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& ALEXANDER P. DE SEVERSKY, LasT
year published an article [This
Week Magazine, 23 Mar *58] entitled
“No More Little Wars.” In this ar
ticle he expressed the view that our
national defense efforts should be
concentrated on a single deterrent
force capable of winning an all out
nuclear conflict with the Soviet
Union and that our national defense
policies and the structure of the
Department of Defense should be
changed accordingly.

Maj de Seversky’s position is based
on 3 basic conclusions:

1) “We cannot win a limited war
fought with traditional forces, re-
gardless of whether conventional or
nuclear weapons are used.

2) “We can make limited war im-
possible if we make clear to the
world that we possess a retaliatory
force with the strategic scope and
tactical flexibility to crush aggres-
sion, and so preserve the global
status quo.

3) “We can generate a great eco-
nomic abundance to share with the
rest of the world by concentrating
on a single deterrent force, and
thereby, we can prove that freedom
is dynamic and beneficent.”

The opinions expressed by this
distinguished American prompted
the response contained in these
pages.

The deterrent imposed by the
Strategic Air Command, plus the

. R S R S many disguises worn by Soviet ag-
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" MARINE:CORPS - -+ ... . need for US forces in readiness, ca-
UASSOCIATION -1 Tl pable of fighting local limited wars.

Most Americans concerned with
the vital issues of national delense
agree that the US Air Force with its
powerful Strategic Air Command
poses a tremendous deterrent to the
desires of the Kremlin's political
and military planners. This deter-
rent is a vital part of our national,
or perhaps more correctly stated,
our international, defense efforts.
However, the ramifications of this
deterrent can be oversimplified,
sugar coated and sold to the Ameri-
can people for something that they
are not, namely the only deterrent
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with which it is necessary to con-
{ront the Soviets.

Stated another way, the very exist-
ence of the Strategic Air Command’s
deterrent capability has the effect of
fixing the bulk of the Soviet Union’s
forces in place, resulting in the in-
creased probability of “limited” con-
flicts. If the Soviets are of the opin-
jon that the results of all-out nu-
clear war are not worth the risk in-
volved, the only method of terri-
torial aggrandizement left to them
is to destroy free governments by
subversion or limited military cam-
paigns.

From a military point of view,
limited or local wars can be fought
and won without resorting to the
use of strategic nuclear weapons or
even tactical nuclear weapons unless
the enemy chooses to initiate their
use. Moreover, the US has a force
capable of accomplishing just this,
should circumstances require its em-
ployment. This force is made up of
the ships, aircraft and amphibious
units of our mighty balanced fleets.
These forces are well trained and
already on station in areas adjacent
to the world’s trouble spots.

Before proceeding farther, I think
it is necessary to define the terms,
“strategic nuclear weapons” and
“tactical nuclear weapons.” In oth-
er words when does a tactical H-
bomb become a strategic H-bomb?
Is this definition determined by the
target for which the weapon is em-
ployed; or by the size of the weapon;
or by the armed service releasing the
weapon?

For the purposes of this writing,
1 shall consider a “strategic nuclear
weapon” to mean a weapon released
against an industrial or military
target outside of the immediate area
of operations and a “tactical nu-
clear weapon” to be one employed
within the area of operations to in-
fluence the outcome of an imme-
diate battle or engagement, i.e.,
2gainst enemy troop concentrations,
installations or armament.

Maj de Seversky's views with re-
gard to air power are well known
and have been dramatically stated;
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however, this writer would like to
advance the proposition that the
existence of Strategic Air Command
bases around the perimeter of Soviet
influence has the effect of decreasing
the possibility of Soviet nuclear at-
tack against the US and our Allies,
thereby increasing the probability
of local limited conflicts in areas the
Soviets desire to penetrate. If this
conclusion has any merit, then it
logically follows that the US must
be prepared to counter Soviet ag-
gression in such areas as the Middle
East and Southeast Asia with forces
designed to wage limited or local
campaigns successfully.

In view of the increased prob-
ability of limited war, complete con-
centration of national defense ef-
forts on a single deterrent force, ie.,
the Strategic Air Command, is a
dangerous gamble. Such concentra-
tion amounts to nothing more than
placing all of our defense eggs in
one basket.

A look back to June 1950 is suffi-
cient to remind us that the existence
of the Strategic Air Command did
not prevent the Soviets [rom spon-
soring aggression in Korea nor did
SAC prevent the open intervention
of Chinese Communist forces in
that war. Based on these {acts alone,
it is realistic to conclude that SAC,
powerful as it is, will not prevent
the Communists from attempting to
penetrate the Middle East and
Southeast Asia.

It can be said without fear of suc-
cessful contradiction that the pres-
ence of the US Sixth Fleet is a sta-
bilizing influence in the Mediter-
ranean and that the existence of our
powerful naval striking forces (in-
cluding the combat ready 3dMarDiv

on Okinawa) in the Far East fails
to give our enemy any measure of
comfort.

