A
* >,
~
-
) [y’
9
. Research Note 86~57
y X
: e
- ANALYSIS OF GUNNERY TRAINING FOR THE BRADLEY t
- INFANTRY FIGHTING VEHICLE
T H.C. Strasel, D.C. Lockhart, R.,E. Hilligoss :
. and J.A. Fusha :
-~ Hi-Tech Systems, Inc. K
. .
- S
: N :
, m "
! N )
3 o, T
A K
~ © DTIC :
p ART FORT BENNING FIELD UNTT <LECTE N
Joel Schendel, Acting Chief
: < > ACHnE JUN 2 7 1986 _
: < TRAINING RESEARCH LABORATORY o
Seward Smith, Acting Directer v A
.
&

b N
o- S :
S _Y :
(S
~ -
3 L U. s. Army :
- —_— 2
. b Research Institute for the Behavioral and Social Sciences iy
>
2 E March 1986 S
l‘. \
,, )
A .
. Approved tor public iease. distribution unlimted. X
- Ty Al"ﬁ v - ~
e 8 g . S e
. .‘...'k' .. . L
.'\'J".*.’- RCLS) ._--*.._-\-. Voh CH OGS RORR Syt .."‘\.-\..\.;A.....:.\-'...'..:-\.‘._.'._.;_.-'__A'\.-: .-._.-._ .:_..'_ . .'.__.:_..'_ . ,.._-‘_'.'-\".-_;.‘_‘.;_'.,-_ el '




Z @
ng‘*

THIS DOCUMENT IS BEST
QUALITY AVAILABLE. THE COPY
FURNISHED TO DTIC CONTAINED
A SIGNIFICANT NUMBER OF
PAGES WHICH DO NOT
REPRODUCE LEGIBLY.



U. S. ARMY RESEARCH INSTITUTE
FOR THE BEHAVIORAL AND SOCIAL SCIENCES

A Field Operating Agency under the Jurisdiction of the

Deputy Chief of Staff for Personnel

WM. DARRYL HENDERSON
COL, IN

. JOHNSON
EDGAR M J Commanding

Technical Dircctor
IR e

This report, a3 submitted by the contractor, has been cleared fcr release to Defense Technical Information Center
{DTIC) 10 comply with regulatory requirements. it has been given no primary distribution othet than to DTIC
and will be available only through DTIC or other reference services such as the National Technical information
Service (NTIS). The vicws, epininns, and/or findings contained in this report are those of the author(s! snd
should not be construed as sn officiai Cepsitmen: of the Army position, policy, or decision, unless so designated
by other official documentstion.

YR Y . el st et Lt et e Tt U S P o L S} .
AT N N . R A T L P R S O ~ ~

R . A . . et e e T U T T e -t
ANy . an’ y ; I S S R PTG TR AL IO PRI PRI SR A I S IR

. . O
O T et e e L e




. UNCLASSIFIED
1 SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE (When Date Entered)
READ INSTRUCTIONS
: REPORT DOCUMENTAT'ON PAGE BEFORE COMPLETING FORM
] 1. REPORT NUMBER . RECIPIENT'S CATALOG NUMBER
p ARI Research Note 86-57
4. TITLE (and Subtitle) . T:PE OF REPORT & PERIOD COVERED
Analysis of Gunnery Training for Bradley Interim Report
Infantry Fighting Vehicle September 1983-May 1984
§ 6. PERFORMING ORG. REPORT NUMBER
7. AUTHOR(e) 8. CONTRACT OR GRANT NUMBER(e)
H. C. Strasel, D. C. Lockhart, R. E. Hilligoss MDA 903-83-C-0545
and J. A. Fusha
- 9. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME AND ADDRESS 10. PROGRAM ELEMENT, PROJECT, TASK
- . AREA & WORK UNIT NUMBERS
- Hi-Tech Systems, Inc.
; Box 2206, Columbus, GA 31902 20263744A795
i 1. CONTROLLING OFFICE NAME AND ADDRESS 12. REPORT DATE
Y. U.S. Army Research Institute for the Behavioral May 1984
- and Social Sciences, Fort Benning Field Unit, 13. NUMBER OF PAGES
K PO Box 2086, Fort Benning, GA 31905 103
4. MONITORING AGENCY NAME & ADDRESS(/( different from Coatrolling Office) 1S. SECURITY CLASS. (of thias report)
U.S. Army Research Institute for the Behavioral Unclassified
s and Social Sciences, 5001 Eisenhower Avenue
\ Alexandria, VA 22333 T5a. DECL ASSIFICATION/ DOWNGRADING
L . SCHEDULE
¥ 6. DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT {of this Report)
o
% Approved for public release; distribution unlimited.
: 17. DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of the sbatract entered in Block 20, If different from Report)
g ]
- 18. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES
g This work was performed under subcontract to primary contractor, Mellonics
Systems Development Division, Litton Systems, Inc., PO Box 3407, Sunnyvale, CA
894088-3407. Contracting Officer’s Representative was Seward Smith.
:. 19. KEY WORDS (Continue on reverse side (f necessary and identify by block numbar)
N Bradley Fighting Vehicle System
i Gunnery
’ Infantry Fighting Vehicle
Training
- 20. ABSTRACT (Tortioue en reverse eidw It meceesary aud Identily by block number)
) " This report examined areas of potential improvement to gunnery training ev:dent
S during the 1nitial stage of introduction of the Bradley Infantry Fighting
Vehicle to U.S. Army units. The analysis consisted of a synopsis of availi.ble
literature on gunnery requirements and tasks; an overview of then-current
. training practices, programs of instruction, and training resources; and
. conslderation of available and projected training devices. This analysis
. provided a basis for selection of specific topics for further research to .i1d in
' |
T
DD "12:"73 1473 €01TiOm OF 1 NOV 6515 0OBSOLETE / UNCLASSIFIED
'.. 1 SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS \AGE (When Datr ' atared)

. A N R Te T . et e . .‘_-' .
PRGS04 i O NI




‘ N
h Y
UNCLASSIFIED . N
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE(When Data Entered)
! .
= Y
. 20. Abstract (Continued) -
o owy
’ L]
* kthe development of gunnery training programs, gunnery rules and procedures, and |
pproaches to the evaluation and refinement of gunnery training devices. K
~
N . by
- Uy
S -:
N .
‘ -
-
Lo
P
|
.
. :' :
.: ~ : -:..
p — : g
Avail ”
&l —— -\‘ d"'d l of
- ! Ava‘spccna\ N’
> L
& .
< ’
4 ~
o Ty [
. 2 e
} UNCLASSIFIED 3

i{ SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE(Whon Data Entered)







1

F-!.;l.._! .,."_l A R s S N e L Yy T worn e, v,

i

e
N

5

.', '_.]

.
‘l .'

Al

.S e
e

ANALYSIS OF GUNNERY TRAINING FOR BRADLEY INFANTRY FIGHTING VEHICLE

CONTENTS

PAGE
REVIEW OF SELECTED TRAINING DEVICES.....00eevveecscsesascassscassossssassass 50

Characteristics of Gunnery Training Devices......ccveevevcosccsnssoececns 5l
Add-on Interactive Laser Systemg........cceeveecceesoessancncasesns 51
Strap-on Gunnery Training Devices/Aids..... . 1
Simulators/Procedures Trainers..... sesessesestsssssssessssescsssse 95
Tactical SImulations......civeiiteeecenseoeccnacnnsnssccnsancsness D7
Range Modifications.........ce0vu... Cheeecestneannn ceersesssannen . 57

Training Devices and Gunnery Tasks to be Trained.......ccoveeeceenseess 58
Summary of Training Devices and Bradley Requirements......ceceveeceeees 63
REVIEW OF AMMUNITION AND RANGES..... Cisessenesactenans crsecsesssesssnenscacs 65

Ammunition Requirements for M2/M3 Training....cccevireerococnscsaassesns 65
BFVS-TSM Estimates of Unit Training

Ammunition Requirements...... ceseranees P 1)

New Equipment Training Team (NETT) Estimates.......ccceevvueeseeee 66

Comparison of Unit Ammunition Requirements........cccieeveeceesess 68

Estimated Fort Benning Ammunition Requirements.........e.vceevveee. 68

Summary of Review of Ammunition Requirement8.....cevevcevscasssese 70

Range Developmenta......cv0veeee. serecreassscssssessneasorensesesssccsss 10
Multi-Purpose Range Complex Development........ceeeeeeecnsanseaseas 71
Modifications to Fxisting Ranges — Grafenwoehr........ceeceeeeeese 13

Summary of Review of Range Developments............ cecenns cesesees T4
DISCUSSION, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATTONS ., L . ittt it ittt tnneeeseonnannenns . 715
RecomMmMendat ona. . .. it ittt i ittt tit s e cennenoensnsnnnnenann . 19
REFERENCE S . it ittt ettneneeneeoseenneccaoneaceoseosonnennonnnensns et reeens v 82

APPENDIX A - Exhibits on Ammunition Requirements

iv

~ e T WA AR R R CHL N. T W W IR T W T, r.'r:r:r\
o

b

i

ks

-y o WY

WA A NI

14

-

R

LY



ra

ANALYSIS OF GUNNERY TRAINING FOR RRADLEY INFANTRY FIGHTING VEHICLE

V:

4 List of Tables
o
&
s
PAGE
by
Lo 1. Bradley Gunnery Skills Test TaskB.......ooueeucene. .
s
4 . 2. Annual Gunnery Training Program.........oceeeeecennsecscensscssasscenans 10
Sy
N

3. Characteriastics of Major Bradley Gunnery TasKS.......coeeeeeeeocensscens 22
4, Skill Components of Major Bradley Gunnery Tasks........ ceeeseenssssncass 25
5. Characteristics of Squad Member GuUNNEry TaBK8.....eeveeeesasnsenssncsass 28
6. Skill Components of Squad Member Gunnery TaskS......... tersesennassenees 29

7. Time Spent in Various Task Cluster Annexes
for BIFV Specific COUrSes...cceoeseeeoss ceseecensen ceeenn ceeecssssese 32

8. Percent of Time Spent in Various Types of Instruction by Course......... 33

9. Course Segments Where Selected Bradley Gunnery Tasks are Taught......... 37

10. Current Training Devices....... et erereseraectaneantsans P Y4
11. Summary of Characteristica of Current Training Devices.......vvvvvnvnan. 59
12. Suftability of Training Davicea for BTFV GUNNervY. ..t e te e eeeonenees 60

13. BFVS-TSM Estimates of Annual Ammunition Costs tor a
Mechanized Infantry Battallion.......cciiiiiiienineeseannnnsnacnas . 67

14, NETT Estimates of Annual Ammunition Costs for a
Mechanized Infantry Battalion...... et tcesessaseacrcnsrasssscsnssssess 09

e

- L B

2 2 aas & b

. . . e WL T . = T e
N e e e e e e e e T e e e s RN
. . L. . . e e e - y y . .
A NS RISl IV R I IS G WIS C I S LG PR S AU A R PP AL S CROAC AL L I AT TRV O,




L Iy - L . Y . o e e P S g e S s g ugiauia das hst bl et Jhilh s A e 2% 2 a2l e S
e e A A - - [P R a8

Wee

ANALYSIS OF GUNNERY TRAINING

. FOR BRADLEY INFANTRY FIGHTING VEHICLE

Introduction

Y "~ This report summarizes the results of an analysis of available data on the
current Bradley Infantry Fighting Vehicle (BIFV) gunnery training system. It
- includes both institutional training at Fort Benning and Unit training. It also
SERK congiders the recommendations for training programs development and applications
- presented in Department of the Army Field Manual 23-1 (Test) Bradley Fighting
. Vehicle Gunnery, (1983).

. Requirement and Purpose

This analysis is part of a larger study to improve the understanding of and
r. . training for night fighting operations with the Bradley Infantry Fighting
A Vehicle. The overall study was requested by the US Army Infantry School
o (USAIS), Fort Benning, GA, and is co—sponsored by the Training and Doctrine
2 ii Command (TRADOC), Training Technology Activity, Fort Eustis, Virginia.

- The requirement for improved doctrine and training for night fighting stems

- o from the increased emphasis on the need for continuous operations against a

SRR potential enemy which stresses 24 hour operations and night fighting.

- Simultaneously, the introduction of the Bradley into infantry battalions has

1o surfaced a need for updated tactical doctrine and training to maximize the

II effect{veness of the Bradley-equipped Infantry. Further, more and improved

night fighting devices are also becoming available in the infantry battalion

. including the improved capabilities for target detection and engagement provided

R by the Bradley’s thermal Integrated Sight Unit (ISU). Thus, this study was

- designed to identify needed improvements in tactical doctrine and training and
to provide recommendations to optimize the Bradley’s fighting effectiveness in

I! the combined arms team.
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The study placed special emphasis on the requirements for fighting at night
and under other limited visibility conditions; however, it has been necessary to
examine all aspects of current Bradley tactical doctrine and training in order
to underastand the similarities and differences in the demande and requirements
of the night fighting environment. Therefore, the study has examined the entire
range of infantry battalion requirements and operations, day and night, as a
basis for determining the apecial demands and requirements to be considered
under night and limited visibility conditions.
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This report covers only the analysis pertinent to the training of Bradley
gunnery in the context of the tactical and technique related requirements for
. effective use of the various weapons systems of the Bradley. A companion report
s covers the review and analysis of current tactical doctrine for the Bradley and
- pregents recommendations for improvement (Rollier, R. L., Salter, M. S.,
Perkins, M. S., Bayer, G. C., Strasel, H. C., Lockhart, D. C., Kraemer, A. J.,
[: and Hilligoss, R. E., 19B4.)
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. The following sections present a brief overview of the Bradley Fighting
. Vehi{cle’s capabilities, history, development, and missions in operation as a
member of the combined arms team.
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Background_and History

The Bradley Infantry Fighting Vehicle (BIFV) provides unique capabilities
for the infantry in operation with the combined arms team to support the
doctrine developed {n the Army 21 concepts. The Bradley provides weapons and
mobility capabilities far in excess of the M113 armored personnel carrier (APC)
it is replacing. Its uniqueness also raises questions about the tactical
employment of these capabilities and the tactical doctrine which is needed to
provide training developments for Bradley individuals and units. Thus, the
Bradley constitutes a major improvement in potential infantry effectiveness on
the battlefield. But this potential cannot be realized without adequately
defining the Bradley’s roles and how best to prepare commanders and soldiers to
carry out these roles accurately, efficiently and effectively.

This requirement has led to unique training problems for both institutional
training (Fort Benning) and unit training for transition and sustainment. This
uniqueness is not only in the area of tactical doctrine, although that is of
major importance. The new combination of the weapons systems on the Bradley
places new requirements for training for multiple turret-mounted direct fire
weapons on the infantry training system. A brief overview of the BIFV weapons
capabilities is presented next, followed by a sketch of the development and
evolution of infantry fighting vehicles in modern Armies.

Bradley Infantry Fighting Vehicle - Weapons Capabilities

The Bradley carries two major weapons and two relatively lesser systems in
addition to the full complement of individual and crew served weapons carried by
the squad members in the rear of the vehicle. The major weapons are the 25 mm
chain gun, designed to defeat lightly armored vehicles and provide destructive
and suppressive fire out to 3000 meters, and the TOW (the Tube-launched,
Optically-tracked, Wire-guided heavy anti-armor weapon), designed to defeat main
battle tanks out to 3750 meters.

