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CHAPTER I

THE STATE OF READINESS OF U.S. FORCES

Events of 1963 that had sufficient historical stature to cast notice=
able shadows across the Pacific Command were reminiscent of events
described in the four previous Commander in Chief Pacific Command
Histories. Like these previous repérts, this Command History
describes CINCPAC's actions to discharge hié responsibilities assigned
by the Joint Chiefs of Staff or higher authority, especially those con-
nected with international crises, and those that were peculiar toia joint
command. This account is intended to be a record of command
decisions and achievements, and pﬁrposely omits detailed activities of
subordinate commands or of Allied Governments in the PACQM area.
Most of the decisions and activities included in this report are related
directly with CINCPAC's efforts to preserve the freedom in those
areas in the Pacific Command where people still had the right to make
a free choice. (U) ‘

This chapter describes CINCPAC's forces and his actions to
plan for their deployment, training, logistic support, and employment
to carry out U.S. policies in the PACOM. Related items are included
in Chapter II, which describes CINCPAC's role in carrying out the
Military Assistance Program, and in Chapter IV which deals with
CINCPAC's activities connected with Laos, Thailand, and the Republic

of Vietnam. (U)

COMMUNIST FORCE STRENGTH CHANGES

As in the past, the USSR was in the vanguard of communist
forces in the Far East with the most important changes in military
posture during 1963. Further reductions in personnel were in evidence
although these were offset, in part, by the deployment of improved
weapons and equipment. ' A |

While the construction of IRBM and MRBM sites appeared to be
tapering off, the number of ICBM sites increased to give the Soviets

a larger strategic missile capability in the Far East. Research and
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central Pacific impact area. The rate of increase of surface-to-air

missile sites declined somewhat from the prodigious 1962 deployments.

Probably most notable was the appearance of sites for SA-3 missiles’
which were estimated to have a low altitude intercept capability. The
Soviets increased their air strength with additional eastward deploy-
ment of moderate numbers of new generation jet fighters plus jet and
turboprop bombers. Radar sites, pnnmpally early warmng, continued
to mushroom in the Soviet Far East.

Changes in the Soviet Pacific Ocean Fleet were in part due to
re-evaluation of the number of "W'" class submarings, and the addition
of one nuclear-powered attack submarine and two diesel-powered
extended long range attack submarines. The number of subfnar‘i'nes.
with a missile capability remained constant.

Although the Chinese Communist ground forces reflected a small
percentage increase in personnel strength, the number of line divisions
was reduced by one. The air force registered small decreases in
personnel as well as reductions in aircraft, most probabiy due to the
inability to replace aircraft lost through normal attrition. Surface-to-
air missile sites, however, increased from eight to fifteen by the end
of the year. A significant number of additional radars were detected
during the year, the majority being early warning types. _

North Korean ground force personnel strength remained constant
with no significant improvement in the quality of equipment. The two
"W'" class submarines that appeared at Mayang-do at the end of 1962
were adcepted as transfers to the North Korean Navy from the USSR.
In addition, increases in personnel and motor torpedo boats weré
registefeda While there were reductions in the number of aircraft in
the North Korean Air Force, theée were in part due to re-evaluated
order of battle intelligence as well as to normal operational attrition.
Surface-to-air missile sites appeared for the first time with two sites
identified during the year.

The greatest change in the People s Army of Vietnam was the
reduction in number of line divisions, or division equivalents. This

was due laroely to re-appraisal of intelligence concerning past
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reorganization within the ground forces. While the strength of the
regular army was reduced, ‘the strength of the militia increased by
100 percent, resulting in an overall increase in the total number of
ground force personnel. The aircraft inventory of the small air force -
of North Vietnam almost doubled, light piston transports being the
principal additions. No change in the naval forces was noted.i

A summary of principal strength figures in the Far East

Communist bloc order of battle, and the 1963 changes thereto, are shown

in figure two.

U.S. FORCES DURING 1963

PACOM-Wide Military Strength

Total military strength in PACOM showed an overall decline of

6,242 (1. 4%) during the year. From a June high of 448,699, the number

of personnel declined to a year end strength of 439,190. The military
strength of all services fluctuated somewhat during the year as
quarterly reports were tabulated, however, year end totals for all
services except Air Force were lower af the end of the year than

beginning year figures. Comparative strengths were as follows:

1 Jan 1963 31 Dec 1963 Changé

Army 101,273 99,985 -1,288
Navy 203, 360 197,433 -5,927
Marine Corps 74,903 73,474 -1,429
Air Force 65,896 68,298 +2,402
TOTAL: 345,432 " 439,190 -3, 242

Strength reductions were primarily in Component Forces.

Subordinate Unified Command strengths increased 14, and MAAG

. personnel by 298. The Service Advisory Groups in Korea reported a

reduction of 214 U.S. military personnel during the year. (C)

Military dependents in PACOM outside of CONUS continued to
rise, climbing from 177,637 at the beginning of 1963 to 188, 583 in
December. Of the major geographical concentrations of military
personnel and their dependents, only Taiwan showed a decrease in
both sponsors and dependents, with reductions of 195 and 562

respectively. . Major areas of military population outside of CONUS,

oo eeecoeons oS ----=a-----a-------a---eg-ee--a-a-—-a--n---- - -
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together with changes reflected during the year are shown in the
following table: : :
MILITARY DEPENDENTS

1963
AREA ~ 1/1/63 © 12/31/63  Change  12/31/63  Change
Hawaii 62,001 61,171 -830 68, 040 +2,788
Korea 59,380 53,732 -5, 648 2,791 +297
Okinawa 46,357 46,751 +394 26,734 +1,350
Japan 46,162 44,545 -1,617 58, 455 +4, 474
Philippines 12, 808 13, 367 +559 13,902 +2,187
Vietnam 9, 422 14,962 +5, 540 573 +99
Thailand 4,353 3,896 =457 1,532 +432
Taiwan 4,097 3,902 -195 4,950 -562
' TOTALS: 244,580 242,326 176,977 '

Presence of dependents in large numbers in Gold Flow areas was
a matter of concern to CINCPAC during the year but other than actions
taken or planned to reduce permanently assigned military personnel
in these countries riq measures specifically aimed at reduction of

dependents were initiated. (C)

Reduction to Military Headquarters Within PACOM

Proposal to Reduce Personnel Assigned to MAAGS: In addition

to CINCPAC's personnel surveys aimed at adjusting the strengths of
the MAAGs as fast as there was a change in their mission or functions,
the JCS in March asked CINCPAC if he thought it was feasible to make
further reductions in personnel or rank structure, to consoiidate two
or more MAAGs, or consolidate any of the MAAGs with other head-
quarters. (For strength figures of-personnel assigned to PACOM
MAAGs see Fig. 7.) After receiving the opinions of the MAAG Chiefs
and of the Unified Commanders, CINCPAC advised the JCS that he was
not in favor of the proposals. 2 He explained that he had conducted
extensive manpower surveys of seven subordinate headquarters to
determine the minimum personnel requirements, and that the remainder

of the PACOM subordinate commands were to be examined before the

MACODEMS O OOMES - - eSS e S e e oo e B D D e e e w e

1. JCS 9239 DTG 261938Z Mar 1963 (S)
2. CINCPAC 252250Z Apr 1963 (S)
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end of 1963. Dﬁring the survey process, particular attention was given
to the feasibility of consolidating functions within existing headquarters,
and to the joint use of facilities within existing headquarte.rse Of the
seven commands already surveyed — MAAG China, COMUSTDC, MAAG
Japan, COMUS Japan, PROVMAAG Korea, COMUS Korea and JUSMAG
Phil — CINCPAC recommended that the 2054 existing spaces be reduced
by 177. He expected to make similar savings from an examination of
the remaining commands. He recommended that no further reductions
be made at that time.

Concerning the proposal to reduce rank structure, CINCPAC
cited his past efforts to downgrade rank, and explained that he consid-
ered that the existing rank structure provided the minimum essential
levels, at that time, for carrylng out his assigned mission. He stressed
the continuing need for some senior officer representatives to maintair.
effective relat1onsh1ps with the senior officers of the host countnes

During the first quarter of 1962, CINCPAC explored the possibil-
ities of consolidating the MAAGs of Japan, Korea and China, as well as
the feasibility of combining these and other PACOM MA.AGs with other
U.S. headquarters. At that time, CINCPAC concluded it was not prac-
ticable to combine the three MAAGs because of the geographical separa-
tion, differences in the communist threats, and the wide variations in
the internal situations in eaﬁh country. Another reason that applied to
all PACOM MAAGs was the historical national antipathies among the
host countries, which would create political opposition.

After considering the advantages of consolidating U.S. headquar-
ters in Japan, China and Korea, CINCPAC advised the JCS that although
some small personnel savings probably could be made, the need for new
construction, the loss of close personal contact between MAAG person-
nel and their country counterparts, and the political and diplomatic
consequences would outweigh the savings. In the RVN the MAAG
Vietnam and COMUSMACYV Headquarters were already consolidated as
much as possible 1 CINCPAC said the same objections to furthér

- e W Ce P G D W D Y R CH M Y AR G ® W ® ------ e OoCaemeanDido oo e

1. CINCPAC 170414Z Mar 1962 (S)
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be made by combining the Office Deputy Chief JUSMAG Thailand with |
JUSMAG Thailand, but CINCPAC opposed this move because it would
eliminate the personnel who stood ready to return to L.aos and reopen
the MAAG there if it became necessary. In Cambodia, Burma and-
Indonesia there were no other headquarters with which the MAAGsvcouid
be combined. Accordingly, CINCPAC recommended thatno consolidation

of headquarters be made at that time, and that his Component Command-

ers and Service Headquarters continue to review operating procedures

and the level of advisory effort of the Service Advisory Groups\vith the
aim of reducing personnel requirements when possible. 1

A month later, on 23 May, the JCS asked CINCPAC to consider
other means of saving manpower through consolidation of headquarters.Z
The JCS proposals are listed below together with CINCPAC's assess-
ment as set forth in his response.

1. Transfer the functions of MAAG Japan to U.S. Forces, Japan,
those of MAAG China to the U.S. Taiwan Defense Command, and those
of PROVMAAG Korea (to include service advisory groups) to other U.S.
commands in Korea.

In anticipation of decreasing MAP commitments to Japan, CINCPAC
reasoned that MAAG Japan could eventually function as a Military Assist-
ance Sales Office; and that as such, it could be absorbed by COMUS
Japan, whose mission in an emergency would not involve command or

coordination of combat forces. CINCPAC stipulated, however, that the

- reduction of MAAG Japan to the status of a Military Assistance Sales

Office should be withheld until FY66 when the MAAG would have fulfilled
U.S. commitments connected with NIKE-HAWK, ASW and AC&W activ-
ities. CINCPAC recommended that the political ramifications of the
phase down of the MAAG be explored in Washington, and asked that he
be advised of the results of this consideration.

