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- (S) Ai1PHIiIOUS T-ROO-PLIFT- C'APAB-I LITY IS INDICATED HERE', -

U.S, LIFT CAPABILITY W,S DROPPED APPROXH1ATELY 40% SINCE 
- - -

1968j IT \oJI LL RI SE SLI GHTLY TOIIARD THE Eim OF THE ·PERI OD, 

AND THE[~ LtVEL OFF AS THE LAST OF THE Ne·, LHAs ENTER 

ACTIVE SERVICE, SOVIET LIfT CAPABILITY HAS RISEN STEADILY 

. AND IS PROJECTED TO CONTINUE rlODERATE GRO\'/TH. THE TROOP-

LIFT CAPACITY OF BOTH COUNTRIES DIFFERS BY LESS THAll 

10,000 TROOPS, Bur~HE U,S, SHIPS OFFER ADDITIONAL CARGO 

AND EQUIPfilENT SPACE BEymlD THAT OF THE SOVIET SHIPS, 

- - I1f ADD Ii IO(L THE U, S, HAS A D I STNn AREA LI FT CAPABI LIT~' -

AS OPPOSED TO THE SHORT-LEGGED SOVIET LIFT, IN TER~lS OF 

EXPERTISE AND EXPERIEiKE IN AMPHIBIOUS \'IP.RFARE, THERE IS 

LITTLE COI']PARI SO;1 BEniEEi1 THE FORCES, THE USSR IS OULY NOH 

BEGIN[HNG TO DEVELOP A VIABLE Ar:iPHIBIOUS ASSAULT CAPABILITY; 

AND HAS A riAVAL INFANTRY \'iHICH NU[fJ13ERS O;iLY ABOUT 10).000 rlEii, 

(CHHIS FIGU Re DtPICTS THE B{l,RRELS AVAILABLE FOR NAVAL 

GUNFIRE SUPP ORT. U,S, FIGURES IdC LUDE 5") 6/1) 8/1 AND 

16/1 GUNS, USSR FIGU RES ARE BAS~D Oil GU;~S OF 100 MM 

(3,9/1) SIZE Ai\D LARGER, THE UI'WAVORAB LE BALANCE THAT 

EXISTS FOR THE U,S, FROi'11971 Oil IS GR~D 'J ,~ LLY ELIflI NATED 

AS THE SOVIET RETIRES OLDER SHIPS, 
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(S) THIS FIGURE SHmlS DEPLOYABLE OFFE~iSIVE ORmtANCE IN 

TO;~S. THE HEIGHTS Ii'jVOLVED ARE \-iARHEAD HEIGHTS FOR ASf'l 

AND SSrL Ai'in COf'iP LETE BOI'lB I'/E I GHT HHERE BO~1BS ARE 

INDICATED. THE CURVES I'JERE CO;'iPOUllDED AS FOLLOHS:. 

o SS~i LOADS HERE. TALL-lED FOR THE OFFENSIVE PLATFORr'lS 

CITED EARLIER (SUBf>1ARII'lES, SURFACE COi'1BATAiiTS -­

NO OSA/KOf'lAR). 

c SOVIET ASM LOADS FOR ALL APPLICABLE AIRCRAFT 
• 

\~ERE TALLIED. 
". . " . 

~ U.S. AIRCR.AFT HERE LOADED \'lITH A PROVEN COf1BAT 

LOAD - LESS THAi·j i1AXIf'lUf'L \'IH I CH EI'iSURED AT LEAST 

A 300 NAUTI CAL MI LE STRI1<E RAD I US. TH I S REDUCED 

LOAD TnmED TO REFLECT A STAND-OFF \iEAPON LOADOUT. 
. . 

CLEARLY, \'IE CA;~iiOT EQUATE THE 2,000 POU;!J \'IARHEAD OF Ml 

ASf'l TO 0I1E 2,000 POU;'lD i3Oi';B -- EITHE.R IN EFFECTIVENESS OR 

CtP OR DESTRUCTIVE POHER. HOI'IEVER, nr: CURVES PROVIDE A 

FIRST ORDER COi~PARlSOi~ OF THE DESTRUCTI\r.: PUtiCH EACH FORCE 

eM DELIVER. 

