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OPERATIONAL EMPLOYMENT OF AIRBORNE FORCES: THE SOVIET APPROACH AND THE 
IMPLICATIONS FOR NATO, by Major Lloyd W. Sherfey, USA, 53 pages. 

This monograph examines the Soviet concept for the operational employment 
of airborne (parachute) forces and the implications of this threat for NATO 
planners. As background material the study first examines the pre-World War I1 
evolution of Soviet airborne doctrine i n  relation to the evolving Soviet concept 
of deep battle. Proceeding to the wartime era, two examples of Soviet 
operational airborne employments are analyzed: the assaults of Vyzama and at 
the Dnepr River. The study then reviews the post-war era during which major 
Soviet advances in technology finally resulted in a force capable of meeting the 
expectations of the early Soviet theorists. 

The second portion of the mongraph reviews the current Soviet airborne 

organization in terms of equipment and lift capability, and then assesses the 

most probable modes of employment in a NATO/Warsaw Pact conflict. Among the 

conclusions drawn are the following: 


a) The majority of Soviet airborne insertions will be operational (as 

opposed to tactical or strategic). 


b) Employment will occur very early in the conflict. 

c) The four most likely targets are logistical facilities, key terrain, 

reserves, and airfields. 
d) Operational employments will consist of several massive insertions ( u p  

to division size) rather than numerous small ones. 
The final section of the monograph assesses the implications for NATO and 

concludes that while existing rear battle doctrine and literature are adequate, 
there is a dangerous lack of emphasis on this threat. The study further 
recognizes that in order to counter this threat, planners will have to make 
difficult choices regarding the diversion of assets needed for the close battle. 
Nevertheless, current Soviet literature and doctrine leaves little doubt that 
operational airborne insertions will occur, and it is imperative that NATO 
planners begin to address this issue. 
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SECTION I: INTRODUCTION 


Where is the Prince who can afford so to 
cover his country with troops for its 
defense, as that 10,000 men, descending 
from the clouds, might not, in many places, 
do an infinite amount of mischief before a 
force could be brought to repel them? 1Benjamin Franklin 


While the aerial insertion of military forces has long been a dream of 

military planners, it required the technological progress of the Twentieth 

Century to transform this vision, like so many others, into reality. The 

closing year of the First World War saw the first plan for the employment of 

parachute forces, a concept developed by Colonel Billy Mitchell t o  break the 

deadlock of trench warfare by an airborne assault to the rear of Metz. 

Ultimately the plan was cancelled before the envisioned date of the operation 

and it would, at any rate, have seriously challenged the technological means 

available at that time. 2 

In the post war era American interest in the theory of airborne troop 

employment waned, as did the influence of Mitchell. Interestingly Mitchell 

failed to press the airborne issue after the war, perhaps because he feared 

diverting attention from his quest for a potent air force. Other nations, 

however, realized the potential of the concept to include the Soviet Union. On 

2 August 1930 an exercise involving twelve men was conducted, marking the 

official birthday of the Soviet airborne force. Growing to the world's largest 

airborne force on the eve of World War 11, it was relegated to a position of 

relative unimportance during the wartime and early postwar eras. Since then it 

has reemerged as the largest, most powerful airborne force in the world, whose 
3concept of operational employment will be the focus of this study. 

As a point of departure it is worthwhile to reflect upon today's relative 

lack of concern for the Soviet airborne threat. While the current 



e d i t i o n  oE FY 100-5, O p e r a t i o n s ,  stresses the n o n - l i n e a r  nature O P  t h e  

f u t u r e  mid-to-high i n t e n s i t y  b a t t l e f i e l d  and t h e  c r i t i ca l  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  rear 

ba t t l e ,  t h e  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  t h r e a t  is o f t e n  over looked  or  g i v e n  ininimal 

a t t e n t i o n  i n  c u r r e n t  l i t e r a t u r e ,  perhaps  i n  p a r t  because of t h e  c u r r e n t  

" f i x a t i o n "  on t h e  O p e r a t i o n a l  Maneuver Group (OMG). A second r e a s o n  may be o u r  

p r e o c c u p a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  S o v i e t  S p e t s n a z  t h r e a t  (due  i n  part t o  t h e  t remendous 

r e s u r g e n c e  o f  interest  i n  o u r  own S p e c i a l  O p e r a t i o n s  F o r c e  c a p a b i l i t y ) .  

F i n a l l y ,  t h e  l a c k  of s i g n i f i c a n t  employment o f  a i r b o r n e  forces by t h e  S o v i e t s  i n  

World War I1 may c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  n e g l e c t  o f  t h i s  c a p a b i l i t y .  I f  so,  t h e n  i t  

r e p r e s e n t s  a classic case o f  drawing t h e  wrong l e s s o n s  from h i s t o r y  as t h i s  

s t u d y  w i l l  a t t e m p t  t o  p o i n t  o u t .  Assuming t h e  S o v i e t s  i n i t i a t e  h o s t i l i t i e s  i n  a 

NATO s c e n a r i o ,  t h e y  w i l l ,  i n  t h e  early s t a g e s  o f  t h e  c o n f l i c t ,  p o s s e s s  a d e g r e e  

of i n i t i a t i v e  f a v o r i n g  t h e i r  u s e  of a i r b o r n e  forces, and S o v i e t  d o c t r i n a l  

l i t e r a tu re  clearly a n t i c i p a t e s  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  employment a t  t h e  t ac t ica l ,  

o p e r a t i o n a l ,  and s t r a t e g i c  levels o f  war. 

T h i s  s t u d y  w i l . 1  examine t h e  S o v i e t  c o n c e p t s  and d o c t r i n e  f o r  t h e  

o p e r a t i o n a l  employment o f  t h e i r  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s .  A s  a p o i n t  of d e p a r t u r e  and as 

a t h e o r e t i c a l  f o u n d a t i o n  f o r  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n s  which w i l l  f o l l o w ,  i t  i s  t h e r e f o r e  

n e c e s s a r y  t o  e s t a b l i s h  a n  understanding/definition o f  t h e  term o p e r a t i o n a l  

emplovment from t h e  S o v i e t  p e r s p e c t i v e .  A d e g r e e  of u n d e r s t a n d i n g  is o b t a i n e d  

by r e f e r r i n g  t o  FM 100-2-1, The Sovi.et  A r m y :  O p e r a t i o n s  and T a c t i c s  which i n  a 

d i s c u s s i o n  of S o v i e t  military a r t  d e f i n e s  t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  l e v e l  o f  combat 

a c t i v i t y  as be longing  t o  t h e  domain o f  f r o n t s  and armies. T h i s  FPI f u r t h e r  

e x p l a i n s  t h a t  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  view an o p e r a t i o n  means a n  a c t i v i t y  i n v o l v i n g  a t  

least a n  army o r  a f r o n t  t a i l o r e d  f o r  t h a t  specif ic  m i s s i o n  (hence  e x e c u t e d  by  

i t s  d i v i s i o n s / a r m i e s ) .  L a s t l y  i t  i s  p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  vi.ew, f i r s t  

L 



echelon divisions pursue tactical objectives while armies achieve operational 

objectives (by use of their second echelon division^).^ This coincides with the 

Soviet linkage between levels of war and depth, with tactical depth being 

defined as enemy divisional rear boundaries and immediate operational depth as 

the enemy corps rear area (the objectives of the first and second echelon 

divisions, respectively, of the lead armie~).~ See Annex A ( 2  pages). 

At this point one might assume (in the absence of a strict definition) that 

the Soviets would define operational employment as the utilization of large 

units (at least division size) against objectives in the enemy's operational 

depth. An additional perspective, however, and one particularly germane to this 

study is found in FM 100-2-2, The Soviet Army: Specialized Warfare and Rear 

Area Support, which states that in the case of airborne units, missions are 

categorized as either strategic, operational, tactical, or special in accordance 

with three criteria: objective depth, objective importance, and the size force 

employed. With regard to operational missions, it is pointed out that while 

fronts and armies control operational airborne missions, they may be conducted 

by units ranging from division down to battalion size, acting in conlunction 

with front or army operations, and expecting linkup within several days.6 It is 

therefore apparent that the Soviets believe the unique capabilities of their 

airborne forces enable them to accomplish missions whose operational 

significance is far greater than would normally be associated with a unit of 

that size (as small as battalion). Using the data presented above, we will 

define Soviet operational employment of airborne units as the utilization of 

battalion and larger size units to facilitate the success of front and army 

offensives through seizure/destruction of objectives within the enemy 

3 




o p e r a t i o n a l  d e p t h  ( t h e  enemy c o r p s  o r  Army Group rear areas) which are v i t a l  t o  

t h e  accomplishment o €  t h e  f r o n t / a r m y  miss ion .  

Having e s t a b l i s h e d  a t h e o r e t i c a l / d o c t r i n a l  p o i n t  o f  d e p a r t u r e ,  t h e  

f o l l o w i n g  p o r t i o n s  o f  t h i s  p a p e r  w i l l  r e v i e w  t h e  pre-World War I1 e v o l u t i o n  of 

S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  d o c t r i n e ,  S o v i e t  World War I1 a i r b o r n e  m i s s i o n s  ( o p e r a t i o n a l  

l e v e l ) ,  and t h e  p o s t  war e v o l u t i o n  of S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  d o c t r i n e  t o  its p r e s e n t  

state. Using t h i s  background material and  a review o f  t h e  current Soviet 

a i r b o r n e  force s t r u c t u r e ,  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  r e s e a r c h  q u e s t i o n  w i l l  be addressed:  

What w i l l  be  t h e  n a t u r e  and s c o p e  o f  Soviet 
a i r b o r n e  force o p e r a t i o n a l  employment i n  a 
f u t u r e  NATO c o n f l i c t ?  

F i n a l l y  conclusions and i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  NATO/U.S. p l a n n e r s  w i l l  be  drawn. 

Due t o  t h e  l i m i t e d  l e n g t h  o f  t h i s  s t u d y ,  o t h e r  S o v i e t  f o r c e s  w i t h  deep b a t t l e  

o p e r a t i o n a l  roles must be o m i t t e d  to  i n c l u d e  S p e t s n a z ,  Air Assault forces, and 

Naval I n f a n t r y .  The o p e r a t i o n s  of s u c h  u n i t s  may, however, be b r i e f l y  covered  

i n  t h o s e  cases where t h e y  would complement or c o o r d i n a t e  w i t h  c o n v e n t i o n a l  

S o v i e t  airborne f o r c e s .  

SECTION 11: THE PRE-WAR BEGINNING 

T h i s  c h a p t e r  w i l l  p r o v i d e  an overv iew of t h e  e v o l u t i o n  o f  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  

d o c t r i n e  from its i n c e p t i o n  t o  t h e  e v e  o f  World War 11, and i n  doing  so w i l l  

d e m o n s t r a t e  t h a t  S o v i e t  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h i s  form o f  warfare h a s  been more 

comprehensive t h a n  is g e n e r a l l y  p e r c e i v e d .  The e v o l u t i o n  o f  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  

d o c t r i n e  must be seen a s  be ing  i n s e p a r a b l y  l i n k e d  w i t h  t h e  e v o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  

modern Soviet deep b a t t l e  c o n c e p t .  Dur ing  t h e  Twenties t h e  concept  of a 

d o c t r i n e  d e d i c a t e d  t o  maneuver as p o s t u l a t e d  by Frunze began d e c i s i v e l y  t o  

i n f l u e n c e  t h e  S o v i e t  m i l i t a r y  e s t a b l i s h m e n t .  The F i e l d  R e g u l a t i o n  of 1929 
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officially established the concept of conducting deep battle through combined 

arms forces, although the technical means (the tank and airplane) were only just 

beginning to materialize in terms of adequate capability (one must remember that 

Soviet theory often precedes technological capability). This vision of deep 

battle would fuel and drive Soviet airborne development all the way to the eve 

of World War 11.I 

One of the leaders in the founding of airborne doctrine was M. N. 


Tukhachevsky whose work was supplemented by that of Generals A. N. Lapchinsky 
. .  
and N. P. Ivanov. By the end of the twenties these individuals and others were 


exploring concepts for the employment of airborne units up to regimental size. 8 


On 2 August 1930 the Soviets conducted their first military airborne exercise in 

Tukhachevsky's Leningrad Military District and this initial experiment was 


rapidly followed by the creation of airborne detachments in other districts as 


well.9 Further impetus was added in 1932 when Tukhachevsky published an article 


investigating the "New Question of War" in which he envisioned both tactical and 


operational roles for airborne units throughout the depth of the enemy defense. 


As a result of his work and the efforts of others, the development of true 

airborne units began with a 1932 order creating an airborne brigade from the 


10
Leningrad Military District airborne detachment. 


On 15 June 1933 "Temporary Instructions on the Combat Use of Aviation 

Landing Units" was published which categorized airborne assaults as either 

operational (regiment or brigade size assault against objectives in the enemy's 

operational depth) or tactical (company or battalion size assaults into the 

defender's tactical depth). Of note is the emphasis this document placed on the 

use of parachute forces in mass to compensate for the limited types of weaponry 

which could be carried." From this point efforts at creating the new force 

5 



proceeded quite rapidly: in 1934 a force of 900 airborne troops were dropped in 

a Belorussian Military District exercise; in 1935 a force of 1800 troops was air 

dropped. followed by 5700 airlanded troops with heavy equipment; and in 1936 a 

’ 2200 man force was air dropped in the Moscow Military District exercises.” (It 

would be another four years before the United States, driven to action by the 


German paratroop successes in Western Europe, would finally form a fifty man 


test platoon.) 


The Field Regulation of 1936 represented the culmination of Soviet pre-war 

doctrinal thought and defined deep battle as: 


....the simultaneous assault on enemy 
defenses by aviation and artillery to the 

depth of the defense, penetration of the 
tactical zone of the defense by attacking 

units with wide use of tank forces, and 
violent development of tactical success 

into operational success with the aim of 

complete encirclement and destruction of 

the enemy. The main role is performed by

the infantry, and in its interests are 

organized the mutual support of all types 

of forces. 


This same regulation also prescribed the deep battle role for airborne 


forces as follows: 

Parachute landing units are the effective 

means...disorganizing the command and rear 
services structure of the enemy. In 

coordination with forces attacking along 

the front, parachute landing units can 

go a long way toward producing a c plete?!3rout of the enemy on a given axis. 

(See Schematic: Use of Airborne Forces, 1936, Annex B) 

Stalin’s purges of the late Thirties resulted in the execution of many of 


the theorists and leaders who pioneered the concept of deep battle through use 


of airborne and mechanized forces (including Tukachevsky). It is significant 


6 




t h a t  t h e  e x p a n s i o n  of t h e  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e  c o n t i n u e d  a t  a r a p i d  rate,  b u t  

s u b s e q u e n t  d o c t r i n a l  p u b l i c a t i o n s  merely r e f l e c t e d  t h e  c o n c e p t s  i n  t h e  

14R e g u l a t i o n  o f  1936. 