The situation with MAAG China and PROVMAAG Korea was
different, and CINCPAC did not consider further consolidation feasible
in those countries. The buildingé to accomodate such a consolidated

- D e € R D e D D €O R R S @R CD EP G ED CH CD @R ER €3 W W T D ED N W @ ES T WD EE GD N CI GN G G G BB G G5 @r am @ CR ER D @ €3 GO W @ O W = -

1. CINCPAC 252250Z Apr 1963 (S)
2. JCS 9989 DTG 232140Z May 1963 (S)
3. CINCPAC 310235Z May 1963 (S)
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headquarters were lacking. But more ifnportant, CINCPAC stated,
would be the entangled command relations during combat opefatiOns,
In China, COMUSTDC would also be the CHMAAG, and in the latter
capacity would be responsive to the Ambassador/Country Team opera-
tion. This would create the same situation that thé JCS avoided in the
RVN by establishing COMUSMACYV. A '

As in Taiwan, a major consideration in Korea was the command
structure where COMUSK appointed a senior staff officer as Chief
PROVMAAG-K and as his representative on the Country Tegm.‘ Three
Service Advisory Groups under their respective Component Commanders
provided the advisory effort under the overall guidance and coordination
of CHPROVMAAG-K, who had a relatively small headquarters. The
need for these Service Advisory Groups to be close to their ROK counter-
parts and the unique command relationships required for these groups
to operate effectively under the Component Commanders made further
consolidation of the advisory effort and COMUSK impracticable.

2. Centralize the MAAG functions in a lesser number of locations.
CINCPAC said that the time and distance factors would affect the goals
of the MA Program, and that the few spaces saved would not offset the
loss of U.S. prestige and advisory effort. ‘

3. Have the Military attaches perform MAAG functions. CINCPAC
pointed out that this had been considered and rejected as a solution when
the MAAG was withdrawn from Laos, and that even in Burma and
Indonesia it was impracticable for the attache to administer the MA
Program.

4. Eliminate functions assigned to the MAAGs as a result of U.S.
laws, or OSD or JCS directives. In answer to this item, CINCPAC
first explained that his annual manpower surveys had kept manning lev-
els as low as possible according to the responsibilities assigned..
Additional manpower savings could be made by reducing requirements,
such as those connected with the annual military assistance programming
cycle. CINCPAC said that there was an urgent need for siinpliﬁcation
of the system, and that this would save manpower at several levels.

He recommended that OSD review its programming and planning

requirements toward that end.

Page 7 of 287 Pages Sy
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Reassignment of MAAG Cambodia Personnel: There were 58 -

permanent U.S. military personnel assigned to MAAG Cambodia

before the decision was made in December 1963 to terminate assistance
to that country. (See section in Chapter II on the withdrawal of MAAG
from Cambodia.) Temporary duty military personnel, civilian
technical representatives, and dependents swelled the total of DOD
sponsored personnel in Cambodia to 187.

On 9 December, OSD advised Chief MAAG Cambod1a. that he
could start moving personnel who had received orders and who were
not needed for the final phase=-out detachment. 1 Most of these persons
received their orders and moved out of Cambodia during December.

A few were reas 51gned within PACOM but the majority went to CONUS

. or other areas.

Proposed Manpower Reduction of Military Assistance Agencies:
In the beginning of October the JCS advised CINCPAC that the Secretary

of Defense was examining the actions necessary to make a world-wide

14 percent reduction in MAP funded personnel (U.S. military, U.S.
civilian, and indigenous civiliaris) in MAAGs and Service Advisory
Groups by the end FY64. 2 For PACOM the proposed reduction was a
total of 1140 spaces — 765 spaces in MAAGs and 375 spaces in Korea
Service Advisory Groups. The distribution of the reduction would be
left to Admiral Felt's discretion, but the JCS asked him to report by
the middle of the month how he proposed to distribute the total 1140
personnel reduction, together with any reductions that had already
been made or were planned, and any problems or consequences,
country-by=-country, that might be expected. (C)

The JCS also passed on for CINCPAC's consideration opinions
furnished bjr OSD regarding four countries. Since there were existing
plans to reduce MAAG Vietnam by 167 spaces, OSD considered that no
further reductions should be made by that MAAG. The Service |
Advisory Groups in Korea were considered relatively large and a good

area in which to make reductions. OSD wanted special consideration

E AR LTS D SR G R D R D CH MR MR D ED G N R e D R P YR P R T SR D D R D e e S R R D AR D R P WD e R D CD CF G e G Gk D en N R WL S D o e

1. OSD DEF 947747 DTG 092058Z Dec 1963 (C)
2. JCS 2761 DTG 032236Z Oct 1963 (S)
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given to keeping a surveillance capability in MAAG Taiwan, and didn't
want the unit there reduced to the point that the U.S. would have no
advance knowledge of any Chinese unilateral military actions that

might be contrary to U.S. policy. The fourth country for which OSD

offered suggestions was Japan, where OSD believed some reductions
could be made by the end of FY64 even though there were uncompleted
military assistance programs. ' '
» Later in October, a JCS staff member advised CINCPAC. that
because of the extensive workld-wilde reductions planned for MAP
orgahizétioﬁs for FY64, an attempt would be made to get JCS to accept
these reductions in lieu of the 14% reduction. 2 In the meantime,

' CINCPAC submitted to the JCS a proposed plan showing the reductions
(already plannéd for FY64, the additional reductions that would have to

i
I
i
be made if the 14% reduction was later imposed, and the total spaces l
that would have to be eliminated to make up a 14% cut. CINCPAC
explained that if reductions of 14% — a total of 1140 personnel — were '
forced, there would be a certéin loss of operationa_l effectiveness, but .
that the reductions were feasible. 3 The CINCPAC plan provided for l
a reduction of 646 spaces for MAAGs (491 planned and/or accomplished, -
‘and 155 additional) and 494 spaces for Korean Service Advisory Groups ‘
(378 planned and/or accorhplished and 116 additional spaces). Within l
the above totals the additional reductions were to be imposed on MAAG
China (50 spaces) and MAAG Japan (95 spaces); MEDT Burma and | l
B
1

MAAG Cambodia were to be denied increases recommended by the
4,5,6,7

CINCPAC Manpower Survey. ,
On 29 November the JCS asked CINCPAC to provide by 4

December a plan showing'a complete breakdown— by officer, enlisted,

U.S. civilian and indigenous civilian — of the MAAGs and Service

1. JCS 2761 DTG 032236Z Oct 1963 (S)
2. CINCPAC J1 Memo for Record, Ser 0080-63 of 17 Oct 1963 (S)
3. CINCPAC 190206Z Oct 1963 (S) :
4., CINCPAC 080018Z Oct 1963 (S)
5. CINCPAC 080019Z Oct 1963 (S)
6. CINCPAC 242106Z Oct 1963 (C)
7

CINCPAC 242107Z Oct 1963 (C)
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base figures for the MAAGs and Korean Service Advisory Groups on
which the JCS studies were founded. After adjustment of the CINCPAC
base figures to those used by JCS, it was determined that with
reductions already planned (including termination of MAAG Cambodia)
an additional levy of only 90 spaces would be necessary if the additional
reductions were directed. 1,2,3 -

CINCPAC's plan proposed additional levies of 45 spaces for
MAAG Japan - ~d 45 spaces for the Korean Service Ad\?isory Groups. 4
Other previously planned reductions would be carried out, but the '

additional levy against MAAG China would not be necessary.

Reduction in Headquarters of Unified Commands: Authorized

personnel strengths of PACOM subordinate unified commands

increased by 112 spaces during the year. In January there was an

increase of 29 spaces required to establish COMUSMACTHAI, and ’

132 additional spaces for COMUSMAC ' .5"’6’7 Later these two increases,
totalling 161 spaces, were partially offset by reductions made in other
less critical areas by CINCPAC Manpower Survey Teams. A major
reduction in the manning authorization of COMUSTDC, recommended |
by the Manpower Survey Team in Septefnber, 1962 was reflected in a
decrease of 40 spaces in the COMUSTDC 1 July 1963 JTD approved by
the JCS in February. 8 Other reductions of four and five spaces had
been recommended and approved in the staffs of COMUSJAPAN and
COMUSKOREA respectively. 9,10

On 25 October the JCS levied a 15% reduction in headquarters of
’
Unified Commands in foreign countries against end FY63 strengths and

11 1, pacoMm

OSD DEF 945810 DTG 210033Z Nov 1963 (C)
CHMAAG Cambodia 221310Z Nov 1963 (C)
CINCPAC 222113Z Nov 1963 (S)
CINCPAC 042226Z Dec 1963 (S)

JCS msg DTG 171950Z Jan 1963 (C)

JCS msg DTG 061911Z Feb 1963 (C)

JCS msg DTG 131422Z Mar 1963 (C)

JCS 8775 DTG 252209Z Feb 1963 (C)

. JCS 2014 DTG 091309Z Aug 1963 (C).

10. JCS 1621 DTG 122130Z Jul 1963 (C)

11. JCS 3252 DTG 252143Z Oct 1963 (S)
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the reduction amounted to 115 spaces, 66 of which had already been
made or were planned for FY64. In ordér to bring the total up to 115
CINCPAC planned an additional levy of 49. " This 115 space reduction
was distributed: COMUS Japan, 10; COMUS Korea, 21; COMUSTDC,
45; COMUSMACV 37; and COMUSMACTHAI, 2 spaces. The JCS were
‘advised of these plans and on 20 December JCS announced Secretary
of Defense approval and directed an additional four space deletion for
COMUSMACV bringing the total PACOM unified command reductlon
to 119. 7 All reduct1ons were to be effective 1 February 1964 except
"that 15 of COMUSMACV's reductions were effective 3 December 1963.
The chart below summarizes planned and pro;ected reductions

in both U.S. m111tary and civilian spaces in PACOM unified head-

quarters.
, ' _ FY63 PLANNED ADDITIONAL PROJECTED
HQ ' AUTH REDUCTION REDUCTION FYé64 AUTH
USFJ ‘ 75 4 6 65
USF/UNC Korea 155 5 16 134
 USTDC 155 40 5 110
USMACV 356 15 26 315
USMACTHAI 29 2 27
TOTALS: 770 66 53 651

CINCPAC Manpower Surveys: Throughout 1963 CINCPAC

critically examined the manpower requirements of his own and
‘subordinate headquarters, emphasizing the manpower survey program
started in 1962. :