The auxiliary weapons systems are the 7.62 mm machine gun mounted coaxially
with the 25 mm, and the gix 5.56 mm modifind M16 rifles mounted as firing port
weapong in the rear compartment of the vehicle and operated by the squad
members. The 25 mm, the TOW, and the Coaxially mountrd Machine Gun (COAX) are
normally operated by the Gunner who shares the two-man turret with the Bradley
Commander.

Given these weapons’ capabilities, the BIFV is a potentially highly
effective fighting machine capsble of destroying almost anything {t may meet on
the fluid battlefield dictated by the doctrine of Army 21. The BIFV is also a
higher priority target than the armored personnel carriers of the past.

Infantry and combined arms commanders at all levels muat be aware of these facts
and must consider them in all aspects of Bradley employment. The doctrine and
training necessary to assure this awareness needs to be developed and
implemented; this overall study is directed toward providing an improved basis
for such awareness.

History of the Infantry Fighting Vehicle

Necessary training can only be determined by first deciding what needs to
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be trained, but that is dependent in part on the role the BIFV {s to fulfill on
the battlefield. The history of the Infantry Fighting Vehicle concept is
necessary to determine what this role has been and what {t is evolving to be.

The first Soviet Infantry Fighting Vehicle was the BMP. The BMP was
designed with a cannon and missile combination so that the vehicle could itself
be a tank killer at both near and far ranges. Firing ports were added so that
an {nfantry squad could fight from the vehicle. The concept of fighting from
the vehicle added protection for infantry soldiers who were supporting the tanks
and retained the mobility of the squad carrying APCs. The attack would not be
limited to the speed of the foot soldier, but the infantry would be able to
defend and attack from under armor protection when desired and to dismount for
performance of all usual infantry tasks for both defense and attack. The BMP
has evolved over time to continually refine and adapt the concept of an Infantry
Fighting Vehicle.

Shortly after, Germany introduced the Marder. The Germans refined the IFV
concept to include a chain gun rather than a cannon and missile combination,
The chain gun further defined the infantry’s role to that of supporting tanks in
the attack and not that of tank killers. Tank killers were being added to the
battlefield with such vehicles as the Jagdpanzer Kannon, and an infantry
fighting vehicle was needed to provide speed and support to the tanks in the
attack. The Germans added a missile (the Milan) to their vehicle to be used
mainly by the dismounted infantry squad in the defense.

With the introduction of the Bradley, the U.S. has adopted the German
concept of a chain gun but included the TOW as a permanent part of the vehicle.
This allows the BIFV both roles: tank killer in the defense (similar to the
Soviets) and support and mobility in either the offense or the defense (similar
to the Germans).

The BIFV’s mission

The differences in BIFV and other IFV developments stem in part from
differences between the U.S. concept of war and those of the Germans and the
Soviets. The Soviet philosophy calls for an overpowering attack supported by
artillery, infantry and armor. The German concept {n to hold the Soviets at
the German border because they lose their whole country if they give up much
ground. The U.S., in contrast, believes in a highly flexible defense and
attack, as dictated by the situation, using the terrain to provide cover and
concealment to any unit.

The BIFV was designed to make maximum use of the terrain in providing
overwatch and establishing defensive positions. The vehicle’s height allows
clearing many obstacles and the 25 mm or the TOW can be fired from hull defilade
on the rear side of a hill. The dismount element is able to work {n conjunction
with the vehicle commander in the turret in providing support for the attack,
while long range anti-tank and anti{-IFV fires can be provided on the defense.
Similarly, the dismount element {s available for MOUT (Military Operations in
Urbanized Terrain) and forest environments, and providing local security.

In contrast, the German vehicle includes the potential for a mounted attack
but the doctrine is more defensive. Their 20mm chain gun i{s designed to kill
other IFVg and dismounted i{nfantry. The dismount element generally has
respongibility for the Milan, although it can be mounted on the vehicle.
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Thus the German approach includes two separate and loosely connected forces: a
vehicle and a dismount element. By geparating the two elements, the Germans
double their defending forces protection.

The Soviets have added a 30 mm chain gun to some later models of the BMP.
The Soviets orignally introduced their BMP with the 30mm gun in Afghanistan
where they have found its greater elevation advantageous in comparison to the
earlier 73mm gun. The Soviet fielding of this new BMP in Germany is an
indication that they believe it may also be of use against NATO.

At this time, the Bradley is the most advanced and most powerfully armed
IFV in the world. This study and the resulting data inpute to the training and
doctrine development staffs at USAIS are intended to help the infantry maximize
the effectiveness of the system on the battlefield of the 1980’s and 1990‘s.

Recent Thrusts Driving This Study

In addition to the background described above, several recent US Army
thrusts have given impetus to this study and generated US Army Infantry School
(USAIS) interest in its results. These include:

1) Emphasis on night and limited visibility operations and training -
Soviet concentration on successfully training for and carrying out of night
operations as part of their philosophy of 24-hour operations has led the
Department of the Army to stress the development and conduct of extenaive
training in night operations for the US Army. This has been translated into
Divisional requirements for selected units to conduct as much as 33 to 66
percent of all training under night and limited visibility conditions. The
acquisition of the thermal sight capabilities (the Ml tank, the M2/3 Bradley,
TOW, Dragon, and other weapons) together with improvements in STANO devices have
added to the impetus to train more under limited visibility conditions.

2) Drive to conserve/reduce training ammunition expense - Increasing
constraints on budgets continue to force the congervation of available resources
and the attempt to maximize the training effecti.enesn of all available
resourcer This thrust has increased the impetus to develop a sound basis for
improved training developments which also meet the requirements posed by the new
capabilities and the emphasis or. night and limitecd visibility operations. Thise
demand also drives the need to identify and verify current and projected
expenses for training ammo, ranges and training devices requirements, and to
asgure that these scarce resources are used as effectively as possible.

3) Need to investigate further simulation / substitution / miniaturization
in gunnery training - Directly related to the above are the current efforts of
the Standards in Training Commission (STRAC) to augment training effectiveness
and reduce costs through the increased and more effective use of simulation,
substitution and minfaturization in training programs. The STRAC Program
Directorate at the US Army Training Support Center (USATSC) {s the DA Executive
Agent for evaluation of STRAC. The commission, chartered by GEN Vessey on 9
March 1982, has the mission of prescribing "the quantities and types of
munitions, by weapon system, essential for the soldier, crew, or unit to attain
anu sustain weapons gunnery proficiency relative to designated levels of unit
readiness” (STRAC Directorate RAriefing, 1984). The drive of the Commission and
the intereat of the STRAC Program Directorate both support this USAIS program of
experimentation and development in the arena of training developments, since a
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major part of the program is to examine and evaluate simulation, substitution g

and minfaturization posaibilities for Bradley gunnery training. A major output
of the study should be data to assist the USAIS and TRADOC in developing

ID strategies for further development and utilization of both new and conventional

.- training devices in Bradley gunnery training.

1
i)

S Methodology and Report Organization

» This study of Bradley gunnery training has been directed toward
o understanding areas of potential improvement in the current training. The goals
are to identify, evaluate, and implement training improvements and to promulgate r
them throughout the Army . -

-~ The study was initiated with an extengive review of the available
literature on the BIFV, its gunnery requirements, tasks, training materials, and

X Programs of Instruction (POls). These sources provided much detailed data on

ol the actual performance requirements of the Bradley gunnery team and about the
specifics of gunnery training at Fort Benning. Information from these sources

A wag augmented by observations of training at Fort Benning in both the Gunners

) éf Courge and the Master Gunners Course. Observations included both classroom

training and range sessions, including subcaliber fire at Brinson Range and Ruth

j . Range and full caliber firing at Ware Range, and Ruth range. Subsequent visits N

. WL to Bradley equipped units, including the 1/15th Inf (Mech) in USAREUR, the

3 - 1/418t Inf (Mech) at Fort Hood, and the 1/29th Inf (Mech) at Fort Benning,

- provided observational and interview data on unit training.

il This data collection effort was necessary to develop a knowledge base from
which to proceed. The knowledge base was essential to the analysis of the ~
problems and potential solutions, and the definition of the evaluation and

A experimental efforts necessary to demongtrate the value of identified problem

- solutions. These data are being used in conjunction with other data (Threat

i analyses, review of STANO devices capabilities and review of human performance &,

' !! in exceptional conditiona, in particular) to derive a total picture of the

c o requirements for gunnery training, the realities of current training, and

potential training improvements.

:{~ The remainder of the report presents an analysis of Bradley gunnery
’ training and task requirements; an overview of current POIs, practices and
— approaches used in Bradley gunnery training, both i{nstitutional and in units;
" considerations of curreatly available and projected training devices in relation
to the training requirements; and, the current status of ammunition and range
resources for Bradley training.

g; The next section examines the gunnery training as currently conducted in
inatitutions and units. It begins with a review of the current doctrine and
. philosophy of the U.S. Army Infantry School with respect to Bradley gunnery -
n training as prescribed in FM 23-1 (Department of the Army Field Manual FM 23- S
1] (Test): Bradley Fignthing Vehicle Gunnery, 1983). It continues with an 2L
analysis of BIFV gunnery task requirements for the Bradley Commander, Gunner and ;c
N Driver, to identify the tasks most critical for successful gunnery performance. "'
It then examinea the approaches and practices being followed in institutional
training at Fort Benning (Gunner and Master Gunner coursges). Some areas are
oo fdentified in which the training fully meets the requirements as well as other
.- areag in which the requirements are not fully satisfied. The section then
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:: reviews and examines Unit training as observed in field visits. This section Zt'
- also identifies strengths and weaknesses in current training in comparison with " A
the identified critical training requirements. 3;
!! The fourth section of the report reviews current and projected training }i
devices and other aids. The device characteristics are examined in relation to -
o the task training requirements to determine their applicability to current or e
S} future training. Devices examined are assessed as to their immediate o
applicability and/or their potential value in training program development. In o
- . gome cases the device potentials need to be further tested to determine their -
I greatest effect in maximizing their contributions to Bradley gunnery o
o proficiency. =
- The fifth section reviews range and ammunition requirements to support -

Bradley gunnery training. This includes current planning and allocations based :;‘
on projections for quarterly and annual live fire requirements for all Bradley
teams.
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The final section presents conclusions and recommendations concerning the
current status and further development needs for Bradley gunnery training.

A.-l
.

in 8
Analysis of Bradley Gunnery Training ?}

't This section reviews and analyzes current RIFV gunnery training in ?:
ingtitutfons and units to improve understanding of the training requirements and 2,

the degree to which these are currently met. It begins with a review of current P

. recommendations for Bradley gunnery training as prepared jointly by the U.S.
Army Infantry School and the U.S. Army Armor School and presented in Department
. of the Army Field Manual FM 23-1 (Test): Bradley Fighting Vehicle Gunnery,

. (1983).
.

et
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Y

Next I8 an analysis of the major gunnery tasks required of the Bradley
[ ] Commander, Gunner and Driver to better identify the training requirements for
: gunnery. The results of this analysia are then used as a partial basis for
evaluation of the quality and completenean of current training. The evaluation )
is reported as part of reviews of: 1) the USAIS inastitutional training in
Bradley gunnery; and 2) training reported in Bradley-equipped units (including Rt
New Equipment Training). The section ia completed by a brief discussion of the KN
requirements for further training developments and/or redirections of emphaeis :
for institutional and unit training on BIFV gunnery.

Infantry School Guidance for Bradley Gunnery Training

The current philosophy, doctrine and guidance for all training for Bradley

[,'. .,

gunnery is presented in Department of the Army Field Manual FM_23-1 (Test):
. Bradley Fighting Vehicle Gunnery, (1983), hereafter referred to as FM 23-1. ]
:} This manual was originally prepared by the Directorate of Training and Doctrine Qﬁ
o (DOTD) of the Infantry School in conjunction with agencies at the U.S. Army oo
Armor School. It is being revised currently to reflect changes in doctrine, }5,
" techniques of engagement, etc., and the training approaches which have been "
If evolving at the USAIS over the past years.
" The FM presents "a concise and effective program for gunnery training® o
., (FM 23-1, p. 11). As such, the manual collects materials from many other 3
=
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sources and brings them together as a single source reference. Although
originally intended primarily to serve Bradley-equipped units, the FM {s widely
used to support institutional training as well. The training recommendations
are for use by leaders, staff personnel and training personnel at all levels.
The manual 18 directed toward training for both the Infantry (BIFV) and Cavalry
(BCFV) Fighting Vehicle teams and crews.

The manual contains three major parts: Introduction and Threat; Principles
of Bradley Fighting Vehicle Gunnery; and, Gunnery Training. The introduction
consiasts of a one-page discussion of the philosophy of BIFV employment and brief
statements of the purpose and scope of the manual. While the current edition
contains 54 pages on the Threat, much of which is duplicative of other materials
available to students, USAIS indicates this is to be reduced or eliminated in
the next edition of the FM.

Principles_of Bradley Fighting Vehicle Gunnery

Part Two on Principles of Gunnery contains ten chapters covering the
subjects gunners should practice and master to be effective. The treatment of
gome areas (e.g. — Weapons Systems Description and Fire Controls) is quite
brief. However, these sections are extracts from the BIFV technical manuals
which are readily available to trainees in USAIS courses and in the Bradley
unite gshould more detalled information be required. Of course, this duplication
is intentional and necessary to make this single source reference effective for
use in refresher/sustainment and transitional training of personnel in units.
Chapters 3 (Weapons Systems Description and Fire Controls), 4 (Prepare to Fire),
6 (Ammunition), 7 (Target Acquisition and Identification), 8 (Range
Determination) and 9 (Direct Fire) present brief summaries of these areas and
are used as the basis for instruction in the Gunners and Commanders courses as
well as for unit instruction.

Chapters 5 (Bradley Squad Duties), 10 (Limited Visibility Engagements), 11
(Fire Distribution and Control), and 12 (Aerial Engagement Techniques) appear to
go somewhat beyond the materials taught {n the School gunnery courses. Although
briefly, Chapter 5 discusses the dutier of the other squad members in the
Bradley and relates these to the RIFV’as punnery requirements, Chapter 10
briefly discusses Limited Vigibility Fngagements and is unique in that {t brings
together {n one place information that is not gimilarly grouped in USAIS
instruction. Although the coverage ia rather scanty, the chapter discusses the
specific use of fire control instruments (azimuth indicator on the turret ring,
gun elevation pointer on the gun rotor, and the turret position and slope
indicators) in relation to construction and use of range cards and staked fire
positions to aid in limited visi{bility engagements. This presentation should be
quite helpful to the gunner trainees.

Similarly, the tactically-oriented materials on Fire Distribution and
Control (Chapter 11) and Aerial Engagement Techniques (Chapter 12) are brought
together {n a single source for easy reference. Although much of this is
paraphrased from other tactical manuals (Department of the Army Field Manual FM
1-1J: The Mechanized Infantry Platoon and Squad (Bradley), 1983, and Training
Text TT7-71-1J: The Mechanized Infantry Company Team, 1982), this presentation
in the context of a gunnery manual brings the information more readily to the
soldiers who need it in USAIS and in units.
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Overall the principles of BIFV gunnery are well presented and can provide a
good basis for unit sustainment/refresher or transitional/cross training.
Transitional (training M113 personnel in Bradleys) or cross training (training
other squad members to perform gunner duties) would undoubtedly require
additional materials and knowledgeable instructors, but this manual provides the
base for such instruction.

Gunnery Training

Part Three of the manual consists of seven chapters defining a unit
training program and how to carry it out. This includes a detailed presentation
of the Bradley Gunnery Skills Test (the BGST--designed to evaluate squad/crew
performance of 15 tasks). It also recommends an annual BIFV gunnery training
program for units (Chapter 14) and describes the elements and the exercises
required in the unit to fulfill this suggested program (Chapters 15 - 19).