Turn ing  t o  a look a t  actual  f o r c e  s t r u c t u r e ,  t h e  l a r g e s t  a i r b o r n e  u n i t  i n  

t h e  S o v i e t  i n v e n t o r y  i n  1940 was t h e  b r i g a d e ,  a 3,000 nian f o r c e  c o n t a i n i n g  

p a r a c h u t e ,  g l i d e r ,  and  a i r l a n d e d  (by t r a n s p o r t  a i r c r a f t )  combat g roups .  By 1941 

a t o t a l  o f  s i x  b r i g a d e s  had been formed b u t  t h e  g l i d e r  and a i r l a n d e d  f o r c e s  were 

e l i m i n a t e d  because  o f  s h o r t a g e s  i n  g l i d e r s  and t r a n s p o r t  a i rcraf t .  In A p r i l  o f  

t h a t  same year t h e  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e  expanded,  c r e a t i n g  f i v e  a i r b o r n e  c o r p s  

c o n t a i n i n g  t h r e e  b r i g a d e s  and 10,000 men e a c h  (Note:  S o v i e t  use of t h e  term 

11corps"  i n  t h i s  i n s t a n c e  e q u a t e s  t o  a d i v i s i o n  s i z e  u n i t . )  Uy t h e  end of  the 

year 1941, a c c o r d i n g  t o  S o v i e t  s o u r c e s ,  t h e r e  were a p p r o x i m a t e l y  200,000 t r a i n e d  

a i r b o r n e  t r o o p s  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  army, and a d d i t i o n a l l y ,  s t a t e  sponsored  c i v i l i a n  

p a r a c h u t e  c l u b s  had produced a huge base of p o t e n t i a l  r e c r u i t s .  15 

On t h e  eve of World War 11, t h e  1940 Red Army r i e l d  R e g u l a t i o n  a d d r e s s e d  

a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s  as f o l l o w s :  

....VDV ( A i r b o r n e  F o r c e s )  are a n  i n s t r u m e n t  
of h i g h e r  command used t o  accompl i sh  t h o s e  
m i s s i o n s  i n  t h e  enemy rear which c a n n o t  b e  
accompl i shed  a t  t h e  g i v e n  moment by  o t h e r  
combat means, b u t  which i f  c a r r i e d  o u t  
might: have a s e r i o u s  effect  on t h e  outcome 
o f  t h e  en t i r e  o p e r a t i o n  o r  batt le.  The VDV 
mus t  be employed u n e x p e c t e d l y  on t h e  enemy 
and i n  l a r g e  numbers. They must be used 
i n d e p e n d e n t l y  and  i n  c o o r d i n a t i o n  w i t h  
g round ,  a i r ,  and  n a v a l  f o r c e s  c a r r y i n g  o u t  
t h e  g i v e n  o p e r a t i o n .  (Note t h e  c o n t i n u e d  
emphasis  on employment i n  mass, f i r s t  s e e n  
i n  t h e  Temporary I n s t r u c t i o n s  o f  1933) 

A d d i t i o n a l l y  t h e  r e g u l a t i o n  o u t l i n e d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  s p e c i f i c  m i s s i o n s :  

1)  D i s r u p t  t h e  enemy rear by  a t t a c k  of h e a d q u a r t e r s .  

7 



2)  D e s t r u c t i o n  oE means o f  command and c o n t r o l .  
3)  I n t e r r u p t  t h e  movement o f  t r o o p s ,  ammunition, and s u p p l i e s .  
4) C a p t u r e / d e s t r o y  a i r f i e l d s .  
5 )  Suppor t  n a v a l  l a n d i n g s  by s e i z u r e  o f  c o a s t a l  areas. 
6 )  R e i n f o r c e  e n c i r c l e d  t r o o p s .  
7 )  R e i n f o r c e  mobile u n i t s  o p e r a t i n g  i n  t h e  enemy's o p f g a t i o n a l  d e p t h .  
8 )  Engage enemy a i r b o r n e  l a n d i n g s  i n  t h e  Soviet rear. 

The Soviets were a b o u t  t o  e n t e r  combat w i t h  t h e  w o r l d ' s  l a r g e s t  a i r b o r n e  

f o r c e  and  a re la t ive ly  s o p h i s t i c a t e d  t h e o r y  o f  employment. The r e s u l t s ,  

however, were t o  p r o v e  somewhat d i s a p p o i n t i n g .  

SECTION 111: WORLD WAR I1 - TRIAL UY FIRE 

I n  a s s e s s i n g  t h e  conduc t  o f  S o v i e t  o p e r a t i o n a l  a i r b o r n e  a c t i o n s  a g a i n s t  t h e  

f o r c e s  o f  Nazi  Germany, i t  s h o u l d  be p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  t h e  S o v i e t s  had a l r e a d y  

made l i m i t e d  use o f  t h e i r  p a r a t r o o p s .  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s  had seen some 

combat i n  t h e  Russo-Japanese c o n f l i c t  of 1939 and  i n  t h e  Russo-Finnish war a s  

wel.:L, b u t  s t r i c t l y  as ground a s s a u l t  f o r c e s .  A true o p e r a t i o n a l  employment viis 

c o n d u c t e d ,  however, d u r i n g  t h e  S o v i e t  o c c u p a t i o n  of Rumanian Bessarabia i n  J u n e  

1940. I n  true o p e r a t i o n a l  f a s h i o n ,  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s  were g i v e n  t h e  m i s s i o n s  of 

c u t t i n g  t h e  l i n e s  of w i t h d r a w a l  f o r  Rumanian f o r c e s  and p r e v e n t i n g  t h e i r  

d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  s u p p l i e s  and p r o p e r t y .  Using e l e m e n t s  o f  t h r e e  a i r b o r n c  

b r i g a d e s ,  t h e  S o v i e t s  used a i r d r o p s  t o  s e i z e  t h e  towns of Bo lg rad ,  Kagul,  and 

Izn!ail. I n  r e a l i t y ,  however,  t h e  o p e r a t i o n s  were v i r t u a l l y  unopposed and bore 

g r e a t e r  r e semblance  t o  pre-war maneuvers t h a n  t o  true combat.  l 7  Meanwhile t h e  

Sov i -c t s  nad t aken  n o t i c e  of t h e  successful German a i r b o r n e  assaul ts  i n  l l o l l and  

and Belgium as e v i d e n c e d  by  the f o l l o w i n g  remark by Genera l  Timoshenko i n  

December 1940: 

....the e x p e r i e n c e  of t h e  World War I1 i n  
t h e  west showed that t h e  h i g h  tempo and 
success of a n  o p e r a t i o n a l  o f f e n s i v e  were 
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s e c u r e d  by massive u s e  of  t a n k s ,  a v i a t i o n ,  
and a r t i l l e r y  i n  c o o p e r a t i o n  w i t h  moto r i zed  
f o r c e s  and a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s .  The 
development of  a t ac t i ca l  p e n e t r a t i o n  i n t o  
a n  o p e r a t i o n a l - s t r a t e g i c  one  was made 
p o s s i b l e  by i n t r o d u c t i o n  of mob i l e  f o r c e s  
i n t o  t h e  p e n e t r a t i o n  and by  o p e r a t i o n s  of 
a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s .  

When war e r u p t e d  between t h e  S o v i e t  Union and  Nazi Germany i n  J u n e  1941, a 

l a r g e  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  t h e  S o v i e t  a i r c r a f t  which would have been d e s t i n e d  t o  

s u p p o r t  l a r g e  scale a i r b o r n e  o p e r a t i o n s  were q u i c k l y  d e s t r o y e d .  Of n e c e s s i t y  

t h e  a i r c r a f t :  t h a t  remained were, a s  il r u l e ,  d e d i c a t e d  t o  tile s u p p o r t  of the [more 

t r a d i t i o n a l  ground combat u n i t s .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  most of  t h e  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  

u n i t s  were q u i c k l y  committed as r e g u l a r  i n f a n t r y  t o  assist i n  h a l t i n g  t h e  Cerriian 

d r i v e  on Moscow.19 The severe l o s s e s  of  t h e s e  h i g h l y  t r a i n e d  f o r c e s  caused  t h e  

S o v i e t s  t o  reassess their r o l e  and d i c t a t e  t h e i r  f u t u r e  employment under  t h e  

d i r e c t i o n  o f  S t a v k a  i n  f i v e  r o l e s :  c o o p e r a t i o n  w i t h  ground f o r c e s  i n  

2e n c i r c l e m e n t  o p e r a t i o n s ;  a t t a c k s  on enemy LOC's, C , and rear areas; s e i z u r e  o f  

key t e r r a i n  i n  t h e  enemy rear ;  c a p t u r e / u e s t r u c t i o n  of a i r f i e l d s ;  and  t o  secure 

river c r o s s i n g s  and n a v a l  l a n d i n g  sites. (These  employment c o n c e p t s  would be, 

a t  times, o v e r r u l e d  by necessity.)2o A d d i t i o n a l l y  t h e  S o v i e t s  q u i c k l y  moved t o  

r e b u i l d  their a i r b o r n e  f o r c e .  by r e c o n s t i t u t i n g  t h e i r  o r i g i n a l  f i v e  a i r b o r n e  

c o r p s  and c r e a t i n g  f i v e  new o n e s ,  t hey  had r a i s e d  a i r b o r n e  s t r e n g t h  t o  200,000 

t r o o p s  by t h e  end of  1941.*' The r ema inde r  of  t h i s  s e c t i o n  w i l l  assess t h e  two 

S o v i e t  World War 11 attempts a t  true o p e r a t i o n a l  use of  their a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s ,  

a t  Vyzama and a t  the Dnepr River, and t h e  impact on S o v i e t  m i l i t a r y  t h o u g h t .  

The f i rs t  t r u e  a t t e m p t  a t  o p e r a t i o n a l  employment was from J a n u a r y  t o  April 

1942 i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  of t h e  c i t y  o f  Vyzania. The o p e r a t i o n a l  m i s s i o n  a s s i g n e d  t o  

t h e  4 t h  A i r b o r n e  Corps was t o  c u t  tile German LOC's between S x o l e n s k  and !loscow 

( t o  ease p r e s s u r e  on Moscow) w h i l e  t h e  t ac t ica l  m i s s i o n s  were t o  be t h e  a m b u s h  
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of convoys,  a t t a c k  of l o g i s t i c a l  u n i t s ,  and p r o v i s i o n  o f  assistance t o  ( o r  

f o r m a t i o n  o f )  p a r t i s a n  u n i t s . 2 2  T h i s  a i r b o r n e  o p e r a t i o n  was t o  fac i l i t a te  a 

l a r g e r  S o v i e t  o p e r a t i o n  i n  which t h e  S o v i e t  32d Army would a t t a c k  westward,  

engag ing  t h e  4 t h  P a n z e r  Army and  o t h e r  German e l e m e n t s  i n  t h e  Vyzama area,  w h i c h  

would t h e n  be s t r u c k  by a second  S o v i e t  a rn ;y  a t t a c k i n g  from t h e  s o u t h e a s t .  The  

a i r h e a d  h e l d  by  t h e  a i r b o r n e  t r o o p s  would b e  r e i n f o r c e d  b y  a i r l a n d  o p e r a t i o n s  

and d i v e r t  a t t e n t i o n  from t h e  main a t t a c k . 2 3  S e e  Annex C,  map. 

'The ; i i r b o r n e  o p e r a t i o n  cuminericed on t h e  n.i.gtit o f  3-4 J a n u a r y  1942 wlicn a 

b a t t a l i o n  dropped a t  Myatlevo t o  seize t h e  a i r s t r i p .  Poor wea the r  and p r e s s u r e  

by  the Germans, however,  p r e v e n t e d  a i r l a n d  o p e r a t i o n s  on 5 January, and  on 6 

J a n u a r y  t h e  S o v i e t s  were f o r c e d  t o  c a n c e l  t h i s  p a r t  o f  the o p e r a t i o n  because t h e  

a i r c r a f t  being h e l d  on s t a n d b y  hacl t o  b e  comniitted e l s e w h e r e .  The p a r a t r o o p s  a t  

Myatlevo f o u g h t  a two week g u e r r i l l a  a c t i o n  and t h e n  e x f i l t r a t e d .  On 17-18 

J a n u a r y  two b a t t a l i o n s  dropped a t  Lugi ( s o u t h  of Vyazrna). Landing unopposed 

t h e y  c l e a r e d  t h e  a i r s t r i p  and  a i r l a n d e d  suppl ies / re inforceinents  f o r  f i v e  n i g h t s .  

On 27 Janua ry  a f t e r  c o n t a c t  had been made w i t h  l e a d  el.cments of tile 33d Army,  

t h e  S o v i e t s  committed a major  p o r t i o n  of t h e  4 t h  Ai rborne  Corps.  U n f o r t u n a t e l y  

a i r c r a f t  r e s o u r c e s  p e r m i t t e d  droTpink; o n l y  one  b a t t a l i o n  a t  a time. Poor 

a c c u r a c y  c a u s e d  u n i t s  t o  miss t h e i r  DZ's by a s  much as t e n  miles and l a r g e  

amounts oi' equipment  were l o s t .  German r e a c t i o n  i n c r e a s e d  a g a i n s t  t h e  a i rs t r ips  

h e l d  b y  t h e  S o v i e t s  and  by  1 F e b r u a r y ,  German Mobi.le Groups had 1.ocated and 

u e s t r o y e d  o r  f ragmented irioat S o v i e t  p o c k e t s .  When the 33d r\riny a t t a c k e d  on 3 

I:ebruary,  i t  was c a u g h t  between e l e m e n t s  o f  two German armies whose a t t e n t i o n  

t h e  a i r b o r n e  o p e r a t i o n s  had f a i l e d  t o  d i v e r t .  On 23 F e b r u a r y  t h e  S o v i e t s  

dropped and a i r l a n d e d  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  7 , 0 0 0  men and s u p p l i e s .  Although f r agmen ted  

there  were by German estimates 15,000 t o  20,c)OO S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  t r o o p s  in t h e  
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Vyazma area by t h i s  time, r e i n f o r c e d  b y  G e n e r a l  B e l o v ' s  1st Guards Cavalry Corps  

of 15,CiOO mounted i n f a n t r y .  U y  7 Plarch t h e  Germans were f o r c e d  t o  conunit a n  

a d d i t i o n a l  Corps  t o  t h i s  rear ba t t le  which proved s u f f i c i e n t .  On 25 March t h e  

f i n a l  e f f o r t  a g a i n s t  t h e  33d Army was l aunched  by  the Germans and  t h e  a i r D o r n e  

and cavalry e l e m e n t s  were hun ted  down and  d e s t r o y e d  ( w i t h  some u n i t s  hol.din, 0 o u t  

u n t i l  J u n e ) .  24 

I n  r e t r o s p e c t  t h e  Vyazna o p e r a t i o n  may ,  a t  t h e  b r o a d e s t  l eve l ,  b e  viewed a s  

a n  i m a g i n a t i v e  a t t e m p t  a t  deep  o p e r a t i o n s  and o p e r a t i o n a l  employment bu t  one  

which was p o o r l y  e x e c u t e d .  C o o r d i n a t i o n  between t h e  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e  and  main 

l i n k  up f o r c e  was poor .  (The S o v i e t  ground f o r c e s  moved so s low i n  t h i s  r e g a r d  

t h a t  t h e  Germans were c o n f u s e d  as t o  t h e  actual a i r b o r n e  m i s s i o n . )  A v i a t i o n  

s u p p o r t  was i n s u f f i c i e n t  and n a v i g a t i o n / d e l i v e r y  t e c h n i q u e s  were 2oor. 

