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INCREASTNG U.S. TAflT..S IN EUROPE

A) Thc U.S. Snsitlon on l.lBFR equiPnent limlts has bedn constralned

by the apparent need to preserve flexibility to increase thd number of US

tanks in the l{GA.' Thls paper consiclers t'thether tlre U.S. should 
'increase

tanks now to free the I'IBFR position from this constraint.

The em with Tank els 4gl (stp tt)
tAl Prior to the 1973 l4iddle East llar, the U.S. had over+#00-

tanks ln the NAT0 gidelines lrea (NGA), spllt about eten'ly betleen tanl<s

ln active units and tanks in storage. About€0$of these tanks Uerc --'A
shlpped to Israel ln I973r to place her combat losses and build up her

P ;aa tfr Y'l*o ,a aira.oH,
t.tar reserves^ Because of these shipments to Israel , U.S. tanl<s ln the

NGA are now conslderably below their autlror'ized levcls. Unde:' current

Amy plans, U n the NGA will re tored to their

current authorized levels until 1977 .

,9 There ls also reason to belleve that the current authorlzation

Ievels are too lon. A recent Arqy study and the expen'ience of 'the l'973

Middle Easters war both lndicate that the U.S. should plan for slgnlf-

lcantly greater vrartime attrition rates than it has in the past. The

Fy 77-Bl Army polrl lncreased these attrltion rates, and the Secretary

of Defense has tentatively directed that tank Procurement be increased

to provide for the nen estimate of r.tar reserve stock'(t'lRS) requirements.

11SD and 0i.iB plan to revievr the Army's tlRS requirements,and the Army has

agreed to study the socondrry implications of the higher }lRS requireurents

on such thi ngs as storagc faci I i ti es and seal 'ift requi rmtents . Dapendi ng
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on the results of the OSD/0llB reviet't attd the Arnry study (both of r'rhich

are to be conrpleted by about Ja.nuary 1976), the U.S. tank authorization

numbers in the l.iGA could be lncreased to nlore than 4,700. 0f course,

current tanks nunrbers are even further belot'r this possible nel authori-

zation than they are belott the current authorlzation.

U .S. TANKS IN TIIE NGA

In Units
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The Problen from 0otion IIIsg
.IS

G

tl, The U.S. has proposed that the 0ption III nuclear package

(consisting of 54 U.S. nuclear capab'le aircraft' 36 U.S. surface to

surface mlssiles, and be offered to the

East in I{BFR in return for Eastern agreement to llAT0's Phase I objectives

(includlng the withdrawal of 1,700 Soviet main battle tanks), For these

equipment reductions to be meaningfu'l , the U,.S. r'rould rrot be allot'red to

increase the number of its nuclear elements above their post-reduction

Ievels. Hor.rever, if the post-reduction nuclear balance nere not to be

upset, then Soviet nuclear e'lements tr,ould also need to be constrained

in some tray; and if the U.S. asked the Sovjets for these reciprocal

constraints, they uiould be likely to demand sinijlar lintits ott Ll.S. tan[:s.
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l*f 'rhus, Option III rrill rnost likely lead to sollo constraint on

t

U.S. tarrks, irrrrJ a tnajor problem has been to d.cia. i@iTvet tEd.,u.s.-+.. -tlnk I irni t shoulcl he set. Because U.S

authorized levcls, the conclusion of the

tarrks are cons.iclerably belou curren

should be provicled to allow a return to f
USG r,ras that enough flexibi)ity

to increase that authorization. The disa

ull authorization or perhaps

this roorn to increase

dvantage to allowing the U.S.

receive similar room

tanks is that the Soviets would probably also.
to incrca'se nuclear elements. This froUtJr-*-.,

recognized in the U.S position paper on Opt ion III.
"The di'lenma we face is that the mdreon I nucl ea rel the mo

the constrai nt
ks.

severe trou le
sys other than

reover, l{e a iet
we risk corre

ose anal ogous to the U.S. Option III el
other tharr ta

spon
rrks.

ding Soviet demands for I imfts on U.S. equi
ements,

need not be
But the li nritations urr Soviet nucl ear,

pnrent
broad or particul arly strin Ient. It is more

sys Leriis
to avoid a t ight I imit on U.S tanks and extension of I

important
other U.S. equ i prnent. l.le need a limitat i imits to
the U. S. to make modest increases in its

on rrhich would permi tting the Sov iets to only modest increases
tanl< forces tvhi I e rest ri c-in their n uclear force s.

This could be acc ompl fshed by requirin that the Sovietsag
l{i

ree not to increase their nucl I
thdra:un by the U.S. in such

ear el ements dnalagous to thoseof the a I
i
reement. Before acce

a manner as to undermine the basis
restri ct on on U.S. tanks

pti nI
d

any SoVi et demands for a simi I arrestorati on of U.S. tank
, t'le woul assure that the agreement al lows

constra i n ts would be ba
stocks to earlier leve 1 s. Any reci proca Ito recluc ed elements.,,*

sed on defin itions simil ar to those app'lyi ng

1 since the U'S' failure to restore tanks to their authorized level is
,' driving the u's' to allorv the soviets some flexibility to increase theiroi nuclear systems, we should consider r,lhether the u.S. could Festore its;tank author,ization before tiBFR is concruded and thereby avoid having I
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stfitE+.



4ro gtve ure Sovtets thnt rruclear floxibil ity. I'loreover , r.le shoul d e.l soconsidcr l.,licil,r,r tanlts lcvels should be incrcased above the currentauthorizatiorr nur;rber bcfore an l.lBFR ceiling is imposed.
Prob 'lenr

Poss I ble So I uti ons

l4l Anothei. problem caused by the shortage of U.S. tanks in Europels that thc U.S. may haye to change its DpQ connitments. Since some ofthe heavy divisrons that are nou schedured for early deproyment do nothave 
'enough tanks ln P0ficuS' the.J cannot arrrve as qurckry as l./as previous.ryplanned' ancl vrr ire notv having to declde nhether their nerr conmitrnents shourdbe qt rater times than at present. If we sroued the DpQ commitments, theAl'lied reaction mlght be that thls action decreases the chance of having aneffecilve conventional defense ln Europe.

ln There appear to be t'o general ways io increase tanks rn
Europe -- to send newry produced tanks to Europe or to send tanks toEurope from either units on storage ln the CONUS. The first of thesemethods is similar to, but somer.lhat faster than the present Army pran.It is not an adequate solution to the problem,.because tank productforrrates are so lovr (about G4 tanks produced per month) tiat atmoitlyear vrould be required to produce the g30 nerv tanks ,";-;;;:;;,are needed tcj nreet the current authorizalion, and more time srould be

,needed to go beyond that rever. Thrs wourd be too rate to remo,e theconstraints on the U.S. I4BFR position.
er Therefore, the issue is whether to senrl tanks to Europe fronractive units, ft.orn reserve units, and/or from storage in the U.S.
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