Bradley Fighting Vehicle Gunnery Skills Test (BGST). The BGST is viewed as
an important part of the training cycle; the evaluation of the success of
gunnery training throughout the cycle. It is administered to all 11M members of
the BIFV (M2) squad, and to all M3 crew members, on a semiannual basis. The
test 18 the same as the evaluation used {n the gunnery courses at the Infantry
School including those tasks specific to the other aquad members in the units.
The tasks and squad members to be evaluated in the test are listed in Table 1.
The chapter includes testing procedures and guidance on scoring and evaluating
each task performance. Each Bradley squad or scout crew must pass the BGST
prior to entry into training with either subcaliber or full caliber firing
tables.

Although this test is the latest version available, USAIS has indicated
that the whole chapter dealing with this test is to be revised in the near
future (BFVS-TSM FM 23-1 Errata Sheet, April 1984). Information on specific
revisions to be made was not available at time of reporting.

Bradley Fighting Vehicle Gunnery Program. Chapters 14 through 19 lay out a
progressive gunnery training program for M2/M3 teams/crews. The overall program
is addressed in Chapter 14 and the following chaptera deacribe how to meet the
specific requirements of each exercise portion of the overall program. Table 2
shows the overall training program as proposed by the Infantry School. This
consists of a series of training and evaluation exercises based on a yearly
training cycle. It calls for two qualification periods plus the ARTEP exercise
annually.

The program is designed to train and evaluate Bradley team/crew proficiency
in all recommended gunnery techniques under all field conditions, including
varying weather and visibility conditions. Exercises are intended to be as
realistic as possible, but actual exercise design and conduct is left in part to
the individual unit, based on recognition of variations in local training
conditions, time constraints, range availability and local training area (LTA)
restrictions. Specific recommendations are that range firing and exercises must
be continued during periods of reduced visibility caused by various weather
conditions and that night training must be a part of the progrem. The firing
exercises "are intended to qualify a Bradley-equipped platoon/section on gunnery
skills against realistically depicted targets. . . . (and) . . . to maximize the
Bradley weapon systems’ effectiveness™ (FM 23-1, p 14-1).
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Table 1. Bradley Gunnery Skills Test Tasks

N R
3
‘0 Squad Bradley
- Skills Test Tasks Members Cdr/Gunner "
) Vehicle Recognition X X
Load 25 mm ready boxes X X 3
Apply {immediate action to 25 mm Gun X -
\'; N
- Load Coax machine gun X .
= Apply immediate action to Coax MG X N
i- ’
Load TOW system X X
Perform misfire procedures on TOW X .
Remove a misfired TOW missile X X Tf
. Load smoke grenade launchers X X .
- Perform misfire procedures on the g
SN M257 smoke grenade launcher X X "
Boresight 25 mm automatic gun X
" '
M Boresight Coax MG X .
- I‘
3 Boregsight TOW launcher X :_
! Prepare a range card X -
;j Acquire/track targets with turret weapons X Ky

Reproduced from p. 13-2 of Department of the Army Field Manual, FM 23-1 (Test):
[ - Bradley Fighting Vehicle Gunnery, December 1983.
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Table 2. Sample Annual Unit Gunnery Training Program

X — |

-
55 QUAL I QUAL 11 ARTEP
Months: 1_2 3 4 5 6 1 8 9 10 11 12
F; PRELIMINARY GUNNERY TRAINING X X X
. GUNNERY SKILLS TEST X X 4
3 FIRING PORT WEAPON EXERCISE (M2) X X X
VEHICLE TEAM SUBCALIBER EXERCISE (M2/M3) X X X
FULL-CALIBER ZERO (M2/M3) X
' tz' VEHICLE TEAM COMBAT EXERCISE (M2/M3) X
+ PROFICIENCY FIRING EXERCISE (M2/M3) X X X
SQUAD COMBAT QUALIFICATION EXERCISE (M2) X X

PLATOON EVALUATION EXERCISE (M2) X X

SCOUT SQUAD QUALIFICATION EXERCISE (M3) X X

SCOUT SECTION QUALIFICATION EXERCISE (M3) X X

Reproduced from Table 14-1, p. 14-7, of Department of the Army Fleld_Manual,
FM_23-1 (Test): Bradley Fighting Vehicle Gunnery, Derember 1983,
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The recommended progression of exercises is from squad/crew dry fire drills
for procedures mastery, through preliminary gunnery training and subcaliber
firing, to full caliber live firing. Emphasis throughout the program ie placed
on the 25 mm gun firing, although TOW and Coax gunnery are also addressed.
Target requirements for Bradley firing are addreesed for both subcaliber and
full caliber firing, including both target arrays and the timing of target
exposures.

Preliminary Gunnery Training. As in USAIS instruction, the program
calls for training in manipulation, target acquisition, range determination,
thermal sight employment, and dry fire gunnery exercises. An added training
recommendation {8 to define and conduct squad/crew drills for all areas of
preliminary trafning. There is verbal emphasis on target acquisition, ranging
and engagement; however, much of the actual presentation is on manipulation
targets (worm boards, etc.), target array designs, and scaled ranges development
and usage. Of interest {s the fact that although target acquisition and
identification are discussed, there is no mention of avajlable training aids
(e.g.— ARI’s daylight and thermal combat vehicle identification (CVI) kits (GTA
17-2-9 and -10). The chapter presents detailed tabular descriptions of five dry
fire exercises which are recommended for use in squad/crew training. These
involve manipulation of turret weapons, with and without turret power, vehicle
movement and stabilization.

Subcaliber Gunnery Exercises. This is a series of exercises based on
the use of the Brewater device with the Fiaoni{ adapter and either the M55 Laser
or the Ml6 adapter (with either .22 cal or 5.56 mm ammunition). Since this
manual was prepared prior to development of the Reavis-Payne refinements of the
Brewster device, no mention is made of the added capabilities provided by these.
Subcaliber exercises uasing the Brewster device (and by extension, the Reavis-
Brewster device) are recommended with both the Stout board (Laser) with scaled
targets and on scaled ranges (.22 cal or 5.56 mm). Target design, development
and mounting for these ranges is discussed. However, no mention is made of the
problems observed at Fort Benning using the ISU against scaled targets. (This
concerns the inability to switch between the 4 power and the 12 power
magnification and still view the scaled targets appropriately - the 12 power
magnification results in inability to view the targets. This problem limits the
realism of the subcaliber or Laser use of the device asince normal engagement
procedure 18 to acquire targets with the 4 power and switch to 12 power for
actual engagement). Five separate subcaliber or Laser exercises are described
in the tables in this chapter, including day and night exercises against both
stationary and moving targets.

Bradley Gunnery - Individual, M2 and M). Three chapters of the FM
address individual, squad/crew and platoon/section gunnery training. These
chapters present guidance on how to conduct and score the Vehicle Team Combat
Exercise (VTCE), Squad Firing Port Weapon Exercise (SFPWE), Squad Combat
Qualification Exercise (SCQE), Scout Squad Qualification Exercise (SSQE),
Infantry Platoon Evaluation Exercise (IPEE), and the Scout Section Qualification
Exercise (SSQE). All exercises require use of the Bradley weapone systems under
both day and night conditions and under existing weather conditions. The
tabular presentations of the exercises contain both directions for conduct of
the exercisges and scoring standards for evaluation of proficiency.
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- Summary of Review of Infantry School Guidance A

the current instruction at the School itself (with the exception of certain
developments occurring since its publication, such as refinements to the
Brewster device). The FM outlines a program for development and conduct of
gunnery training with emphasis on principles of gunnery and tactical employment .-
of the Bradley’s weapons systems. There is some general discussion of both
training and evaluation aspects, but little attention is given to many important .
aspects of Bradley gunnery. These lightly touched areas include:

!i The guidance encompassed in this field manual is entirely consistent with

I

5 v
ARy
el

1) night gunnery training—the program requires that exercises be
conducted both day and night but suggests little to aid a unit trainer in how to n
design or conduct night exercises (apart from the structured range exercises); -

*r

LAP N
.

2) thermal mode utilization and operation--there is essentially no
information on how to train for operating with the thermal mode of the ISU, and
no recommendations for thermal imagery recognition and identification training; P
there 18 also no guidance on squad use of other night vision (STANO) devices to -
N aid the Commander and Gunner in target acquisition or identification; B

m/. -

3) target acquisition and identification-—as for thermal mode utilization,
. there is little guidance and no reference to advanced vehicle recognition X
g ﬂ' materials (GTA 17-2-8 Vehicle Visual Recognition i{s included in Appendix A, but ),
_— the ARI Combat Vehicle Identification kite (GTA 17-2-9 and -10) are not); .

- 4) range determination and estimation-—documentation in the FM covers the L
. same modes of range determination and estimation as taught in the School and

suffers the same lacks; there is 1ittle detailed information that would be
directly useful to unit trainers in developing a successful training program—
and some information in the FM is simply wrong (e.g.— use of the choke sight as
described in Para. 9-4 on pp. 9-4 and 9-5).

Pl et el )

-. In summary, this manual is highly appropriate for unit use, but some
o {nformation {8 presented in a highly abbreviated form and gome desirable
information is not included. Sections draling with target acquisition and
.. identification, range determination, and target engagement are particularly
N }3 sketchy, and the resulting training information is probably insufficient for
" producing fully adequate unit gunnery training in these areas. 9:

Given that the manual is under rewrite, augmentation with needed relevant
additions, corrections and revisions must be incorporated into the forthcoming
edition (anticipated for fielding in January of 1986). ARI should make inputs
to this along the lines described in the discussion and conclusions section.

Analysis of Gunnery Task Performance Requirements

i- Thie analysis of the gunnery task performance of the Bradley team is based

-7 on a review of available descriptive material on Bradley operations, tactics and
gunnery, plus POIs, and training approaches. Major inputs were the POIs for the

s Gunners and Master Gunners courses, the tactically-oriented training manuale

tﬁ (Department of the Army Field Manual FM 7-7J: The Mechanized Infantry Platoon
and Squad (Bradley), 1983, Training Texts: TT 71-1J: The Mechanized

-“ Infantry Company Team, 1982, and TT 71-2J: The Mechanized Infantry Battalion,

7 1982), and FM 23-1, reviewed above (Department of the Army Field Manual FM

W

.:-':-. -, '.-

12

Bk -

. -." .‘n ,‘4’"- . 4' -' o e - ‘1 *4 ~ . _'-"_:. '.'."h':'-"'-’“'\""‘--.‘-“-"."-".\‘.‘ LS ,‘.', e, '.'.. e e Ve -'..-'..-.:'._4 ._-..;-'..n".’-'\q Ve T \




(AL AN NG A A C L SN PN A A C s AP S M AR S P SN aNCaNL AR oA AL PR st Nl SR A i S

- Ny
1R

A

e

23-1 (Test): Bradley Fighting Vehicle Gunnery, 1983). Data from these sources
were supplemented with observations of both institutional and unit training.
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Based on the above, this section of the report deffnes the major gunnery
related tasks required of BIFV Commanders, Gunners and Drivers. The gunnery
tasks are then examined and rated with respect to several task characteristics.

=

"y 'l “N

3: This analysis is to provide an improved understanding of the tasks and their ;

th relative importance for training as a basis for evaluating current Bradley “J
gunnery training and determining what training needs remain. Subsequent

> sections of the report address current training and potential training devices =

}: for use in relation to these tasks. K

.. Bradley Gunnery Tasks X

.:i »

Tactical employment of the BIFV and its multiple weapons systems places

heavy requirements on the Commander, Gunner and Driver. The complexity of the -
Infantry mission and of the system itself is such that multiple tasks are often :
nocessarily performed at once. For example, in an offensive movement, the -
Commander must simultaneously: 1) maintain command and control of his own :
RS vehicle (and perhaps one or more othera, depending on his level); 2) be aware o
' E of, and coordinate his movements with, other vehicles in hie unit; 3) maintain £
360 degree observation and awareness of his advance in relation to defined

objectives or phase lines; 4) maximize element security through use of terrain
vl and other factors; 5) monitor his areas of responaibility (his sector or

S fields of fire) to detect and acquire potential targets; and, 6) identify

enemy targets and engage as necessary. Similarly, in a defensive posture, the ;
2 Commander and Gunner together must, at least: 1) select optimum primary, i
il secondary and alternate firing positions; 2) establish cover, concealment or -

camouflage; 3) emplace local security; 4) define sectors and flelds of fire
and prepare range cards for, and mark, all firing pogitions; and, 5) maintain
360 degree observation and prepare for target acquisition and engagement. There
are other tasks as well in each case, but these few illustrate the multiplicity
of responsibilities and the complexity of the tactical and gunnery-related task
!! requirements of the Commander and Gunner.

l;.(".

The Bradley gunnery tasks for the major weapons aystems can be divided into
those which are clearly the Commander’s tasks, those which may (in some cases
must) be done by both the Commander and Gunner, those tasks which are clearly
the Gunner’s tagks, and those taske which the Driver must perform to assist {n
the total gunnery process. The Commander-only tasks include command and
control, determining fields of fire, site selection, target designation and
handoff and reacting to enemy fire. Tasks for both the Commander and the
Gunner include observation, target acquisition, target identification,
egtimating target range, laying on targets, and adjusting fires. The gunner-
=, only tasks include firing the 25 mm, TOW guidance, and Coax firing, (except, of

course, that the Commander can override the Gunner in these tasks {f required);

[}

the Gunner {8 also respongsible for monitoring ammunition expenditures, reloading ~
the 25 mm and the TOW (with assistance from other squad members), and correcting ;
malfunctions on the major weapons. The Commander is responsible for loading and Q
clearing malfunctions on the coaxial machine gun. This analysis excludes, for ~
Y now, the tasks associated with the firing port weapons and other dismount team I
L. operations. These taske will be treated separately below.
C e The following gunnery related tasks have been identified for the Bradley -
5 Commander, Gunner and Driver: N
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Commander Tasks:

I
e,

Site_selection: this involves the selection of a combat position from
which to conduct the assigned mission. Although primary defensive firing
positions will frequently be assigned by Company or Platoon leaders, the Squad
leader must also be able to determine appropriate sites for positions which will
gsupport the platoon and higher defensive (or offensive, as in overwatch
positions) plans and tactics. Many types of positions are involved in the BIFV
operations: hide position, overwatch position, defilade position, turret-down
position, hull-down position, dismount position, and primary, alternate and
supplementary positions to meet various requirements. Ccmmanders require
training to be able to identify those characteristics of possible sites which
will be appropriate to the requirements of various defensive and offensive
tactics. This requirement is closely related to the next task as well.

e

Determine Fields of Fire: This task involves the identification of those
areas or lanes which the BIFV must or can cover with fires from its main and
supplementary weapons. Identification of the availability of clear fields of
fire which allow broad area coverage and overlapping coverage with adjacent
vehicles or units is a major aspect of the initial site selection., The flelds
of fire define the areas in which targets can and will be engaged. Normally, a
vehicle or unit selects, or is assigned, both primary and secondary flelda of
» fire to assure adequate fire coverage of the battlefield. The identification
-. process includes determining the maximum ranges for engagement by each weapon
) system, likely engagement areas and those "deadspace” areas in which targets

i cannot be engaged.