L o g i s t i c a l  s u p p o r t  was i n a d e q u a t e  and t h e  p a r a t r o o p e r s  l a c k e d  t h e  heavy weapons 

and  m o b i l i t y  t o  d e a l  w i t h  t h e  Lernian n!obile g r o u p s .  P r i o r  r e c o n n a i s s a n c e  f a i l e d  

a d e q u a t e l y  t o  assess enemy s t r e n g t h ,  and  f i n a l l y  communications were i n a d e q u a t e  

25f o r  e i t h e r  assembly o r  c o o r d i n a t i o n .  

r 'ollowirig t h e  f a i l u r e  a t  Vyaznia, S t a v k a  i n  t h e  summer o f  1Y42 c o n v e r t e d  a l l  

t e n  a i r b o r n e  c o r p s  t o  a u a r d s  r i f l e  d i v i s i o n s  arid deployed t i iem s o u t h  as p a r t  of 

t h e  s t r a t e g i c  reserve a g a i n s t  t h e  German o f f e n s i v e  which would c u l m i n a t e  a t  

S t a l i n g r a d .  R e a l i z i n g  a n e e d ,  however,  fo r  an a i r b o r n e  c a p a b i l i t y ,  S t a v k a  

c r e a t e d  e i g h t  new a i r b o r n e  c o r p s  i n  t h e  f a l l  of 1942 arid f u r t h e r  c o n v e r t e d  them 

t o  g u a r d s  a i r b o r n e  d i v i s i o n s  i n  Dececlber of  tha t  year. between r \ p r i l  arid riay 

1943 S t a v k a  a l s o  Formed twen ty  a i r b o r n e  b r i g a d e s .  By September 1943 most had 

been formed i n t o  s i x  a d d i t i o n a l  g u a r d s  a i r b o r n e  d i v i s i o n s ,  b u t  il few i n a e p e n d r n t  

b r i g a d e s  were r e t a i n e d  and  d e s t i n e d  t o  t a k e  p a r t  i n  t h e  S o v i e t ' s  second attempt: 

a t  o p e r a t i o n a l  a i r b o r n e  employment -- a t  t h e  Dnepr Loop. 26 
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I n  t h e  autumn o f  1943, f o l l o w i n g  t h e  reverses a t  S t a l i n g r a d  and Kursk t h e  

German f o r c e s  (Army Groups C e n t e r  and S o u t h )  were wi thd rawing  under  p r e s s u r e  t o  

a d e f e n s i v e  l i n e  on t h e  Dnepr R i v e r  ( t h i s  move was approved  by Hitler on 15 

Sep tember ) .  The S o v i e t s ,  d e s i r i n g  t o  p r e v e n t  t h e  Germans from c o n s o l i d a t i n g  

t h e i r  d e f e n s e s ,  e l e c t e d  t o  employ a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s  t o  seize a b r idgehead  on t h e  

west bank which c o u l d  d i s r u p t  German c r o s s i n g  c t ' f o r t s  and permit pursui i ig  S o v i e t  

u n i t s  t o  c r o s s  f rom t h e  march. The area chosen  was the Dnepr Loop ( s o  named f o r  

t h e  r iver 's  s h a p e  a t  t h i s  p o i n t )  where t h e  S o v i e t s  f e l t  s t r o n g  p a r t i s a n  i 'orccs  

would be  o f  a s s i s t a n c e . "  The S o v i e t  p l a n ,  set  f o r  t h e  n i g h t  o f  23-24 September 

1943,  i n t e n d e d  t o  eniploy t h e  lst, 3 d ,  and  5th a i r D o r n e  l j r i y a u e s  t o  s e c u r e  a 

b r idgehead  which would t h e n  be  expanded and f o r t i f i e d  t o  seal o f f  a s e c t o r  of' 

thc r i v m - Lroni Kanev t o  Trakl i tomirov.  l n i t i a l  p l a n n i n g  t o r  the o p e r a t i o n  had 

been q u i t e  d e t a i l e d  w i t h  p r o v i s i o n  made f o r  a e r i a l  r e c o n  of t h e  t a r g e t  area, 

Domuer at tacks on enemy p o s i t i o n s ,  and close a i r  s u p p o r t  f o r  tile a c t u a l  

o p e r a t i o n .  On 21-22 September small S o v i e t  i n f a n t r y  u n i t s  g a i n e d  weak 

lodgcnients  on t n e  west ibank. The a i r b o r n e  p l a n  which would h a v e  p r o t e c t e d  and 

s t r e n g t h e n e d  t h e s e  b r i d g e h e a d s  became unhinged however when bad wea the r  and 

breakdowns i n  t r o o p  movemciit t o  the a i r f i e l d s  ; ) r even ted  i l roper  s t a g i n g  of a11 

t h r e e  b r i g a d e s .  As a r e s u l t  N a r s h a l  V a t u t i n  o r d e r e d  t h e  d r o p  be made on t h e  

n i g h t  of 24-25 September w i t h  o n l y  t h e  two b r i g a d e s  availaule (3d arid 5 t h )  

i n s t e a d  o f  t h e  o r i g i n a l  t h r e e .  S e e  Annex D ,  map. Concomi t t an t  c h a n g e s  i n  

o b j e c t i v e  areas t o t a l l y  d e s t r o y e d  t h e  p r e v i o u s  p l a n n i n g  e f f o r t  and l e f t  

h a d e q u a t e  time f o r  u n i t  c o o r d i n a t i o n .  O f  even g r e a t e r  consequence was t h e  f ac t  

t h a t  bad weather had p r e v e n t e d  a d e q u a t e  aer ia l  r e c o n n a i s s a n c e .  While the S o v i e t  

commanders assumed t h e  German f o r c e s  i n  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  area t o  b e  weak, i n  f ac t  

the 2 4 t h  Panze r  Corps ( 5 7  li), 34  10, 112 I D ,  10 X o t o r i z e d  O i v i s i o n )  had c r o s s e d  
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i n t o  t h e  area, and t h e  1 9 t h  Panzer  D i v i s i o n  was moving from Kiev  t o  r e i n f o r c e  

t h e  bnepr  Loop area. On t h e  n i g h t  o f  t h e  d r o p  t h e  5 7 t h  and 1 I Z L h  D i v i s i o n s  were 

i n  d e f e n s i v e  p o s i t i o n s  and t h e  1 9 t h .  3 4 t h ,  and 1 0 t h  e n r o u t e  -- on a x e s  through 

28t h e  two b r i g a d e s '  d r o p  zones .  

Pieanwhile a t  t h e  d e p a r t u r e  a i r f i e l d s  poor p l a n n i n g  and c o o r d i n a t i o n  had 

c o m p l e t e l y  d i s r u p t e d  a i r c r a f t  l o a d  plans,  and i n a d e q u a t e  f u e l i n g  capDi.Lity 

caused  aircraft  t o  t a k e  o f f  i n  improper  sequence .  A s  i n  t h e  Vyaznia o p e r a t i o n ,  

d r o p  accuracy %ase x t r e m e l y  poor .  Some 4575 nen of tiie 3d arid 5 t h  Urigailos w i t h  

o n l y  l i g h t  weapons were s c a t t e r e d  throughout  t h e  Dnepr Loop area and were 

engaged by heavy German ground f i r e .  Larye numbers of p a r a t r o o p e r s  l a n d e d  

v i r t u a l l y  on t o p  o f  t h e  1 9 t h  Panzer  D i v i s i o n .  Communication d i f f i c u l t i e s  

compoutided a s sembly  attempts arid i n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  days  Gerimii mobi le  detachiiients 

c o n t i n u e d  t o  hunt  down groups  of  p a r a t r o o p e r s .  Throughout October  and November 

t h e  l a r g e r  groups  o f f e r e d  r e s i s t a n c e  b u t  as o r g a n i z e d  b r i g a d e s  t h e  u n i t s  (and 

29t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  p l a n )  were d e s t r o y e d  on t h e  n i g h t  of t h e  d r o p .  

Like  t h e  Vyazma o p e r a t i o n ,  t h e  Dnepr Loop m i s s i o n  was a kood o p e r a t i o n a l  

p l a n  from t h e  d o c t r i n a l  v i e w p o i n t .  As w i t h  t h e  Vyazma o p e r a t i o n ,  i t  was plagued 

oy i i i s u f f i c i e n t  a i r c r a f t  (and poor employment o f  thein), poor de l ive ry  tecliiij.ciue, 

i n a d e q u a t e  reconnaissance/intelligence, poor communicat ions,  l a c k  of heavy 

weapons, and poor c o o r d i n a t i o n  w i t h  ground f o r c e s .  The picture  of a .good 

i n t e n t ,  handicapped b y  poor s t a f f  p l a n n i n g  and e x e c u t i o n  is echoed i n  a p o s t  war 

c r i t i q u e  o f  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  o p e r a t i o n s ,  writ ten by Gerriian general  of i icers f o r  

t h e  U.S. Army (1952): 

From t h e  s t r a t e g i c  v iewpoin t  i t  may be s a i d  
t h a t  w h i l e  t h e  background of t h e  p a r a c h u t e  
o p e r a t i o n  was o b v i o u s l y  planned t o  p r o v i d e  
c o o p e r a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  Russian t r o o p s  
p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  a t t a c k  a c r o s s  t h e  
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h i e p e r ,  tne Russ i an  command l a c k e d  t h e  
necessary s e u s i i i d  f o r  the t i i n i i i ~ ,  tile area,  
and t h e  €eas ib i l i t y ,  a s  well a s  a correct 
e v a l u a t i o n  of the Ger,iian f o r c e s  i r i  the 
o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  j o i n t  o p e r a t i o n .  The 
whole a c t i o n  carr ies  t h e  stamp of  
d i l e t t a n t i s m .  Fundamental ly  t h e  r e a s o n i n g  
was sound,  bu t  a p p a r e n t l y  a n  e x p e r t  was 
l a c k i n g  t o  implement t h e  p l a n s .  

The30o p e r a t i o n  was a c c o r d i n g l y  a f a i l u r e .  

l h e  h e p r  o p e r a t i o n  was t h e  las t  S o v i e t  a t t e m p t  a t  o p e r a t i o n a l  einploynient. 

In l a t e  sumiiier 1944 S t a v k a  formed t h r e e  a i r b o r n e  c o r p s  ( t rue  c o r p s  o f  t h r e e  

d i v i s i o n s  each) and t h e n  coiiibined them i n t o  an a i r b o r n e  army. As was o t t e n  che 

case i n  t h e  p a s t ,  however,  i t  was soon c o n v e r t e d  t o  il g u a r d s  army and  g u a r d s  

r i f l e  d i v i s i o n s . 3 1  (Note:  I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  a l l  of t h e  p r e v i o u s l y  named factors  

w h i c h  c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  two o p e r a t i o n a l  I y a i l u r e s ,  thc c o n s t a n t  i n s t a b i l i t y  

c a u s e d  by  c o n v e r t i n g  t r a i n e d  a i r b o r n e  u n i t s  t o  ground f o r c e s  and t h e n  r a i s i n g  

new a i r b o r n e  f o r ~ ~ i a t i o n s  be a g e a t  c o n t r i b u t o r  t o  incoGpeLence i n  must s een  as 

o p e r a t i o n a l  p l a n n i n g  and e x e c u t i o n .  T h i s  problem was f u r t h e r  m a g n i f i e d  uy t h e  

f a c t  t h a t  ttie pre-war p u r g e s  had e l i m i n a t e d  many of tile o t f i c e r s  w i t h  the 

competence and  v i s i o n  t o  p l a n  o p e r a t i o n a l  a i r b o r n e  m i s s i o n s . )  !if ter the Dnepr 

o p e r a t i o n ,  b o v i e t  airborne u n i t s  would o n l y  b e  employed i n  l i m i t e d ,  t a c t i c a l  

o p e r a t i o n s .  

I n  s p i t e  o f  poor o p e r a t i o n a l  e f f o r t s  S o v i e t  t h i n k e r s  c o n t i n u e d  t o  m a i n t a i n  

a v i s i o n  of  o p e r a t i o n a l  a i r b o r n e  employment i n  deep  b a t t l e  r o l e s .  'The new C i e l d  

R e g u l a t i o n  of 1944 was remarkab Ly c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  pre-war r e g u l a t i o n s  s t a t i n g :  

A i r b o r n e  t r o o p s  are iiieaiis a t  t h e  d i s p o s a l  
o f  t h e  High Command. 'l'hey are 
c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by a h i g h  d e g r e e  t o  m o b i l i t y ,  
power fu l  a u t o m a t i c  armament,  a b i l i t y  t o  
a p p e a r  q u i c k l y  arid s u d d e n l y  and  t o  conduc t  
bat t le  i n  t h e  rear o f  t h e  enemy. 

'I'lie r e g u l a t i o n  d e t a i l e d  Lhe f o l l o w i n g  a i r b o r n e  i i i iss ions:  
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* 	 C o o p e r a t e  behind enemy l i nes  with ground
t r o o p s ,  j o i n t l y  wi.th p a r t i s a n  d e t a c h m e n t s ,  
t o  e n c i r c l e  and u t t e r l y  d e f e a t  t h e  enemy 
and  t o  combat a p p r o a c h i n g  enemy reserves. 

' S e i z e  i m p o r t a n t  enemy rear l ines  ( b o u n d a r i e s )  
and  c r o s s i n g s  tliat p r o t e c t  enemy troops. 

S e i z e  and  d e s t r o y  enemy a i r  b a s e s .  

* 	 Break up enemy rear command and  c o n t r o l  

establishrnent s . 


' P r o t e c t  s e a b o r n e  t5yop  l a n d i n g s  by  s e i z i n g  
c o a s t a l  r e g i o n s .  

While o p e r a t i o n a l  success had e l u d e d  t h e  S o v i e t s ,  t h e y  were t o  e n t e r  the 

p o s t  war p e r i o d  r e t a i n i n g  a f i r m  conir,itment t o  the a i r b o r n e  c o n c e p t .  i l l  t h a t  

new era, f o r c e  s t a b i l i t y  and t h e  i m p a c t  o f  t e c h n o l o g y  would eliminate many o f  

t h e  S o v i e t  wartime s h o r t f a l l s .  

SECTION I V :  POST WAR EKA 

In t h e  p e r i o d  immedia t e ly  a f t e r  lu'orld idar 11, t h e  b o v i e t s  r e t a i n e d  a 

s i g n i f i c a n t  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e ,  c r e a t i n g  new a i r b o r n e  d i v i s i o n s  from g u a r d s  r i f l e  

d i v i s i o n s  a n d  c o n s o l i d a t i n g  i n d e p e n d e n t  a i r b o r n e  b r i g a d e s  i n t o  d i v i s i o n s .  

During t h e  early p o s t  war years, t h i s  f o r c e  t o t a l e d  as many as ten  d i v i s i o n s  and 

c o n t a i n e d  a m i x t u r e  o f  bo th  p a r a c h u t e  and  g l i u e r  t r o o p s .  'Two f a c t o r s ,  nowever,  

p r e v e n t e d  t h e  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s  from a t t a i n i n g  a p r imary  s t a t u s  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  

f o r c e  s t r u c t u r e .  The f i r s t  was S t a l i n ' s  p e r s o n a l  lac^ of c o n f i d e n c e  i n  a i r b o r n e  

o p e r a t i o n s  because of  t h e  World War I1 o p e r a t i o n a l  f a i l u r e s .  'The s e c o n d ,  and 

imore s e r i o u s  i n  t h e  l o n g  term, was t h e  l a c k  of t ec l i i i o log ica l  asse ts ,  

s p e c i f i c a l l y  i n a d e q u a t e  l i f t  a i r c r a f t ,  i n s u f f i c i e n t  heavy weapons, and  l i m i t e d  

ground m o b i l i t y .  33 
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Sovie t  f r o n t  o r g a n i z a t i o n  a t  t h i s  time c o n t a i n e d  a f i r s t  e c h e l o n  of 

cornoineti ari:is srniies, a ]mobile g r o u p ,  a second  e c h e l o n ,  f r o i i t a l  a v i a t i o n ,  and 

one t o  two airborne d i v i s i o n s .  The c o n c e p t  f o r  o p e r a t i o n a l  a i r b o r n e  employment 

e n v i s i o n e d  deep  o p e r a t i o n s  ( u p  t o  loti k i n )  i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  a t  least a 

combined arms army, t o  e x p l o i t  t h e  s u c c e s s  of t h e  i n i t i a l  b r e a k t h r o u g h .  Due t o  

t h e  l i g h t  iiniiiobile n a t u r e  of t h e  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s ,  r a i s s i o n s  c o w i s t e d  o f  s e i z i n g  

and h o l d i n g  o b j e c t i v e s  u n t i l  l i n k u p ,  w i t h  no maneuver be ing  e n v i s i o n e d .  

i'draniount was s e i z u r e  oi wakr c r o s s i n g s  on tile main t x i s ;  o t i x r  r ; i s s iuns  were 

Lo seize object ives  which would a i d  i n  e n c i r c l e m e n t ,  and t h e  b l o c k i n g  of  eneny 

withdrawal.  o r  r e i n k o r c e m e n t .  While t h e  c l o s i n g  S t a l i n  years saw t h e  airborne 

f o r c e s  g a i n  l i m i t e d  b e n e f i t s  from improved AT guns ,  m o r t a r s ,  r e c o i l l e s s  r i f l e s ,  

and  some l i g h t  v e h i c l e s ,  t h e y  were still. handicappad b y  l a c k  of mob i i . i t y ,  a r m o r ,  

and heavy cal iber  a r t i l l e ry  t h e r e b y  making early l ink-up a n e c e s s i t y  and  

34p e r p e t u a t i n g  their secondary  ro le .  

