoxmil',TELY 11-1/2 YEP.RS . 

THE DES I G(IATI OdS OF SH I P CLASS ARE i'iEH O;;:ES USED BY THE CIA, 

BY THE \'lAY ; i'lOT TH OSt OF J,~;'~E I s OR THE DEFENSE DEPARTfoiEiH . 
. ---~ _. . 

A BI G DIFFERENCE IS Id CLASSIFYIiiG A [.JUt·lEER OF SOVIET 

CRU ISERS AS FRI GATES. 

, LI DE 28 
(u) THIS FIGURE SHo\·j? THE AGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE U.S. 

FLEET MAJOR SURFACE CO f1B ATAiHS. APPROXIr:ATELY ONE-FIFTH 

OF THESE SHIPS HAVE JOI NED THE FLEET vIITH I;~ THE PAST FIVE 

YEARS. YlITH THE EXCEPTION OF ONE AIRCRAf~T CARRIER, AND ONE 

FRI GATE (I~OT SH O\'IN L ALL THESE Sf-] I PS I/ERE OCEAil ESCORTS, 

THE CORRESPO;lDING OI~E-FIFTH OF THE SOVIET FLEET \~AS 
, , 

COJ\lPRISED OF CRUISERS, FRIGATES, DEST ROYI~RS Aim OCEAN 

ESCORTS, OF THE U.S. SHIPS CITED APPROX.If'lATELY 34% 

ARE GREATER THAN 20 YEARS OLD. 

SLIDE 28A TH .. IS FIGURE IS A:\OTHC:R I'IA.Y OF LOOKL~G AT COf1PP.RATIVE AGE 

TRENDS . 

SLI DE 29 (S) THIS FIGURE ShO;,S n:c: C0f'1PARATIVE TG:lNAGE OF SURF,~CE 

COi'lBATANTS Aim SUBf'lARli'1ES. TH ESE CURV~3 I ilCLUDE FI GURES 

FOR FiAJOR CQf'1BATANTS DO\'!~i THROUGH OGG~;; ESCORTS/U. S. NA.vy PGs, 

SOVIET iiAi'lUCHKA CLASS i"ISSILE PATR.OL BOi~TSJ 'AND ATII1.CK 
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SU~MRI NES, OSA AriD KOi'lP,R CLASSES ARE Dr1ITTED-) AS ARE 

BALLISTIC fHSSILE SUBi1AR I;\ES) . W KEEPING l'IInt THE RATIOi~ALE 

PRESEI~TED EARLIER, IN INTERPRETING THIS HGURE) IT IS 

USEFUL TO HOTE THAT THE U, S, CURVE COiHAHJS UP TO 17 

AIRCRAFT CARRIERS) 9 CRUISERS AND 28 FRIGATES) \1HILE 

. THE SOV I ET CURVE COiH AI NS OilL Y m\E C.~RRER (Sr·1ALLER THAN 

. ITS U,S, COUNTERPPIRTSL 2 HELICOPTER SHIPS) 13 CRUI SERS 

AND 13 FRIGATES, IN SHORL THIS FIGURE lLLUSTRATES 

- GRAPHICALLY THAT THE. U,S, NAVY BUILDS LA.HGE SHIPS -- A 

.. FACTOR ImICH IS IN COi'JSONANCE ~iITH THE NAVY's rlISSIONS I~S 

STATED EARLI ER IN THE ASSEssr'lEtll, 

WE i~OW EXAi'-lI NE THE I'll i~E l'iARFARE CAPAB I LIT I ES OF THE U, S, 

AND USSR, 

SLlDE 30 (S) Ti~IS FIGURE SHOWS T~E NUMBER OF MINES IN INVENTORY 

FOR BOTH SIDES, . MOST OF THE SOVIET STOC<PILE COillSISTS 

OF WI-/ II Aim EARLY POST -11\'/ I I CotNENTI OdAL r100RED CONTACT 

AI~D BOTTOII1 INFLUE!ICE rm~ES I'IH I CH ARE REUTIVELY SH'1PLE 

TO SI-iEEP, EXCEPT FOR PRESSURE Cor'1BHJATIC:1 f'lINES v!HICi 

MUST BE HUf'lTED MiD l'IEUTRfl,LIZED OR SI'iEPT ~nTH "GU I NEA PIG" 