Exercise of Command and Control: The major task for the Commander is the
continual necessity for exercising command and control over all portions of the
element he is commanding. For the Squad leader, with the responsibility for the
vehicle team, the dismount team and the multiple weapona, both integral and
carried on the BIFV, this may be the mosat demanding requirement he will face in

[ ] training or in combat. For Platoon and Company Commanders, the requirement is
= even more complex. However, BIFV Commanders at all levels face the need to
provide continuous command and control to the unit (Squad, etc.) and to provide
e continuous monitoring, direction and fire control for all organic weapons

. systems. This is especially true for the control of the 25 mm and the TOW, but
applies also to the other squad weapons. The exercise of command and control
(C&C) 18 an imporant aspect of the BIFV Commander’s job which requires

Co considerable explicit training.

Observation through 360 degrees: 1In both defensive and offensive

R operations, it is necessary to maintain awareness of friendly and enemy activity

L in the full 360 degree surround (as well as overhead) of the BIFV unit. The

= maintenance of guch observation is the responsibility of the Commander and {n

.. many situations the BC (Bradley Commander) is the only person capable of

:.ﬁ- providing such observation. While stationary, the observation can be

v accomplished with dismounted troops positioned to maintain local security.

However, when mounted the Commander is the only individual who can provide the

<, full 360 degree and overhead scanning, and then only in the open hatch mode.

[f Overhead observation 1s extremely limited in either the popped hatch or closed

hatch mode, but the Commander still can use the turret vision blocks to cover an

approximate 280 degree field of view, excluding only the region to the left

front which can be readily covered by the Driver {f go directed. The Gunner is
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primarily attending to his optical gun sights and can only observe the direction
fn which the turret is pointed. Similarly, the troops in the rear compartment
can see only limited sectors from the vision blocks and cannot observe to the
front at all. Ag diecussions in both Europe and CONUS have revealed, the
viewports in the rear are rarely used for observation purposes. In addition to
the lack of use, there is also some doubt as to how effectively these viewing
ports can be used by troops in the rear. Vibration, lack of knowledge of the
miseion and terrain, lack of communication and lack of vehicle identification
skills all lead to difficulty in effectively using the viewports. Although
fdentified in tactical manuals as an important aspect of command and control,
this task requires emphasis in training which does not appear to exist at
present except during exercises.

Reaction to Enemy Fire: This is perhaps one of the most difficult aspects
of combat to train. The requirement is for near-immediate reaction with the
appropriate behaviors on the part of the Commander, his entire crew and the
vehicle. Appropriate action depends, of course, on the specific situation, but
would normally be to attempt to engage and destroy or suppress the enemey
vehicle or position. This calls for the immediate determination and execution
of appropriate fire and maneuver activity. A primary response would be to iasue
an appropriate fire command to the Gunner to engage the enemy. In some cases,
the appropriate action will include taking evasive action either prior to or
simultaneously with the attempt to engage the enemy. Training for reaction to
enemy fire {s difficult since the stress, fear and other emotional reactions
common to these situations can only rarely be simulated. However, the
requirement for immediate reaction through engagement, attack or evasion remains
a high priority task of the Commander and significant training is required to
achieve rapid and appropriate reaction to the situational demands.

Target Acquisition: This task involves the detection and general location
of potential targets. It does not include classification, recognition nor
fdentification of the specific characteristics of the acquired potential target.
The definitfon used I{n this sense ig more restrictive than some definitions.
Target acquisition is one of the critical problems in any defensive situation
because the attacker is generally using all his skill to avoid early detection
and to attempt to close within the effective range of his weapons prior to
detection. This task is primarily the responsibility of the BC because of his
wider fleld of view with the open or popped hatch; however, the Gunner shares
this task and has some advantages due to the magnification (4 or 12 power)
available through his optical sights. The Gunner (and the Commander) also has
a considerable advantage in limited visgibility conditions through the capability
of the thermal sight. Target acquisition requires dedicated searching of the
full field of fire, or sector, assigned to the vehicle and continual scanning
over potentially long time periods. On an offensive action, the Commander must
maintain this scanning behavior throughout the movement and overwatch phases.
Target acquisition is an important and quite difficult task and requires
considerable skill training and practice. Commanders and Gunners must be
provided with adequate training in search and detection if the BIFV unite are to
succeed in combat.

Identification of Targets: Following detection of potential targets, the
Commander must then determine whether the detection is in fact a target. This
involves determination of whether it is a vehicle or other target type and more
{mportantly whether it is friend or foe. Several steps have been defined
(Smith, 1982, 1984) which can aid in this determination, such as: 1)

15
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“"clasgiffcation” - the assessment of whether the detection is a non-target (a
rock, foliage or other irrelevant object) or a potential target vehicle by type
(e.g. -~ wheeled or tracked vehicle); 2) "recognition” - the determination of
whether the object is friend or foe; and, 3) "fdentification™ - the
determination of what specific target or friendly vehicle is represented by the
detected object. In general, the BC and Gunner must only be concerned with the
claggificatifon and recognition steps of this paradigm. It is only essential
that the detected object be determined to be an engageable object and whether it
fa friendly or enemy. However, these steps are quite difficult in the field
situation, especially when targets are to be detected at ranges up to 3000 -
5000 meters., Considerable training and practice are necessary to develop and to
maintain these skills, since it is important for a BIFV Gunner and Commander to
know {f the vehicles seen are friendly or enemy. In addition, if the object is
an enemy, then the Commander needs to tell the Gunner what weapon to fire at it
and at what range. This identification is the basis for the fire command to the
Gunner, discussed below.

Determine Target Priority: When more than one target is acquired the
Commander has the responsibility for determining which target should be engaged
first, second, etc.. Targets must be ranked from first to last priority in
order to insure that the BIFV engages the most serious threat firet. Nearer or
more dangerous targets should be engaged before farther or legs dangerous
targets. Considerable training in prioritization may be needed by BIFV
Commanders and Gunners.

Estimate Target Range: Range estimation is an imporant and difficult task
for Commanders and Gunners. The Commander must inform the Gunner of the
approximate range of a target if the precision mode of gunnery {s to be used.

In order to come up with a range which will allow effective fire and or fire and
adjust, the Commander must make a reasonably accurate judgment of the range.
While range estimation 18 a pervasive aspect of all gunnery training which is
frequently neglected in actual training, it becomes more important with the
BIFV. Range estimation is difficult under the best of circumstances and is
particularly difficult when one is dealing with targeta beyond 1500 to 3000
meters. Even with training in range eatimation bering a part of every field
training situation from OSUT (basic trajning) through the most advanced courses,
range estimation skills remain a problem and are apparently subject to rapid
decay with disuse. BIFV range estimation ig possible using the stadia lines
(Choke Sight) in the Integrated Sight Unit (ISU) optics, but this is more
frequently used by the Gunner than by the Commander. The Commander and Gunner
also receive training in other estimation methods (e.g. - the WORM formula and
the AN/GVS-5 laser range-finder), but range estimation remains a problem in
both performance and training.

Lay on First Priority Target: The Commander must determine the highest
priority target of any multiple array and then lay the gun as nearly as possible
on that target. The intent is to lay the gun as closely as possible to the
target, but in any case to lay it so that the selected target is within the
field of view of the 4 power optical sight of the Gunner. This may be performed
gimultaneously with the determination of target priority and/or target range.
This task involves using the right hand control stick to move the gun and turret
so that the optical crosshairs are as near as possible to the highest priority
target. The Commander may accomplish this by directly viewing the crosshairs
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*3 through the optical sight (the Commander’s extension) or by estimation of
gun position using the external vane sight or other indicator of gun barrel
B location. These skills require training and practice with realistic targets
and crew exercises with both Commander and Gunner involved.

Hand off and Fire Command: When the Commander has selected and laid the
gun on the first priority target he must then hand off the target to the Gunner
and direct hig fire at the selected target. This is accomplished through a
fixed sequence of commands which; 1) alert the Gunner to prepare to engage a
:: target; 2) identify the weapon or ammunition to be used to engage the target: 1)
~ identify the type of target to be engaged; 4) define the range for precision
gunnery or the use of "battlesight™ range as an alternative; and, 5) direct
.- execution of the command. An example fire command to fire at a BMP at 2000
meters would take the following form:

Gunner!
SABOT!

BMP!

2000 meters!
Fire!

) The actual fire commands vary dependent on the weapon selected (HE or SABOT
F for the 25 mm and TOW for the antitank weapon) and on the mode of fire desired:
! - precision gunnery requires the Commander to specify a range to the target; i{f

- the Commander says "Battlesight™, the Gunner uses the preselected battlesight
f range, normally 1200 meters. This is a somewhat complex task which i{nvolves
_ .‘ cognitive behavior and decision making on the part of the Commander and

procedural behaviors on the part of the Gunner. It should require considerable

procedural training and practice to be properly performed under the variety of
situations in which it will be required.

o

L3

?"

a Override and Fire, i{f Required: If the Gunner cannot locate or identify

the selected target within some short time period, or if he is unable to engage

E !! for some other reason, the Commander must override the Gunner and perform the

- targetting and related actions to fire the 25 mm, TOW or Coax as required. The

requirement to do this is necessarily a judgment on the part of the Commander.

He must have determined that the Gunner is not currently able to engage the

" designated target and that he, himgelf, must fire the weapons. This action is
then accomplished using the Commander’s extension of the optical/thermal sight

- and the controller joystick located at his right hand position. The need for

: this event will be rare in actual practice; however, the importance of the

requirement and i{ts result for the survival and success of the BIFV crew demands

that special training be developed and implemented to assure successful

performance.

AN

Observe and Adjust Fire: Under normal engagement conditions, the Gunner

- conducts the actual target engagement, but the Commander will be spotting rounds
- and estimating aiming corrections necessary to get the initial burst point
ad justed so that subsequent rounde are on target. The Commander will spot the
rounds and provide adjustment instructions to the Gunner (e.g.- up 200, or right
iz 5 mils, etc.). Again training and range practice are essential to the

development of the estimatfon capability required to provide such correction
accurately. Range practice of a Commander and Gunner acting as a crew is
probably critical to the proper development of the skills inherent in this task
“ requirement.
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Load, Charge and Clear Malfunctions — Coaxial Machine Gun: The loading,
charging and clearing of malfunctions of the M240C (coaxial machinegun) is a
task asgigned to the Commander simply because of the physical position of the
gun directly in front of the Commander’s position in the turret. Loading is
accomplished with the assistance of the squad members in the rear of the BIFV,
since the 7.62 mm ammunition is initially stored in the rear compartment.
Loading and charging the machine gun are relatfvely simple mechanical tasks and
are gimply trained through demonstration and practical exercise. Clearing
malfunctions of the machine gun can also be simple or it can be relatively
difficult, depending on the type of malfunction and the difficulty of removing
or replacing the malfunctioned round or restarting the automatic feed mechanism.
This aspect of this task requires both procedural and cognitive training and
should receive appropriate concentration in training courses.

Gunner Tasks:

Assist Commander in Required Tasks: A major, but unstressed, part of the
Gunner’s jfob {8 to support the Commander in accomplishing the overall job of the
BIFV unit. While there are numerous and important tasks for which the Gunner is
specifically responsible, he must continually be able and ready to operate as a
team with the Commander to accomplish the total mission requirements of his
vehicle/unit. This is especially true with respect to the essential tasks of
surveillance, detection, recognition and identification of potential targets as
well as the actual acquisition and engagement of the designated targets within
the optical/thermal sights of the BIFV.

Prepare Range Cardg: It is the Gunner’s responsibility to prepare a range
card for each selected firing position when the BIFV is halted either
temporarily or in a continuing defensive posture. Range cards normally include
the actual firing position, designated fields of fire, ranges to prominent
landmarks or likely target areas, limits of fire (maximum effective range) for
each weapon, and special features of both the terrain sector observed and the
defensive plan (such as primary and secondary gectors of fire, overlapping fire
areas, etc.). The Gunner is expected to construct twe ropies of a range card
for each primary and secondary firing position in a drfensive situation; one
copy 18 forwarded to the Platoon and the second is retained in the BIFV turret
for immediate reference.

Mark Firing Pogitions: The Gunner is also expected to mark the primary and
alternate firing positions such that the BIFV can be easily repositioned after a
temporary move. Accurate repogitioning of the vehicle is neceassary so that the
range card information (target ranges and azimuths, etc.) will still be valid.
Thie is usually accomplished by putting stakes at the front and one side of the
vehicle in such a way that the Driver may readily guide the vehicle back into
the same location by aligning the BIFV with the stakes. Stakes may be marked
with luminous tape or other devices to provide better guidance under limited
visibility conditions. This is not a very difficult task and requires little
training. The important part {s that the concept and the rationale behind {t be
internalized and that such marking of positions {a actually to be performed.

Target Engagement: This ias a sequence of subtasks which must be performed
by the Gunner as quickly and as accuratelvy as possible after a target is
designated by the Commander, or when the Gunner himself {dentifies a target of
opportunity. The subtasks are described below:

18

lln' NP

r




Acquire Designated Targets: When the Commander has designated a
target via the fire command and laid the gun on (or near) the target, the gunner
must quickly acquire and {dentify the target and begin his engagement procedure.
If the Gunner fails to do this, the Commander may override with the hand
controller and fire the mission himself.

" Select the Weapon/Ammunition: The Gunner first selects the weapon or
ammunition designated by the fire command. This is done by switch selection for
- 25 mm HE or SABOT ammunition or by selecting TOW. If TOW is designated, the
N Gunner must first elevate the TOW launcher (if not already erected) and arm the
i gselected TOW missile in the launcher tube. If HE or SABOT is called for, the
Gunner must select the appropriate ammunition on the switch panel and prepare to
engage the target.

Engage the Target: The Gunner then engages the target using the
designated weapon or ammunition. If TOW is being used, the Gunner simply alines
the TOW reticle on the center of mass of he target and proceeds to fire the
miggile and track the target through the ISU until completion of the missile
flight. If the 25 mm is called for, the Gunner employs either the Precision

ii re Gunnery technique or the Battlesight Gunnery technique. This choice 18 dictated
J by the Commander’s fire command: {if precigsion gunnery is desired, the Commander
t ‘ will specify a range to the target; if not, he will state "Battlesight" instead

of a range for the target.

In precision gunnery the Gunner must index a range into the elevation
quadrant of the 25 mm gun turret. He may first determine whether the range
stated by the Commander {s approximately correct; this may be done by his own
estimation or by using the stadia lines (choke sight) in the ISU. Normally he
will index the range stated by the Commander to avoid lost time in further
estimation. In battlesight gunnery, the Gunner leaves the range setting at the
predefined battlesight range of (normally) 1200 meters and proceeds with the
fire mission.

The Gunner then uses the retirle and sighting rules to fire on the
target. Both the Gunner and the Commander obserrve the atrike of the initial
round(s) and the Commander may provide adjustment directions to the Gunner. In
either case, the Gunner adjusts his fire to bring the next burst onto the target
and then fires a normal five-round burgt. This continues until the engagement
i8 successfully completed.

Prepare to / Engage Next Target: When multiple targets have been sighted

the Gunner must then proceed to the next target designated by the Commander or
obgerved to be a target of opportunity. Normally the Commander would direct the
subsequent engagements with fire commands as indicated above.

Perform Misfire Procedures: The Gunner {s responsible for performance of
of those procedures necessary to correct misfires and other malfunctions of the
25 mm gun and the TOW system. TOW misfire procedures are carried out in
conjunction with other squad members in the rear of the BIFV., Similarly, the
Commander may assist the Gunner {n addresaing a 25 mm malfunction. Accurate
performance of the proper procedures for correcting malfunctions is critical
in terms of both time and personnel safety. Although the procedures defined for
thege corrections are fairly straightforward, considerable practice and drill
should be required to make their performance routinized and as nearly automatic
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as possgible.