'The second  pos t  war p e r i o d  o f  S o v i e t  airborne e v o l u t i o n  may be  c a t e g o r i z e d  

a s  t ha t  p e r i o d  when n u c l e a r  war E ig l i t i ng  dominated S o v i e t  Lnouynt,  and e x t e n d e d  

r o u g h l y  from t h e  time of  S t a l i n ' s  d e a t h  (1953) u n t i l  t h e  end o f  t h e  S i x t i e s  when 

t h e  S o v i e t  pendulum swung back toward c o n v e n t i o n a l  war c o n c e p t s .  iieginnin,: w i t h  

t h e  p remise  t h a t  a f u t u r e  war would b e g i n  w i t h  a n u c l e a r  exchange,  S o v i e t  

p l a n n e r s  p e r c e i v e d  a need f o r  sn~a.Ller,more r o b i l e  f o r c e s  t o  e x p l o i t  t h e  e f f e c t s  

o f  n u c l e a r  weapons. With r e g a r d  t o  t h e  ground forces ,  t h e s e  changes  began i n  

t h e  ymrs 1954-55 when t h e  t a n k  army and  oiotor ized r i f l e  d i v i s i o n  began t o  

r e p l a c e  t h e  more cumbersome mechanized army, mechanized d i v i s i o n ,  and  r i f l e  

d i v i s i o n  i ' o r ru t io r i s .  C o n c u r r e n t  w i t h  t h i s  s t r e a m l i n i n g  was a n  a c c e l e r a t i o n  of  

t e c h n o l o g i c a l  weapons developwent  r e s u l t i n g  i n  new g e n e r a t i o n s  of t a n k s  (T-55, 

1'-02), a r t i l l e r y ,  ADA weapons, and v e h i c l e s .  S i n u l t a n e o u s l y  sovie t  t h e o r i s t s  
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began t o  t a i l o r  o p e r a t i o n a l .  a i r b o r n e  employment c o n c e p t s  t o  t h i s  new v i s i o n  of 

war. Xost  i n : g o r t a n t l y ,  t h e  S o v i e t s  p e r c e i v e d  a i n  t h e  tinte between t h e  

e x e c u t i o n  o f  a n u c l e a r  s t r i k e  and t h e  time when ground u n i t s  c o u l d  reach t h e  

target a r e n .  'The s o l u t i o n  e n v i s i o n e d  was t h e  r a p i d  i n s e r t i o n  o f  a i r i i o r n e  f o r c e s  

e i t h e r  t o  s e i z e  and hold  o b j e c t i v e s  or q u i c k l y  t o  d e s t r o y  enemy f o r c e s  remain ing  

i n  t h e  t a r g e t  area.35 ( S o v i e t  d o c t r i n e  e n v i s i o n e d  t h e  i n s e r t i o n  of a i r b o r n e  

f o r c e s  a s  q u i c k l y  as w i t h i n  f i f t e e n  m i n u t e s  of d e t o n a t i o n  time.)36 A d d i t i o n a l l y  

t r a d i t i o n a l  ntissiorts of s e i z i n g  water c r o s s i n g s ,  chokepoi .n t s ,  a n d  o t h e r  k e y  

terrain were r e t a i n e d .  The c a p a b i l i t y  t o  e x e c u t e  t h e s e  new m i s s i o n s  was g r e a t l y  

enhanced by r a p i d  t e c h n o l o y i c n l  iniprovements i n  t h e  d i r b o r n e  f o r c e  s t r u c t u r e  

which i n c l u d e d  new t r a n s p o r t  a i r c r a f t  ( A N 4  i n  1956, AN-12 i n  1961, 1214-22 i n  

1 9 6 5 ) ,  assault  g u n s  (ASU-57 i n  1957 and ASU-35 i n  1962) ,  3RL.h's, %U-23 A>. C u r i s ,  

improved a r t i l l e r y ,  and new t r u c k s  and l i g h t  vehicles .  S i g n i f i c a n t l y  S o v i e t  

e x p e r i m e n t a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  h e l i c o p t e r  began d u r i n d  this p e r i o d .  F i n a l l y ,  as  this 

p e r i o d  c l o s e d ,  i t  was clear t h a t  S o v i e t  t h o u g h t  r e g a r d i n g  o p e r a t i o n a l  a i r b o r n e  

employi:,ent was t r n n s i t i o n i n a  from passive, s t a t i c  n i i ss ions  t o  c o n c e p t s  based on 

iwneuver .  - ,x r i t i n g  i n  Mili tary Thought i.n 1966, C o l o n e l s  I .  I .  Antlrukhov and V .  

u i i l a t n i k o v  s t a t e d :  

An a i r b o r n e  f o r c e  t r a n s p o r t e d  t o  t h e  deep  
rear of t h e  enemy m u s t  ue able  t o  conduct  
t i i i l i t a r y  o p e r a t i o n s  w i t h o u t  c o u n t i n g  on 
l i n k i n g  u p  w i t h  t h e  ground Lroops. The 
f o r c e  i t s e l f  o r  i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  o t h e r  
s u c h  . landin& i o r c e s  w i . L i  c o n s t i t u t e  ii 
unique  o p e r a t i o n a l  group and w i l l  carry o u t  
a l l  the m i s s i o n s  p r e v i o u s l y  ass ig i ied  t o  i t  
o r  which a r i s e  i n  t h e  c o u r s e  of military 
o p e r a t i o n s .  To do t h i s ,  t h e  t r o o p s  which 
c o n s t i t u t e  t h e  f o r c e  need t h e  same 
q u a l i t i e s  which are  i n h e r e n t  i n  t h e  t r o o @ s  
a t t a c k i n g  from t h e  f r o n t :  a h i g h  d e g r e e  of 
n i a n e u v e r a b i l i t y  anu t n e  p o s s e s s i o n  of a11 
t y p e s  of weapons, equipment ,  and material. 
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means n e c e s s a r y  t o  conduc t  long-range 
m i l i t a r y  o l J e r a t i o n s  bo th  i n  c o n d i t i o n s  of 
t h e  use o f  n u c l e a r  means by bo th  s i d e s  and  
w i t h o u t  sucli c o n d i t i o n s .  O n l y  i n  t h i s  way 
w i l l  t h e  d r o p p i n g  and  l a n d i n g  of l a r g e  
numbers of  a i r o o r n e  t r o o p s  be o f  
s i g n i f i c a n c e .  I t  w i l l  j u s t i f y  t h e  
e x p e n d i t u r e  of t h e  v a s t  aiiiount of f o r c e s  
and  means w c h  are needed t o  e n s u r e  93l a n d i n g . .  . . 

Tile i n c r e a s e d  S o v i e t  emphas i s  on and d e d i c a t i o n  t o  t h e  u s e  o f  a i r b o r n e  

f o r c e s  d u r i n g  t h e  l a t e  S i x t i c s  is pernaps lbest i i l l u s t r a r e d  i n  t he  190d uook, 

Voennaya S t r a t e g i y a  ( h i l i t a r y  S t r a t e n v l  by Marshal Sokolovsky which s t a t e d :  

l j u r ing  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  ( t h e  o f f e n s i v e ) ,  wide 
use w i l l  be  made o f  tactical  and 
o p e r a t i o n a l  a i r o o r n e  l a n d i n g s .  These  w i l l  
h a v e  t h e  t a s k  of  s o l v i n g  p r o b l e m  of t h e  
most ell 'ective u s e  o f  t h e  resul ts  a t t a i n e d  
by massing n u c l e a r  s t r i k e s . .  . ( s u c h  a s )  
c a p t u r e  o f  the r e g i o n s  were n u c l e a r  weaimis 
a re  l o c a t e d ,  i m p o r t a n t  o b j e c t i v e s ,  river 
c r o s s i . n & s ,  b r i d g e h e a d s ,  r~ ,oun ta in  p a s s e s ,  
d e f i l e s  and t h e  a n n i h i l a t i o n  of s t r a t e g i c  
o b j e c t i v e s  which c a n n o t  be p u t  o u t  of  
commission i n  any  o t h e r  way.  I - i e l i c o p t e r s  
w i i l  be  used a s  tile main n a a n s  of  droppirig 
t ac t i ca l  a i r b o r n e  t r o o p s .  T r a n s p o r t  planes 
c a n  fit! u s e d  f o r  o p e r a t i o n a l  1and.ings. l'o 
a s s u r e  the l a n d i n g  of a l a r g e  a i r d r o p  a t  a 
g r e a t  d e p t h ,  the eiien,y a i r  der.ense ii iust  b e  
n e u t r a l i z e d  by  ECM ( e l e c t r o n i c  
coui i ternieasures  a i r  o p e r a t i o n s ,  arid 
r o c k e t  s t r i k e s .  

by t h e  end o f  t h e  S i x t i e s  S o v i e t  p l a n n e r s  had begun t o  r e c o n s i d e r  tt1ei.r 

si.n$e o p t i o n  ( n u c l e a r )  c o n c e p t  o f  war f i g h t i n g  and t h e  S e v e r i t i e s  uw a r e t u r n  

t o  c o n c e p t s  o f  c o n v e n t i o n a l  war ( w i t h  a n u c l e a r  o p t i o n ) .  While p r e v i o u s l y  

b o v i e t  ground f o r c e s  tiad been  l i g h t e n e d  t o  i J e r n i i  t t h e  rap.id e x p l o i  tati .ori  of 

n u c l e a r  s t r i k e s ,  t h e  new emphas i s  on c o n v e n t i o n a l  war produced a s u r g e  i n  

t e c h n o l o g y  as new equipinent wa5 f i e l d e d  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n a l  coiiil~at 

power f o r  f r o n t  o p e r a t i o n s .  Xew g e n e r a t i o n s  of t a n k s ,  a r t i l l e r y ,  



r o c k e t s / m i s s i l e s ,  and a t r u e  i n f a n t r y  f i g h t i n g  vehicle ( t h e  3MP) appea red .  W i t h  

r e g a r d  t o  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s ,  t h e  a p p e a r a n c e  o f  t h e  IL-76 t r a n s p o r t  i r i  1974 

s i g n i f i c a n t l y  i n c r e a s e d  S o v i e t  l i f t  c a p a b i l i t y . 3 9  Even more i m p o r t a n t  was t h e  

a p p e a r a n c e  o f  t h e  IjiN a i r b o r n e  anipliibious i n f a n t r y  combat v e h i c l e  (AiZiCV). W i t h  

i t s  i n t r o d u c t i o n  i n  1973  a i r b o r n e  u n i t s  a t  last  a t t a i n e d  t h e  m o b i l i t y  and 

f i r e p o w e r  t o  conduc t  true maneuver w a r f a r e  on t h e  sanie scale as niotor ized r i f l e  

o r  l i g h t  armored f o r c e s . 4 0  During t h i s  same p e r i o d  t h e  S o v i e t s  began t o  look 

e x t e n s i v e l y  a t  t h e  a d v a n t a g e s  o f  h e l i c o p t e r  i n s e r t e d  f o r c e s ,  r e c o g n i z i n g  t h a t  

t h i s  means o f  i n s e r t i o n  had several i n h e r e n t  t ac t ica l  a d v a n t a g e s  compared t o  

a i r d r o p  i n s e r t i o n  and t h a t  i t  p e r m i t t e d  t h e  u s e  of  n o n - s p e c i a l i z e d  t r o o p s  

( m o t o r i z e d  r i f l e  p e r s o n n e l )  f o r  some m i s s i o n s  ( p r i m a r i l y  tact ical) .  

A d d i t i o n a l l y  s p e c i a l i z e d  a i r  a s s a u l t  b r i g a d e s  w i t h  bo th  t a c t i c a l  and o p e r a t i o n a l  

p o t e n t i a l  were c r e a t e d  as f r o n t  level  assets.41 These new a i r  a s s a u l t  c o n c e p t s  

p e r m i t t e d  h e l i c o p t e r  f o r c e s  t o  assume some m i s s i o n s  t h a t  were p r e v i o u s l y  t h e  

domain o f  a i r b o r n e  ( p a r a c h u t e )  f o r c e s .  It was t h e  impac t  o f  new t e c h n o l o g y  and 

t h e  "compe t i t i on"  of h e l i c o p t e r  f o r c e s  which shaped c u r r e n t  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  

d o c t r i n e .  (Note:  Although some works u s e  the term " a i r b o r n e "  in r e f e r r i n g  t o  

b o t h  n e i i c o p t e r  and  p a r a c h u t e  i n s e r t e d  f o r c e s ,  t h i s  pape r  USDS i t  p u r e l y  i n  the 

s e n s e  o f  p a r a c h u t e  u n i t s  -- t h o s e  u n i t s  c o m p r i s i n g  t h e  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  d i v i s i o n s  

aria on whose o p e r a t i o n a l  eii:ployriient this I)aper is f o c u s e d .  ) 

Today S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s  are o r g a n i z e d  as an i ndependen t  arm o f  service 

and  are c u r r e n t l y  s u b o r d i n a t e  t o  tile LYlinister o f  Uefense (unde r  wartime 

c o n d i t i o n s  t h e y  w i l l  f a l l  under  d i r e c t  c o n t r o l  o f  STAVKA). S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  

d i v i s i o n s  are k e p t  a t  f u l l  s t r e n g t h  w i t h  t h e  h i g h e s t  q u a l i t y  t r o o p s ,  anU are 

r e p o r t e d  t o  have p r i o r i t y  o v e r  even t h e  s t r a t e g i c  r o c k e t  and  submar ine  f o r c e s  i n  
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se lec t ion  of  recruits. An i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e i r  p r e s t i g e  i s  t h e  fact t h a t  t h e  

conunmder o f  S o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s  Iio.Lds t h e  rank o f  g e n e r a l  o f  t h e  army, t h e  

same as  t h e  commander i n  c h i e f  of l a n d  f o r c e s .  I t  is a l s o  r e p o r t e d  t h a t  t h e  

b o v i e t s  a re  c o n s i d e r i n g  t r a n s f o r m i n g  t h e i r  a i r u o r n e  f o r c e  i n t o  a s i x t h  

.i.ndependent armed service, e q u a l  t o  t h e  s t r a t e g i c  r o c k e t ,  g round ,  n a v y ,  a i r ,  and  

42a i r  d e f e n s e  f o r c e s .  