In February a CINCPAC team sufveyed COMUS Korea,
PROVMAAG Korea, COMUS Japan, MAAG Japan, and JUSMAG
Philippines. Reductions by this team amounted to 55 spaces out of a
total of 765 surveyed, or a 7.2% saving. In July a second team
surveyed JUSMAG Thaiiand Deputy Chief JUSMAG Thailand,
COMUSMACTHAI, MEDT Burma, MAAG Cambodia and the Military
Planning Office SEATO. This survey resulted in a recommended

6.7% reduction of 50 spaces out of 745 surveyed; however, the

- JCS 4099 DTG 202019Z Dec 1963 (S)
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reduction"ﬁgure submitted on the final Joint Manpower Pvrovgram's was
raised to 61 since some recommended increases were cancelled as a
result of DOD's proposed reduction of personnel in MAP organizations.
At the end of 1963 revised JTDs reflecting these recommended reductions
hadnotbeen approved by JCS. (C)

A third survey scheduled for Vietnam in November was cancelled’

due to CINCPAC's desire not to interfere with operations in that

country, and because other plans were being made to reduce overall
strength there. 1 (C)

One Thousand Man Withdrawal from Vietnam: An account of this

i
|
t
t

action is found in Chapter IV under the heading "Reduction in Force of
U.S. Units in RVN." (C)

|

ACTIVITIES TO IMPROVE THE CINCPAC STAFF ORGANIZATION

Revised JTDs

early April. 2 It requested an increase of 67 spaces including 24 spaces
previously requested for newly assigned intelligence functions. The
intelligence spaces were later approved by the JCS and filled from
PACOM component sources. 3,4 This left the request at 43 spaces,
increasing the JTD from 643 to 686. The proposed increase consisted

of 26 spaces for expansion of war gaming and 17 spaces based on an

increased workload, mostly in communications.

In July the JCS approved nine spaces for requisitioning purposes,
disapproved eight others, and held in abeyance the 26 spaces requested
for War Games pending a further JCS review. Th’is increased the.
CINCPAC JTD to an overall 652. 5. The War Games requirement for

personnel was a result of the proposed new Theater Battle Model. The

|
|
|

1. CINCPAC 192104Z Oct 1963 (S)

2. CINCPAC 1ltr ser 00323 of 2 Apr 1963 (C)
3. CINCPAC 120353Z Apr 1963 (C)

4. JCS 9336 DTG 0215012 Apr 63 (C)

5. .JCS 1490 DTG 021701Z Jul 1963 (C)

IE .» I
-
-
w
-
: ' ' CINCPAC's prOpoéed 1 July 1963 JTD was forwarded to the JCS in
-
3
>
|
3
|
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JCS directed CINCPAC to review his organization, mission, and funétions
with a view-toward providing compensatory spaces to JCS for thosé
approved and also suggested that the possibility of greater utilization -
of civilians be explored. |
. Complying with the JCS directive, CINCPAC organized a
Manpower Survey Team, which in August began its work of reviewing
functions, tasks and personnel staffing. The team's objective was to:
1. Determine overall manpower requirements of the staff.
2. Effeqt" consolidation wherever pracﬁcable to streamline the
staff organization.
3. Identify spaces in which civilians could be utilized in lieu of
military personnel. . '
The survey, completed in September, combined with a critical staff
review of its findings, served as the basis for the preparation of a
revised JTD for the 1 July 1964 submission to the JCS.
In September the JCS approved the 1 July 1963 JTD for the PACOM
MAP Data Center. 1 An increase of five military and five civilian
spaces was authorized to meet increased workload, bringing the
authorized total to 39. ' ' ‘

_ At the end of the year CINCPAC was preparing his 1 July 1964
JTD which he would send to the JCS for approval. Using JCS guidance
and the findings of his rha.npower survey team, CINCPAC was prepared
to ask for approximately 40 civilian billets and an overall increase to
his staff of about 60 spaces. CINCPAC contemplated asking again for
the 26 spaces to expand War Gaming. The JCS had announced the

" results in October of their study on War Gaming and CINCPAC felt that

the additional personnel spaces would be necessary in order to effectively
conduct the games as envisioned by the JCS study. 2 The JCS, as a
resuli of the study, had assigned CINCPAC the responsibility of

forming a program of theater gaming that would satisfy PACOM require-
ments and those of the JCS. (See War Gaming Operations, this chapter,
for a complete account of the Theater Battle Model) Other increases

that CINCPAC planned were in the areas of ADPS, communications,

1. JCS 2520 DTG 1700182 Sep 1963 (C)
2. JCS SMB01-63, 28 Oct 1923 (C)
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PACOM Indications Center

" Under the JCS approved Intelligence Division personnel. augmen-
- tation, CINCPAC activated the PACOM Indications Center at Camp
Smith on 1 September 1963 and also began performing certain other.

. joint intelligence functions in collections/requirements and ADP
programs. 1,2 CINCPAC planned to establish other jointly manned
satellite Indications Centers in Taiwan, Korea, and J apan under the
.control of subordinate unified commanders. ' The first of these centers,
which were to be activated on a time phased basis, was established on
1 July 1963 under the Commander, U.S. Taiwan Defense Command. 3_
However, required staff personnel reductions and other PACOM force
reductions made it impractical to expand the intelligence and evalua-

6

tion facilities in Korea and Japan. 4,5

Growth of the CINCPAC Staff

- On 1 January 1947, the forerunner of the post war Pacific
Command was established as one of six geographical commands. Ten
and a half years later, on 1 July 1957, the Department of Defense put
all U.S. forces in the Pacific under one Commander in Chief by
1nc1ud.1ng Japan, Okinawa, and Korea in the Pacific Command. From
that time, the CINCPAC staff gradually increased. CINCPAC's
increased part1c1pat1on in M111tary Assistance, which began in 1960
part1ally as a result of Draper Committee recommendations, was a
major cause for increases. 7 Other increases were attributable to
increased workload and scope of responsibility in a number of
activities. The increases of assigned personﬁel to the CINCPAC Staff
are summarized below for the period 31 December 1958 to 31
December 1963: (U)

1 JCS 9336 DTG 0215012 Apr 1963 (C)

2. CINCPAC 132050Z May 1963 (TS)

3. CINCPAC 1918552 May 1963 (S)

4. JCS 3252 DTG 252143Z Oct 1963 (S)

5. JCS 2761 DTG 032236Z Oct 1963 (S)

6. CINCPAC 160247Z Nov 1963 (S)

7. CINCPAC 1959 Command History, p. 82-86
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SERVICE 1958 1959 1960 1961 1962 1963
ARMY 137 131 161 165 178 188
NAVY ' 182 202 189 193 199 222
MARINE CORPS 32 34 40 39 38 41
AIR FORCE 130 132 164 165 167 191
CIVILIAN 0 0 1 3 5 5
TOTAL 481 499 555 565 587 647

COMMAND RELATIONSHIPS

Compared to 1962, when there were numerous chénges in com-
mand relationships within PACOM due to the establishment of new
organizations in Southeast Asia, (See CINCPAC's 1962 Co‘mmand
History, p. 4) there were few changes in 1963. CINCPAC clarified
certain 1962 changes in command structure and Army planning ‘
responsibilities for forces involved in contingency plans for Southeast
Asia; however, no significant thangesinvolving relationships for
execution of unilateral plans were made.

Near the end of 1962 the JCS approved an earlier CINCPAC
recommendation concerning changes of SEATO Field Force Command
positions. 2,3 Accordingly, on 2 January 1963, CINCPAC, in his
capacity as USMILAD, designated COMUSMACTHAI as Commander
SEATO Field Forces Plan 5, and COMUSMACYV as Commander SEATO
Field Forces Plan 6 and Commander Central Region SEATO Field
Forces Plan 4. 4

Another change was made by CINCPAC, this one in the organiza-
tion of CHJUSMAG Philippines. Prior to 1963 the CHIUSMAG
Philippines had been an Army officer and, as such, was the USARPAC
representative in the Philippines. In 1963, when the CHIJUSMAG billet
was changed to Air Force, CINCPAC designated the senior Army
officer in the CHIUSMAG Philippines organization to become USARPAC

--—=----n-—-----—-=--n---—-----—------—mn-——-—--a------------—--

1. CINCPAC 210305Z Apr 1963 (TS)
2. CINCPAC 262327Z Nov 1962 (TS)
3. JCS DTG 281532Z Dec 1962 (TS)
4. CINCPAC 020032Z Jan 1963 (TS)
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representative. ' In response to a JCS request, CINCPAC recommended

that, in order to provide service mix, the position of Chief of Staff . .
JUSMAG Philippines be changed to Air Force upon transfer of the
incumbent Army Chief of Staff. 2 CINCPAC recommended that the : BN

" Chief JUSMAG Philippines position revert to Army after May 1965,

when the incumbent's tour was due to end, and that the Air Force

- begin manning the Chief of Staff position as of 1 'February 1965. 3

In February CINCPAC received a COMUSMACTHAI instruction
which indicated plans for a Navy construction battalion to be placed
under operation control of the 9th Logistiéal Command. CINCPAC
issued instructions to ensure that the construction battalion would
respond to COMUSMACTHALI without operating through Army channels. 4
CINCPAC had formerly told COMUSMACYV that Marine forces would
not be under Army Component Command control for OPLAN 32-63.

As the result of a suggestion by Ambassador Bowles, in '
September the JCS asked Admiral Felt for his reaction to the recom-
mendation that military jurisdiction for India be transferred to
CINCPAC. ©

In his response, Admiral Felt explained that he preferred not to
further complicate the PACOM military assistance picture by extending

 activities to include India. He pointed out that PACOM was ""occupied

holding in check the biggest part of the Red Chinese dragon, the head
of which was in Manchﬁria and the body in the area of the Taiwan
Strait and Southeast China so that the tail in Tibet cannot lash out too
violently. " Claiming that CINCPAC should concentrate his efforts

toward maintaining deterrents in the West Pacific and by periodic

shows of force in the Bay of Bengal, he said movements of U.S. forces
to help India control Red China's border violations should logically

1. CINCPAC 1tr ser 0244 subJ Des1gnat10n of USARPAC Represent-
ative in the Ph111pp1nes, 1 Apr 1963 (C)

JCS 3700 DTG 261913Z Nov 1963 (C)

CINCPAC 06220Z Dec 1963 (C)

CINCPAC 060156Z Mar 1963 (TS)

CINCPAC 300206Z Apr 1963 (TS)

JCS 2429 DTG 102221Z Sep 1963 (TS)

bW
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could furnish. Since the U.S. and Great Britain were to provide equal
shares of assistance to build up Indian Armed Forces, CINCPAC

suggested that the necessary coordination could be done best in

Washington or Liondon. !