Ammunition Reload: Reloading the 25 mm ammunition into the ready boxes and
new TOW missiles into the launcher tubes is in part the responsibility of the
Gunner. He must be generally aware of ammunition expenditure and be prepared to
upload fresh ammunition as time and battle conditions permit. Reloading the TOW
requires the Gunner to position the turret at the appropriate azimuth and
elevation to allow the squad personnel in the rear to remove the expended rounds
and insert new rounds. This is a straightforward procedure but requires
cognitive knowledge and turret positioning skills. Similarly, reloading of the
25 mm HE and 25 mm SABOT requires the Gunner to position the turret in two
gseparate and specific positions to allow access to the individual boxes. When
the turret is properly positioned for each box, the Gunner physically loads the
box with the agsistance of the squad members in the vehicle rear. Again this is
a relatively simple procedural sequence which can be trained with drill and
practice. 1In reluvading, time is of the essence since the vehicle must be
temporarily out of action for whatever time is taken up in this operation.
Separate efforts within this study are underway to develop improved procedures
and improved ready boxes to reduce the time required for reloading.

Driver’s Tasks:

The gunnery related tasks of the Driver consist mainly of assisting the
Commander and Gunner to perform their tasks. The Driver must quickly and
accurately execute the orders of the Commander so as to support the gunnery
activity. He must also asgist in observation and surveillance, especially to
the left front of the vehicle. To amssist gunnery, he must be able to quickly
move the BIFV into and out of defilade on orders and, in traveling, he must be
alert to the need to maintain a more steady firing platform by following lines
of least unevenness or obstruction. The Driver also aesists the Commander and
Gunner in target acquisition and in spotting rounds to aid in fire adjustment.

If the Commander, Gunner and Driver can effectively interact to perform

these tasks in an accurate, complete and timely manner, the Bradley will
adequately fulfill {ts requirements for major weapons system gunnery.

Analysis_of Selected Task Characterigtics

As the next step in the analysis, these tasks were examined with respect to
gseveral criteria related to adequate and timely performance. Five criteria were
uged, based on a modif{cation of criteria and scales developed by Lenczycki and
Finley (1980) for evaluation of the requirements for training for various tasks.
These criteria were set against five point scales and each task was evaluated
with respect to each criterion. The criteria against which tasks were rated are
as follows:

1) Criticality to mission success: This scale was defined as the degree
to which failure to adequately perform this task would result in mission faflure
and/or vehicle destruction or crew deaths. Each task was rated on a five point
scale, with | indicating little or no effect on mission success and 5
indicating a very high effect on mission success.

2) Time Delay Acceptability: This scale assessed the degree to which the
tagk must be performed immediately on cue in order to contribute to mission
guccess. A scale value of 1 indicated no need for immediacy of performance. A
5 indicated the task must be performed as rapidly as possible after the cueing
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L event in order to assure successful mission performance.
" 3) Task Difficulty: The difficulty of actual performance of the task was
‘i also rated against a five point scale with 5 being most difficult and 1 being
- least difficult to perform.
. 4) Newness of the Task: Each task was also rated as to its newnees to the
:: personnel who would have to learn and perform it, based on the expected entry
™ level for each position (E5 or 6 for Bradley Commander, E4 or 5 for the Gunner,
and E2 to E4 for the Driver). Again, a 1 indicated the least newness (task had
F: been learned or performed before) and 5 the most (entirely new task).
5) Sustainment Difficulty: This was a rating of the probable difficulty
- of sustaining competence in performance of the task without training - in effect
f: the degree to which competence would be rapidly lost without sustainment
t—

training. Ratings were 1 for a slow decay in proficiency and 5 for rapid decay.

sy Table 3 shows the ratings for each task on each criterion. These judgments
- were bagsed on an examination of the requirements of the taske, knowledge of the

: training provided in institutional courses, observations of task performance (in

operational testing, institutional training, and field exercises) and

ig discussions with field trainers in Bradley-equipped units.

The data indicate that most of the tasks of the Commander and Gunner are
highly critical to mission performance and also intolerant of time delay.
However, they also indicate that many of these tasks are not really very
difficult to perform, are not really new to the Bradley personnel (particularly
for sustainment) and are not too susceptible to competence decay. These
individual ratings, considered together with the summed ratings, seem to
indicate that the following tasks are most critical from the viewpoint of
combined performance and training need:

LT T,
r . AR
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For the Commander:

Command and Control for Flement

Acquire Potential Targets

React to Fnemy Fire
S Identify Targets

Determine Target Priority
" Eatimate Target Range

Lay on lst Priority Target
Override Gunner when Required
Observe and Adjust Fire
. t: These Commander tasks are all rated highly critical, intolerant of delay,
relatively high in difficulty, and at least somewhat difficult to sustain

competent performance without training. The two most highly rated tasks are
target identification and target range estimation. This results in part because

-
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. Table 3. Characteristics of Major Bradley Gunnery Tasks ;
B 8
- f
Task Characteristics
= &
f; Criti- Delay Task New Sustain ok
Tasks: cality Accept Diffic Task Diffic Sum: .j
ﬁf Commander (and Gunner): ;:
T
.. Site Selection 3 3 2 1 1 10 X
C Determine Fields of Fire 4 4 2 1 2 13 i{
N Command and Control 5 5 4 2 2 18 :;
.a . 3
1 360 Degree Observation 5 4 2 1 1 13
N React to Enemy Fire 5 5 3 2 1 16 o
o Acquire Potential Targets 5 5 4 1 3 18 D
i Identify Targets (IFF) 5 5 5 1 5 21 =
5 Determine Target Priority 5 5 4 2 3 19 :%
N
- Estimate Target Range 4 5 5 2 5 21 s
F Lay on lst Priority Target 5 5 3 3 2 18 "
Hand off and Fire Command 5 5 1 2 1 14 :.
" A" .;
;o Override when required 5 5 3 3 2 18 o9
- Observe and Adjust Fire 5 5 4 3 2 19 .
Coax — Load, Charge, :
] Clear malfunctions 2 3 1 3 2 11 -
Q I-‘
‘ Note: Ratings are 1 - 5, with 5 indicating the highest effect for each scale. -
. See Text for explanations. o
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Table 3. Characteristicas of Major Bradley Gunnery Tasks (Cont’d.)

S e abhblha . i eSS
W ; i A

Task Characteristics

Criti- Delay Task New Sustain
Tasks: cality Accept Diffic Task Diffic Sum:

Gunner:

Agsist Commander in Target
Acquisition, Identification 5

Prepare Range Cards

Mark Firing Positions

Acquire designated targets

Engage Target -

Select Weapon/Ammo;
Determine/Index Range;
Fire: Lead, BOT, Adjust

Prepare/engage next target

Perform Misfire Procedures

Reload Ammunition

Driver:

Assist Cmdr and Gunner:
Move into/out of defilade
Steady Firing Platform

Target Acq, Spotting Rounds

Aggt terrain select/manuever

Note: Ratings are 1 -~ 5, with 5 indicating the highest effect for each scale.
See Text for explanations.
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of the judged high decay rate (sustainment difficulty) for these two tasks.
For the Gunner:

Assist Commander {n above tasks ( Esp. Target Acquisition and
Identf{fications — for same reasons as above)

Acquire Designated Targets
Determine/Index Range
Target Engagement (Lead, BOT, Adjust Fire)

These Gunner tasks are also rated highly critical, intolerant of time delay, and
relatively difficult to perform. They are also new tasks for many infantry
input personnel and require some concern with refresher training, showing some
sustainment difficulty. Again, the tasks involving target identification,
acquistion, and ranging are the highest rated tasks.

For the Driver:

Assist Commander and Gunner in moving into/out of defilade and
Maintaining a steady firing platform

Assist iIn Target Acquisition and Spotting Rounds

These tasks were rated as highly critical or needing to be done immediately.
They are also somewhat difficult, relatively new to the Driver input personnel
pool and will require a degree of refresher training to sustain competence in
the tasks.

The total set of gunnery taske was also examined with respect to the kind
of gkills involved in performance of each task. Thisg involved determining
whether the skills required for the task were primarily cognitive in nature
(requiring information processing) or primarily paychomator in nature (requiring
motor activity with hand-eye coordination, etc.). This analysis examined each
task and rated it on a scale ranging from mainly cognitive, through three stages
of mix of skill type, to mainly psychomotor. The importance of this examination
is twofold: paychomotor tasks tend to be retained better (after actual
learning) than do cognitive tasks (cognitive tasks tend to require more
sustainment training); and, cognitive tasks usually lend themselves, better than
do psychomotor tasks, to conceptual training approaches in which the actual
situation may not be entirely replicated (as in a part-task trainer or
simulation). Therefore this analysis has potential impact on the determination
of training support requirements, including training devices.

The ratings are shown in Table 4. It can be seen that the Commander’s
tasks are rated as being largely cognitive in nature, with some tasks being
rated as mixed, and three tasks being largely psychomotor in nature. The
Gunners tasks are shown to be rated as largely psychomotor or mixed in nature
as are the Driver’s tasks. These ratings will be considered in relation to
training devices in a later section of this report.
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Table 4. Skill Components of Major Bradley Gunnery Tasks

Skill Components

Mainly Even Mainly

Tasks: Cognitive Mix_ Psychomotor
Commander (and Gunner):

Site Selection X

Determine Fields of Fire X

Command and Control X

360 Degree Observation X

React to Enemy Fire X

Acquire Potential Targets X

Identify Targets (IFF) X

Determine Target Priority X

Estimate Target Range X

Lay on lat Priority Target X

Hand off and Fire Command X

Override when required X

Obgerve and Adjust Fire X

Coax - Load, Charge,

Clear malfunctions X
Note: See Text for explanations.
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;r: Table 4., Skill Components of Major Bradley Gunnery Tasks (Cont.d) r
A
- Skill Components
. Mainly Even Mainly
Tasks: Cognitive Mix Psychomotor
- Gunner: n
L Assist Commander in Target :',
Acquisition, Identification X .
ii Prepare Range Cards X L
.
.. Mark Firing Positions X N
- K
S Acquire designated targets X R
RS
b .. Engage Target - -
._ Select Weapon/Ammo; X _
p. Determine/Index Range; X :::
. Fire: Lead, BOT, Adjust X
' »
- Prepare/engage next target X :f:
" Perform Misfire Procedures X ~
: Reload Ammunition X o
A
j:; Driver: o
. o
- Assist Cmdr and Gunner:
o Move into/out of defilade X :
A Steady Firing Platform X .
A W Target Acq, Spotting Rounds X :'.:
- - Asst terrain select/manuever X !
- ‘.
. )
T Note: See Text for explanations. :‘
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Squad Member Gunnery Tasks

The Bradley squad members riding in the rear of the BIFV (M2) have certain
weapons-related tasks also. They must aseist in observation and target
acquisition, particularly to the rear and flanks of the vehicle; assist in
weapons loading; and, maintain and operate their firing port weapons (FPW) as
commanded by the Bradley Commander.

The specific tasks required of the squad members are listed in Table 5.
Ratings for each of these tasks on the selected task characteristics listed
earlier are also shown in the table. It can be seen that, while few of these
tasks are rated as highly as are many of the Commander and Gunner tasks, several
receive relatively high ratings. These Include acquiring targets and IFF,
engaging targets, reaction to fire commands, and the several tasks related to
weapons reloading. These tasks were also examined with respect to the nature of
the skill associated with each task - cognitive or psychomotor. The ratings for
these tasks are shown in Table 6. It can be seen that the Squad member tasks
are primarily psychomotor in nature with the exception of observation for
targets, acquisition and reporting of targets and acquiring and sensing rounds.
Again, the implications of these data will be considered in relation to the
examination of training and training devices.

Effects of Night and limited visibility Conditions on_Bradley Gunnery

Bradley operations at night or under conditions of limited visibility
impose many unique demands on the Bradley team. While most of these mainly
affect the tactical area, many are directly related to the conduct of gunnery
and target engagements. The added demands on gunnery performance are not always
added tasks; they frequently amount to an increased difficulty of performance,
and a concurrent increase in the importance of successful performance, of the
normal tasks for each squad member.

Night and limited vigibility gunnery operations require that the Commander
and Gunner, and other squad members as well, exercise even greater care and
expertise in performing their usual tasks. A major example is the increased
importance of careful identification (staking, eter.) of firing positiona and the
construction of range cards for each position. Position location and range
cards are always of great importance in any engagement and should always be
carefully accomplished by the Gunner and other squad members. However, these
tasks take on a greatly increased importance under limited visibility, since the
range card may provide the only means of fire distribution and control for the
Bradley’s weapong. Without an adequate range card, carefully prepared with
azimuths of fire (based on the turret position indicator ring) to sector
delimiters and likely target areas, the Bradley Commander and Gunner may totally
lose their orientation and end up firing in someone else’s sector, or worse, at
friendly vehicles.

Similarly, the Gunner and Commander must use the thermal capability of the
ISU at night and in limited visibility. This adds another dimension to the
problems of identi{fication of friend or foes and, indeed, to the total target
acquigition and engagement requirement. These are not truly new tasks, however.
The tasks to be performed (e.g.- acquisition, identification, ranging and
engagement) are the same, but the variables affecting their performance are
different as a function of the limited visibility condit{ions. Adequate use of
the thermal sight by either the Commander or Gunner requires trafining on:
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w, Table 5. Characteristics of Squad Member Gunnery Tasks ¢
»,

.
Bl

Task Characteristics

o |
g

.- Criti- Delay Task New Sustain
Tasgks: cality Accept Diffic Task Diffic Sum:

Firing Port Weapon (FPW) Tasks:

Acquire Targets, IFF,

& Report to Cmdr 5 5 3 1 1 15 ;
React to Fire Commands 5 5 2 1 1 14 .
} B
: Engage Targets (by walking
iy tracers to target) 5 5 ] 3 2 18
=
- Perform Immediate Action 5 5 1 1 1 13 K
1 - Maintain FPW: Assemble/
e disassemble, Mount/dis-—
mount, Load/unload FPW 3 3 2 2 1 11

s A

. Other Gunnery Related Tasks:

0
7

- Provide Obgervation to Rear
L and Flanks 5 4 3 2 1 15 cs
A 7
2 Acquire and Sense Rounds 4 4 3 2 1 14 ”
M Load TOW Launcher 5 5 2 2 1 15 B
. Agsist in 25 mm Loading 5 5 3 2 1 16 i
- . Assist in Coax Loading 5 5 3 2 1 16 g
o Note: Ratings are 1 - 5, with 5 indicating the highest effect for each scale. =
See Text for explanations. =
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Table 6. Skill Components of Squad Member Gunnery Tasks -
g

Skill Components 7

R
Mainly Even Mainly it

Tasks: Cognitive Mix Psychomotor Y
Firing Port Weapon (FPW) Tasgks: X
Acquire Targets, IFF, -

& Report to Cmdr X E
React to Fire Commands X 1
Engage Targets (by walking ;}
tracers to target) X :?.
Perform Immediate Action X 5
Maintain FPW: Assemble/ o
disassemble, Mount/dis- G
mount, Load/unload FPW X »:

1Y)

o

-

Other Gunnery Related Tasks: O
Provide Observation to Rear "
and Flanks X 'i
Acquire and Sense Rounds X .