SH I PS, NORE RECENTLY) THE SOV I ETS HAVE ?RODUCED DEEP 

i'100RED r'll I~ES SUCH AS CLUSTER EAY \·iH I CH f..JDS NEI-/ D If:1ENS 1Oi'JS 

TO THE ~lIUIHG THREAT Aim THE COU i'lTER:'iEASJRES PROBLEf"l. 
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SLIDE 31 

.1 . -.. -'-IT IS ESTI~lP.TED TH AT THE SOVIETS ['lm'l HAVE OVER 10,000 . . . ' . -
CLUSTER BAY 11INES IN INVDITORY A;:O r-II LL BUILD THIS [Wi'1BER . . 
TO 20,000 BY 1980. COIlCURREilTLY THEY ARE EXPECTED TO 
RETI RE sonE OF THE NORE OUTDATED "11 I~ ES FRor'1 I1NENTO RY . 

(c) THC:: U. S. STO CKP I LE IS COJ1iPOSED OF CO:IVEi'lT I ONAl ·m ilES, 
r'1K~75 DESTRUCTORS, QUICKSTRIKE, Aim CAPTOR III THE OUT 
YEARS. 

(S) III TERf1S OF GROSS liNElHORY, THE SOVIET UNION lEADS BY 
A FACTOR OF 3 f1Oy/; THIS LEAD IS PROJECTEl TO BE REDUCED 

. T02BY THE END OF THE PERIOD. - -- -

(S) NlrltSi'iEEPIilG CAPABILITY IS SHO',-!.'l HERE 1:"1 MSO EQUIVALENTS . 
FOR THIS COMPARISON, U.S . MINESWEEPING H~lICOPTERS ARE 
EVALUATED AS BEIflG EQUIVAlEi'lT TO 2-112 r--;:)ss BASED ON AREA 
COVERAGE PER UNIT TIiliE . THE U.S . CAPABILITY DIPPED EARLY 
IN THIS PERIOD \'lITH THE RETIREr-1E;-n OF ACTIVE FLEET MSOs J . 
BUT REHOU~DED TO A LEVEL OF 77 AS THERH-53D HELICOPTERS 
ENTERED FLEET IiNEi1 TORY. THE SOVI ET FO R. CE REf1AI NS 
NUf'lER ICALLY GREATER THROUGHOUT THE PERIO;). IT IS 
mpORT MT TO NOTE" THAT THE 21 RH-53D fm: ~S\';EEP IiJG 
HELICOPTERS (55 f'lS0-EQUIVALElHS) REPRESEH A DISTAiiT 
AREA SI'IEEP CAPAB I LITY \'/H I CH THE USSR IS UNABLE TO f1ATCH. 
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SLIDE 32 

---

\ 

(S) THE -SOVIET UliDERI'IAY REPLErJISHi'iEiH <UilREP) CAPABILITY 

HAS WCREASED STEADILY DURIiJG THE PAST FIVE YE.~RS IN TERf1S 

OF DEDICATEDPLATFORi'lS) Aim IS PROJECTED TO CO:HINUE 

BUILDIUG AT AN II'~CREASED RATE FOR THE REr'IAI~IDER OF THE 

PERIOD, THIS FIGURE COI'iPARES THE :Wf1BER OF DEDICATED 

UNREP S~iIPS CAPABLE OF PROVIDII 1G FUEL, THIS CATEGORY 

INCLUDES AO) ~,OE) AND AOR FOR U, S, FORCES; AO) AOE) AOR 

.. AND. AORL FOR SOVIET FORCES, . IT SHOULD BE NOTED THAT 

THE U,S, SHIPS ARC .IN GENERAL LARGER SHIPS HITH GREATER 

DEADHEIGHT TOi~f~AGE, THOSE SHIPS DEPI CTED FOR THE SOVIET . 

NAVY COiJSTITUTE THE ENTIRE INVEi'iTORY OF DEDICATED UN REP 

SHIPS, THERE ARE i~O USSR SHIPS CONFIGURED SOLELY FOR THE 

REP LEN I SHrlENT OF Af'lJ"1UrH TI Oi~} REFRI GERATED STORES) OR 

ELECTRON I ClAVIATI ml SPARE PARTS, THE U.S, NAVY} ON THE 

OTHER HAi;D) HAS A SIZEABLE GRO UP OF SHIPS SO CONFIGURED) 

SLIDE 33 I1H I CH I i'lCLUDES THE At, AF Ai~D AFS CLASSES, TH IS FI GURE 

SHOWS THE GROSS COMPARISON OF UN REP SHIPS I N CLUDI~G 

SLIDE 34 

, 

THIS LATTER GROUP. 