-
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could furnish. Since the U.S. and Great Britain were to provide equal
shares of assistance to build up Indian Armed Forces, CINCPAC
suggested that the necessary coordination could be done best in

Washington or London. 1

|
|
|
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Command Center Communications Console

In February the Staff Duty Officer booth in the Camp Smith
CINCPAC Command Center was prepared for a new console that would
connect with both the Joint Chiefs of Staff Alert Network (JCSAN) and

the PACOM Alert Net. Installation of a transceiver was completed

‘the next month and mobile radio hand sets to contact the Command

Center, and through it the JCS, were provided for J00O, J0O1, J02, and J3
during periods when these officers were in transit and thus not
available at office or home telephone sets. Although the system
permitted continuous voice contact with JCS, there were some

O S R R T R N AR ECEC ™ EDD®S-mch @ @ ® o em® ©mm e e o e - o "D mmm oo ®w e e o

1. BUDOCKS itr ser 00264, 27 Aug 1962 (S)

2. CNO ltr OP-443Dl/ngo ser 3966P44, 30 Aug 1962 (S)
3. CNO itr OP-443C/cs ser 03051P44, 4 Mar 1963 (S)
4 CINCPAC 212219Z Sep 1963 iS)
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~blind spots on the north and windward side of Oahu.
Through the installation of a cordless switchboard and direct
. four wire,conneétions to the command centers and quarters ofl
.Component C'ommanders,: they also were brought into the JCSAN
network. It was expected that direct telephone contact with WESTPAC
forces would be possible through the new communications console upon
completion of the ' Transpacific Marine Cable near the end of 1964.
In the interim period, voice communication with WESTPAC forces was

maintained with high frequenéy single sideband radio.

CINCPAC ADP System

l
1
!
I
CINCPAC fo'rmulated operational requirements for -an electronic l
computer syStém in mid-1959. 1 The following May, recognizing that .
the design, development and installation of an ultimate ADP system '
was several years in the ‘future, he requested that CNO provide an
interim ADP system for Kunia, to be operational no later than 1 April '
1961. In response to this request a Navy-owned IBM 704 cémputer '
was provided by the Bureau of Ships out of RDT&E OPCONCTR funds. I
Installation at Kunia was completed in May 1961 and the computer was -
in almost continuous use through 1963. A leased IBM 1401 computer / '
was installed in March 1962 to satisfy burgeoning requirements. and, l
Iv
i
1
i

although not truly integrated, the two computers were considered to be

an "Interim Phase I System." These computers, which were obtained |
originally for dévelopfnent, training and indoctrination purposes,
fulfilled their intended mission and additionally provided operational
support to nuclear operations, intelligence, communications, ldgistics
. and war ’gami’ng functions. Except for scheduled maintenance periods
or malfunctions of short duration, they were operated continuously
(24 hr/day, 7 days/week) beginning in mid-1962. Usage by CINCPAC 4
and CINCPACFLT staffs steadily increased from the time of their
installation, reaching a peak in the latter half of 1963 when less than

one hour per month of available IBM 704 time was unused.

1. CINCPAC ser 000174, 2 Sep 1959 (TS)
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Even before the installation of the Interim Phase I system, ,
CINCPAC recognized that its speed, capacity, and reliability would be
inadequate for his needs. In Augﬁ.st 1960, CINCPAC stated his need
for a Phase II system of several inter-related computers, ‘subdivided
into several separiate‘and secure subsystems capable of meeting his
operational requirements and those of CINCPACFLT, CINCUSARPAC,
and CINCPACAF. ! Extensive studies were undertaken bby other naval
activities to determine equipmeht requirements for an ultimate or
Phase II ADPS. In January 1961, CINCPAC restated and summarized
his operational requirements, approved an operations and usage concept,
approved a proposed equipment procurement plan, and set a March
1963 date for installation of an Interim Phase Il system. 2,3 Acting on
a CINCPAC reqgquest, CNO, in January 1961, requésted the Director of
Defense Research and Engineering (DDR&E) to provide technical advice
on the problem of tying the computers to an electronic switching
network.* A DDR&E Advisory Group met and recommended that at
the earliest possible date at least one CDC. 1604 computer or equivalent
and allied equipment should be made available to CINCPAC. >

In March 1961, BUSHIPS designated Control Data Corporation as
the prime contractor to furnish computers and peripheral equipment,
and to design the integrated Phase II system. 6 Expenditure of
$3,800, 000 was initially authorized for procurement of a Phase 11
system consisting of four large, solid state, CDC 1604A computers
and five smaller CDC 160A computers. A centfal control console
(CCC) and a subsystem selection switch (SSSS) would enable the system
to perform as an integrated system in which the computers could
communicé,te one with another. Using the CCC and the SSSS, subsys-
tems could be set up within vmilli-seconds', the subsystem configurations
lasting for minutes, hours, days, or years depending on the function

CINCPAC ser 0624, 17 Aug 1960 (C)

2. CINCPAC ser 0007, 9 Jan 1961 (Downgraded to SECRET)

3. DTMB Secret Report G1191, Aug 1960 (S)

4., CNO ser 00110P94, 24 Jan 1961 (S)

5. DDR&E Advisory Group on COMINT/COMSEC/ELINT Report,
27 Jan 1961 (S)

6. BUSHIPS ser 1734A-047, 21 Mar 1961 (C)

Page 26 of 287 Pages ‘ Lo ]




to be performed. The entire system could be operated automatically
from the CCC, with any one of the CDC 160A computers acting as the
system management director. 1 When completely installed, Phase II
computers could operate as nine independent computers, in subsystems,
or as one massive system. '

In December 1962 BUDOCKS allocated $6, 946, 545 for technical
collateral and $3,125, 000 for construction of the Phase o increment
at Kunia. & The CINCPAC subsystem was installed and began operatmg
for test purposes on 1 May 1963. Installation of the final Phase II
system was scheduled to begin on 23 March 1964, and expected to be
operational for test purposes by 1 June 1964 and capable of plroviding
extensive support to the staff by 1 August 1964. The IBM 704/1401
system was scheduled for phase-out about 1 November 1964. |

One CDC 1604A computer was estimated to be approximately
eight times faster and more efficient than the installed IBM 704. The
Phase II system capacity ultimately would be 25 times that of the
existing system.

Requirements for the security of special intelligence 1nformation
and other highly sensitive data were established by CINCPAC in 1960,
The entire system was to be located in a secure area, within a facility
where all access would be controlled. In order to meet the additional
requirements for the handling and processing of sensitive data, selected
items of equipment (one CDC 160A and peripheral devices) were to be
physically isolated from the main computer room. This secure
subsystem would have access to all information stored in the other
computers 61‘ subsystems; however, output from this system could
not pass into the main system. The Director, National Security
Agency gave tentative approval to two technical proposals for a secure
subsystem in January 1962 and U.S. Intelligence Board approval was

also received; however, final NSA approval would not be made until

- e O e - ----n-----—nu—naga.==.—--—=-=-~u.--ou--uura---u-u----—-unu

1. BUSHIPS ser 696C-545, 8 Aug 1962 (U)
2. BUDOCKS ser 0741, 6 Dec 1962 (C)

3. CINCPAC ser 00319 24 Jun 1960 (S)

4. CNO ser 01P36, 5 Jan 1962 (C)

5. CNO ser 06P36, 6 Feb 1962 (C)
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PACOM FORCE OBJECTIVES

U.S. Forces

As in previous years, the JCS asked CINCPAC to furnish to them
a list of major force units for assignment to CINCPAC to accomplish
the basic undertakings envisaged in JSOP-68. This feguest, which
was received in December 1962, differed from previous requests in
that the period for which CINCPAC was to predict the forces required
was extended from five to seven years, and the JCS alsok asked
CINCPAC to relate his force requirements directly to specific war
plans and basic undertakings. CINCPAC's recommendation for U.S.
Forces for PACOM for JSOP-68 was forwardéd to the JCS on 12
January. 1 In‘ addition, CINCPAC listed his récommendations for U.S.
Forces that would be needed to support the folloWing CINCPAC opera-
tion plans: OPLAN 1-63 (general war); OPLAN 27-63 (listed separately
were forces for a non-nuclear war in Korea, and for a limited nuclear
war in Korea); OPLAN 25-63 (contingency operations in defense of
Taiwan); OPLAN 32-63 (limited nuclear operations in Southeast Asia);
and additionally for Navy forces, OPLAN 28-61 (antisubmarine warfare
and control and protection of shipping).

The U.S. Forces that CINCPAC considered necessary to support
JSOP-68 were generally the same as those in his recommendations for
JSOP-67. Pointing to the weakness of U.S. ground forces in Southeast
Asia, CINCPAC recommended that in FY65 an infantry division be
located in Southeast Asia, preferably the Philippines, as a deterrence
to further communist expansion in that area. He recognized that the
preSence of U.S. combat troops would have to be coupled with the
announced determination to resist by force any communist encroach-
‘ment, and that the deployment of a fourth PACOM division would be
dependent on terms acceptable to the U.S. and satisfactory to the host
country. CINCPAC pointed out that of the three infantry divisions that

were available to him, only the theater Army reserve division in

P B e M B BB ERO o mE G D BB B@Eo O EECREa SO PeRr oo OOmaERCOocn®@Eadoo@OEEms O e

1. CINCPAC 1ltr 3121, ser 0009, 12 Jan 1963 (TS)
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Hawaii could be used in Southeast Asia, since the U.S. command and .

control of all United Nations forces in Korea could be justiﬁedpnly by

the presence of the two U.S. divisions. - » . l
To support the infantry division that CINCPAC v;}anted in the

Philippines, he recommended a HAWK battahon, three field artillery l

battalions and two combat engineer battalions. He also recommended

an additional HAWK battalion to be located on Guam and two field '

artillery battalions to be deployed to Korea in FY66. The two divisions

in Korea were scheduled to be reorganized in FY66 as ROAD divisions, '

which would result in a reduction of 155 howitzer tubes from 30 to 18.

CINCPAC recornrhended two additional battalions to provide Eighth : v

U.S. Army with the badly needed conventional artillery firepower. l
As in previous years, CINCPAC recommended substantial in-

creases in ships, aircraft, and personnel to execute the naval missions '

and tasks that ranged from cold war operations through all limited war

situations up to the full use of nuclear weapons in a general war. For I

FY65 Admiral Felt urged that his Naval force be expanded by 61 sh1ps,

1nc1ud1ng two ASW carriers, 15 destroyers, 17 submarines, three I

escort ships, six mine warfare ships and 18 amphibious ships. These

were needed to meet.‘simultaneously the threat of communist aggres-

sion in Northeast Asia and Southeast Asia, and CINCPAC considered
it of paramount importance that these forces be able to frustrafe
aggression in both areas until the arrival of augmentation forces. For
the long term, CINCPAC urged that by FY68 122 ships be added to the
PACOM Naval forces. In addition to increases of ships in the catego-
ries listed above, CINCPAC recommended three additional attack

carriers, two cruisers, two Fleet Balhstlc Missile (FBM) submarines,

and two command ships needed to maintain CINCPAC command and
control facilities in the event of a nuclear exchange. The only catego-
ry in which a reduction was recommended was conventional type
submarines.