Load TOW Launcher X
Assist in 25 mm Loading X o
Assist in Coax Loading X -
Note: See Text for explanations. -
]
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Sight adjustment to optimize the display;

R AN

Scanning and sector search techniques;

The factors affecting thermal image development; ;

Thermal image recognition, friend or foe; :

Range estimation with thermal images; ’

Target engagement with thermal {mages; and, g

Fire adjustment techniques using thermal imagery. ;

Such training in understanding and appropriate use of the thermal ISU is .
necessary for both daytime and night or limited visibility operations. Given

this training is required for daytime thermal ISU operation (to take advantage N

of its better capability for target detection), there should be few new aspects .

gpecific to training for night or limited visibi{lity operations. :

g

A close examination of the requirements posed by night and other limited :
vigibility conditions indicates that the only added gunnery-related tasks for

the Bradley vehicle team and other squad members would be the following: g

Gunner’s and Commander’'s use of the ISU thermal mode for target -
detection, acquisition, identification, and engagement. (Gunners have algo been .
observed using the ISU thermal capability to assist the Driver and Commander i{n o
vehicle operation at night.) B

N

Commander’s use of AN/PVS-5, Night Vigsion Goggles, for C & C, target
detection, etc. (assuming he would use the NVG as a sunplement to the ISU
capability).

. . .
4, 0 % 420

Driver’s use of the night viewer (17 currently and thermal in the
future) for driving, target acquigition, etr.

Other squad members’ use of the squad STAND rquipment for security,
surveillance and target detection purposes.

Ag indicated above, these appear to be the only unique gunnery-related
tasks. However, it must be remembered that the added tactical requirements
posed by night and limited visibility operations will serve to enhance and -~
compound the inherent difficulty of performance of the atandard gunnery tasks -
described and analyzed above. N

The results of these analyses will be considered in the discussion of
individual and unit training below and in the overall discussion, conclusions
and recommendations section.

<
-
Institutional Training 5
~

This section reviews the instruction and training provided by the United
States Army Infantry School (USAIS) {n the major weapons gunnery courses for
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the BIFV. The primary emphasis of this analv~'s was to assess the quality and

scope of institutional training on the major ‘nnery tasks identified earlier.
The focus was on gunnery training in a tact! | context as presented in the
USAIS courses, with special emphasis on ! ng for limited visibility
conditions and the Soviet Threat. The an .8 wasg initiated with a review

of Programs of Instruction (POIs) and lese plans for the three major courses.
Manuals provided to support training were t: 'n examined to determine the
relationship of their content to the BIFV courges. Finally, inatructors i{n the
Weapons, Gunnery and Maintenance Department (WGMD) of the Infantry School were
interviewed. Interviews were directed toward identification of problems
encountered {n teaching gunnery using the existing references and doctrinal
material.

Programs of Instruction

The major weapons gunnery training for the BIFV is presented in the
BIFV Gunners Course, the BIFV Commanders Course, and the BIFV Master Gunners
Courge. The BIFV Gunners Course (4 weeks) provides training for junior Non-
Commigsioned Officers (NCOs or E-4g, E-58, & E—-68) in technical (e.g.
maintenance) aspects of the weapons systems, familiarization in firing the
weapons, and tasks related to operation and maintenance of the BIFV. The
Commanders Course (6 weeks) provides gunnery that is nearly identical to that
of the Gunners Course, but it also gives NCOs (E-6s & E-78) and Officers (0-28
& 0-38) instruction in command and tactical employment of the BIFV. The same
instructors taach both of these courses.

The BIFV Master Gunners Course (12 weeks - taught by other {nstructors)
includes the same basic gunnery training received in the Gunners Course. It
also provides more intensive weapons maintenance training, additional gunnery
training, training on how to set up ranges, and training on movement of BIFVs
by rail, sea and air.

Table 7 displays the amount of time allocated to the various task cluster
areas, each dealing with a set of tasks covering a particular area of
instruction. Differences in emphasis of the three courgaes are evident from
examination of the varying numbers of hours spent in each task cluster area.
For example, both the Commanders and Master gunners spend more than twice as
much time in Hull Operations and Maintenance than do the Gunner trainees.
However, all trajnees spend an equal amount of time in prefire gunnery and much
more similar amounts of time in practicing target engagement (although both the
Commanders and Master Gunners spend nearly an extra week in various aspects of
target engagement). Table 8 shows the percentage distribution, for each
course, of the instructional hours a student receives under various modes of
instruction. This clearly indicates that a heavy preponderance of BIFV
training is both hands-on and equipment- and performance-oriented.

As indicated, preliminary examination of POIs revealed that BIFV gunnery
for the 25mm, the TOW, and the 7.62 Coaxial machinegun is taught in all three
BIFV courses. Content of gunnery training such as preliminary gunnery, target
engagement, and live fire aspects of gunnery is very similar for all of these
courges. Differences exist in the number of hours allocated to particular
training segments with the most substantial appearing in the exercises. For
example, the Commanders course includes a Tactical Exercise Without Troops
(TEVT) incorporated around the usual live fire and range exercises. The
gapecific content of tactical training i{s not documented in the POIs.

3l

TV Ty

22

PR



L are
g
'
1
/]
R
f
[
v
b
>
.
[
«
«
\
,
'
'
\
)

:3 Table 7. Time Spent in Various Task Cluster Annexes in BIFV Courses N
! N
- A
Commanders Gunners Master Gunners N

Task Cluster Annex Course Course Coursge -

- Vehicle Introduction 2.0 2.0 2.0 n

- Hull Operations and Maintenance 26.0 13.0 31.0 "
y Turret Operatifons and Maintenance 11.0 10.0 16.0 »
: ii Veapons System Training 29.0 33.0 34.0 .
Prefire Gunnery 23.0 23.0 23.0 ?

Target Engagement 135.0 91.0 128.0 ﬁ

: . Tactics (BIFV Peculiar) 39.0 0 0
. Student Evaluation 20.0 22.0 51.0 -
= Administrative Time 29.0 22.0 16.0 -
- -
- Master Gunner Unique n 0 179.0 N

: TOTAL 314.0 227.0 514.5 g
S 3
- Data provided by WGMD, November 1984, o
N ;
: :
2 S
- R
2 :.
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Table 8. Percent of Time Spent by Type of Instruction by Course &
Commanders Gunners Master Gunners j
Instruction Type Coursge Course Course .
{ Conference/Lecture 9.4% 6.2% 16.2%
S Demonstration 1.5% 2.3% 3.5%
¥ ié Examination 6.0% 10.0% 13.3% -
Practical Exercise (Hardware) 73.6% 71.4% 62.1% B
Practical Exercise (Classroom) 0 0 1. 4% C
. Administrative Time 9.4% 10.0% 3.5% B
. {: Data provided by WGMD, November 1984, f
- s
;
- o
n
,.'r‘_
o ;
- }
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Manuals

The major training manuals to suppor' ' hese classes are the Department of
in the Army Field Manual FM 23-1 (Test): Br. sy Fighting Vehicle Gunnery;

\ Department of the Army Technical Manual 9-2350-252-10-1: Fighting Vehicle, v
T Infantry, M2, and Fighting Vehicle, Cavalry, M3, Hull; and Department of the -
. g— Army Technical Manual 9-2350-252-10-2: Fighting Vehicle, Infantry, M2, and v
RS Fighting Vehicle, Cavalry, M3, turret. Additional manuals useful for the -
courges include the Department of the Army Field Manual 7-1]1M10: Soldier’s :

- Manual (11M10 Fighting Vehicle Infantryman), Department of the Army Field y
<o Manual 7-11M20: Soldier’s Manual (11M20 Fighting Vehicle Infantryman), :,
T Department of the Army Field Manual 7-11M30/40: Soldier’s Manual (11M30/40 I
: Fighting Vehicle Infantryman), and technical manuals such as Department of the ;
3 Army Special Text 7-193: Tank Identification Handbook. 2

) The "bible"™ for gunnery instruction is FM 23-1. The review presented

- earlier described this manual’s major contribution to training and maintaining
gunnery skills and knowledges. It is used congistently as an adjunct to daily
instruction in gunnery portions of all three courses.

The technical manuals specific to the Bradley (TMs 9-2350-252-10-1 and -2)
are the other "bibles™ used in the courses. They pregent detailed operations,

S maintenance and troubleshooting training for all three courses. These manuals o

b (although many errors of fact have been detected and corrected by the BIFV <

S instructor staff), provide detailed information concerning the actual vehicle -

> - configuration, weapons and weapons control equipment and operation and S
i maintenance of the BIFV., They were prepared under the prime contract for the :
. B: *dley and are being updated continually as errors are detected and reported.

.- The skill level 1 Soldier’s Manual (11M10) is designed to provide

information primarily on driving and basic gunnery. This manual has an

- emphasis on the firing port weapons and minor training (e.g.- how to load the R
25 mm ready boxes) on the other weapons systems. The skill level 2 Soldier’s =

- Manual (11M20) describes and definesa thoae 8kills required to achieve mastery

’ of BIFV gunnery, with little or no information on port weapons or tactics.
This manual includes all of the basic information related to use of the 25 mm
gun. The skill level 3 and 4 Soldier’s Manual (11M30/40) focuses entirely on .
tactics with little or no {nformation on weaponry and driving. This manual -
supplements other tactical manuals (indicated below) as the basis for small unit

tactics and techniques with the infantry’s first fighting vehicle.

i)
R |

KA

Taken together, these manuals provide the soldier complete familiarization
with the BIFV; starting with the firing port weapons and driving, then
introducing the soldier to gunnery, and finally provide information for the

development of tactical skills. Precision gunnery information {s provided in -
FM23-1 and during classroom instruction. Information on BIFV tactics is
M provided by available field manuals and training texts (Department of the Army -i
‘ ?} Field Manual 7-7J: The Mechanized Infantry Platoon and Squad, Department of the -
3 " Army Training Text 71-1J: Mechanized Infantry Company Team, Department of the -
: Army Training Text 71-2J: The Mechanized Infantry Battal{on Task Force). .

Several of the manuales used to support Bradley gunnery instruction are !

stil]l in draft form (as FM 23-1 (Test)) with some more recent equipment changes .
\ and training developments not being reflected. Because of the emerging nature .-
of fighting vehicle concepta, tactics and instruction, cross referencing of :
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- manuals can potentfally result in contradictory information. However, on the
surface, these manuals appear to be adea ‘e for training support in this early
Ii stage of the BIFV’s deployment. Even su, detailed analysis of these manuals’

indexes, tables and cross references needs ‘o be made to insure consistency and
accuracy of information. This should be part of the extensive rewrite effort
now underway.

Gunnery Instruction

Ingtruction in all three courses begins with one week concentrating on
vehicle familiarization, safety, use of publications, and hull maintenance.
Equipment training i{s begun in the second week with emphasis on learning the
details of the hull and turret characteristics of the total weapons system.

The third week generally focuses on prefire gunnery training. The majority of
prefire gunnery training is dedicated to three task areas: vehicle identi-
fication; manipulation training; and boresighting. Other prefire gunnery topics
include range determination, target acquisition and issuing of fire commands.
Approximately fifty percent of weaponsg gsystem training (part of prefire) in all
courges is devoted to the 25 mm gun (M242). The remaining hours are divided, in
' descending priority, between the coaxial machinegun (M240C), the firing port

e weapons {except the Gunners courge), the TOW, and the smoke grenade launchers
(M257). The heavy emphasis on the 25 mm gun, in comparison to other weapons on
the vehicle, corresponds to the emphasis of USAIS as reflected in FM 23-1.

e
'l
R

After completing the prefire gunnery training, the students then move to
L range exercigses directed toward the task skills to be tested by the BGST
I. (Bradley Gunnery Skills Test). Although the exercises differ glightly for the
three courses, all trainees are given basic training in the vehicle with both
dry fire and live fire exercises, both subcaliber and full caliber. The initial
firing exercise is a subcaliber exercise consisting of target engagements from
first stationary positions and then moving positions uging the 7.62 mm coax MG.
Next 18 the vehicle team exercise congsisting of engaging moving and stationary
gsilhouettes from both a stationary and moving BIFV using 25mm TP-T and the
coaxial machinegun. These exerciges are identical for all three courses.
However, the Master Gunners and Commanders courses continue with additional
firing exercises after the first two basic exercigses (subcal and combat vehicle)
in which the Gunners participate.

The Commanders course exercises begin with a 5 hour firing port weapon
b - exercigse followed by a 130 hour FTX (field training exercise) which is designed
to incoroporate the BIFV live fire gunnery exercises. This includes the basic
exercises used in the Gunners and Master Gunners courses: target engagements
with the M240C and the M242 from stationary positions and later advances to
moving positiona. In the course of the FTX, the students perform: 1) a
movement to contact with a squad; 2) maneuver a dismount team; 3) direct a squad
in the defense; 4) perform a movement to subsequent positions; and, 5) employ a

> platoon. The additional live fire exercises, including the Platoon Evaluation
s Exercise, are incorporated into these scenarios.

» - The Master Gunners begin with 4 hours of firing port weapon exercises,

r followed by the usual initial exercises; the 15 hour subcaliber exercise and the

15 hour vehicle team exercise, identical to the Gunners initial firing exer-
y cises. The combat squad exercise is then performed, which incudes the squad
N movement to contact, the direct fire and maneuver of a dismount team, the direct
M2 squad fires, and the movement to subsequent positions. These operations are

T .
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performed and evaluated identically to those required in the Commanders course
ag part of the FTX. However, the difference in hours allotted to these
exercises (Commanders course 130, and Master Gunners 45) is mainly due to the
difference in emphasis of the two courses; the Commanders course FTX is largely
given over to teaching and demonstration of tactical employment of the BIFV and
its weapons systems.

The amount of time devoted to any single task within any of the courses is
highly variablie from one class to the next. These classes are dynamic and have
been evolving through successive iterations over many months of trainer
preparation and instructional refinement. Both training developers and
instructors are still learning how best to teach which part of the material to
be learned. For this reason formats for training have gone through many
changes: 1instructor changes; training material changes; training aid changes;
and, other format changes in the attempt to evolve a successful format for each
courgse. Every aspect of the courses is continually under intense scrutiny from
geveral asources: WGMD’s command structure, civilian consultants involved In
this study, the instructors themselves, and other sectiones In USAIS who have a
vested interest in the BIFV. The hours specified above were provided by WGHD in
November of 1984. Due to the constant changes in course presentation, these
figures will be inconsistent with figures obtained before or after this date.

Training of Selected Tasks for the Bradley Commander and Gunner

Table 9 {dentifies the course periods which provide training for each of
the gunnery-related tasks selected earlier as most critical for Bradley
Commanders and Gunners. The training content relationship is sometimes explicit
and direct but, in some cases, has been deduced from course descriptions and
ohgervations. Training that enables performance of these taske is essential to the
achievement of effective gunnery by the BIFV team. The following discusses
further some of the aspecific training for the more critical tasks identiffed
earlier.

The exercise of Command and Control (C2) ig an important area for the BIFV
Commander. These skills are primarily taught in the Officer Basic and Advanced
Courses. The major BIFV course input to this skill training occurs in the
Commanders course in the FTX. Students are required to serve as either
Commander, Gunner, Driver or squad member (or rotating among positions) in a
BIFV operating in a (simulated) tactical environment. The required live fire
exerciges are incorporated into this scenario also; thus, the Commander students
experience both vehicle and unit command and control as well as individual
vehicle control on the firing range. Another simpler aspect of this requirement
is taught In the course segment on fire commands; students Iin all three courses
are taught how to give and receive the fire commands and subsequently receive
practice in this on the range exercises or during the TEWT. Additional aspects
of command and control are taught to Commanders in the tactics segment of that
coursge.