(S) THIS FIGURE IS A~ ADDITIOilAL MEASURE OF UNDERWAY 

REPLt ,JI Si-:i}C:1T C~PAB I LITY I-IH I CH RELATES THE UHREP FORCES 

TO THOSE SH I PS y!H I CH l'IUST BE SUPPORTED , THE Cot'iBAT MT 

SHIPS COIjSIDERC:D I:lCLUDE f·1AJOR CO;·1BA1AHS Dmlll THROUGH 

THE DE CLASS PLUS Af'1PHIBIOUS \';AF,FA~E SHIPS DO;,li i THROUGH 
- . 

THi: LST CLASS. FRO~l THE FIGU RE) IT IS A.PPARE;;T THAT THE 
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. U.S, liAVY r'1AItnAINS A RELATIVELY COI~STAnT RATIO OF- ABOUT 

9:1 THROUGf-:OUl THCPE'RIOD,' THE pHELERATED UN REP SHIP 

BUILDlIiG PROGRAi'l OF THE SOVIET t{AVY STEADILY REDUCES 

THE CQ["1BATANT TO UUREP SHIP RATIO OVER THE PERIOD UiHIL IT 

REACHES 'A VALUE OF ABQUT FIVE IN 1978, 

. (S) TO cor~pLEr\iENT TH I S QUANT IT A TIVE I NFOPS'lATI ON A 

QUALITATIVE ASSESSf1ENT OF TECHNICAL CAPABILITIES IS IN 

ORDER. THE SOVIET UNDERI'/AY REPLENISHl'lEin TECHNIQUES ARE) 

" IN ·GENERAL) NOT AS REFINED AS TH OSE OF THE U. S. NAVY. A . 

KEY ELE~jENT IN UiWERI'/AY REPLEN I SHf'lEfn I S THE TI ME DURATI ON 

OF AN EVOLUTIOIL SIiKE THE SHIPS I1lVOLVED ARE HIGHLY 

VUUiERABLE TO SUBf']AR Ii'lE AND AI RCR~.FT ATTACK \'ii-:I LE THEY 

ARE l::NGAGeD W REFUELI NG) REARi'i! i~G OR RE?ROV IS I ON ING. THE 

MOST RAPID f'1ETHOD OF REPLEiHSH f" 1r::H IS THE ALONGSIDE METHOD) 

AND U.S. NAVY SHIPS ARE TRAlijED TO A HIGH LEVEL OF 

PROFICIENCY IN THIS METHOD. THE SOVIET :lAVY) COnVERSELY) 

HAS LITTLE TRAINING OR PROFICIENCY IN THIS AREA. f'lANY 

OF THEIR TANKERS ARE EQUIPPED O;JLY FOR BE ASTERil l'lETHOD 

OF REFUELING -- A LEi'iGTHY Aim LABORIOUS JimERT.~KWG. 

HOI-lEVER) AS THEIR UimEP FORCE GRO\'iS) ADDITIOi~AL TRAINIrlG 

EFFORT HI LL 1'10 DOUBT BE EXPENDED TO I[,lPRQVE THE · LEVEL OF 

CAPAB I LITY IN TH I S AREA. 

(0 THE SOVIETS liAVE) Il'l ThE PASL WDICATED A CAP~,B lLiTY 
• 

TO AU Gr'It:NT THE I R U;iREP FORCES :'I!T~ ;'.lERC; n i·1AR I i ;~ ASSETS. 
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SLIDE 35 

,LI DE 36 

\ 
A SIf>1lLAR ClI,P,liB!LITY Hf1,S BEE ill DEr':!Jt;JSTRATED"BY U'.S. NfWY 

SHIPS 1ij ThE RECENT CHARGER LO"G PKOJECT. THE PRIi'lARY 
, , 

DI FFERE,'lCE \'IH ICH r-1UST BE RECOGiHZED IN TH I S CAPABI LITY 
--

IS THE VARIAllCE OF f1ERCHMiT SHIP AVAILABILITY Aim THE 

TIMELI~ESS THEREOF, THE USSR. REALISTICALLY SPEAKIiIG. 