S o v i e t  p l a n n e r s  v i e w  t h e i r  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e s  a s  e x t r e m e l y  v a l u a b l e  asse ts  

1,iandzting j u d i c i o u s  use. 'The i n c o r p o r a t i o n  of t h e s e  f o r c e s  i n t o  ti p l a n  will .  

depend on t h r e e  c r i t e r i a :  1) whether  t h e i r  use w i l l  enhance  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  o f  

s u r p r i s e ,  d e e p  p e n e t r a t i o n ,  a n d  r a p i d  e x p l o i t a t i o n ,  2) t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  a c h i e v e  

l o c a l .  a i r  s u p p r e s s i o n ,  and 3) t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  l i f t  assets. 43 As was 

p o i n t e d  o u t  i n  tile i n t r o d u c t i o n ,  m i s s i o n s  are c a t e g o r i z e d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  s i z e  

u n i t  employed, d e p t h  of t h e  o b j e c t i v e ,  and  i m p o r t a n c e  of  t h e  o b j e c t i v e .  While 

tile o a s i c  S o v i e t  c o n c e p t  r e g a r d i n g  o p e r a t i o n a l .  u s e  was b r i e f l y  c o v e r e d  i n  the 

i n t r o d u c t i o n ,  i t  w i l l  be wor thwhi l e  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  t o  p r o v i d e  a summary o f  t h e  

c o n c e p t s  and m i s s i o n s  i n h e r e n t  i n  a l l  f o u r  t y p e s  of  S o v i e t  enlploylnenl: o p t i o n s  

( s t ra teg ic ,  o p e r a t i o n a l ,  t a c t i ca l ,  and s p e c i a l )  as d e f i n e d  i n  c u r r e n t  S o v i e t  

d o c t r i n e ,  t h e r e b y  oddin;: c l a r i t y  t o  t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  employment a n n l y s i s  which 

will compromise t h e  r ema inde r  of  t h i s  pape r .  

ii. S t r a t e g i c  K i s s i o n s :  These  ir.issi.ons are e s t a b l i s h e h  b y  STXVXA and 

e x e c u t e d  under  g e n e r a l  s taff  c o n t r o l  u s i n g  d i v i s i o n  o r  l a r g e r  a i r b o r n e  u n i t s  t o  

a d e p t h  o f  a t  l eas t  s e v e r a l  hundred k i l o m e t e r s .  44 Such m i s s i o n s  are  i n t e n d e d  t o  

iiave a s i ; n i f i c a n t  impac t  on t h e  o v e r a l l  s t r a t e g y  of the S o v i e t s  and t h e i r  

o p p o n e n t s  and  wou1.d p r o b a b l y  employ forces  from o t h e r  arms and  services i n  

a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  a i r b o r n e  f o r c e  i t s e l f .  S p e c i f i c  missions, as s t a t e d  u y  S o v i e t  

d o c t r i n e ,  i n c l u d e :  
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' Seizure of key administrative-political centers and industrial/economic 


* 	
regions. 

Disruption of enemy government and military control centers. 
* 	 Seizure of martime straits. 
* 	 Establishing a second front. 
' Neutralizing one member of 2 coalition. 


Peacetime power projection. 5 


b. 	 Operational Missions: Operational missions are controlled by fronts 


o r  	armies using airborne units of battalion through divisional size (as 

allocated by STAVKA o r  the TVD), and operating at depths of 100 to 300 

kilometers behind enemy lines.46 These missions will. be in conjunction with and 


in support of attacking units larger than division size and could include any of 


the following doctrinal tasks: 


' Destruction of tactical nuclear weapons. 
' Destruction of key facilities: headquarters, command posts, and commo 

facilities. 
* 	 Seizure of airfields. 
* 	 Seizure of ports. 
* 	 Destruction of logistical facilities. 

Seizure of key terrain: 	 water crossings, road-rail centers, and 

mountain passes. 


* 	 Blocking4qn neutralizing enemy forces: either reserves or  withdrawing 
units. 

C. 	 Tactical Missions: These missions are established and controlled at 


division level. The Soviets prefer t o  use heliborne motorized rifle troops for 

such missions but if necessary the front may allocate true airborne forces of 


reinforced company or battalion size. Tactical missions include: 


' Destruction of nuclear delivery means, command posts, and communications 
in the enemy's tactical depth. 

* 	 Seizing o r  destroying tactically significant regions such as road 
intersections, passes, and water crossings. 


' Blocking enemy reserves. 
 413
* 	 Destruction of airbases, storage sites, and pipelines. 

d. 	 Special Missions: Special (unconventional warfare) missions are 


usually established by STAVKA but controlled by front and army commanders. Not 
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a11 a i r b o r n e  u n i t s  a re  t r a i n e d  t o  carry o u t  special. m i s s i o n s  nor  a re  a l l  s u c h  

i i i i s s ions  c a r r i e d  o u t  by  a i r b o r n e  u n i t s  ( examples  o f  o t h e r  e l e m e n t s  avai.lable a re  

KGB, GRU,  and  S p e t s n a z  p e r s o n n e l ) .  M i s s i o n s  i f  a s s i g n e d ,  i n c l u d e :  

* Reconna i s sance .  
' D e s t r u c t i o n  o f  n u c l e a r  d e l i v e r y  means. 

' Sabo tage .  

* Decep t ion .
* 49C r e a t i o n  of p a n i c  i n  t h e  enemy rear. 

Real-world Soviet :  a i r b o r n e  e x g e r i e n c e  i n  t h e  p o s t  war p e r i o d  has been 

almost n o n - e x i s t e n t .  A i r b o r n e  t r o o p s  were employed twice ( b y  a i r l a n d i n g )  i n  

straLeRic n i i s s i o n s  d u r i n g  t h e  i n v a s i o n s  o f  C z e c h o s l o v a k i a  and A i i n a r i i s t a n  t o  

s e i z e  t h e  seats of  government.  (Note:  Although t h e s e  were a i r l a n d  o p e r a t i o n s ,  

t h e  use of p a r a t r o o p s  nay be a t l l r i o u t e d  t o  t h e i r  e l i t e  s t a t u s  and  t o  t h e  f a c t  

t h a t  t hey  are c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  nniorig the most p o l i t i c a l l y  re l iab le  o f  t r o o p s  i n  

the i lsbk.)  lh r re  was, however,  an a d d i t i o n a l  i n s t a n c e  i n  the Afgan i n v a s i o n  

which was t o  some d e g r e e  a n  o p e r a t i o n a l  m i s s i o n .  After t h e  s e i z u r e  o f  Kabul,  a n  

a i r b o r n e  unit: of  u n s p e c i f i e d  s i z e  i:ioved n o r t h  t o  s e i z e  and h o l d  tile s d g h l  

t u n n e l  i n  t h e  Hindu Kush moun ta ins ,  t h e  one  p o i n t  of  t h e  road  network where t h e  

advanc ing  S o v i e t  ground f o r c e s  might  have been b locked .  50 S i n c e  t h e n  t h e  S o v i e t  

a i r o o r n e  f o r c e s  have  borne a l a r g e  share of t h e  f i g h t i n g  b u t  thc e x a c t  n v t u r e  of  

o p e r a t i o n s  r ema ins  s k e t c h y  and  a p p a r e n t l y  bears l i t t l e  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  

o p e r a t i o n a l  c o n c e p t  h'e are cxaiiiinint;. 

SECTT.CN V: TODAY'S TIIKEAT 

l i n i l e  t h e  p x v i o u s  s e c t i o n  o u t l i n e d  c u r r e n t  S o v i e t  c i o c t r i n a l  c o n c e p t s  Lor 

u t i l i z a t i o n  of a i r b o r n e  u n i t s ,  t h e  e x p e r i e n c e s  o f  World War I1 i l lus t ra te  t h e  

fdc t  tililt s o v i e t  u o c t r i w  has, a t  t i l i e u ,  excseded  actual t cch r io log icu l  and 

o p e r a t i o n a l  c a p a b i l i t i e s .  I n  a s s e s s i n g  t h e  n a t u r e  and s c o p e  o f  S o v i e t  
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operational airborne a c t i v i t y  tha t  migh t  be expected i n  a NATO/Warsaw Pact 

c o n f l i c t ,  i t  i s  therefore necessary t o  f i r s t  review the s i z e  and cnpzbi l i ty  of 

the force unde r  evaluation. 

Currently the Soviet force s t ruc tu re  contains seven airborne divis ions 

(while some sources re fer  t o  eight: divis ions,  i t  appears Lnat the ei6hth u n i t  

may be  a t ra ining organization).  Of these,  three a re  located i n  the Baltic and 

Lflorussinn m i  I.itary d i s t r i c t s  and may be considered t o  be targeted pr Li!;arily 

against  NA'I'O (and AFCENT i n  pa r t i cu la r ) ,  while another two a re  located i n  the 

Moscow and Leningrad d i s t r i c t s  and would a l s o  be readily avai iaule  f o r  

empl.oyment i n  a NATO conf l i c t .  51 I t  i s  when one examines the ac tua l  divis ional  

s t ruc ture  tha t  the miignituue of differences between \\restern and Soviet a.irborne 

forces becomes apparent. iv'hile Western airborne u n i t s  a r e  generally l i g h t  

forces possessing 1in:ited ntobi1.ity once inser ted ,  Lhe Soviet: airborne divis ion 

is a true mechanized force of 6500 personnel  w i t h  approximately 330 BMD Airborne 

Aoipiiihious Infantry Comuat Vehicles (AAICV) , 31 ASU-35 Self-Propelled Assault 

Guns, 23 i ) R D M ' s ,  and over 1200 trucks and specj.al. purpose vehicles. 52 See Annex 

c. ?:s hitit ciity airborne force,  iiowevcr, u t i l i t y  is contiilljetit iipun the 

a v a i l a b i l i t y  of adequate a i r l i f t  a s se t s  for  inser t ion in to  the enemy's 

operational ncpths ( a s  i l l u s t r a t e d  i n  bection .III, i t  was the lack of l i f t  

a s se t s  which caused diversion of airborne u n i t s  to  ground force ro les  i n  World 

War I1 and vnich alfected ttie outcoiw of the operati.onn1 eiiip1.oyments tliat were 

attempted). 

A i r l i f t  support for  Soviet airborne operations is provided  by  the VTA 

( h i l i t a r y  Transport Aviation) which itas been a separate element of the a i r fo rce  

s ince 1955 and is  d i r ec t ly  subordinate t o  the General S t a f f .  Currently Soviet 

airborrte operations a r e  supported u y  three types of a i r c r a f t :  
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1) 	 The Ai<-12 C u b  which c a n  d r o p  e i t h e r  s i x t y  p a r a t r o o p e r s  o r  two h 4 D ' s .  
I t  can t r a n s l ) o r t  I:iost eljuipnlerit o r k a n i c  t o  tae a i r b o r n e  d i v i s i o n  and 
has a n  unimproved runway c a p a b i l i t y ;  90-115 AN-12's c a n  t r a n s p o r t  one  
regimefi t .  

2 )  	 The IL-76 Candid which c a n  d e l i v e r  e i t h e r  120 p a r a t r o o p e r s  or t h r e e  
1A1)'s. It c a n  t r a n s p o r t  a l l  o f  t h e  d i v i s i o n ' s  o rGan ic  el;ui+inent and 
h a s  a n  unimproved runway c a p a b i l i t y :  50-65 I L 7 6 ' s  can t r a n s p o r t  one 
rci;iment. 

3 )  The AN-22 Cock which is i n t e n d e d  p r i m a r i l y  f o r  a i r l a n d i n g  l y p e  items. 
I t  c a n  carry 170 t r o o p s ,  f o u r  BMD's, or  e i g h t y  metric tons: 

AS w i t h  all other parts of the S o v i e t  iriilitary e s t a b i i s h n i e n t ,  t h e  Vl 'A has 

boen unde rgo ing  ail e x t e n s i v e  m o d e r n i z a t i o n  program. C u r r e n t l y  t h e  VTA L!.eet: 

c o n t a i n s  a l i p r o x i i ~ t c l y  b0Ci a i rc raf t  conlgosed o i  f i f t y - f i v e  ,\"I-22's, o v e r  200 

AN-l.2's, and more t h a n  300 IL-76's (which is c o n t i n u i n g  t o  r e p l a c e  t h e  AH-12 on 

il "one f o r  one" ;basis). A i r l i f t  c a p a u i l i t y  \"illbe r 'urt i ler  i n c r e a s e d  i n  1087 

( e s t i m a t e d  d a t e )  when the AN-124 Condor, a j e t  a i r c ra f t  which w i l l  exceed t h e  

i-51; I . i f t  capacity Iiy t v e n t y - l i v e  tons ,  i s  e x p e c t e d  t o  eiiter service. iiiiile 

- intended primarily for  s t r a t e g i c  power p r o j e c t i o n  and t h e  i n t e r t h e a t e r  movement 

o t  reserve wbr s t o c k s ,  i t s  i i l t r o d u c t i o n  w i l l  increase t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  

;1N-22's and IL-76 's  f o r  o p e r a t i o n a l  a i r b o r n e  employment. A d d i t i o n a l l y  A e r o f l o t  

1it.h ~ i u ~ ~ e  ( inc lu t i i r l d  L ~ Ut\i?-l2'sluu0 metliua iiiid 1unA range t r m s l ~ o r t  a i r c r u i ' t  

and  IL-76 's)  which c o u l d  supplement  a i r b o r n e  m i s s i o n s  by  a i r l a n d i n g  o p e r a t i o n s  

once  a n  a i r h e a d  h a s  been secu red .54  V i r t u a l l y  all equipment  i n  t h e  a i r b o r n e  

d i v i s i o n s '  i n v e n t o r y  can be a i r  dropped usin( ;  e i t h e r  snock  a b s o r b i n g  g l a t i o r m s  

or r e t r o  r o c k e t  p a r a c h u t e  systems and c u r r e n t  g e n e r a t i o n  a i r c r a f t  a re  b e l i e v e d  

t o  Lie capable of  del. ivm-y unde r  z e r o  v i s ib - i  I . i t y  c o n d i t i o n s  (21s w i t h  the U.S. 

55Alv'ADS system). 

Estimates of a i r b o r n e  a s s a u l t  c a p a b i l i t y  based p u r e l y  on numbers of: 

a i r c ra f t  are q u e s t i o i i u b i e  s i n c e  i.n t h e  of riar many m i s s i o n  reCll;ire:nents would 

be i n  c o m p e t i t i o n  f o r  V'rA assets and i n  any e v e n t  t h e  S o v i e t s  would ha r t i l y  ri.slc 

t h e i r  clitire 1il:t c a p a b i l i t y  i n  s i r t , o r n e  i n s e r t i o n s .  As ear ly  ds 1920, I.a.jor I , .  
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11. i k s t ,  i n  a U . S .  Army i tu s s i an  I w t i t u t e  s t u J y ,  e s t i i ! i a k d  t h a t  tile h a v i e t s  

c o u l d  i n se r t  a n  e n t i r e  d i v i s i o n  t h r o u g h  a combina t ion  of a i r d r o p  and a i r l a n d  and 

t h a t  u s e  o f  t i e r o f l o t  assets c o u l d  nearly d o u b l e  t h i s  capabi l i ty ,  p rov ided  t h e  

a i r h e a d  c o n t a i n e d  improved runway^.^' An a r t i c l e  a p p e a r i n g  t h a t  same y e a r  

(l9&0) i n  Defense and  F o r e i g n  A f f a i r s  e s t i m a t e d  t h a t  t h e  S o v i e t s  c o u l d  l i t t  one 

d i v i s i o n  w i t h  a l l  equipment  and  t h r e e  d a y s  o f  s u p p l i e s  t o  a r a n g e  of 1800 

k i l o c i e t e r s ,  o r  t h a t  t h e  coiiibat assault e l e w n t s  of  two d i v i s i o n s  c o u l d  be 

l i f t e d .  Such a n  estimate a p p e a r s  e n t i r e l y  feas ib le  s i n c e  as early as t h e  Div ina  

e x e r c i s e  ( 1 5 7 ~ )  t h e  S o v i e t s  i l i rd ropped  s t i i v i s i o n  f o r c e  01 5UGO men a id  100 

v e h i c l e s  i n  a p e r i o d  o f  twenty-two minutes.^^ Clearly t h e  S o v i e t  l i f t  

capabi l i ty  h a s  improved d r a i s a t i c a l l y  s i n c e  t h i s  exercise (and  s i n c e  t h e  two 

a r t i c l e s  c i t e d  a b o v e ) ,  primarily due t o  t h e  ongo ing  r e p l a c e m e n t  of  tile AN-12 by 

t h e  IL-76. i t  i s  t h e r e f o r e  n o t  u n r c a s o n a b i e  t o  estimate t n a t  i n  a n  a t t d c k  on 

NA'TO t h e  S o v i e t s  migh t  a t t e m p t  t h e  s i m u l t a n e o u s  i n s e r t i o n  of two a i r b o r n e  

a i v i b i o n s  b y  a i r d r o p  of t ne  a s s a u l t  e l e m e n t s  (possi . iJly o n l y  dro,)pinL; two 

r e g i m e n t s  p e r  d i v i s i o n ,  depend ing  on l i f t  a l l o c a t i o n )  and comple t e  t h e  i n s e r t i o n  

oy c i r l a n d i i i g  o p e r a t i o n s .  Obviously such i n s e r t i o n s  would be c o r i t i n g e n t  on t h e  

a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  S o v i e t  a i r  force t o  open a i r  c o r r i d o r s ,  an issue t o  be raised 

Later i n  t h i s  pai.wr. 