Acquisition of potential targets is a difficult task which {8 probably not
taught as effectively as it might be {f additional scarce resources were
available. Currently, target acquisition i{s taught as a formal block of
inatruction in each of the coursges and is practiced Iin exercises on the ranges.
It {8 one of the more difficult tasks to teach, primarily because of the lack of
a wide range of potential target types and dispersed areas on which to practice
target acquisition. Problems have been noted earlier in acquiring the
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'! Table 9. Course Segments Instructing Selected Bradley Gumnery Tasks

Course Segments
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Selected Commander Tasks
Command and Control: X X X
- Acquire Potential Targets: X X
. React to Enemy Fire: X X X ’
; Identify Targets: X X X .
i Determine Target Priority: X X X Nt
Estimate Target Range: X X X X X N
Lay on Priority Target: X X X o
y Override: X X X X :
n Observe and Adjust Fire: X -
o N
) Selected Gunner Tasks :
: . Identify Targets: X
Prepare Range Cards: X
~- Engage Targets:
Do Determine/Index Range: X X X .
Target Engagement - N
- Lead, BOT, Adjust Fire X X ,E
o) Prepare Engage Next Target: X X
.
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Heading for Table 10

Range Determination
M2 Tactics

Exercises / TEWT
Issue Fire Commands
Target Acquisition
IFF/Threat/Signatures
Manipulation Training
Turret Operations
M240C

M242

TOW

Smoke Grenade

Ready Boxes




Ware range because of the inherent difficulty in spotting

silhouette targets on

- the targets when they are raised in the locations. Target boards were simply
i E very difficult to see when they came up. This has been alleviated by painting
white outlines on the target boards, making them much more discriminable from

i the background. However, this does not pr« ‘de good training in target

- acquisition, it simply points out where tar ta are for target engagement

$ E purposes. This is a training area which should receive additional attention and
b more dedicated resources.

- Reaction to enemy fire is perhaps one of the most difficult aspects of

< ﬂj combat to train. The requirement is for quick and accurate reaction to the
initial enemy fire by initiation of the appropriate procedures for engagement
and destruction of the enemy. Development of the desired trained responses to

: enemy fire (other than the natural one of attempting to take cover) requires

- practice in a tactically valid environment which includes multiple engagements
by enemy weapons and some indication of weapons’ effects on one’s own vehicle or
unit. The closest approximation to this situation that is now available is the
FTX for the Commanders course, in which a simulated opposing force is used and
engagements are simulated using MILES (Multiple Integrated Laser Engagement

) System) equipment (see next section for MILES description). There is little

W actual training related to this necessary part of BIFV gunnery performance {n

the other courses. However, the emphasis on time constraints for engaging

targets in range exercises is an approximation for this training. Of course,

fear, confusion and other reactions, which occur in combat, cannot be truly

stimulated by these approximations. The BIFV courses also provide some minimal

training on reactions to enemy fire in the block on issuing fire commands. As

. b indicated, practice on these reactions occurs during range exercises and in the

. Commanders Course FTX and the TEWT.

T Identification of targets as friend or foe {s a critically impo~tant task

{: of the Commander, and the Gunner as his assistant. The {identification of a

T vehicle as enemy or friend {s perhaps moat important, but it {s also important
for a BIFV Gunner and Commander to know if the vehicle can be effectively

!. engaged by his available weapons. Engaging a vehicle at too distant a range or

o one that can take the hit and sustain little damape, can do little good and will
only serve to give away the BIFV'=z pogition. Ideally, identification training

) will regult in BIFV Commanders and Gunners engaging the proper targets, with the

j;- proper weapons, at the proper timea. Target identification is currently taught

formally in only one class on combat vehicle identification.

Target prioritization must occur when several potential or recognized
targets are observed at one time. To prioritize, targets are ranked from first
to last before engaging. Gunners and Commanders are currently taught to
.- 1 fdentify targets from most to least dangerous. Various elements of target
v ‘ prioritization are taught under the heading of target acquisition and combat
- vehicle identification. These skills are practiced on the ranges and during the
: - Commanders Course TEWT. However, prioritization on the ranges generally
T congists primarily of shooting the target nearest the BIFV first and targets
y farther away second and third. This task area could well receive more emphasis
: in BIFV specific training, although it is discussed in tactical manuals which
" are readily available.

Range estimation has long been recognized as an extremely important aspect
_—— of all gunnery training and efforts to improve and provide both effective
training and effective range determination aids have continued over the past
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decades. Not all efforts are or have been successful but BIFV gunnery courses
continue to provide detailed training with available information, techniques,
and materials. Range determination training for all three BIFV courses includes
a lecture and practice segment performed on the same day, plus continuing
opportunities to practice ranging throughout range exercises. Training includes
uge of the WORM formula with binoculars and the ISU stadia lines (choke sight).
Range cards are taught and practiced, although ranges are "Guestimated” on the
range cards. In addition to this class, range estimation is included in a class
on target acquisition and is practiced on the range exercises.

Laying on targets is taught in association with fire commandg and turret
operations., It is thought of as part of the process of hand off of the target
to the Gunner. It involves manipulating the elevation and azimuth of the gun and
the turret to bring the gun to bear on (or near) the designated highest priority
target. These gskills are taught in manipulation training and target
acquisition. They are practiced on the range.

Override of the Gunner’s actiong can occur when the commander decides that
the Gunner cannot identify or locate a designated target, or when he, the
Commander, decides for some other reason that he can perform the engagement
better or faster than the Gunner can. The Commander then takes control of the
gun from the Gunner by overriding the Gunner’s controls with his hand controller
(Joystick). After assuming control the Commander must then engage and destroy the
fdentified target using his own controls to setup and fire the gun/weapon. The
effectiveness of this override process and the return to normal team operations
will be highly dependent upon the effective training and experience of the
Bradley turret team as a team. Some aspects of thie process are taught in the
class on fire commands.

Procedures for engaging targets with the M242 (25 mm) and the coaxial
machine gun are well covered in the weapons training and target engagement
sections of all three courses. Training on the 25 mm represents at least half
of the weapons training in all three BIFV courges. This weapon is considered
the primary weapon on the BIFV and is treated as such by these courses. The
concept of the BIFV as a 25 mm platform is quite evident when asking questions
about the BIFV: nonspecific questions regarding prioritization, target
acquisition, and laying on are commonly assumed to refer to the 25 mm.

The procedures for employing the coaxial machine gun are alao covered in depth
in these courses. C(lasaes on operations and maintenance, ready boxes, loading/
unloading, and misfire procedures are all provided and titled as such for the
M242 and similar blocks of instruction are provided for the coax. Specific
blocks of instruction are dedicated to zeroing, precision gunnery, battlesight
gunnery, fire commands, fire engagement, loading and unloading and misfire
procedures, Range exercises, both subcaliber and full caliber, appear
sufficient to provide good procedural training in both target engagement
techniques and actual weapons firing.

Preparing to engage targets according to their priority is important
whenever there are many avajilable targets which need to be engaged in
succession. Skills in this are taught during the class on issuing fire
commands. Thesge skills are practiced during exercises on the range. Currently
the targets on the ranges cannot be distinguished except according to gross
categories gsuch as dismounted troops and tanks. According to one sergeant,
target prioritization i{s primarily a process of engaging the nearest target
first.
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Summary of Institutional Training

Emphasis on Night Operations and Limited Vigibility Training: Operations
at night or in limited visibility increase the difficulty of successfully
performing many normal daytime tasks. Given the Soviet history and doctrine of
continous operations, the capability for succegsful employment of the firepower
of the BIFV will be very important in any conflict with the Soviets. Techniques
for night gunnery have become a critical component of training. Unfortunately,
there appears to be little effort to integrate actual gunnery training into
formal night training, most of which takes place in the FTX or other field
exercise getting and does not normally involve ranges where actual gunnery can
be practiced. It must be remembered that the FM 23-1 gunnery program does
require that all exercises be accomplished both in daylight and nighttime
', conditions, but that requirement is relatively little in relation to the
perceived need to combat the Soviet threat under night and all visibility
.. conditions. Additional training in night gunnery should be incorporated into
- the BIFV courses and promulgated as a requirement to units, as well.
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There is a reverse cycle gunnery class as part of the Master Gunners

RIS Courge. This classg occurs on Ware range and uses both thermal sights and 5
] artificfal 1ight to facilitate training. Both Coax and 25 mm live fire are ‘

practiced; all fire is reported to be from a moving BIFV, This is a welcome

move in the right direction for BIFV training, but it should be expanded to .

t; provide additional night gunnery training to all BIFV students. Kt

et v BE AN
.

There currently is a need for increased training on the interpretation and
use of thermal images in the ISU sight. Formal instruction fails to inform
students of the types and sources of heat which result in thermal signatures.
Many critical pleces of information are lacking because of insufficient
o~ knowledge of the required techniques to be used with thermal imagery. There is
. o no guidance on the type of scanning pattern to be used or the sector size that
can be covered at night. The field of view in the thermal mode {s restricted
but the nature of the image is easier to detect than with normal sights (except
., during limited morning and evening hours when rontrast is minimal). Larger
gectors can potentially be effectively scanned for the exigstence of an object
using the thermal sightg as opposed to the day aight. However, there is also an
S increased difficulty in detailed identification of gpecific vehicles and other B
AR target types at night. =

R

RS,

Guidelines are not currently given for optimizing detection versus
identification of targets by varying display adjustments. Similarly,
construction of range cards to define sectors of fire and likely locations for
target appearance assumes added significance during night operations.
v lf Unfortuately, formal instruction concerning the preparation and use of the range N
v ol card is severely limited in the BIFV course. Currently these courses do not W
stress the usual methods of accurately determining ranges for construction of
the cards (i.e. walking off the distance, use of the WORM formula with the range
S card, etc.), nor do they emphasize placement of stakes and markers for firing
[~ positions.
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Usea of Simulation/Substitution/Miniaturization: The use of simulators in
the BIFV specific courses is limited at best. One use of aimulation is for 25
mm gunnery. This training includes the use of the coax as a subcaliber
gsubstitute. A second simultor recently introduced to BFIV gunnery training is
the Reavis-Brewster device. This is a device which allows use of either the
Stout Board (a chalkboard-like device to which scaled targets are pinned) and
the M55 Lager device, or an Mlé rifle firing either 5.56 mm rounds or .22
caliber rounds (with the rimfire adapter). Scaled targets readily available in
the Army training aid inventory are used with either of these applications. The
Laser/Stout Board combination can be used in garrison training, while the M1é6
arrangement requires a range and a short safety fan., etc.. A second use of
miniature targets is in range determination where models of Soviet vehicles are
used in conjunction with the WORM formula. Currently, there appears to be
little perceived need for increased availability and use of additional types of
training aids/devicees in the courses. The reason for the lack of additional
perceived need is unclear, since it appears from an observer’s viewpoint that
additional training aids and devices could provide considerable assistance in
providing the current instruction and perhaps allow inclusion of some aspects of
tactical BIFV gunnery that are not now covered.

A detailed discussion of the characteristics, capability and utility of
gsome potentially useful training aids/devices is presented in the next section
of this report. It is noted, however, that several prototype simulation devices
are currently being evaluated by the USAIS. It is expected that upon completion
of those evaluations, the devices ultimately selected would be integrated into
the appropriate phases of training.

Positive Aspects of Institutional Training: There are many aspects of BIFV
training which are of superior quality. These include all gunnery training
gegments which cover the procedural skills required to perform the major BIFV
gunnery taska. These megments include loading the M242, firing the M242, turret
operations, and the performance of misfire proceduregs. Training on gunnery with
the Coaxial machine gun is also superior in quality, as {s that associated with
turret operations and procedures. Misfire and other malfunction correction
procedures training could possibly be improved with better training aids and
more time. Given the alloted time and avilable training aids, the instruction
fs excellent.

The degree to which tactical training is incorporated with the gunnery
training, primarily in the Commanders course, is an excellent innovation which
should be extended to the Gunners and Master Gunners courses. Relevant tactical
training in the course context would increase the meaninfulness and thus the
impact of this institutional training.

The degree of instructor committment to the course preparation and
presentation is quite high and should be generally commended. Many individuals
involved in course development and instruction frequently spend extra time
photographing parts of the BIFV to use in slide presentations as part of their
lectures, actively seeking out current threat information to use in their
presentations and working with researchers to suggest and or investigate
potential improvements.
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Improvement Areas in Training Requ' nents: Of the BIFV Gunnery Task Sets
identified as most critical to the Commander and Gunner, training for the
u following could be improved:

1. Reactions to enemy fire

2. Acquire potential targets

3. Target fdentification

4. Estimate target range

5. Determine target priority
Hand-off and override

7. Obgerve and adjusat fire

8. Threat target identification
ié 10. Target Acquisition at Night
11. Range Determination at Night

Many of these tasks are not considered to be primarily within the domain of

) BIFV gunnery training. They are considered to be largely tactical tasks and

II more generally oriented than to the Bradley or BIFV gunnery. While this is
gomewhat true, these tasks are those which may well determine the success or

failure of a single Bradley or of a Combined Arms Company Team. Training in

these skills and the requisite knowledges does occur in other courses (e.g.-

Officers’ Basic and Advanced Courses, NCO’s basic and advanced courses).

However such training is needed, initially or again, in these courses as well.

One previously unmentioned aspect of the RBradley training situation that is
affecting the general quality and consistency of training is the variability of
the student input to the courses. Currently students are arriving for training
with a wide variety of experience and prior training. Some of these students
have never seen a BIFV before, others have been part of a BIFV unit for over a
year. This variability forces the current classes to spend time duplicating
prior training for some students to provide initial training for others., This
includes introducing the BIFV to the students, essential for those who have not
had any experience with the BIFV. In the future, as the BIFV becomes a standard
piece of military hardware, this problem will decrease. As this happens, some
of this introductory time can be used for greater detail in specific areas.

The courses provide basic training in gunnery for the Gunners, for

» operation, maintenance and Gunnery for the Master Gunners, and gunnery, tactical
X employment and command for the Commanders. The courses do not attempt to teach
) everything which all BIFV crewmembers will need to know to miximally employ the
BIFV and its weapons capabilities. The limited time and resources available in
the School forces restricted scope and breadth of the courses; they do not
attempt to do the impossible. Basic gunnery procedures and techniques are
taught quite well, while much of the refinements of precision gunnery techniques
are relegated to further training and experience of the goldier in the unit.
Basic tactical information ({.e. site selection, determining fields of fire,
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. g- etc.) is primarily presented to the students in the Commanders Coursge, with
little tactical training being given to the Gunners and Magter Gunners. Target
identification and prioritization become much more important information

i; requirements for the Infantry with the Introduction of the BIFV. Although

always important to the anit-tank weapon crew, such information achieves a much
higher i{mportance for the BIFV squad and team when their vehicle is so much more
observable and potentially a much higher priority target for the enemy. The
requirement for this knowledge has led the Arm-r branch to offer classified
classes in tank gunnery courses; this may bec. necessary for Infantry also.
Such information is necessary when soldiers are expected to fight in an armored
environment. These soldiers have a clear need to know penetration capabilities,
armor thickness, and effective ranges of many different systems. Fighting this
.- type of warfare adds new meaning to the term "fighting smart.”
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- Training in target acquisition could be improved by 1) changing the
gstructure of current ranges and 2) increasing the availability of suftable
training devices. Firing fans are generally too narrow on BIFV ranges at Fort
Benning. They do not provide for adequate training Iin acquiring targets,
tracking targets, or learning lead rules for moving targets. Training devices

. need to be made available for test and validation studies in the BIFV courses.

fé Until ranges, related training exercises and training aids are improved for a
variety of student performance levels, these inadequacies will exist in BIFV
training.