Maj de Seversky has said that the
national expenditure involved in
maintaining our armed forces (ex-
cluding SAC) 1is ‘scattering our
energies” and “wasting our money,
scientific and industrial effort on all
sorts of hardware and secondary
projects from invasion barges to air-
craft carriers.”” He has also said
that continued effort along these
lines will deliver us into national
bankruptcy.

If these dire predictions are accu-
rate, it appears that we have two al-
ternatives: a) surrender the Free
World to the Soviets piece by piece
—a sort of freedom on the install-
ment plan—or, b) risk the awesome
prospect of all out nuclear warfare
by countering Soviet aggression in
under-developed areas with H-
bombs.

Plainly, neither of these courses
of action is very attractive or neces-
sary. The US is far from a bank-
rupt nation, and even if maintaining
our balanced armed forces would
bankrupt us, I am sure that most
Americans would rather be broke
than dead.

Allow me to present what I con-
sider to be a more suitable alterna-
tive, compared to those already con-
sidered, should the Soviets decide to
release their “volunteers” to “lib-
erate” a Middle Eastern or South-
cast Asian nation.

First, we could immediately dis-
play a “show of force” in the area
concerned using our powerful attack
carrier striking forces and our mis-
sile carrying cruisers and subma-
rines. This method of dramatically
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illustrating the presence of counter
force is primarily the Theodore
Roosevelt “Speak softly but carry a
big stick” technique. 1 believe this
technique is as effective in many in-
stances today, as it was in TR’s time.
If this display failed to persuade the
enemy that he had made a serious
tactical blunder then this same force
can commence attacks against him
using carrier-based jet bombers for
heavy high explosive air strikes.
Our attack carriers can launch these
aircraft from distances of over 1,000
miles at sea. Later neutralization
strikes can be launched from 500
miles at sea. Once air superiority
has been achieved, our fleet can de-
fend that superiority with aircraft-
launched missiles and high explo-
sive surface-to-air missiles.

Our fast, mobile, versatile am-
phibious troops can ignore hydro-
graphic obstacles by using the ver-
tical envelopment technique. These
troops can be launched from heli-
copter carriers 100 miles at sea, to
seize inland objectives. By employ-
ing only conventional ordnance,
they can seize and secure an area
large enough to provide an operat-
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ing base for a larger SEATO,
NATO or UN force within wecks or
even days.

The procedure I have outlined
avoids the massing of amphibious
and naval gunfire ships, thereby
eliminating a tempting target for
cnemy nuclear weapons. The exten-
sive use of helicopters, carrying
troops well trained in the vertical
envelopment technique, gives us the
advantage of choosing the time and
place for the landing and assault
-phase of the operation,

Visionary? Not in the least. The
US Marine Corps and the US Navy
possess the capability to conduct
such an operation and each phase of
the preparation and assault has been
rehearsed and tested in training
exercises.

What about the use of nuclear
weapons? The Attack Carrier Strik-
ing Force and the Landing Force
have a nuclear capability and,
should the restrictions regarding the
use of these weapons be lifted, they
will be employed in accordance with
pre-determined operating proce-
dures. The use of nuclear weapons
against cities, housing a friendly

population, can be avoided because
our amphibious troops have the ca.
pability to seize built-up areas with
conventional armament.

Maj de Seversky’s desire to estab-
lish a Fortress America, launching
air and space attacks from the North
American continent and establish-
ing an “insuperable electronic nu-
clear defense which can decimate
the enemy” is visionary and certain-
ly not possible within the foresee-
able future. In addition, it sounds
as expensive as the conventional
“hardware” he recommends we
scrap.

Maj de Seversky’s proposed reor-
ganization of the Delense establish-
ment into a “Department of Air and
Space” with subordinate bureaus of
“auxiliary units” is not a very prac-
ticable suggestion at this time. Fur-
ther study of this recommendation
may result in the opinion that such
an arrangement would place con-
siderable military power in the
hands of one person or one group of
persons thereby endangering our
free institutions. It is also possible
that concentration on air and space
has serious military drawbacks, for
there are many military theoreti-
cians who believe that he who con-
trols the ground controls the air
above it in the missile age.

I submit that in addition to the
Strategic Air Command, the Bal-
anced Fleet with its versatile Land-
ing Force, constitutes a real deter-
rent to communist aggression. In
no measure can we justify releasing
strategic nuclear weapons against
civilian- populations or dropping
high yield nuclear bombs on friend-
ly nations in responsc to the often
disguised Communist aggressive
techniques. If the US were to rely
on this method of countering Soviet
aggressive desires, membership in
NATO and SEATO would be aban-
doned Ly member nations on the
double. Certainly our Allies would
look eclsewhere for cultural and
scientific leadership if all the US
could offer them was the possibility
of defending their nations against
Soviet aggression by dropping
“friendly” strategic nuclear bombs
on their homelands.

Reliance on the Strategic Air
Command'’s deterrent is not enough
and it is for this reason that the con-
cept of balanced armed forces must
prevail. us@ MC
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