Although S e c t i o n  I V  o u t l i n e d  t h e  d o c t r i n a l  o p e r a t i o n a l  m i s s i o n s  o f  S o v i e t  

o i r o u r n e  f o r c e s ,  t h e  l ist  was extrei;e.ly w o a d  In s c o p e .  'Tlie r e i t a i n a e r  of t h i s  

s e c t i o n  w i l l  a t t e m p t  more p r e c i s e l y  t o  d e f i n e  t h e  n a t u r e  of  t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  

c i r u o r n e  tiircat tiiat insly b e  expecteci on t h e  Luropean o a t t l e t i e l d .  In d o i n g  so  

t h e  f o l l o w i n g  f i v e  q u e s t i o n s  w i l l  be a d d r e s s e d :  

i )  

2) 

iill b o v i e t  a i r b o r n e  er,iployment l ~ ep r i n i a r i l y  s t r u L e b i c ,  o p e r a t i o n a l ,  
or t a c t i c a l ?  
Which NATO war s c e n a r i o s  f a v o r  o p e r a t i o n a l  a i r b o r n e  employment? 
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3) At what s t a g e  -in t h e  c o n f l i c t  c a n  o p e r a t i o n a l  commitment be e x p e c t e d  
( t i i i i i ng )?  

4 )  ibrhat w i l l  be the l i k e l y  t a r g e t s ?  
S) h h t  s i ze  f u r c e  w i l l  ue coininitted? 

Conce rn ing  t h e  c a t e g o r i e s  of employment o p t i o n s  t h e y  are p r i m a r i l y  

s t r d c e b i c ,  o p e r a t i o n a l ,  and  t z c t i c a l  ( s p e c i a l  n i s s i o n s  are  c lear ly  l i m i t e d  i n  

n a t u r e ) .  It may f i r s t  be  conc luded  t h a t  on t o d a y ' s  NATO b a t t l e f i e l d  v i r t u a l l y  

a l l  t x t i c i t l  a i r b o r n e  1, i iss iuns 1 G i J . l  tiow ue conduc ted  by  e i ther  i i e l i b o r n e  

riiotorized t r o o p s  o r  by  s p e c i a l  a i r  assaul t  u n i t s  (which are d e s i g n e d  t o  

t r a n s c e n d  from t h e  t a c t i c a l  i n t o  the o p e r a t i o n a l  sgectruiri) .  The S o v i e t s  have 

made quantum l e a p s  i n  t h e  e v o l u t i o n  of t h e i r  h e l i c o p t e r  assets,  and  t h e s e  

o i r c r a l t  !iow l j o b ~ e ~ sthe range f o r  a l l  t ac t i ca l  i n s e r t i o n s ,  w i t n  the autied 

uenefits  of b e i n g  able t o  u s e  n o n - s p e c i a l i z e d  t r o o p s  and a v o i d i n g  t h e  d i s p e r s i o n  

;xoulcii.s i i s s o c i a c c d  w i t l i  p r o c i i i i t e  i i i s e r t i o n s .  A d d i t i o n a l l y  S o v i e t  t i e l i b o r n e  

e x p e r i e n c e  beii ig g a i n e d  i.n A f g h a n i s t a n  w i l l  undoub ted ly  l e n d  a d d i t i o n a l  

c r r a i b i l i t y  t o  t h i s  i a c ~ i c a l .r:.ode of i i i s e r c i o n .  .!urnin& t o  the o p p o s i t e  e n d  of 

t h e  s p e c t r u m ,  s t r a t e g i c  employment, i t  is i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  n o t e  t h a t  t h e  two 

; o v i e t  p o s t  ,war n i r u u r n e  eiiip.lo~mer~ts,i n  C z e c n o s i o v a i i a  ariu Af&ii is tan,  have 

been s t r a t e g i c  o p e r a t i o n s .  Such employment i n  a mid-to-high i n t e n s i t y  Luropean 

s c e n a r i o  weiiis far Less l i k e l y ,  however. Coloiiel Lavid Clantz  i n  Thc S o v i e t  

A i r b o r n e  d x p e r i e n c e  c o n t e n d s  t h a t  because o f  t h e  d e p t h  o f  i n s e r t i o n  f o r  

straLeyic i , i i s s i o n s ,  t l i ey  wi1 . l .  b e  conduc ted  on.Ly i n  tile "waning stat;^^ of  

r e s i s t a n c e "  when d i s i n t e g r a t i n g  r e s i s t a n c e  w i l l  e x p e d i t e  l i nk -up  w i t h  ground 

fo rces .58  Whi.le i t  is by no means i n c o n c e i v a b l e  t h a t  t h e  S o v i e t s  migh t  open a 

\.ar w i t h  a s t r a t e g i c  i n s e r c i o n  t o  c a p i t a l i z e  oii surprise,  i t  is d o u b t i u l  thaL 

t h e y  would commit t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e i r  p a r a t r o o p  assets t o  s u c h  a r i s k y  deep  

A s s i o n  ai id  fore!;o e n t i r e l y  the , J o t e r i t i a l  f o r  iiicre ccrtii.iii n e a r  term o p e r a t  ioi ia l  

g a i n s .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  i n  t h e  case of  r e l a t ive ly  s o f t  s t r a t e g i c  t a r g e t s  t h e  use of 
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apetsnaz I)ursonnel o f f e r s  a potent ia l ly  more e f f i c i e n t  and econoiliical 

a l te rna t ive .  I t  therefore appears tha t  i n  a l l  b u t  the l a s t  s tages  of a 

t.ih'i'b/k;arsaw Fact conflict:  tne most probable mode of enii)loymerit is operational.  

Such ixissions, executed beyond the range of t a c t i c a l  heliborne elements, a r e  f a r  

l e s s  l i ke ly  t o  be neutralized pr ior  t o  l i n k - u p  than a re  s t r a t e g i c  inser t ions  arid 

considering the r e l a t ive ly  shallow depth of the NATO theater ,  o f fe r  excellent 

potent ia l  for  t rans i t ion  froiii operatiorial t o  strotc.;ic success. 

T u r n i n g  t o  the question of possible scenarios €or the i n i t i a t i o n  of a 

Luro~ean conflicr: , t m e e  ;enera1 scenarios a re  usually Gostulated: 

a )  A surpr ise  a t tack  u s i n g  only Warsaw Pact "forces i n  place" which would 
x h i e v e  uoth s t r aces i c  and t x t i c a l  surpr ise .  

b)  An a t tack  a f t e r  l imited mobilization by both s ides  w i t h  the Soviets 
s t i l l  attempting t o  acnieve t a c t i c a l  s u r p i s e .  

c )  An a t tack  a f t e r  f u l l  mobilization by both s ides  w i t h  no degree of 
surpr ise  achieved. 

It  may be argued tha t  option a ) ,  a surpr i se  a t tack u s i n g  only "forces i n  

i j l ~ c ~ "  idea l  areawoulc allow the r i o s t  use of airborn2 forces since ttie rear  

in f ras t ruc ture  and v i r tua l ly  non-existent peacetime operational reserves would 

I I C '  l c a s t  ,)re,mrcd l o r  o ,~ern t iona l  airborne insertioris. T .  i1. V i d o r ,  i n  h i s  book 

Soviet Bl i tzkr ieg Theory, makes a fairJ.y persuasive argument for this case. A 

;.art i c ik i r ly  1iici.restin;: A S l J K t  o f  :iis book (Lor ttiis study) is liis aiia.l.ysis of 

forces avai lable  for  such a n  a t tack .  While the Soviets/Warsaw Pact forces 

i:a:,wr ap~roximotely lob d i v i s i o n s  ( v l t h  tiiree boviet and one Polish airuorrie 

Civision equal to two percent of the t o t a l  force) ,  Vigor ad jus t s  this t o t a l  b y  

el i:.iinat i n s : 

1) A l l  forces  eas t  of 40' longitude due t o  i n i t i a l  closure time. 
2 )  .;I1 non-caceyory one u n i t s  i n  tile Gal t ic  and  uelorussiun ~ i , . i . L i t x y  

d i s t r i c t s  s ince the upgrading process would f o r f e i t  surpr ise .  
3 )  i'olish u n i t s  anti sov ie t  u r i t s  i n  Poland dt ie  t o  lack of i i  co,vulioii boruer 

w i t h  irlATO. 
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4 )  Soviet/Czech forces i n  Czechoslovaltia which Vigor a s s e r t s  w i l l  be 
needzd i o r  a noI.iiing ilCt;icIc i n  the south. 

'I'hese adjustments leave,  by Vigor's reckoning, only twenty d i v i s i o n s  for  a 

"staridink Star t "  a t tack .  . v h t  is s ign i f i can t  f o r  o u r  purposes i s  tha t  the 

airborne force mentioned above ( three  Soviet ,  one Po.l.ish) have increased i n  

r e l a t i v e  v a l u e  tentold a s  tlicy c o u l d  iio~*,provide ii twenty 9,ercent increase i n  

avai lable  forces. T h i s  potent ia l  and Vigor's asser t ion tha t  "as an at tacker  

i i i c r exes  i i i v  spreu tile w i g h t  01 trio ulow can Or! iiccreascc:, " iiiakes o:ierctiorial 

59airborne employment H v i r tua l  necessity i n  t h i . s  scenario. 

Turning t o  scenario I)), a t tack  a f t e r  iricoinplete iiioi;i.Lization b y  ;loth s ides ,  

one f inds the most widely accepted war i n i t i a t i o n  scenario. h'hile s t r a t e g i c  

surpr ise  v i l l  uc iori-eiteci, ampie op9ortunity should sti.11 e x i s t  for  the contluct 

of operational airborne inser t ions .  'Target a reas  w i l l  b e  more r e s t r i c t ed  due to  

[.lie oiigoirig X;JO Lorce i J u i l d  1;p a:id 3 i r  corr idurs  will be ore d i i f i c i i l t  t o  

open. h'evertheless operational reserves would s t i l l  be r e l a t ive ly  weak i n  t h i s  

scenori.o and c ~ i eliigiier &round Force co~:ioacr a t i o s  availat)le t o  the sovie t s  

iiou.Ld allow more forces for  l i n k - u p  operations than i n  Vi.gor's scenario.  

i i i i a l l y ,  i t  is iiaraly platisi,iie tha t  the .>oviet:j xould I ~ v ewvoteu such .i!iis;ive 

s s e t s  t o  thei.r airborne forces i f  they could  only envision employment under 

coiiciitio:is oL co,:i;Jletc s t r a t e h i c  or1ti t sc t ic l i i  s w p r i s e .  

With regard to  our l a s t  scenario,  war i n i t i a t e d  a € t e r  t o t a l  mobiljzation, 

I.ilere i s  ,;ood retiiioii Lo ari;tic t i id t  tr.e :,oviets i,iaii.Ld r~ever attacii  under such 

conditions. k ' u l l  mobilization would ccr ta in ly  be of higher r e l a t i v e  benefit  t o  

iiic \ .est  tiiari t o  tile doviets.  TCirticuidrly key  would ue the h i l ( l u p  of n i r  

power which would make deep airborne inser t ions  more d i f f i c u l t ,  and the f a c t  

tiint s i .&f i can~  opcra~ional .  reserves n i g h t  be avai lable  t o  c o u l i t ~ r  s,erntionc;l 

a i r  drops. Nevertheless our World i:ar I1 exaxples i l l u s t r a t e  tha t  the Soviets 



have conmittca operational airborne forces i n  the Lace of hot11 enemy a i r  

superior i ty  and mobile enemy armored forces. Clearly i f  the Soviets were 

w i l l i n g  t o  r i s k  an a l l  o u t  a t tack  oil :;:i'TO under conditions so U I ~ ~ ; I V ~ ~ - ; J I J ~ ~ ,they 

could hardly be expected t o  withhold any a s s e t ,  i n c l u d i n g  airborne forces ,  

regardless of risk. 

I n  summation, while the options of a t tack  w i t h  forces i.n place arid a f t e r  

pa r t i s1  s,obi.lization a;)pear t i w  rliost favor~i)J.e to r  operciti<Jnil uirimrnc use, (me 

m u s t  conclude tha t  s u c h  employment shoultl be expected i n  m y  of the three 

scciiarios. 

An aspect of ernploynient c losely related t o  the scenarios discussed above is 

tile qucsti.on of tiiiirig -- a t  what s taye i n  t h e  a t tack  caii operatioiial iliruorrie 

drops Ire expected? I t  i s  reasonably apparent t ha t  Vigor's scenario f a c i l i t a t e s  

~ l n i o j t.int:i,etiiate ei,ip.loj~r:ient, qui te  lilcely witnin tne f i r s t  twenLy-four iiours, 

b o t h  t o  derive the maximum benefit  from surpr ise  and t o  add weight to  the 

i n i t i a l  ulov.  h i t t i  rekard to  dii attacic a f k r  a period of parti.ai i i ;obi l iza~iun 

there appears t o  be a la rger  window, perhaps u p  t o  a week. I t  i s  proposed, 

:iowver, ti1i.t ev,xi i n  tliis scenario oper:,tiurial eii!ploy,,ieiit \..ill occur vcry 

ea r ly ,  probably i n  the f i r s t  forty-eight hours, f o r  the following reasons: 

L,) 	 The Sovie t ' s  i n . i t i a l  superior i ty  i n  quantiLy of coii,iJiit L i r c r d t  w i 1 . L  
make the successful opening of a i r  corr idors  for  t ransports  niosL 
ieas iu le  i n  tiir f i r s t  tev  days. 'file iungcr t h e y  t ie l i iy  i r . c r a s c s  rile 
prospect tha t  NATO qua l i ta t ive  edges and reinforcing a i r c r a l t  froin the 
C.b. could begin t o  s h i i ~tile Liir !)attie i n  :ii'i(j's L':ivor, a t  Lcrlst i r i  

spec i f ic  sectors .  
b) 	 U.S. s t r a t e g i c  a i r l i f t  capabi l i ty  w i l l  continue to  increase tlie forces 

a v a i l a d e  ( t o  inciuue UBC as o:Jarational reserves)  tile ionget- the 
Soviets wait. 

c )  	 The sooner the Soviets commit airborne forces the be t te r  tlie chances 
of coiiforiiiiiig Ciie airborne operation t o  a ;ireplanned scenario. 'The 
longer NATO forces have t o  change disposi t ions t h e  more liltely Soviet 
, ~ l a i i r i ~ ~ - ~a r e  t o  be torced i n t o  a rroctionitry n;ocie, wdich was c lear ly  
one of the reasons for  the u t t e r  f a i l u r e  of the Ihepr Operation 
aiscusseu i n  x c t i o n  Iil. 
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iXnally considering o u r  l a s t  scenario (a t tack  a f t e r  f u l l  inobil.ization), the 

tidescion of  t iming i;ecor:es f t r  less cer ta in .  Lt is i,uite possiole tha t  the 

s t rength of reserves which will e x i s t  a t  this s tage and the f ac t  t ha t  I.IATO's 