The principal increases recommended for the PACOM Air Force

were six additional tactical fighter squadrons for FY66, two tactical

S R R M ECamEon®mdmoE oo menEco®mE oo - e s ;me e e e - wemmm e e®s o - e e l
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reconnaissance squadrons in FY67 and an airlift squadron in FY68.
Part VI of JSOP-68, which contained the JCS approved forces
for the PACOM, was received by CINCPAC toward the end of April.
Although CINCPAC had submitted to the JCS his recommendations for
5 force requirements through FY70, Part VI of JSOP-68 listed re_quire-
1 E ments only through FY68. In general, the provisions of JSOP-68 were
similar to the existing PACOM forces, and did not reflect the increases .
recommended by CINCPAC - |
The following list of forces for the long range period compares
‘the major units contained in Part VI of JSOP-68 with CINCPAC's

recommendations: . )
5 Major Units for Fiscal Years 1965 1966 1967 1968
Army '
f - Infantry Divisions
a CINCPAC 3 4 4 4
JSOP-68 3 3 3 3
L Brigades :
CINCPAC 1 1 1 1
% JSOP-68 1 1 1 1
_1 Missile Commands
- CINCPAC 1 1 1 1
5 JSOP-68 1 1 1 1
, X Nike Hercules Battalions " ' .
“ CINCPAC 31/2 41/2 51/2 51/2
’ JSOP-68 31/2 41/2 51/2 51/2
2‘ Hawk Battalions
: CINCPAC 6 8 8 8
5 JSOP-68 6 6 6 6
. Mauler Battalions ‘ ' ' ‘
‘ CINCPAC - - 1 4
: - JSOP-68 _ .- - - 1
ﬁ Field Artillery Battalions
1 CINCPAC 4 7 9 9
' JSOP-68 4 4 4 4
, : - Engineer Combat Battalions - _
f . CINCPAC 1 3 3 3
o JSOP-68 1 1 . !
; : Little John Battalions
CINCPAC 1 1 1 1
: JJSOR-68 e Y !l S SO
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1965 1966 1967 1968

Lacrosse Battalions | :
CINCPAC - 1 1 1 1

JSOP-68 1- 1 1 1
Sergeant Battalions ‘
CINCPAC . S | 1 1 1
JSOP-68 - 1 1 1 1
Pershing Battalions :
CINCPAC - 1 1 1
JSOP-68 . S | 1 1
Special Forces Groups ) '
CINCPAC » 2 2 2 2
JSOP-68 » _ 2 2 2 .2
Aviation Companies : :
CINCPAC ' 10 10 7 7
JSOP-68 _ - 11 11 7 7
Navy
Cruisers
CINCPAC 8 10 10 10
JSOP-68 8 8 8 8
Command Ships : .
CINCPAC - 2 2 2 2
JSOP-68 - - - -
Attack Carriers ‘
CINCPAC , 9 10 11 12
JSOP-68 9 9 9 9
ASW Carriers
CINCPAC 6 6 6 6
JSOP-68 4 4 4 4
G/M Destroyers ’
CINCPAC 24 33 40 48
JSOP-68 22 24 32 38
Other Destroyers
CINCPAC 105 105 105 102
JSOP-68 87 86 80 68
Nuclear Attack Submarines .
CINCPAC 15 20 24 27
JSOP-68 , 11 12 13 16
Other Attack Submarines :
CINCPAC ' 44 44 39 34
JSOP-68 : 36 32 28 26
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1965 1966 1967 1968

FBM Submarines

E3 KX L3 K3 .8 8

CINCPAC : - 5 6 9
‘ JSOP-68 - 4 6 7
i .Escort Ships
‘, CINCPAC _ 23 25 27 30

JSOP-68 20 15 20 27

Mine Warfare Ships

CINCPAC 47 50 50 . 50
| JSOP-68 | 41 41 41 41
1 Amphibious Ships
3 CINCPAC 90 99 99 105

E JSOP-68 72 73 73 74
* CVA Air Groups (VF, VA, VAH)

! CINCPAC 9 10 11 12
3 E JSOP-68 , 9 9 - 9 9
P Replacement CVA Air Groups
] CINCPAC 1 1 1 1
o JSOP-68 - - - -
- CVS Air Groups
3 CINCPAC ' 6 6 6 6
JSOP-68 . 4 4 4 4
L Replacement CVS Air Groups »
| : CINCPAC 1 1 1 1

‘ . JSOP-68 - - - -

ASW Patrol Sqs (VP)

! CINCPAC . 19 21 21 21
- JSOP-68 | 15 15 15 15
N AEW Barrier Sqs (VW) )

3 CINCPAC 1 1 1 1

JSOP-68 1 1 1 1
Helicopter Combat Support Sq (HU)

CINCPAC 1 . 1 1 1

JSOP-68 1 1 1 1

Special Mission Sqs (VQ, VFP,
VAP, VAH, VFAW)

CINCPAC 6 6 6 6
JSOP-568 6 6 6 7
Fleet Marine Force ‘
CINCPAC 1 1 1 1
JSOP-68 1 1 1 1
Div/Wing Teams »
CINCPAC 2 2 2 2
CISOB e e [ S 2 LA 2 e
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Major Units for Fiscal Years 1965 1966 1967 1968

JAir Force

Fighter Interceptor Sgs
CINCPAC : 5
JSQP~68 ‘

Tactical Bomb Sqgs
CINCPAC (Converts to TFS in
JSOP-68 FY66)

Tactical Fighter Sqs L
CINCPAC ‘ 12 18 18 . 18

KN
o
o
N

W W
t
1t
[

JSOP-68 9 12 15 15

Tactical Recce Sqs :

CINCPAC 2 2 4 4 :
JSOP-68 2 2 4 4 \I

Tactical Missile Sqs .

CINCPAC ' ‘ 2 2 2 2 ‘
JSOP-68 2 2 2 2 ,
Airlift Sqs (H) | o
CINCPAC 2 2 2 1 | 1

JSOP-68 ' 3 3 3 2 :

Airlift Sqs (M) .

CINCPAC 7 7 7 9 ‘
JSOP-68 6 - 4 4 4 ,

Tactical Tanker Sq .

CINCPAC 1 1 1 1 i
JSOP-68 ‘ 1 1 - -

Combat Support (ECM) Sq v ~
CINCPAC 2 2 2 2 '
JSOP-68 Not listed

Counterinsurgency Sqs , ;
CINCPAC 3 3 3 3 '
JSOP-68 Shown but not listed for assign- {

’ ment to PACOM
CINCPAC Position on Disarmament Proposals l
During the preparation of studies on disarmament proposals l

advanced by the U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, the

JCS asked CINCPAC what effect the proposed reductions in force levels
would have on existing PACOM military capabilities, The JCS wanted
CINCPAC to conéider reductions both with and without withdrawal from

Korea, Japan and the Philippines, and his views on suggested changes
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: in strategy that would result from the reductions. Yc)

o In his answer, CINCPAC emphasized that the proposed force

‘ level reductions would not change the requirement for the existing

E‘ PACOM base structure, and that the withdrawal of U. S. forces from

Korea, Japan and the Philippines could prove disastrous to U.s.
interests in the Far East. CINCPAC recommended that the U.S. avoid
any commitment to disarm in the PACIFIC until both Red China and

Russia made a dependable and comparable commitment and that the
vital PACOM forward strategy be maintained, with force levels and

base structure substantially unchanged, in case the implementation of

the first stage of any disarmament agreement would be directed. 2‘(C)

PACOM Area Requirement for FBM/MRBM Weapons Systems

Early in the year the JCS asked CINCPAC to comment on a JCS

study to determine the need for MRBM as a weapon system for use on
a world-wide basis. 3 In answer, CINCPAC said that he considered a

mixture of Polaris-equipped submarines and a land-based MRBM

system would be generally better than either of the two systems alone,
and that his recommendations to the JCS for U.S. forces for JSOP-68
had indicated a requirement for 16 FBM submarines and three land-
based MRBM squadrons. This requirement was based on an estimated
212 high-threat-targets during the 1965-1970 period. These targets
were missile sites, air bases and air defense headquarters for which
CINCPAC wanted the short flight times of FBMs and MRBMs.
Substitution of missiles for certain targeted SAC aircraft and CONUS-

based.missiles would permit retargeting of the SAC aircraft and

missiles against targets requiring the higher-yield weapons. It would
not, however, lessen the over-all requirement for manned aircraft in
the PACOM since there would remain 155 non-time sensitive SIOP

targets to be hit by aircraft in addition to those SIOP targets that
required restrike .

1. JCS 9111 DTG 161645Z Mar 1963 (S)
2. CINCPAC 151740Z Apr 1963 (TS)
3. JCS 8309 DTG 191741Z Jan 1963 (TS)
4. CINCPAC 262122Z Jan 1963 (TS)
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Deletion of Lacrosse Missiles

missile units, the JCS asked CINCPAC for his reaction. After _
‘coordinating with CINCUSARPAC, CINCPAC notified the JCS that the
loss of the Lacrosse battalion in Korea, the only such unit in PACOM,
was acceptable as a result of force improvements that haa occurred

~or that were scheduled.