{S) THIS FIGURE BREAKS OUT THE OFFENSIVE TOiHlAGE DISPLAYED 

BEFORE BY STAND-OFF RANGE DIVIDED IiITO THREE ARBITRARY 

CATEGORIES. 

'1 . SHORT - HITH I i~ CLOSE - I i~ DEFENSES (ABOUT 10 NM) , 

2 • . f'JED I Ui1 - 1'iI TH I N i'1~, XIi1Ui-l SA;'i RAr : G~ (ABO UT 30 iil'1). 

3; W~G - I'iITh HI I1iTERCEPTOR RA; ISE (ABO UT 250 i~:'1) 
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SLIDE 43 

'W' ____ _ l 
- IT IS IfHEfIIDED TO PORTRAY THE CAPAB I LITY OF A HEAPOilS - -

PLATFORf'l TO ATTACi< A TARGET FROI'I OUTSIDE. THAT TARGET's 

DEFLNSES, THE U,S, NAVY LO~G - RANGE CAPABI LITY REACHES 

NEAR PARITY i'IITH THE SOVIET LOiiG RMGE TOi~i~AGE BY THE 
-.. . . 

Elm OF THE PERIOD, THE PORTRAYED U,S, N{!..VY ~1EDIUi'1 CAPABILITY 

- COi~SISTS OF 25 Hft.LLEYE II PER AIR yiING, POSSIBLY f'lUCH LESS 

- THAN -A ~jAXIi'jUr'l LOAD OUT. SOVIET f'iED IUfol RANGE CAPABILITY 

RESIDES PRIi1ARILY IN HER NEI'IER SHIPS, U.S, SHORT RANGE 

CAPABILITY IS THE SAlilE AS THAT Ii~ THE PREVIOUS FIGURE, 

-AS ~NO SOVIET B0I1BS ARE -CONSIDERED, NO SHORT RANGE ­

CAPABILITY IS PORTRAYED FOR THEft 

(e) THIS FIGURE SHOWS A COMPAR ISON OF ANTI-SHIPPING 

TORPEDOES \'!H I CH WeLUDES BOTh SUB;.t~RI NE L~UNCHED AND SURFACE 

SH I P LAUiKl-iED vIEAPOi'IS, U, S, FIGURES ARE BASED ON A 

STANDARD BRAVO (vif\,RTH1E) SUBf1ARIilE LOAD, 

(S) IN THE DEVELOPf'lErn OF THE NET ASSESS:;Ei~L SOVIET OSA 

AND KOMAR eLJl,SS ~lISSILE PATROL BOATS vlEE NOT IioJCLUDED 

AS OFFEi'JS I VE \~EAPOll PLATFORMS, HQ\oIEVER.. THERE I S A V I ABLE 

ROLE FOR THESE BOATS Hi THe ioJC:DITERRft,I~EA:L NORTH SEA .. 

AND OTHER AREAS CLOSE TO SOV IET BASES , THE FOLLOI'iING 

PARNiETRIC eOfWARISONS \ilLL INCLUDE THES:: OFFSHORE SHIPS, 
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(S) THE BAS J C NtT ASSESS~lEin SHm;ED THE iWi'lBER· OF OFFENSIVE 

SYSTEifJS Ol~ EACH SIDE , Ii~ RATIO TO THE NU~iBER OF TARGETS 

THEY flOULD HAVe: TO ATTACK , THE TARGETS IijTHIS CASE 

INCLUDED OdLY J1.IRCRAFT CARRIERS AiiD SN1ISSrl-EQ~IPPED 

SURFACE. SHIPS . Oil THE PREMISE THAT THEY WERE THE HI GHEST 

. PRIORITY, IN THt: PARAMETRIC COf'IPARISOi1iS YlHICH FOLlOYl) THE 

. TARGETS ARE EXPAi'lDED TO IHCLUDE ALL SURFACE COf'lBATArHS) 

AS ANOTHt:R INDICATOR ONE COULD JUSTIFY m~ THE GROUNDS THAT 

INCOi'lI rJG rHSSILES CAi'INOT DISCRrrmlATE Ar'IC~G TARGETS, 

- - -
. . 