1 d 1 y  c;e>loyed forward tiel'eiises w i l l .  :),dice $cneLraLions i a i i t i  Ilerice . l in ic -up)  f x  

l e s s  ce r t a in  may force the Soviets to  delay and look for  operational airborne 

scenarios,  extremely ear ly  employment can be expected. Perhaps this a t t i t u d e  is  

i>cst re f : tected i n  a col;l!ilent b )  : : t i rShal  i S O k O l O V S k y  .in Voennaya >tr<ite;;iya: 

Of  decisive s ignif icance i n  a future  war 
will 	oe i t s  j . I ; i t i i i l  perioa. .  . .'[he iiiore 
e f fec t ive ly  a country uses a t  the outset  
tile troops und tiie ec,uipmiit i t  has 
accurnul.ated before the war, the greater  the 
r e s u l t s  i t  can aciiieve a t  the very 
beginning of a war, ggd the iiiore quickly 
victory i s  achieved. 

i,avinb coi~j idered the r e l a t ion  of operationzl eliiiJ~o~llleIlt to  various 

scenarios,  the potent ia l /doctr inal  t a rge t s  mentioned i n  Section I V  w i l l  now be 

ai ia lyzed w i t l i  regard to  tne Eurc,>ea:i ua t t l e f io id  cnvirori~ncrit: 

a )  	 Nuclear Assets: While this nas t rad i t iona l ly  been seen a s  a higi? 
pri-ority t a r y e t ,  i t  i s  subr,licted thcL tiie iii<*li!iooti u i  u s i n g  
operational airborne u n i t s  against  such ta rge ts  now has a 
, i robaoi l . i cy .  One arhuneiit firebentmi i s  that L ~ Cintroductiou of LLLl 
and Pershing I1 which can be employed from well outside operational 
deb~rishiis niadc atccr,ipts ~ I Lneut ra l iza t ion  ruti.1.e ( t h i s  i s  coi:lpuurlcicd 
Uy a i r c r a i i  delivered weapons and the increasingly pinpoint accuracy 
of SLCN). 11 the Soviets do e l e c t  t o  attempt such neutrn%ization, 
chen a f a r  iiloi-e viable course oE dction is  t o  use hcliborne troops for  
Lactical  or  near operational depth ta rge ts ;  and Spetsnaz or  a i r  
str i ices (+eriiaps z u i u r d  by  Jiletsnaz) i:ot uiJer;cional uzpt!i tcirgeLs. 
Use of airborne forces against  such a mul t ip l ic i ty  of t a rge t s  would 
Iwciste, i n  piece:;ieal i:as!iion, n ~ ~ i i w r f  ariwred I'crrce u l  , u i r - ae l ive rade  
and w uld lace severe s t r a i n s  on a i r  t ranspor t s ,  f igh ter  caps, andY . 	 .pthe C i n t r a s t ruc tu re  t o  support a multitude of small inser t ions  
tiirouyh numerous a i r  cor r iaors .  

IJ) 	 Key F a c i l i t i e s  ( I i Q ' s ,  CP's, Conimo F a c i l i t i e s ) :  T h i s  i s  a l so  deemed a 
low probobility ta rge t  i o r  reasons sir .dlar to  a )  above. G u t  t o  lU0 
kilometers such t a rge t s  can be assaulted by tieliborne troops on  by the 
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c)  

d) 

c) 


f )  

Front ' s  Air Assault Urigade, and surgical  heliborne inser t ion  adairist 
rc la t ive ly  s o i t  tilrLets i s  precuraulc t o  a i r  drog. A t  Geeper 
operational ranges a combination of Spetznaz/air a t tack  could su f f i ce  
aiiu would oe r;;ore econuinicai, leuvint; %iiruorne forces for  Llrose 
"harder targets"  requiring more powerful and massive forces.  
Lugis t ical  r 'acil icies:  'Triis  should be corisidercd a h igh  probabili ty 
operational airborne ta rge t .  Unlike Western airborne divis ions i t  
m u s t  oe rrr:iei,lbereu thzt tile i ov ie t  airuoriie divis ion is  a C u l l y  
mobile, l i g h t l y  armored force.  By inser t ing  a f u l l  divis ion the 
auviets  could i n  e i f e c t  c rea te  an "a i r  inserted O;.iG-sty.l.e raiuing 
force" tha t  could c rea te  havoc i n  the COt.II4Z, d i s r u p t i n g  s u p p l y  flow to  
hie combat zone and tsitinj ativiliitage of cal,turei su,~lies (Class I and 
111) i n  addition t o  limited a e r i a l  resupply. Such an e f l o r t  would 
a s s i s t  i i i  ra;)idly uriii!&L about the defe:isj.ve culiilinatilig ; lo in t  of 
the forward corps. 
Airf ie lds:  i4ajor a i r f i e l d s  will cons t i tu te  a h i g h  probabili ty target  
for  two reasons. r ' i rs t  t h e i r  seizure  by  i n i t i a l  a i r  dro$  allows for 
the quick follow on inser t ion  of airlanded forces and equipment for  a 
rapid dirborne force b u i l d  ttij. Using Ai.:-22's even non-orkanic 
equipment such a s  medium tanks could be brought i n  to  supplement the 
"iiirooriie bitti.'' ised i n  t h i s  sense, a i r i i c l a s  coulc, corist i tute an 
intermediate operational objective from which the force could s tage t o  
endage reserves,  x i z e  itiore imlmrtarit tc-rroin, or  destroy L2;a.Z 
f a c i l i t i e s .  Secondly, and equally important, seizure  of a major 
. l i r f ie ld  (such a s  i!;:ein-i.iuin) could ue a n  orerutional end i n  i t se l f  t o  
i)lock both CONUS-to-Europe and in t r a thea te r  movement of forces and t o  
w n j .  r1se of f a c i l i t i e s  t o  .uAi'b coiebat iiircriift (one of the ou.jectiv&$of the divis ion drop i n  the Dnepr Exercise (1967) was an a i r f i e l d ) .  
:xcause 01 t he i r  locat ions,  tt ie seizure mil recdiltiori of mujaJr 
a i r f i e l d s  would e n t a i l  MUUT type operations on a t  l e a s t  part  of the 
d i r k a d  pur.ii,ieter -rid i t  i s  signiti.caiit I;n;iL m v i c t  diruorne troo 83appear t o  undergo more MOUT t ra ining than motorized r i f l e  troops. 
?orca: . .hile listcti iis il uuccriiial CarGdt, iiie grodauili ty of 
operational airborne use against  KATO ports is probably since the 
raiige LO s t r i k e  i~lostp o r t s  i s  a t  o r  I)asc 2xtre:iie o,jeraCional range 
(generally considered 100 to  300 kilometers) and the interdicti .on of 
beil r ~ i n i o r c c ~ n e n tis  a j:iiasion of ~ ; i eJoviet  sudi , ia r i i i z  i lwt  al:d naval 
aviat ion.  Xegarding the ports  themselves, Spetsnaz or a i r  s t r i k e s  
dGcinst 1ii:ruor Cac i i i t i e s  is prax1iJLy i d r e  1ii:clg iiian pdruciiute 
a s sau l t s  and would represent a iiiore economical option. (Note: In a 
-WA scciisrio ports  cou.ld becoine t k key oyerationul o r  :;Lratcb;ic 
objective to  prevent inaririe landings.) 
i c y  ' rer ia in  ( k a t ~ ~ r  t;rossiiigA, dotiJ-;hil Centers, liounl;ai.n ?at;scsj : 
Seizure of road-rail centers  and crossing s i t e s  on major water 
o u s t x l e s  should ue 21 h i g h  oroilability ii,ibsi.on, i r i  order t o  t a c i  l i ca t e  
the movement of 0NG's or  second echelon Armies through the NATC, Army 
Groups' operational &gth .  The hi;ll ciensity of wil+eie:i veriicles i n  
the Soviet iorce makes road control e s sen t i a l  t o  uieintaining momentum 
2nd w i l l  c i ea r ly  require i.ibUT operations (Lor wriicii x v . i t 3 L  airborne 
u n i t s  a r e  well t ra ined) .  Seizing and defending urban transportation 
centel's is a par t icu lar ly  a t t r a c t i v e  option Liiiice tllc ;.:uL'i' defentier ' s  
force r a t i o  advantage increases dramatically ( a s  much iis eight  t o  1 



according to  one study) iind since recent WdT b a t t l e s  such a s  Beirut,  
iiue, Suez C i t y ,  a n d  Kt1orras:shahr have siiown that  :.IcIU'I' cor, Lions tend git o  negate a t tacker  advantages i n  a i r  power arid a r t i l l e r y .  For these 
s m e  reasons i t  is a l s o  reasonable that  o p x a t i o n a l  airljorne u n i t s ,  i f  
tasked t o  secure a major water crossing,  may choose an urban area on 
wnicn to  base t h e i r  defense u n t i l  link-up. Of the cwo korld Liar 11 
Soviet operational employments, one (Dnepr) was aimed a t  a major water 
obstacle.  

6 .  	 Ulocking/f~eutralizingof Reserves or Withdrawing Enemy: Again h.&& 8 

yrouabi l i tE  in j . ss ion ,  the evaluation ol- c n i s  th rea t  is 1)roua:)ly illore 
col.ored and hindered b y  our own perceptions of airborne employment 
tlian i n  any other po ten t ia l  ru le .  ;,,.niLe tne l i f i i i t  western iiirborne 
u n i t s  a r e  a l l  too frequently envisioned as being inser ted t o  "ho.Lu on" 
i n  iin uirhehu t l@nst  memy re:jcrves, he i,ioLile, arnored 
character i .s t ics  of the Soviets could enable them aggressively t o  seek 
o u t  and cii,gl;e operational reserves. D Y  I,,ri:ieuveriri6 oi iensively 
against  NATO reserves and f i g h t i n g  tactical1.y defensive ba t t l e s  
( 2 o r s i d y  uy occupri.nl; urljiiii  x c a s  uii roau ilcts v i t a l  t o  ~hcf reserve) 
a Soviet airborne d i v i s i o n  cou1.d ser iously a t t r i t  and delay several  
uivis ions of LI i..'iiU o+erdtioiial reszrve (ar,;uaulq the X?,iG Ar1c.y Group 
center of gravi ty)  t o  the point where they could no longer influence 
clie indin ba t t l e .  O f  note i s  tha t  the i J v i n i ,  L x f r c '  L ' e  ( 1 : J I O )  used a n65e n t i r e  airborne divis ion t o  block enemy reserves. Finally cne same 
cunce9t of offensive i!iar:euver m i c ~~ i c t i c a li.y defc.risive brittle could  be 
used t o  block withdrawing XATO forces.  (Hote: T h i s  inissioii also 
ilrSues i n  favor oi! rnr ly  eiiii,luyl;ient of ii.irLorne iorces sirlce :Ir'l?u's 
emphasis on forward defense will probably d i c t a t e  ear ly  conuiitmeiit of 
opcrztional reservils which iiiruorne rorces could , ieutral ize .  ) 

The l a s t  issue t o  be considered i n  this sect ion will be to  determine the 

s i z e  force the Soviets ciay ue expected to  ei:iploy. .LL i.s tile lm:;iiioli u i  L h i s  

iissessiiient t ha t  the Soviets will probably make two t o  three large operational 

i r l s ,? rLi t ins  (u I )  to divi6ional s i z e )  rat , ier  tLin numerous ij'ictil l.i.011 m u  re,i.:cntal. 

crops for  the following reasons: 

1) 	 The d i f f i c u l t y  of coordinating t ranspor t s ,  f i gh te r  cover, and X.41)  
w i l l  !)roDrioly be 2as ie r  for  several l a r ~ rtil,erLit.ioris t ! i ~ nr,iii.ierous 
smaller ones. In f a c t  a regimental d r o p  could well require as niuch 
su1ji;ort of so~iie'i.v,jeS juucii as LCZ) as a divis ion drolj. 

2) Soviet airborne doctrine s ince i t s  inception has frequently s t ressed 
t ~ i e~ s s i r , gof ?r.irwrne corceu. 

3) Of the four t a rge t s  considered t o  have a h igh  probabi l i ty ,  b o t h  the 
d t t & C ; (  "f l";;istical &rCda> , C  aiid L i ~ eneutral izat ion of reserves Favor .I 

use of a concentrated, division-size force.  Seizure of key t e r r a in  a t  
tile o p x a t i o n a l  leve l  a l so  u i c t a t e s  a 1arGe torce siiice the 
operational threat  presented to  NA'I'O forces w i l l  alniosl: ce r ta in ly  
r e su l t  i n  strong counteraci-acks. i".inully seiznrc  oi. a i r t ie lc l s  
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f a c i l i t a t e s  the ready itisertiori of it l a rge  force,  perhaps a s  a 
grecurjor t o  excciitiri,; oi:e of L i l t  utiier tiirec i,ii&sions. 

Iri summation, a NATO/Warsaw Pact conf l ic t  will probably see the niajor.ity of 

~ i i u.iirI)oriic forces Lcii-sjctt'u a&ilinst , ' : ~ i 0ei.:gloj.ed oii vporativiial i i . i su ions  ( w i t h  

s t r a t e g i c  inser t ions  possibly made l a t e  i n  the war). 1211. three scenarios 

(a t tack  : i i ~ i i iorces  i n  ,,iace, a i t c r  p a r t i a l  iI,oailization, <in11 af ter  full 

niobilization) a l low operational use b u t  the f i r s t  two a r e  par t icu lar ly  well 

si:iteu c o  L:ui.Liierwre, i i ;  these cwv xcr ie r iosuperc t~ iurx l  e~.:ploJ~r~ient. iooi:tl of 

enploynent wi l l  probably occur very ear ly  i n  tile conf l i c t .  Targets selected 

will i e  t m s e  wiiich r q c i r e  e f a . i . r l y  i : i &  degrde t o  co!i:b<it I)ox?r (as O , ) , J C W ( ~  t o  

r e l a t ive ly  "soft",  l i g h t l y  defended ta rge ts )  and the fou r  most proliable a re :  

I )  r -u i ; i s t icu i  r '~,ciiitifs/3il,i ,)ort ;,reas. 
2 )  Key Terrain. 
3j 
&)  

llescrves and liithdrawing Forces. 
i . i r i ie l ( ,s  - per1iz.p i n  prepdracion for  a t tack  oil vr.e of the other 
three.  

!Jo attempt has been made to p r i o r i t i z e  these four t a rge t s ;  there a re  tov 

,.lcttny p1afi ; i i~i~ coiiltl cause t i e  3uvict:j L O  ;ive lJri .ori ty Lovdriaul.cs ciitlt t1rsjL 

any one. Lastly operational employments will consis t  of several  iiiassive 

-iriscrtioiiu ra ther  tiiaii riLo,erous s i i i t l l  oiies. W~iilethese er4iYloj:I:entsi:i;iy i.nci:r 

severe losses ,  t h e  experience of lJorld lvar I1 s h o u l d  leave l i t t l e  doubt tha t  the 

. a ~ v i e t sw i i l  ii.aice sucli s a c r i f i c e s  if the operational gains ciffered a re  

su f f i c i en t ly  a t t r ac t ive .  