Free World Forces , ‘ - '

On 29 April, CINCPAC forwarded to his Component Commanders,
'COMUS Korea and COMUS Japan, and to his MAAG Chiefs planning : i
guidance concerning military force objectives for PACOM countries o
that were either allies or potential allies of the U.S. The force .

represented those forces that CINCPAC considered desirable to support l

U.S. military strategy during the period, and to be reasonably attain-

objectives for the mid-range period — from 1 July 1957 to 30 June 1970 —

able by the various countries. o

i i - In establishing a general strategic priority among the ten coun-
tries, CINCPAC explained that he did not consider that Burma,
Cambodia, Indonesia and Laaos participated sufficiently in the Free

World interests to warrant the assignment of a general priority, or

countries he listed a general existing force structure and force guide-

lines for planning during the mid-range period. For other PACOM

countries, CINCPAC listed the existing forces as of 1 July 1962, and

desired objectives for the period from July 1967 until July» 1970. This

list also indicated those changes that CINCPAC recommended before

July 1967, and those for the following three years. The recommended ‘

and HAWK battalions, or by converting fighter squadrons to aircraft '

changes in force strength generally were those to modernize PACOM
* forces by eliminating AAA battalions and replacing them with NIKE
- that would satisfy the need for all weather fighter squadrons. A major

recommendation for forces of the Republic of Vietnam favored

As a result of an early FY64 DA proposal to delete all Lacrosse : I

the establishment of military force objectives. For these four : l
r
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additional naval patrol craft. 1 f

Reductions in GRC Force Levels

During September the JCS asked CINCPAC to review the need for
maintaining the GRC forces at existing levels under conditions that
recognized the need for GRC forces as a strategic reserve, but did not

anticipate their use elsewhere in Southeast Asia except in case of a

large scale communist attack. The JCS also suggested that there would\

be a reduction in MAP resources between FY64 and FY69. 2

CINCPAC explained that existing GRC Army force levels repre=-
sented the forces required to defend Taiwan, the Penghus and other
off shore islands, and were not developed for other purposes. An

exception, however, was six reduced strength infantry divisions that

‘had received MAP support since 1958 for economic and political,

rather than military, considerations. In view of the anticipated decline
in available MAP resources, CINCPAC recommended that MAP
support be withdrawn from these six reduced strength infantry divi-
sions, despite Chiang's objections and strong desire to retain the
designation of these old units. All other ROC Army units, Admiral
Felt recommended, should be kept to support the ROC, and as a strong
deterrent to Red Chinese aggression.

The guide lines for GRC naval force objectives that CINCPAC set
forth in April 1963 were still considered valid but,under the conditions
outlined in the JCS request for a review of the GRC forces, CINCPAC
recommended.a decrease in destroyer objectives from 15 to 12, in
LS.Ts from 28 to 22, and that six PT boats and a SEAL unit be deleted
from the force objectives. 3 However because of the Red Chinese
capab111ty to mine the coastal waters of Taiwan, the Penghus, and
approaches to the offshore islands, CINCPAC urged increasing the
minesweepers force objectives from 10 to 15, and suggested that one

minec raft support ship be added

1. CINCPAC ltr 3121 ser 00394 Apr 1963 (S)

2. JCS 2499 DTG 132307Z Sep 1963 (TS)

3. CINCPAC ltr 3121 ser 00394, 29 Apr 1963 (S)
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As far as the GRC Air Force was concerned , Admiral Felt
recommended that no change be made as long as the Communist

Chinese Air Force remained a constant and genuine threat. 1

OPERATIONAL PLANNING

Five new CINCPAC Operation Plans were prepared during 1963
to meet CINCPAC's broadened an’d.changing responsibilities. At the |
’ beginning of 1963 there were 16 effective plans; 21 were in force at the
end of the year. Four of the new plans were prepared to support
contingency}actions in Southeast Asia. Three of these were OPLANSs
’34-63, 85-63, and 99-64, which are not discussed in detail in this
Command History because of security reasons. Another new plan
(35-63) was developed to deter aggression by Indonesia, and the fifth
(64-64) was a plan to establish a training mission in Laos. »

Of the r‘emaining plans, only minor revisions were made to
update the following nine plans, all of which have been described fully
in previous CINCPAC Command Histories;: OPLAN i-64, General
War Plan; 22- 60 Support of Internal Uprisings and Revolutions; 23-64,
Mlhtary Operations in Hong Kong; 26-60, Control of Maritime Traffic;
3]- 61, Pacific Mining Plan; 60-62, Noncombatant Emergency and
Evacuation Plan; 70-61, PACOM Cold War Plan; 82-62, Augmentation
and Support for CARIBCOM; and the 90 series of plans that were
prepared in support of operations to defend Berlin.

The PACOM program for preparing and reviewing the plans that
‘were maintained to carry out CINCPAC's mission and tasks was set
forth in an instruction that was revised and promulgated on 12
‘November 1963. 2 ’)

CINCPAC OPLAN 25-64: Defense of Taiwan/Penghus
CINCPAC OPLAN 27-64: Defense of Korea

Similar changes were made to both of the above plans recognizing,

1. CINCPAC 262231Z Sep 1963 (TS)
2. CINCPAC Inst 003020.1F, 12 Nov 1963 (S)
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in each case, that although Annex E provided target lists suitable for
~ initial non-nuclear strike planning, there would be additional targets.

The changes authorized appropriate commanders to plan for the

destruction of these additional targets, which could be done without the
restrictions of the target selection criteria set forth in Appendix IV to
Annex E to each plan. The changes also directed appropriate com=-

manders to be prepared to use classified munitions when authorized by
CINCPAC. 12

CINCPAC OPLAN 28-64: ASW and Control and Protection of Shipping

Mid-year changes to this plan incorporated new instructions on
- PACOM anti-submarine warfare readiness conditions in the Concept
of Operations Annex. Additionally, these changeé accurately deline-
ated the areas of responsibility; for ASW and control and protection of
shipping among CINCPAC, CANCOMARPAC and the ANZAM countries,
and changed the year number of the plan. (U)

| CINCPAC OPLAN 32-64: Defense of Mainland Southeast Asia

:: This unilateral capabﬂities plan, reviéed and promulgated in

‘ September 1962, remained CINCPAC's principal plan for the defense

:j of mainland Southeast Asia up to the point of general war. On 2
January 1963 the JCS approved the revised plan with a few changes,

‘ U - the most significant of which concerned CINCPAC's estimate of air

: and sea lift requirements set forth in Appendix 1 to Annex F. The
JCS said that the estimated lift requirements indicated a significant

E shortage existed in U.S. controlled military and commercial passenger
and cargo sealift and m111tary airlift capability. The JCS also wanted

: their Joint Staff (J4) to undertake a detailed review, in coordination
with CINCPAC. > When this study was completed early in April, the

s JCS recommended modifications to be incorpofated in transportation

tables as they were revised during the year. Most of the changes had

- D e O S G R R T R R W SR ED WD CO SR A B G CO G D 45 OD b G5 SR EN D @5 W BB CO BB CH @n SR G G en © € en G W Cmomanemown oo

1. CINCPAC ltr ser 000295, 15 Aug 1963 (TS)
2. CINCPAC ltr ser 000327, 5 Sep 1963 (TS)
3. JCS SM 1448-62, 2 Jan 1963 (S)
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been completed at the end of the year. 1 (f

Three other modifications were also important. One of these
B required the development of a CBR warfare annex, which CINCPAC
completed soon thereafter. In another change, the J‘CS deleted an
armored cévalry regiment, which was unavailable, and substituted a
mechanized brigade. Although aware that the armored cavalry unit
was not available, CINCPAC continued to show it as a requirem__eht in
JSOP-68, and had listed it for the same reason in OPLAN 32-63,
because 1t was more suitable for operations in Southeast Asia than the
larger and heavier mechanized brigade. The other important"change
réquired by the JCS was the deletion of five airmobile companies
because they were unavailable. ()

During August CINCPAC published a change to recognize the
Tactical Air Command's re sponsibility for providing special air
warfare forces in support of the plan, and designated the Commander,
2d Air Division as the AF Component Commander for Phase IV.
Previously the plan provided that the Commander 13th Air Force could
be designated as the AF Component Comrhander._ The Change also
revised target lists to reflect recent intelligence. ZM _

During October, CINCPAC worked out an agreement with
CINCSTRIKE for the latter and the CG III U.S. Army Corps to
coordinate planning directly with CINCUSARPAC in the development of
those supporting plans for CINCPAC OPLAN 32-64 for which the CG III
U.S. Army Corps was responsible. CINCPAC authorized the two
headquarters to deal directly with COMUSMACV only when
CINCUSARPAC determined it to be necessary, a solution that would
free COMUSMACYV of most plahning details. 3

During the year the plan was revised to include the latest
intelligence and to agree with existing capabilities, and then republish~
ed as OPLAN 32-64. Except for minor changes and less Annexes E

"and N, which were maintained separately, the JCS approved the
1. JCS SM 475-63, 10 Apr 1963 (S)

2. CINCPAC ltr ser 00869, 17 Aug 1963 (S)
3. CINCPAC 162313Z, Oct 1963 (TS)
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revised plan in November. g
At the end of the year, CINCPAC had completed transportation
tables for planning involved in Phase II, both Laos a.nd_ RVN; other

transportation planning was underway. (U)

OPLAN 33-62: U.S. Military Operations against North Vietnam

The basic plan remained essentially unchanged but, during April.
CINCPAC asked his Component Commanders and COMUSMACYV to take
a close look at their plans prepared in support of OPLAN 33-62.
Admiral Felt wanted these commanders to give particular attention to
tasks assigned to their subordinate commanders, and to the status of
their planning for accomplishing those tasks. Specific instructions
were contained in CINCPAC's message 200404Z of April 1963 (),
but the details are not included in this history. In light of these
instructions, the three Component Commanders reviewed their sup-
porting plans, and made necessary revisions. COMUSMACYV worked
closely with the GVN forces coordinating the supporting plansthat wer:
being prepared by the air units and by the Special Forces Group,

Vietnam.

CINCPAC OPLAN 35-63: Operations to Deter Aggression by Indonesia

The tendency on the part of the Indonesian government to extend
its influence, a policy that proved successful during 1962, prompted
the JCS in February 1963 to ask CINCPAC for a plan to deter or
counter 6perations on the part of that country to expand. U.S. concern

was aggravated by Indonesia's opposition to the proposed formation of

the Federation of Greater Malaysia. It was considered possible that

Indonesia might use overt force to dissuade Malaya, Sarawak and
North Borneo from creating a federation that would challenge Indonesia's
domination of the area. 2

A unilateral capabilities pilan, CINCPAC OPLAN 35-63 provided

1. JCS SM 1338, 6 Nov 1963 (TS)
2. JCS 8565 DTG 091514Z, Feb 1963 (TS)
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would direct against Indonesia. All operations were expected to be A
under conditions short of hostilitiee, and were planned.',for U.S.
unilateral action which was not intended to preclude participation by
other allied forces. . ‘

The courses of action, that could be used singly or in combination,
included reconnaissance and surveillance operations, umlateral and
bilateral exercises, harassment, intercept, and quarantine 0perat1ons

The JCS approved the plan in July. 2

CINCPAC OPLAN 62-64: Eme:;gﬁency Relief to Insular Areas

This plan, formerly entitled the ‘Disruption of Shipping Plan, was
- intended to insure the shipment of emergency supplies to civilian
inhabitants of Pacific islands in case of a shipping strike. A revision
to this plan incorporated minor changes, and the title was changed to
preclude confusing it with CINCPAC's OPLAN 26-61 (Control of
Maritime Shipping), and OPLAN 28- 64. The basic plan remained
unchanged. ™ (C)

CINCPAC OPLAN 64-64: Establishment of U.S. Supply and Training
_N_Iissien, Laos

During June, Admiral Felt directed his staff to prepare a plan for
setting up a military advisory group in Laos, either prior to, or
concurrently with the introduction of U.S. or SEATO military forces
into Laos. The plan directed, on order, the movement of Deputy
CHJUSMAG Thailand into Laos and immediate augmentation by 15
12—.man MTTs, a 20-man USAF advisory element, and advisory
personnel for FAR and KL headquarters. The plan also provided that
the advisory element necessary to stiffen the FAR/KL forces be
furnished on a crash basis, while recognizing the possibility of assign-
ing additional advisors for a training base, a schools complex, and a

1. CINCPAC OPLAN No 35-63, CINCPAC ser 000182 25May 1963 (TS)
2. JCS SM 959-63, 31 Jul 1963 (TS)
3. CINCPAC Itr ser 0526, 30 Jul 1963 (C)
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basic logistic system. For political reasons, the U.S. advisory group'
in Laos would be known as the U.S. Supply and Training Mission, Laos
(U.S. SATM, Laos) rather than as a MAAG.

