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o, MY PRELIMIMARY REVIEW OF SIOP -62 CONFIRMS DOUBTS IN MY MIND ,\\
A4S TO THE VALIDITY OF SEVERAL PLANMING FACTORS WHICH WERE USED IN THE
R DEVELOPMENTOF THE PLAN, I THINX WE CAN PRMUCE A BETTER ONE BASED ON
MORE REASONABLE PLANNING INPUT FACTORS.
3. DAMAGE CRITERTA, -
4, THE CRITERIA FURNISHED IN JCS GUIDANCEF OR SIOP-62 WERE §
RESP (NSIBLE FOR PR(DICING SUCH & LARGE NUMBER OF DGZS. IN THINKING
ABAQIT THIS, T PEEXAMINED THE PHOTOGRAPHS OF DAMAGE WHICH WAS INFLICTED ¢
M HIROSHIMA BY A 17%T AIR BURST. THIS EXERCISE REVEALED THE EXTREMES
TH WHICH WE HAVE GONE IN C(UR PLANS DURING THE PaST 15 YEARS. WHILE 1 '
QAN FONCEIVE THAT SEVERE DAMAGE 4S CURRENTLY DEFINED MAY NOT BE
NECESSAPY IM RESPECT TO SOVIETATOMIC DELIVERY CAPABILITIES, I CANNOT
—pn sG WHENY T THINY OF STRIKING MAJOR GOVERNMENT CONTROLS. HERE IS AN
EXaMo[F WHERE, IM MY OPIMION, DAMAGE CRITERIA APPLIED TO ONE TYPE OF
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TARGET SHOULD NOT BE 4PPLIED AGAINST ANOTHER TYPE. ‘.DOPTIN&R.‘DUQTED
DAMAGE CRITERIA F¥OR DIFFEPENT TYPES OF TARGETS WOULD PERMIT CHANGING
DEZS TO TAXE FULL ADVANTAGE OF CO-LOCATION OF TARGET ELEMENTS IN AN
AREA WHICH CAN BF DAMAGED BY A4 SINGLE DETONATION. I BELIEVE WE CAN
ATTAIN OUR OBJECTIVES BY DOING LESS DAMAGE AND USING FEWER FANRCES

AND WEAPN5.
B. IN THE CASE OF@DUST‘?IFL FLOOR SPACE qTHE
CRITERIA USED FOR SIOF= DID NOT PERMIT SELECTIVITY AS TC CRITICAL

INDUSTIRES AND DID NOT ENCOURAGE TAKING INTO ACCOUNT COLLATERAL DAMAGE
CALUSED BY OTHER WEAPONS EFFECTS. ONLY BL4ST EFFECTS WERE CONSIDERED
BY THE JSTPS. OTHER EFFECTS SUCH AS MEAT, FIRE AND RADIATION SHOULD
BE USED WTEM DRAWING UP DAMAGE CRITERIA FOR THE SIOP.
- 4, CONSTRAINTS,

A. IlPON REACHING AN INCAPACITATION THRESHOLD OF AN INDIVIDUAL,
SMALL ADDITIONAL EXPOSURE TO RADIATION MAY CAUSE DEATH AND AS A
MINIMUM, WILL INCREASE RECOVERY TIME. WHILE THE MAGNITUDE OF THE
RADIATION EFFENTS RESULTING FRCM THE ENEMY*®S USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS
IS UNKNOWN, WE DO ¥NOW THAT THE CENTER OF THE AREA COVERED BY RESIDUAL
RADIATION IS DWN-WIND FROM THE DETONATION POINT. THIS MEANS TO US
IN PACQM THAT OFF-N(NTINENT WINDS ALOFT MAY CAUSE US TO BE MORE
CONCERNED ABMT RESIDUAL RADIATION DAMAGE RESULTING FROM OUR OWN
WEAP ONS THAN THOSE OF THE ENEMY. NEVERTHELESS, WHENWE CONSIDER THAT
WORLDWIDE ABANT 1450 WEAP (NS ARE PROGRAMMED BY ALERT FORCES AND
ABMIT 3400 WEAPONS BY ALL OF THE COMMITTED FORCES, WE REALIZE THAT
OUR WEAPONS rAM BT & HAZARD TO OURSELVES AS WELL AS TO OUR ENEMY.

B, THE PROCEDURE USED BY J_TPS OF USING THE SINGLE LARGEST
WEAPON YIELD DN A GIVE DGZ FOR CONSTRAINT COMPUTATION IS NOT
SATISFACTORY, PARTICULARLY IN VIEW OF THE HIGH DAMAGE CRITERIA WHICH
wERE 1SED, THESF CRITERIA CAUSED THE HEIGHT OF BURST TO BE LOWERED
AND* SEVERAL WEAPONS TO EE PROGRAMMED AGAINST EACH DGZ TO MEET THE
DESIRED ASSURANCE, TN THE CASE OF PROGRAMMING MULTIPLE ATTACKS FR
HI™H ASSURANCES WE EXPECT OM A RaND(M PROBABILITY BASIS THAT MORE
THAN ONE WEAPM WILL BE DELIVERED MOST OF THE TIME. THIS SHOULD BE
TAXEN INTO ACCOUNT WHEN COMPUTING PRNBABLE FALLOUT ON OUR OWN FORCES
alD ON OQUR FRIEMDS.

_ 5. ASSURANCE,
AS POINTED OUT DURING THE CONFERENCE AT OMAHA, AN ASSURANCE OF

97 PERCENT WAS PLANNED ON HIGY PRIORITY TARGETS BECAUSE NO BASE
SURVIVABILITY FACTOR YAS EBEENDEVELOPED. IN OTHER WORDS, THE HIGH

= ASSURANCE WAS CRANKED IN AS AN ARBITRARY PIECE OF INSURANCE. THE
METHOD (LOGY OF APPLYING AN ASSURANCE FACTOR SHOULD BE REFINED. MCRE
TMP ORT 4NT, HOWEVER, IS THE NECESSITY FOR DETERMINING WHETHER OR NOT A
BASE SURVIVABILITY FACTOR CAN ACTUALLY BE DEVELOPED.
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