MllSl BE ACCORDeD THE EDGE -IN FLEXI BILITY IN THIS AREA. 

(S) THIS FIGU RE DEPICTS THE Nut'1BER OF U.S. ATIACK AND ASH 

CARRIERS AND SOVIET CARRIERS. WITH THE DECLINE OF U.S. 

ASH CARRIERS. THE ROLE OF THE ATIACK CARRIER (CVA) BEGAN 

TO EVOLVE TO INC LUDE AN ASH CAPABILITY (CV) IN 1972 . " -

BY 1979 ELEVEN OF THE CARRIERS \'11 LL BE CVs VI CE CVAs . 

. .-

. THE SOVIET CARRIER FORCE BEGINS IN ABOUT 1975 WITH THE 

INTRODUCTIOi~ OF THE KIEV. A CV Sf1A LLER THAlj THE ESSEX CLASS 
, , 

AND CAPABLE OF OPERATING ABOUT 25 V/STOL FIGHTE RS OR A 

MIX OF FIGHTERS AND ASH HELOS. 

(S) THIS FIGURE DEPICTS THE AVAILABLE AIRCRAFT II'l U.S. 

CARRIER AIR \·:I ilGS MD THE INTRODUCTIOil OF THE SOVIET V/STOL. 

THE U.S. CURVES I~lCLUDE ONLY CA.RRIER-BASED FIGHTER AND 

'ATTACK AIRCRAFT HHICH DECLIf~E TO Ii LEVEL FORCE OF ABOUT 

750 Iil THE. LATER YEARS. THE SOVIET V/STOL IS A LIGHHIEIGHT 

FIGHTER/INTERCEPTOR I'IITH LI~JITED ATTACK CAPABILITY. 
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(S) THIS FIGURE SHOWS THE RELATIVE STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES 

OF U.S. Aim SOVIET NAVAL COHf1AND, CONTROL Aim COf-1r·'UI1ICATIOilS 

., (C3) IN THE 1974 THiit FRA'r'iE. THE MALYSIS liAS f1ADE BY 

GE NERAL TYPE OF FORCES -- SUBSURFACE. SURFACE. AND AIR, 

- - _AND BY THE OVERALL AB I LITY TO COORD HiATE ALL TYPES OF 
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- . - _.-' -
FORCES. THE FORCES ARE RELATED TO SEVERAL FACTORS HHICH 

CONTRIBUTE TO c3 POSTURE. THESE ARE RELIABILITY OF . 

TRANSf'lISSIOU;/SECURITY OF CONTENT; SPEED FROf" l'lRITER TO 

READERj/VOLU~lE CAPACITY;/ INVUU;ERABILITY TO DIRECTION 

FINDING. JAr'lMLNG. AND DECEPTION;/ SURVIVABILITY U;'WER ATIACK. 

SABOTAGE. OR HOST COUIHRY NEUTRALITY;/ AND ABILITY TO 

DERIVE USEFUL INFORMATION FROM THE ENEMY's C3, THE FIGURE 

Ii~DICATES THAT. IN THE CAPABILITIES CRUCIAL TO FIGHTING 

A WAR -- RELIABILITY AND HlVULVERABILITY -- THE SOVIETS 

HAVE THE ADVAiH jJ,GE. 

PAUSE 

(S) THIS FIGURE"DEPICTS GRAPHICALLY n;E TREND HI OUR 

RELATIVE CAPABILITIES . IT SHOULD BE RECOGNIZED THAT C3 

IS A RELATIVELY j'JE! TYPE OF CAPAllILITY AS HE NOll KrWI,/ It. 

Aim THAT BOTI i S I DES ARE ESSE;H IJI.LLY STI LL GRO'i/ I NG I i~ TH I S 

AREA. THUS. CONSIDERING THE ~lAG:UTUDE OF TECHiWLOGICAL 

CHA~GE DURING THE CITED PERIOD, LITTLE S!GNIFICA~CE CAN BE 

GIVEN TO PAST TRE~ms, Tr:E f~OVE A; ::W FRO;';, THE SOIf I ET 

PREDICTED L1 i~E OF 1970 IS DUE PRI :';P,RI LY TO Tf:EIR SUPE RI OR ITY 

IN ACOUSTIC CO:;;,IUiJIU\T!Or:s A;'iD F O RC~ COORDJ::ATJOiL 
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