;UDE 44 (S) THIS FIGURE SHOI'iS THE EREAKDmm OF OFFENSIVE PLATFOiU,lS 

BY PLATFORf1 TYPE , THE EFFECT OF ADD I NG THE SSP1 OFFSHORE 

SHI PS (OSMKOf'lAR) IS SUBSTANTIAL) I NASr1UCH AS THEY REPRESENT 

THE NAJORITY OF SSf'J-EQU I PPED PLATFORf'IS , 

iUDE 45 THE NEXT FIGURE SUMrlARIZES THE TOTAL OF OFFENSIVE 

PLATFORi·\S, AT PRESEiH) THE SOVIETS OUTiWf'lBER US BY ABOUT 

8:1 -- THOU GH OUR CARRIERS ARE INDIVIDUALLY r'IORE POTENT 
. 

HiM THE SOVIET PLATFORI1S, INTRODUCTIOi-f OF THE HARPOON 

jllISSILE HILL BRI1JG THE RATIO Do\-ij,1 TO 2:1 BY 1978 , 

;L1 DE 46 (S) GIVEi'~ THOSE OFFENS IVE PLATFORf'IS , THIS FIGURE SHmJS 

THE TOTAL i~Uf'lBER OF OFFENSIVE SYSTEHS THAT EACH PLATFORM 

CAN CARRY, THE ADDITIOii OF SSi'j OFFSHORE SHIPS APPROXIf'IATE lY 

DOUBLES THE SOVIET SSf1 SYSTEf'lS, 
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SLIDE 47 

,LIDE 48 

,UDE 49 

I ._" - ".- ." -" ". " 

THE ilEXT FIGURE SHmlS THE' SUf'li'1.4TIOfl OF ALL OFFENSIVE ' 

SYSTEi"iS FOR BOTH .,SIDES. THE EFFECT OF THE OSA AND KOl1AR 

HEAPONS IS A;j I NCREASE OF APPROXF1ATELY 60% HI THE TOTAL 

NUMBER OF SOVIET OFFE~SIVE SYSTEMS. THE USSR THUS SHOWS 
, , 

A CO r'lS IDERABLt: r'IARGIil OF SUPERIORITY IN rlU~1BERS, U~TIL 

THE EFFECT OF THE HARPOON f1I SS I LE ASSERTS ITSELF LATE 

IN THE PERIOD . 

(S) THIS FIGURE SHOWS THE NUMBER OF OFFENSIVE SYSTEMS ON 

'EACH SIDE IN RATIO TO THE NUi'lBER OF TARGETS THEY HOULD 

HAVE TO ATTACK. THIS DIFFERS FROi'! SLIDE 22 IN THE NET 

ASS[SSf'lENT IN THAT BOTH THE SOVIET OFFENSIVE SYSTEr'lS 

A[~D THE US/USSR TARGETS HERE I iICREASED, AS I NDI CATED 

EARLIER. THE EFFECT OF THESE CHAfiGES DRP,f'1ATICALLY 

ALTERS THE COi'lPARI SOi~. WiDER THESE CONDIT ro11S, THE USSR 

ENJOYS A FAR ~IORE FAVORAB LE SYSTEi'!-TO-TARGET RATIO 
, 

THROUGH THE ENTIRE PERIOD, A~ID MAINTAI~S A SUPERIORITY 

THROUGhOUT. 

(S) TH I S FINAL FI GURE SHOHS THE OFFENS lYE SYSTEi'lS Hi 

, ' 

RATI 0 TO THE DEFENS I VE SYSTEf'lS. THE EFFECT OF ADD I ~IG OSMKOil{IR 

ASSETS IS TO BRING THE USSR ATTAC~ RATIO NEARLY INTO COINCIDE~CE 

vlITH THAT Of THE U.S. DURING THE PERiOD FROi'i 1972 THROUGH 1975. 

AT THAT PO I i'lL THE ADD IT I Oil OF MrlRPOO;1 TO 'THE U. S. p,RSEi~,~L 

WIDENS THE GAP BETWEEN THE U.S. A11D THE ~S SR . 
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