SECTION V I  : MEETIIK THE CHALLENGE 

Liiile cne ,:rii:;ary iJlirpOSe o C  c l i i s  pa;,er V J ~ S  to ~ ! s s e s sthe nature mid sco,ie 

of Soviet operational airborne employment i n  a future KATO con€ l i c t ,  this f i n a l  

sccciori will ;,reseiif iiii overview of :ii;iplicacib<is and coiisiwratioils  Lor 
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n l u s t  be coward the close ba t t l e  and deep ba t t l e  a reas  i n  order t o  achi.eve 

cccis ive r e su l t s .  ,is the LIrerilcc of 1;:; ~L1-14, ;:ear Uat t lc ,  s t a t e s ,  

....i n  the operational context,  the primary 
purpose for  w.a,.ins ~hrciir i ja t t le  -is LO 
re ta in  overa l l  freedom of act ion for  
t i~ ,h l ; ing  tile ci.osc anri lieep battles. 

P e r h a p  more s o  than i n  any other area of the boLtlefjeld Eruntework, risk 

1 t : i i i L  be xcc1;ted ill C ! ~ C  r ea r .  >licit r i s k  n i u s t ,  i:~iwevcr, lie c'xeiidly cn.icuidted 

i o r  a s  FN 90-14 a l so  points out ,  

The AirLand b a t t l e  cannot be won solely by...
1:t;iitiiLg tile rear  I I : - , & ~ ;  U U L  i L  coiilc wcll 
be l o s t  i n  tile rear .  

Tiis paper has dea l t  w i t h  perhaps the most dangerous of a l l  rear  b a t t l e  

xmi l r i .ds ;  one iri which tile reiir iireii will .  ae forced Lo contain i l l i d  tii.L'cat e 

l i g h t  armored force of u p  to  divis ion s i z e ,  composed of some of the imost e l i t e  

~ r o o p si r i  the Soviet axf. 

;\ p o i n t  of obvious concern is  the question of whether U.S. doctrine is 

iidcquatc i'or dcire:>sing t t  rmr i u L t l e  Lnrrxit of clic m:;lii tuiic envisioned. 

biithout resor t ing t o  a detai led analysis  beyond the scope of this paper, i t  

Lppcirs m c i L  illis c,uescion [! lust  Uc answred a~fir,l.:.ti;e 1.y. Loth i'li lob- io,  

Sui)r;urt Operations: Echelons Above CoriJs, and FM 90-14, Hear i j a t t l e  are  

co;;ni;:ui;t %ift,ic sovie t  airhorne tt:reat (ccda re  vi.1 I si:p~ilci.tcnt-eri .in t i i ia  J rea  

by the Fhi 100-2-1,2,3 Ser ies ,  The Soviet Army). I"M 100-16 ren.listical1.y 

recu,niziis tha t  '1 i,ev?l. 111 t h rc s t  a s  rilvisiotteti .in t l 1 i . s  prtpcr w i l l  r q i i i , r e  the 

commitment of t a c t i c a l  combat forces ( e i the r  reserves,  combat u n i t s  from forward 

areas ,  or ~ u r t ~ i e r m o r e  100-16 a n d  FNhost nat ion/al l ied resources).  67 b o c ~ ii+l 

'Js-iG aueqoniely (!:hi!iiie the covrdination ir:edsures necessary i)ccwi:cn m e  1-ez.r 
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ba t t l e  par t ic ipants  ( t a c t i c a l  combat forces ,  KAOC's, and  AS'S) .08 Final ly ,  i t  

i ; o d d  cii,;lear t h t  dii+uate i)ruvisioii has been I:.'ibe tur  chc rear  bcittle i n t c r f x c !  

between the U.S. and other iiilTO members, tnrough both the concepts of Ad 90-14 

ai:u v d r i u u s  i i t d i b 5 .  'TIE C C U C  proolem, as is so ottcli tm czss, c i , ~ 2 ~ c i r ~t o  be 

one of paying adequste a t ten t ion  to  our doctr inal  l i t e r a t u r e .  111 peacetiiw the 

i J r b v i a i o n  U L  c i d s q u a w  rda1isi;l i n  trairting exercises is d i f f i c u l t .  ?.sbets 

(especial ly  f o r  aggressor play) a r e  a t  a premium and rarely is an attempt t o  

portriiy rear  tin-cats ia r2er  than L a e l  ii i;,acir. ,!.tlditiox.ily, only tire ani1uu.l 

kEFOKGEH exercise is of su f f i c i en t  scope t o  allow playing out the scenario we 

nave envisionea (ii a 1:orce coula  ue :nude nvzilaule to  play t l x  r o l e ) .  iardauies 

and CPX's are  an a l t e rna te  means of pract ic ing rear ba t t l e  e f f o r t s  b u t  a l l .  t o o  

oiteii t i - i i u  aspect of the game p l ~ yis  the 1ec;zt r cc i l i s t i c  iiiid a f  l cus t  collcern 

t o  the par t ic ipants .  As was mentioned i n  the introduction i t  appears that  t i i f  

Loviets lack of iiorld h r  Ii .iiri>orne h ~ c c e t i s c ~ ,  tire s t i l l  de:oaLedcoupied :r ich 

ii:erics of our own airborne operations,  has produced a s t a t e  of r e l a t ive  apathy 

towiicu this L I L ~ ~ C L .  ( i o t e :  Lnseiixaoly J.in;cet! t o  me prodcio u i  ai,dtrijr to:.;ard 

r&ir ba t t l e  doctrine is the question of whether atiequate capabiliLy e x i s t s  t o  

i,q;k~:ieiitsuch ductr-iiie. niiile il dctdilcti uua.iyais ui Lliiu i,uc.=~-ionis k , , o ~ i d  

the scope of this paper, i t  s h o u l d  be c lear  tha t  i n  any scenario imaginable, the 

ca,.:..iiL,:,:iit or cvi:iuai t r ' o o p  t o  tile rear oaLtlu will be a u i r i i c u i t  tkci:;i.cn d ~ i d  

will v i r tua l ly  always involve r i s k  i n  t h e  close b a t t l e . )  

A . , C C ~ I I ~icey 1;aiiit of cuilsicicratiori f o r  N6TU lJldiin;rs u Li s  ail r i s s ~ ~ s ~ , ! e ~ ~ ~  

t!ie vu lnerabi l i t i es  of Soviet airborne forces.  Generally Soviet l i t e r a t u r e  

r n v . i  four ,?ri!iaary threa ts  t o  Lhe success oi tileir airborne o,JeraEions. 

Lneniy a i r  defenses a re  c lear ly  the primary threa t  eiiroute to  rirop zones and 
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d u r i n g  the ac tua l  drop. Once on the ground the Soviets appear to  envisi.on three 

o t m r  n .s jur  th rea ts .  

I )  Nuclear S t r ikes  - The la rger  t h e  i n s e r t i o n  the  more 1i.kely the Soviets 
see such a p x s i b l e  response. 

2 )  Attack by armored f gtjces*3) ;\ttack hel.icopters. 

'the r e l a t i v e  merits (and implications) of the nuclear option a re  beyond tnc 

X O , J ~  of tiiis paper o u t  amored ~ i i i ia t tack  nelicopter rhrea ts  1,ierit a closer  

ioolc. It- is  c l sor  from an examination of the Soviet Airborne Division's 

e+i+enL tab las  tha t  criey Are t a r  bet ter  e,,uigped t o  deal i G i t h  !i::iG ari,ior than 

w i t h  a t tack  helicoplers.  I n  addi t ion to  some 330 B>lD's  (mounting both n 73m1,1 

;un ;nil iP&i) ,  tile d i v i s i o n  has an d i a U 4 S  nat ta i ion (31 ; U I I S ) ,  i i ~ ia r t i l l e r y  

Gattalion capable of d i r ec t  f i r e  (30, b-30 howitzers), and 421 RPG-16's. 'To 

couiitsr a e r i a l  Lrireilcs Lhc t i i v i s i o n  has oriiy t l i i r t y - s i x  i l r - 2  a n t i a i r c r a i t  L u n s  

< a  weapon ef fec t ive  t o  o n l y  2500 meters and w i t h  no f i r e  d i rec t ion  radar) anti 

1.33 SA-7/14's. 70 An addi t ional  factor  sure t o  be considered by the Soviets :is 

Llio t a c t  t i t ~ taclidcic t r l i co !> tc r s can .I:LIYS 'i+iinst t:ieir t a rge t  f a r  w r e  ra;,i,cily 

than armored forces .  Taking these fac tors  i n t o  consideration and rea l iz ing  that  

( j  .;;. a t t u c k  lielic, "pt.er streni;c;l is iip f:ir t h e  grea tes t  i i i  ?:XYO, .it is lo;;ical' . .  

chat Soviet operational planners would prefer operational insert.ions i n  the 

i:lJL<?iiAG s x t o r ,  a t  Least i n  r e g x u  co the t a c t i c a l  cou::ter-ei,reac. 

'I'hc l a s t  par t  of this s t u d y  w i l l  l is t  f ive  f i n a l  areas  of consideration for 

klariners m a  :.uice tirvei.upers see~.Lnst o  coui ikr  o;JertiL~.Olla~s.i.rui~rne~ . , r i 2 0 t 3 .  

I n  a sensc they may present questions rather  than answers b u t  should 

nevcrrhel-ss D? (JE i i ~ i i e i i ti l l  ;,lanriiiig f o r  rear  ibatLle agai.nrst lie tlircat 

gresented i n  t h i s  paper. 



I )  	 ir,telliLence: >i:ice we have es tubi . i skd  tndt rear  ba t t l e  v i l l  
probably involve the grea tes t  xceptance  of risk, i t  follows tha t  
i n t e l l i j eccu  co l lec t ion  e i f6 i -k  Are c r i t i c d  ;or rca l i sLic  caicu.iaLion 
of t h e  degree of risk to be taken. PIX and EEI a t  t h e  hignest l eve ls  
m u s t  Lie Liiiored t o  uetect  m v i c t  irtcent reLardiLiti operational 
airborne employment. Ground movements of airborne forces i n  the 
Soviet rear, VTA ( trarisrort aviat ion)  j t ad i i i t ,  o r  s h i f t s  oL iieroflot 
a s s e t s  could a l l  provide c r i t i c a l  information for  analysts .  SOr' 
(aldetsiiaz, hecon, GHI; )  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  tile :\;&.'10rear m u s t  rie cilrckuily 
analyzed a s  they could represent advance iireparation/recon for  
ol,ecational Inser t ions.  

2 )  	 Xeserves/Xear i3attle Forces: Unless those forces a l locateu t o  rear  
imtLiC a re  s i i i I ic ier i t ,  t:ii.ri icserves  (tiiosc; Lurccs $ril:hL;ciiy. i i ;cei~t ied 
t o  influence act ion i n  the hBA) w i l l  find themselves cornmiLted t o  the 
rear fidii t .  III5j~i:ieca:ses, scitrcity UI r c s o u c e s  w i l l  d i c t a t e  
assignment of both reserve and rear b a t t l e  ro les  to  the same u n i t .  tn  
x x t ,  CIS was prev iou~ ly  shown, tiisse rcsmves coitlci iw ttle ,ictuol 
objective of the Soviets.  I n  view of Soviet airuorne force strucLure 
one must <uestion c i ~ eiisc of 1 i L i : t  infantry anti <tir dssaui t  troo+;; ,  s o  
of ten nominated for  tiie rear  ba t t l e  ro l e ,  a s  counters t o  Soviet 
&rxured hiid f t i l l y  i:ioaiI.e si.ru3rnt. un i t s .  i t  .is ar..;uaLle that  bri6acie 
sized u n i t s ,  configured s imi la r ly  to  the Y t l h  I D  (motorized) and actin:, 
i n  coiiixrt with att<,cIc Iiclicovtcrs arid iA3 i.ould ue f a r  ,itofe idcal.. 
I<esources such as CAS, a t tack  hel icopters ,  i*iLRS, FAXAX, and CATO!! 
could a i l  de used  cGc.in.jt operution:,l r m r  tllr.x.ts u u t  iriust oe -.\ei&(i 
against  t h e  needs of the close b a t t l e  (,iOA) -- which w i l l  i n  turn 
deLdruiiie wiic're ~ i i i !  syscd,,:s/delivcry ;,icitLjJri;:s iict ;Josi(:ioiidtl. 

3)  	 i 'actics: iblore emphasis must  bc placed o r  immediate counterattack by 
lucsl. lurccs  t o  st l e u s t  dciay asscl:,uiy. :;I+: due o L  s d i  x t i o n  is 
well supporteu b y  German act ions against  Soviet aiIboriie torces  i n  
n u r i d  i,;iir li. 

4 )  	 leciinology: On-going progress i n  the development of I'W's may be of 
j r ~ ~ t  i:i iic;dtiii& o:)~:ratio,ial ciiriwrrie tire L!TUpote:it.i;i tiirciiLs i n  
rear .  Furthermore, improved shoulder f i r ed  anti-tank weapons a n d  
kiiuer Cii-criuLciun of u~IL'scould  hrcilxly erriiiince u i e  c a p , i i i t y  of 
rear  area troops. 

5) 	 Oeep Bat t le :  Consideration should ue Given t o  s t r i k e s  abainst  
':iruorne ui;d u i r  t r a i i s p G r t  s c o & n t  d r c t s ,  d t  the e:.p?ixc of s t r i i c i i i g  
I.iotorized / tank  u n i t  s taying areas  or  Soviet Coii.ljzt d i r e r a f t  ibases. 
i'hc r e k t i v ?  t.ici-it of i i i  reiiltion to  o v - r a l ls u c i l  L ~ L I ~ ~ O L I ~  ~ n r  uai::: ie 
c i i o r t  imst be csreful. ly assessed. 

i n  coritrltisior:, the oFCruLljJiialimte~iti .~,loi. the h v i e c  i:iruorne iorce 

presents n forliiidable challenge t o  C.S./h.~:l'O planners. They are an e l i t e ,  a i r  

lvdrzi>i.? ;!,ecnaiiize(i io rce ,  c:;ii,aoie of , iccisivcly i.~duencii:,, i r o l i t  ciio 

l z v - . ~op:x&Lions, cind a r e  a perfect coeipii1,:::nc t o  t h e  Soviet priiici,,.L?:s of  

o,,::raii o i d  c a r t  (especicj11 ciie :zi , :ciplcs u f  biii+-ise, i i ou i l i t ,  i i i l d  :i~;;>, i'i(:e 
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u"': Cu:.il)C;.t 0iJLr,-ltloll, cUI',IJc.1L i;,ctlvenl:''s,s, UHu sli"ul[an~uus dctloll C1IC0l161i Ltle 

enemy's depths). 71 There should be no l!uestion that ol-,H:~ratiurla.l i[i..s<:rL.LC:r~.s \·rL.l.l 

uc.Ci.:r. In the won.is 0[ u~n:=ral A. vli,}l1.L1<, WfLC.iuL U tC\v years "'~bu in H.ed ~)t':lrt 

the vertical a~suult is "an importunt maneuver without whicil modl.:::l·ji. O.tf12r-l:-,,:lVl~ 

operdLLons are not lH)S3ible."t2 The cna.L1enuc wil.L be to COUllCt.=r tl.<::::.:iL: forces 

-- l10t if C:Il:Y arc l ..~~U lJLlL "\O;iH::fl. 
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A!:NEX A. c o n t .  

ioviot----Front Oflensive Oporstion (Voriap.11 

txomr A n w  AIIMI D l V l S l O l  
LEGEND:IIML SUBSEUUEYT ILIUEOIATt UBJECTIYES c:b4 . Lornhlrcd 6151, A I VOLIJCCIIVES OBJECTIVES OnJEcnV~s T- . Tank I . m y  

kiifl.800 Khl 250.350 XM IUO.150 Kh9 25.30 XM MC A< A u r u h  &1raliJ 
1 2 . i 5  O A Y S  6.1 D A Y S  ' 3.4D A Y S  MSI  J A Y  MRO Mo,or,rrd R l l l l  C!"!,l'>" 
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AI,JNEX 2 ,  c o n t  . 

AlRBOnNE UlVlSlON 
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