OPLAN 99-64; Actions to Stabilize Situation in L‘aos

Among other emergency planning that was done during the June
crisis in Laos was one concept of milifary actions in Southeast Asia '
that recognized North Vietnam as the source of the difficulties in Laos.
Planning along this approach was directed by the Secretary of Defense
and passed to CINCPAC by the JCS on 22 June 1963. The JCS directed
preparation of a plan by which the U.S. wouid take the initiative to
conduct punitive and crippling military operations against North Vietnam
to end that country s support of aggression in Laos, or in other South-
east Asia areas. The JCS envisaged that under the new plan the U.S.
would initiate hostilities when the piecemeal military advance of the
Pathet Lao/Viet Minh forces reached the limit of U.S. toleration. The
JCS specified that the new plan should provide for air and naval action .
followed by whatever other actions might be necessary later, but that
initially the U.S. should avoid engaging its forces in areas other than
North Vietnam. 1

The implementation of this plan would be preceded by preliminary
phases of a political and military program that provided for a build-up
of anti-communist forces in Laos by stretching the Geneva Agreements,
and the non-combatant use of U.S. Forces that would involve certain

violations of the Geneva Agreements.

As developed, the plan provided for actions, primarily by air and

naval forces, of two types — threatening actions, and those of a punitivs

and crippling nature. The threatening actions were intended to be of a
warning and harassing nature but without physical contact. The

punitive and crippling actions were to be of varying scope and intensity,

“including such actions as air and naval gunfire strikes, aerial mining,

amphibious and air'borne raids, and maritime quarantine-operations.

1. JCS 1353, DTG 221631Z Jun 1963 (TS)
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Actions were to be executed on a highly selective basis.

The plan considered the possibility of escalation and assumed the
necessity for advan_ce prepositioning and deployment of certain U.S.
Forces; and preparatidns by CONUS and PACOM forces in case the
operations should be expa;nded“ Although the use of nuclear Weapons
was not contemplated, U.S. Forces were to be ready with nuclear
- weapons if the communists made a large scale invasion.

The JCS approved the plan in July, subject to minbrvchang‘es that
were subsequéntly incorporated therein. 2 A revised and refined
version of the plan was issued on 6 September 1963. For additional
information on this plan see the Chapter IV section entitled ”Prop'osed

Courses of Action to Stabilize the Situation in Laos. "

JSOP-69

In June the Joint Chiefs of Staff commenced preparation of
JSOP-69 and, at that time, asked for CINCPAC's comments on the
~critical planning factors, assumptions and situationaﬁl analyses, in
order to improve the method used to derive and justify the forces
section of the JSOP. 3 This was the first time that unified commanders
had been asked to contribute their views for the JSOP. (U)

 Besides suggesting changes in several planning factors — those
connected with capabilities of Red Chinese and North Vietnamese
forces, and with some U.S. forces, CINCPAC made recommendations
in connection with the abnalysis of several situations. He suggested
that Polaris missiles might be more economical than Minuteman and
Hound Dog missiles against certain targets; that the JSOP should
include in its Force Tabs sufficient Naval forces to extend the barrier
line for early warning of the manned bomber threat from Midway to the
Aleutians; that requirements for general purpose forces be based on
the assumption that hostilities would commence in Southeast Asia,

followed by a second contingency in another theater; that there be an

RS SR D e S R D R S R AR S S D Mo e D R R R L R e R R S M e C e e e e R e e DR e S e e e e

1. CINCPAC OPLAN No. 99-64, CINCPAC Ser 000330, 6 Sep 1963 (TS)
2. JCS SM 938-63, 29 Jul 1963 (TS)
3. JCS 1258 DTG 142213Z, Jun 1963 (U)
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analysis of general purpose forces to conduct counter-insurgency
operations in Southeast Asia before overt communist aggression
commenced; and that there be a detailed analysis of the theater airlift
neveaed for contingency operations in the PACOM area. 1

During August the JCS asked commanders of unified and specified
commands to submit regional sections for Annex J, JSOP-69, for their
reSpective areas of responsibility with recommendations for priorities,
tasks and force requirements on both a regional and detailed country
basis. 2 After receiving recommendations from his representatives in
the countries involved, and from his Component Commanders, CINCPAC
submitted the requested information, including newly developed mis-
sion statements for Cambodia, Laos, New Zealand, Australia, and
Malaysia. 3 (C)

In another request, the JCS asked CINCPAC to submit his views

on U.S. force level requirements and rationale required to accomplish

the strategy in JSOP-69, Sections I through V. 4 CINCPAC's response

included force objectives, force expansion (general war) for PACOM
M-Day of 1 July 1968, augmentation force for contingency operations
in Southeast Asia, and supporting rationale. > (C)
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OPERATION OF U.S. FORCES

Naval Patrols Along e Commu:rust Coasts

During 1962 U.S. Naval Forces conducted JCS approved patrols
. along communist shores to test the reaction of Red Chinese and
Russian forces. The first patrol of 1963 was carried out by the USS
SHELTON, which departed 'Keelung on 28 January and proceeded via
the Tsushima. Strait, the Sea of Japan and Gulf of Tartary betweén
Sakhalin Island and the Russian coast. Keeping 20 miles off the
Russian coast, the ship then returned to Keelung, arriving 9 February.

During much of the time, the SHELTON was under surveillance by

. 1. CINCPAC J35 Study Nr. 63- 1, Fixed Base Force Survival Study,
Jan 1963 (TS)
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Soviet aircraft and surface units. In one instance, a Soviet IL-28
aircraft made repeated passes at 5,000 to 15,000 feet while opening .
and closing the bomb bay doors. 172 3

A second patrol, conducted by the USS BAUSELL, departed Subic -
Bay on 19 February to patrol Indonesian waters. As a cover for this
operation, visits to Djakarta and Darwin were arranged. After visiting
Djakarta, the BAUSELL departed fof Darwin on 6 March by way of
Java, Flores Seas, and Wetar Strait, arriving at Darwin on 11 March.
The ship remained in Darwin from 11 until 14 March, réturning via
Banda Sea, Manipa Strait, Molucca and Celebes Seas, Sibutu Passage,
Sulu Sea, Balabac Strait and Palawan Passage. 4,5,6,7,8

The third patrol was conducted by the USS WILTSIE, which
departed Keelung on 17 June and proceeded via fhe Tsushima Strait to
the Gulf of Tartary. The WILTSIE detected numerous unidentified
aircraft, sighted an IL.-28 and was overflown by two TU-16's which
made many pasées over the ship. On 25 June the WILTSIE was
intercepted and taken under surveillance at close rénge by a Kotlin
class DD. Later that day the WILTSIE was directed to terminate the
patrol, and it returned to Keelung arriving on 29 June. 9,10,11,12,13
A fourth patrol involving no unusual incidents was made by the

USS SOMERS, which departed Keelung on 19 August on a route east of
the main Japanese Islands and the Kuriles to a position just east of
Petropavlovsk. On the return run the SOMERS entered the Sea of

Japan via the Tsugaru Straits, and on to Keelung via the Tsushima

CTU 72.1.2 DTG 0407402 Feb 1963 (S)

CTU 72.1.2 DTG 050325Z Feb 1963 (S)

CTU 72.1.2 DTG 060155Z Feb 1963 (S)

CINCPACFLT 092131Z Feb 1963 (TS)

COMSEVENTHFLT 240530Z Feb 1963 (TS)

CINCPACFLT 272157Z Feb 1963 (TS)

COMSEVENTHFLT 030458Z Mar 1963 (TS)

Ltr, CO USS BAUSELL (DD845), 19 Mar 1963, In CINCPAC J3 .
files (TS)

9. CINCPAC 220423Z May 1963 (S)

10. CTU 72.1.2 DTG 231100Z Jun 1963 (S) )
11. CTU 72.1.2 DTG 241150Z Jun 1963 (S) ‘ '

12. CTU 72.1.2 DTG 251236Z Jun 1963 (S)

O~NONUT W WIN =

13. CTU 72.1.2 DTG 261140Z Jun 1963 (S)
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During the perlod 27 September - 7 October the USS BLUE
conducted a patrol in the northern part of the Yellow Sea where it
encoanter’evd'five Chinese Communist naval ships including a Kaibokan
II class PF, a PC, an AKL. a Kronstadt c_laés PC and a Gorky class
DD. The latter ship gavethe BLLUE many visual warnings and the
Chinese Communist Fore1gn Office also issued serious warnmgs _
concerning this patrol. 3 (S) | ' ,

On 15 December, the USss MJOHN R. CRAIG conducted a surveil-
lance patrol of the Paracel Islands. As on previous patrols of th1s area,

flashing light warnings were observed. 4

Efforts to Collect Intelligence of Soviet Missiie Tests

The U.S. pursued its intelligence collection effort during 1963
against the Soviet 1ong range missile tests conducted in the mid-Pacific
area. The first 1963 sighting by a U.S. aircraft of Soviet Missile
Range Instrumentation Ships occurred on 5 May when the SIBIR,
SAKHALIN and the SUCHAN were discovered midway between the
Aleutian and Hawaiian Islands, and heading for the mid-Pacific area.
The JCS immediately directed CINCPAC to take appropriate actions
involved in the collection effort, and CINCPAC designated the USS
WILHOITE (DER 397) as the ship to be fitted for the mission of
collection. 6 Since the operations were to be conducted in the vicinity
of Johnston Island, CINCPAC asked, and received from CJTF 8,
Washington, D.C., permission to use the island to support the
operations. 7 The USS WILHOITE sailed on 10 May and gainéd contact
with the Russian ships on 13 May. The same day a foreign technology
division (FTD) C-54 aircraft arrived at Hickam AFB to take part in

the same operation. By 14 May, all forces were in place and
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1. CINCPACFLT 190004Z Jul 1963 (S)

2. CINCPACFLT 190226Z Jul 1963 (S)

3. USS BLUE ltr ser 001 (CPR 5003983-63), 7 Oct 1963 (S)
4. USS JOHN R. CRAIG 151020Z Dec 1963 (S)

5. CTF 93, 050931Z May 1963 (S)

6. JCS 1786-63 DTG 062249Z May 1963 (TS)

7. CJTF 8 WASH DC 081713Z May 1963 (S}
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communications were established.

