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IS A NEW STRATEGY FOR U.S. SECURITY IN THE CARDS?

t was illuminating indeed to hear the

following words from General Fred-
erick C. Kroesen, the United States
Army Europe/Seventh Army com-
mander who was in the U.S. for a con-
ference sponsored by one of our sister
organizations, the Association of the
United States Army (AUSA). “We can
initiate the defense of Western
Europe,” General Kroesen told the
somber-faced audience, “but to main-
tain that defense we need outside
assistance and reinforcement.”

By “outside” it must be assumed
that General Kroesen refers to assist-
ance that would originate outside of
the theater in which his forces are con-
tained. This is of substantial interest to
the National Guard community since
we constitute a substantial portion of
the CONUS-based reinforcement which
would be provided to the U.S. com-
mander in Europe to support the battle
plan in NATO.

This assumption is more than sub-
stantiated by the commander of United
States Army Forces Command, General
Robert Shoemaker. He notes that his
area of responsibility takes in the
deployment of 10 active Army divisions,
eight Army Guard divisions and 4,000
Guard and Reserve units ranging in
size from small detachments to com-
bat brigades.

The words of Generals Kroesen and
Shoemaker tend to sustain the para-
mount importance of having U.S. forces
ready and able to mobilize and move
out to defend U.S. primary interests in
Europe. “How fast can you get to
Europe to fight”"? has been, for several

one speculates, is the share of the
force structure which we have rather
casually consigned in recent years, to
the “fractional piece” of the 1% war
strategy. Since the origins of this strat-
egy are discussed in some detail in the
1981 NGAUS Position Statement, which
appears elsewhere in this issue, we
won't elaborate. What General Shy
Meyer's AUSA talk suggests is that the
tasks which might confront that “other
Army”, the Army for contingencies
other than Europe, could be of such a
magnitude, that to kiss it off as a "half
war” could be the understatement—
and the miscalculation—of a lifetime.

“half war’ in the Middle East-

Persian Gulf-Southwest Asiaregion
could—with relatively scant stretch of
the imagination—soon take on many
of the characteristics of a major war
scenario. Such a turn of events would
be serious enough in the isolation of
the region. It would be incalculably
more serious if this expanded and, per-
haps, protracted “half war” were to
occur simultaneously with a need to
initiate the defense of Western Europe
against a determined attack by War-
saw Pact forces. It is not necessary to
be a great military genius to recognize
that this possible two-theater sce-
nario—no longer a far-fetched witches’
brew— urgently requires extraordinary
readiness on the part of active, Guard
and Reserve forces. It requires modern
equipment to be on hand, rather than
on a drawing board. It requires the
logistical capability to provide the
factor of sustainability.

tained defense of Western Europe, over
a period of 15 years, defense require-
ments for necessary modernization
have consistently lost to the budget
analysts in the intense competition for
defense dollars.

Throughout this issue of NATIONAL
GuaRD, which is devoted to coverage of
the 102d General Conference, there is a
thread of continuity which is hung on
the issues of manning, modernization
and readiness for mobilization—the
three M’s. Of these issues, moderniza-
tion is clearly the most vexing. There
are no magic wands to be waved, no
genie to be summoned, no three wishes
to be granted. This is a tough, pragmatic
situation.

It is especially frustrating for the
Guard, and for the Reserve as well. We
can accept the thesis that the research
and development of the 1970’s is on the
verge of paying dividends. But we fail
to see, in constrained defense budgets,
that production orders are being placed
which will allow any pipelining of sig-
nificant new items of equipment into
the troop units of the Guard.

It is our judgment, hopefully the
result of mature consideration, that the
dimensions of military responsibility
which start to emerge from a reading of
this enhanced 112 war strategy, strongly
suggest that we cannot afford a “third
Army” in addition to the two previously
mentioned: an Army of mobilized
Guard and Reserve units equipped with
hand-me downs and vestiges of the
“come as you are war’” pipe dream.

In warfighting reality—just as in
philosophical aspects—we can afford
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The most disappointing aspect of only one Army, one Air Force, one total
the situation is the fact that Pentagon force. Whether Guard and Reserve

years now, the criterion upon which a
unit’s usefulness is measured.

1 tion to the AUSA audience, General grasp of what is needed to insure that oriented Army, or “the other Army”, it is !
| Edward C. (Shy) Meyer referred to the U.S. forces will have the wherewithal to  essential that when the moment comes
urgent need to build, equip, sustain and give a good account of themselves and  to move, shoot and communicate—

be prepared to deploy what he termed to win. But just with respect to theycan do it in concert with the rest of

! “the other Army". The “other Army”, resources needed to prepare the sus- the deployed force.

.' DeEcemBER 1980 1

But in still another major presenta- planners do, we believe, have a good forces are to be part of the Europe-
|
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