On 15 May, the FTD C-54 moved its base to Johnston Island, and
daily surveillance flights by SP-2E aircraft from Johnston continﬁed
until the end of May. At the same time, the USS WILHOITE maintained
observations and submitted daily situation reports. On 16 May the
Russian ships moved to a formation indiéating that a missile was
expected, but nothing happened on that date. Again on 18 May the ships
moved into formation and U.S. collection units in the area observed
partial glow of two missile reentries at about 181532Z and 181542Z.
Intelligence concerning these missiles was limited by unfavorable
weather to telemetry. Another missile was observed 251542Z. All
units were on station and excellent ELINT and optical information was
recorded. 172 (s) -

The Russian ships departed station on 26 May, and as soon as it
became apparent that the tests were completed, CINCPAC directed the
return of the U.S. forces to normal operational control. (S)

The Soviet ships moved northward and by early June were in an
obvious position for observation. This was confirmed with the launch-
ing of Vostok 5 and 6 on 14 and 16 June respectively and their recovery
on 19 June. On 21 June, when it became evident that the Soviet ships
were closing the area known as the ''northern box'', CINCPACFLVT
directed the WILHOITE to take up surveillance once again, ordered .

aircraft deployment to Midway, and activated standby covrnm1.1ni<:ations.3

On 28 June the Soviets fired an ICBM that was observed by ELINT, and
by U.S. aircraft optical equipment. (S) '
The Soviet Missile Range Instrumentation Ships remained in the
northern box and an ICBM was fired on 8 and 9 July. U.S. collection
units were on station and obtained excellent results. 4,5 Late on 9

July the Soviet ships got underway toward Petropavlovsk and the next
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1. CTU 92.2.1 DTG 252010Z May 1963 (S)
2. PACAF 260105Z May 1963 (S)

3. CINCPACFLT 210219Z Jun 1963 (S)

4. CTF Nine Two DTG 090843Z Jul 1963 (S)
5. CTG Nine Two DTG 100943Z Jul 1963 (S)
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day Moscow announced through Tass that the tests were c-ompleted
CINCPAC terminated U.S. operations and units returned to normal
operational conditions. 2,3 ‘

~ U.S. collection efforts were again readied when on 12 November
the Soviet ships were sighted at 45-30N 165-32E heading in a south-
easterly direction. 4 The ships continued to an area in the vicinity of -
Johnston Island where extensive rehearsal operations were conducted
in the latter part of November; however, no missiles were fired: 5,6

Soviet official news organ, TASS, made an announcement declar-

ing two danger areas in the mid-Pacific for the purpose of testing long
range rockets during the period 2 December 1963 to 25 January 1964. 7
Several rehearsal spreads were conducted by the Soviet Missile Range
Instrumentation Ships and ICBM re-entries were observed on 11, 20,
and 25 December by U.S. units (two EA3B, one P2V and one DER)

involved in the collection effort. 579> 10

Soviet Overﬂights of the USS KIT'I‘Y HAWK

Twice during the early part of 1963 the USS KITTY HAWK conducted
’operations in the north Pacific that drew the attention of Soviet forces.
"From 27 January until 2 February the KITTY HAWK was in the vicinity

of 40N and 150E. During the seven day period, 37 aircraft from the
Soviet Pacific Ocean Fleet Air Force flew near the U.S. ship, althougt
none passed directly over her. Task Group 77.6 gamed considerable

intelligence from the Russian flights.
Later, from 5 to 12 March, the KITTY HAWK conducted opera-
- tions to test the ability of the Soviets to detect and track U.S. fleet
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1. CTF Nine Two 110621Z Jul 1963 (S)
2. CINCPAC 102214Z Jul 1963 (S)

3. JCS 2774 DTG 121435Z Jul 1963 (S)
4. CTF 93 DTG 122233Z (S)

5. CTF 92 210831Z Nov 1963 (S)

6. CTF 92 261035Z Nov 1963 (S)

7. CTF 92 300713Z Nov 1963 (S)

8. CTG 92 130223Z Dec 1963 (S)

9. CTG 92 210755Z Dec 1963 (S)

10. CTF 92 260653Z Dec 1963 (S)
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units operating in various conditions of controlled electronic emissions.
Another purpose of the operations was to-determine the Soviet reaction
time, once the position of the ship was discovered. On 5 March,

TG 77. 6, consisting of the KITTY HAWK and four destroyers, set
complete electronic silence in the vicinity of 32-40N 138-24E, and then
proceeded to 42N and 155E. After two days operations in that area,

the KITTY HAWK transmitted on ship to shore HF radio. Five and a
half hours after that transmission, the first air reconnaissance activity -
was noted when two TU-16s were detected at 190 miles to the north,
and intercepted at 110 miles. A total of seven TU-16s were detected

and intercepted. The Russian aircraft made numerous passes over the
KITTY HAWK at 300 to 500 feet. *

Ship Contacts and Other Overflights

a During 1963 U.S. ships plying the Pacific Ocean and other waters

in the PACOM area made many contacts with Soviet ships and aircraft.

3 Some of these contacts are reported below. ' o

On 15 February the USS PRINCETON while enroute to the Western
L Pacific was subjected to many high altitude passes by eight airci'aft,

3 and later that same day was overflown by six TU-16s (Badgers) at low

altitude. 2 ' ’ ‘

a On 16 March the USS CONSTELLATION, in the company of two
destroyers, detected four Soviet TU-95s (Bears) which made five low
altitude passes over the ship. 3

In mid-September U.S. TG 70.4, conducting a HUK exercise in

3 the eastern half of the Sea of Japan opposite Honshu, was overflown

twice by TU-16 aircraft. *

: On 4 August the two Soviet SIGINT trawlers DEFLECTOR and
| GIDROFON were sighted off the U.S. west coast. The USS WEISS and
USS BERRY alternately kepf the trawlers under surveillance as they

1. CINCPAC 132133Z Mar 1963 (S)
| : 2. USS PRINCETON DTG 160234Z Feb 1963 (C)
K 3. CTG 10.5 DTG 161052Z Mar 1963 (S)
4. CTG 70.4 DTG 190844Z Sep 1963 (S)
-
w
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San Diego where they remained several days. Toward the end of
August the trawlers changed course and headed toward the Hawaiian 1‘
Islands and from there on toward Pefropavlovsk. 1 ’ {l

In August,the USS STATEN ISLAND left Adak and was overflown
by two Badgers at position 69-42N 172-26E. The STATEN ISLAND was
later stationed in the Soviet North Sea route where it observed nine
Soviet ships including two icebreakers and two new missile range
instrumentation shipsy. During this sighting a Soviet HEN type helicopter
buzzed the STATEN ISLAND's bridge in a reckless manner. 2> Other
icebreakers were subsequently sighted including the ADMIRAL
MAKAROV, ADMIRAL LAXAREV and the MOSKVA. 3,4 -

During the period 8 August to 23 October 1963 the USS
REHOBOTH conducted operations in waters adjacent to the Soviet Union
gathering oceanographic, bathymetric, geodetic sonar reflectivity and
navigational data. > While operating off Kamchatka Peninsula in August,
she made many surface contacts including those with several Soviet

6,7,8,9 During the same period

DDs, two minesweepers and a cruiser.
the REHOBOTH experienced some Soviet aircraft overflights among
which were six passes by a TU-16. 10 1 October the REHOBOTH
conducted operations in the Sea of Okhotsk and again was overflown by

a TU-16. 11,12

JOINT LOGISTIC ACTIVITIES

Transportation Planning to Support CINCPAC OPLANs

-..Three CINCPAC operation plans provided for the use of

CINCPAC 070042Z Aug 1963 (S)

STATEN ISLAND DTG 260005Z Sep 1963 (S)
STATEN ISLAND DTG 280225Z Sep 1963 (S)
STATEN ISLAND DTG 282330Z Sep 1963 (S)
CINCPACFLT 190226Z Jul 1963 (S)
REHOBOTH DTG 231315Z Aug 1963 (S)
REHOBOTH DTG 231545Z Aug 1963 (S)
REHOBOTH DTG 140930Z Sep 1963 (S)

. REHOBOTH DTG 241045Z Aug 1963 (S)

10. REHOBOTH DTG 190830Z Aug 1963 (S)

11. CINCPAC 212251Z Oct 1963 (S)

12. CTU 73.8.1 DTG 140820Z Oct 1963 (S)
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substantial U.S. forces to defend strategic areas bordering the Pacific.
These were OPLAN 32-64, defense of Southeast Asia; OPLAN 27-63,
defense of Korea; and OPLAN 25-64, the defense of Taiwan. Commenc-
ing in 1961, CINCPAC prepared detailed transportation tables to provide
the logistic support for these plans. Since the plans for the defense

of Korea and Taiwan have undergone few significant changes, the
transportation tables have required correspondingly minor adjustments.
The basic plan for Southeast Asia, however, undeﬁvent two changes in
1963 that required complete revisions to theAtransportation tables to

meet the increase in transportation requirements for larger troop lists.

OPLAN 32-64: Revisions made during 1963 were based upon a

comparison of logistic capabilities and limitations that was published

in draft form and distributed to subordinate commanders late in 1962.
Commencing early in 1963, CINCPAC developed typical deployment
and résupply requirements for the various phases of the 32 Plan, and
then related the requirements to the capabilities previously developed.
This comparison revealed certain limiting factérs or saturation areas
for which it was necessary to compensate in the revisions to the |
transportation tables. b

The status of transportation planning for OPLAN 32-64 at the end
of the year was: Revised tables for 32-64 Phase II Laos were distrib-
uted on 25 September, and for Phase II Vietnam on 18 October. Tables
for Phase II Thailand were nearly complete but awaiting concurrence
of subordinate commanders. Draft tables for Phase III were distrib-
uted in December, and transportation tables for Phase IV were being

prepared.

OPLANS 25-63 and 27-64: The elimination of requirements for
U.S. logistic force augmentation to support in-country armed forces
employed in CINCPAC operation plans was a CINCPAC MAP objective.2

Toward this objective, U.S. logistic augmentation personnel
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1. CINCPAC Study of Logistic Support of Operations in Connection

with CINCPAC OPLAN 32-63, 15 Jan 1963 (TS) In J41 files.
2. CINCPAC Supplement to Part I, DOD Military Assistance Manual(U)
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