Training of range estimation/determination for target engagement in a
tactical environment is limited. The following description of present training
. is repeated from Rollier, et. al., (19B84):

Two methods are taught: use of the stadia lines and use of the WORM
formula. Use of the stadfa lines is recommended during situations
when time permits. The most likely situation with this consideration
would be a atatic position in which use of i{nformation derived from a
range card would be equally adequate. 1If the BIFV is in a static

- pogition, it {8 questionable how raaily the «tadia lines could he usged

) to estimate range to a moving target. At night, arcurate range
egtimation with the stadia linen is leas likely. In 1 moving BIFV,
use of the stadia lines would seem ton time consuming pgiven the time
requirements to initiate return fire. Ulse of the gtadia lines may be
appropriate from an overwatch poasition; however, the probability of
detecting a fully exposed target is low.

The second range determination method, use of the WORM formula (Width
of target Over the Range times Mils) with binoculars, would seem to

be an even legs likely technique of determining range for target
engagement. It requires the Commander to estimate range with the hatch
at leagt partially open. And given the mathematical computations
involved to estimate range, combined with the stress of battle, it is
questionable how well timely fire would be delivered.

. It would geem that greater emphasis for range estimation in a static

. poaition should be on use of range cards and sector sketches for use

l in both daylight and limited visibility conditions. For moving
operations, more emphasis is needed in the area of map reconnaissance
and egtimation of distances between key features along the route.
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The greater need for night training in target acquisition, identification
and gunnery skills, in general, leads to an identified need for simply more and
more concentrated gunnery training at night. As indicated, there is currently
very little training on night gunnery, except in the reverse cycle training and
BGST testing that goes on. There is also very little training in uae of the
thermal capability of the BIFV except in these exercises (and in the FTX
setting). More emphasis needs to be placed on these areas and more resources
need to be dedicated to providing such training. Some possible anawers to some
of the training need might be developed out of use of some of the BIFV related
training devices dsicussed In the next section; however, training devices will

not substitute totally for actual full caliber gunnery exercises, both day and
night.

Observations on NET and Unit Training

New_FEquipment Training (NET)

New Equipment Training (NET) for Bradley-equipped units had been initiated
much before the study team’s visits to USAREUR and Fort Hood in early 1984.
The NET Teams (NETT) had provided training to one Battalion in USAREUR and to
two units at Fort Hood prior to our field observations. Both NET teams were
formed through special selection from cadre of the School and were pre-trained
by participation in an early version of the Bradley Master Gunners course and
gspecial train-the—-trainer sessiona. They then entered their NET training
cycles. NET was accomplished somewhat differently in the two locations, but the
overall training programs were esgsentially the same and were based directly on
the materfals and POIs developed at the Infantry School. In most cases, NET
personnel adapted the POlg only slightly for administration to the units.

The Fort Hood Team administered the first on-gite training to the 1/4lst
Inf Bn (Mech) in the 2nd Armored Division in early 1983. They have since
trained several other battalions in the 2nd Armored Division. Their training
was conducted within the normal training cyclea of the Division and the
battalions being trained. Training occurred within the local training areas of
Furt Hood and was controlled and sequenced to some depree by the Division
requirements and the Battalion Commander. An important aspect of this NET was
that the BIFV squads were trained as a unit, with all members of the squads
participating to some degree throughout the training. No detailed information
on this training was available when the study team visited Fort Hood; however, a
TCATA study reported that both maintenance and operational training was fully
gatigfactory to allow BIFV units to accomplish their missions throughout the
period of that study (TCATA, 1984).

The USAREUR NET Team administered their first training cycle during the
Fall and Winter of 1983-84 to the 1/15th Inf Bn (Mech) of the 3rd Infantry
Division. Training was accomplished somewhat differently in USAREUR in that the
pergonnel of units being trained traveled to Grafenwoehr/Vilsek for training.
Both maintenance and operational training, including gunnery training, were
done at the remote location. Thus, unit personnel were more under the
control of the NETT than had been the case at Fort Hood. Another significant
difference between the two training situations was that the USAREUR NETT trained
vehicle teams (Squad Leader, Assistant Squad Leader, Gunner and Driver)
separately from the other squad members. This was thought necessary due to the
differences in training task requirements for the two BIFV teams rather than for
any other reason. However, the study team observers were told that thie caused
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:f R aome difficulty in the training situation because it generated a perception of

; separatenegs (and pogsibly unequal valuation) between the two teams. No

! D objective data are available which indicate any substantive difference or effect
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due to this difference in training, but some morale problems were attributed to
the differential training treatments. Interim briefings by the TRASANA group
conducting the Training Effectiveness Analysis (TEA) for BIFV indicated that the
early NET training in USAREUR suffered some difficulties, especially in
maintenance training (La Roque, 1984a). A major problem was reported to be the
lack of adherence to the POIs for maintenance training and the resultant
underutilization of training time and trainee time. Subsequent reports indicate
that these NET difficulties have been largely corrected.(La Roque, 1984b).
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In NET training at both locations, gunnery training was conducted according
T to a training schedule based on the USAIS POIs for the Gunners Course and the :
— Commanders Courgse. No fixed POI was used either at Fort Hood or in USAREUR. Py
NETT personnel worked with the basic content of the Benning POIs and modified .
them as needed to train unit personnel at each of the appropriate levele. -]
Modifications to basic concepts and POI materials were consistently cleared with -
" the Infantry School prior to implementation (MAJ J. Hinton, personal
- communication, January, 1984). NETT personnel also used the contents of FM 23-1 o
Eé as guidance for training and for input to unit trainers. Thus, gunnery training
for all personnel, including Bradley Commanders, followed the outlines and
T fncluded essentially the same exercises as presented in current courses at the
.o Infantry School. Unit trainers were also urged to follow the recommended
- gunnery training and evaluation programs set forth in FM 23-1 {n continuing home .
station training in preparation for qualification training at the MTA. ~

ll Thus, NET training closely paralleled that currently provided at Fort
Benning, but emphasis was on preparing unit personnel at all levels to perform
e their respective jobs and to work together as teams. When unit personnel were .
n-é questioned about the effectiveness of NET training, respongses were quite N
X positive at both units vigited. .

' !! Unit Training Obsgervations

As indicated, the study team visited both of the initially equipped Bradley
o units to observe training and evaluation during ARTEP exercises. These vigits
- were primarily to observe tactical training and operations at the squad level
’ and have been reported in detail elsewhere (Rollier, et al., 1984). As such,
obgervations and collecton of data on unit gunnery training and training
programs was a gecondary objective. The intent was to find out as much as
possible about unit gunnery training in a relatively informal manner. The
result was that no hard data were collected, although gunnery training was
discussed on many occasions with many individuals.

Although no actual unit gunnery training was observed at either location,

e preparations for home station pre-MTA gunnery training were observed and
. discugsed with unit trainers in USAREUR (3rd Inf Div, 2nd Bde, and the 1/15 Inf

Bn, in Kitzengen, FRG). Trainers reported that FM 23-]1 was used as the gunnery >

training "bible"” for the Brigade and the Division. Their total gunnery training
S program is based on the recommended annual training program and the preliminary
l- gunnery training and firing exercises outlined in the FM. They routinely
conduct local area training on dry fire and other preliminary gunnery skills in
preparation for their qualification firing which {3 done at Grafenwoehr. Crew
gunnery and squad drills are planned for routine conduct to be based on local
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and Department of the Army gulidance. These are intended to prepare Bradley
teams for the vehicle team, squad and platoon qualification exercises (VTCE,
SCQE and IPEE).

Obgervations at the units included subcaliber firing with a locally
fabricated adaptation of the Brewster device (uging .22 cal ammo) against scaled
ranges fashioned to resemble GDP positions. The use of the tank version of the
B/TGMTS (Bradley/Tank Gunnery and Missile Training System, by DETRAS) was also
observed. Unit trainers indicated that such devices were fundamental to
successful training given their training area restrictions on full caliber or
even 7.62 mm firing. Such devices allow much more and more frequent practice by
Bradley teams than any other available resource.

Trainers were also using scaled ranges to train range determination with
the choke sight in the ISU. This was accomplished by mounting scaled vehicle
silhouettes on movable target stakes at varied distances from the vehicle line.
Commanders and Gunners then practiced ranging on the targets at various
simulated ranges. Trainers reported that this training had considerably
improved initial ranging on full scale targets for some gunnery teams but no
details were available.

Trainera questioned about training for thermal mode use of the ISU and
thermal image identification indicated that no formal programs were available or
used in the units. Trainers recognized that such training was needed and should
be developed either locally or centrally, but no efforts were reported to be
underway. Apparently, little emphasis has been placed on this aspect of gunnery,
day or night.

The USAREUR unit trainers also indicated that the available Master Gunners
(from Fort Benning training) were being used mainly as battalion level primary
instructors for sustainment and transition training of individual Bradley
gunnery teams. USAIS has defined the Master Gunner’s major role was to be that
of training advisor to the battalion command ataff, rather than that of direct
instruction. However, USAREUR’s utilization of the Magter Gunner gskills may be
more appropriate in a newly equipped battalion such as was observed there.
Perhaps as the units become more highly experienced and receive more school
trained personnel, the Master Gunner will be able to assume the more general
level role envisioned by the Infantry School and implemented by the Armor
community for tank Master Gunners.

A3 {n USAREUR, the viait to Fort Hood was primarily to observe tactical
training and evaluation during ARTEP exercises. Again, no direct gunnery
training could be observed. However, digcussions with Commanders and trainers
were possible and some information corroborating the USAREUR data was obtained.
The following similarities were found:

1) the unit also used the programs outlined in FM 23-1 as the basic
building block gunnery training program. For both preliminary training and for
qualification, the principles and gunnery exercises of the FM were reported to
be followed closgely:

2) the unit was also using team and squad drills based on the drills
promulgated by the Army Training Board with local modifications (undefined) to
meet their needs;
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3) as in USAREUR, Master Gunners were mainly being used to train other
gunnerg and vehicle teams (this was still true although this unit had had the
Bradleys for nearly one year at the time of observation);

4) although more experienced with the Bradley and dedicated to night
fighting by the 2nd Armored Division charter, this unit still had no effective
training program for thermal mode ISU operation or identification of thermal
targets. When asked about the Thermal Combat Vehicle Identification kit-—-
developed at ARI Fort Hood (Smith, 1984)--the trainers questioned were unaware
that it existed.

An advantage for the Fort Hood unit was their ability to practice both
subcaliber and other exercises on the readily avilable ranges of the Fort Hood
complex. Rather than being limited to the small local area as in USAREUR, the
unit could fully utflize the major ranges and practice areas available on the
post. This seemed likely to result in less interest in training devices
(although the uge of the Brewster device was reported) and more concern with
live fire practice whenever possible. Also, this unit had taken their
qualification exercises on the tank ranges (Tables VII and VIII) at Fort Hood.
Currently there are no ranges designed for Rradley exercises at Fort Hood,
although such ranges are planned for construction in FY 85-86.

These limited observations from Bradley units strongly indicate that
gunnery training is highly dependent upon the doctrine and guidance promulgated
by the Infantry School in FM 23-1. This heavy dependence makes it essential
that this FM be updated, corrected and expanded in certair areas to allow units
to design and conduct better, more all encompassing, gunnery training programs.

Input from the Field: BFVS-TSM Training Conference — June 1984

Additional input on Bradley gunnery training and training needs was
obtained from reports of the Bradley Fighting Vehicle Systems Training
Conference convened at Fort Benning by the TRADOC Systems Manager (TSM) (King,
1984). The purpose of the conference was to obtain feedback from the Bradley
equipped units on the total package of BIFV dortrine and training provided by
the Infantry School. Many issues were discussed at the conference with most
being related to doctrine, tactics and techniques for BIFV and squad employment.
However, gunnery training was also discussed and some written finput was provided
by several field units.

The following issues related to gunnery training were prepared by USAIS-
BFVS—-TSM for the meeting (however discussion of these was fairly limited due to
press of other matters):

1) What changes need to be made in FM 23-1 (Test)?

2) Can the number of rounds currently allocated in FM 23-1 be reduced and
atill maintain crew proficiency?

3) Gunnery qualification should be at Crew? Squad? Platoon Level?

4) Should NET gunnery be revised and standardized for both USAREUR and
FORSCOM? If Yes -~ Standards? Exercises?
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. 5) 1Is the BGST a good diagnostic tool?

'n 6) Are present crew duties adequate?
‘N Inputs related to these issues were provided by the representatives of
P the 2nd Armored Division (Fort Hood) and the 3rd Infantry Division (USAREUR).
| }: The key points in the written (Vu-graph) inputs by each unit are listed below.

LC

2nd_Armored Division Major Points.
. f: Sustainment Training Requires:
Annual Qualification for All Teams

L Master Gunner Certification

. Benning Validation of Master Gunner
- NET Recommendations:
3 f; Provide Tactical Overview

Maintain the Squad Trainer

- Increase Target Acquisition - Reduce Building Block System
> . Train Pogition Specific Personnel
- Gunnery Specific:
.h L
: :j Qualify Three Timeg a Year - with Equal Priority
Ny Move Towards Vehicle and Squad Qualification

u
Do Combine Tactics with Gunnery Training
X Double VTCE Requirement
) Double SCQE Requirement
: Integrate TOW Selection Training
: Master Gunner Training:
5 i: Vehicle Technical Expertise Excellent
- Increase Training for Practical Applications:
“ Range Design
v Range Operations
- Targetry
-‘ “'
.
\ -
.
$ P
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Of ficer Training:

Include Range Design Operations and Targetry
Certification for Bradley Officers

3rd_Infantry Division Major Points.

Level of Qualification

Vehicle, Squad Qualification

Platoon Qualification

Requirement for Standardization of Qualifications
Concern with ARTEP and Gunnery Standards
Gunnery Tables

Need revisions

Better Integrate Dismount Team
Range Design

Development of Local Training Ranges

Training in Range Design and Operations Required
Night Fighting

Focus on Commander and Gunner Interaction

Need for IFF and Thermal Training for Combat and
Training Applications

Thege points were presented by the unit representatives but were not widely
discussed among the conference attendees. Although there was little argument
about these items, there was alsoc little consensus as to what to do about them
at this time. These listings do, however, indicate that the Bradley-equipped
units are experiencing many of the same problems observed in the institutional
training. They are also perceiving training problems which have been
unrecognized to date.

Summary of Review of Unit Gunnery Training

It 18 clear from the above that a number of problem areas exist in the
current doctrine for BFVS gunnery training and Iin {ts implementation in the
field. The doctrine from the School, as represented by FM 23-1, tends to be
sketchy in several important areas including the following:

1) target acquisition training

2) target {dentification training
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3) thermal mode ISU operation training

4) thermal mode target identification training

5) wutilization of available identification training devices
6) range determination training

7) integration of gunnery training with tactics

B8) wutilization of available gunnery training devices

9) gunnery in night fighting in general

In addition to these areas of light coverage, the BGST, the basic
evaluation tool for squad member proficiency, is thought to be presently

inadequate and is to be revised. A total revigion of FM 23-1 is to be available
in early 1986.

With respect to current training in units and the observed or reported
problem areas, these include all of the above concerns plus others. Major
concerns are reported by units about the training of both Master Gunners and
Bradley Officers. Similarly, the units report concerns about the total gunnery
program, its progression and the various qualification requirements for
different levels. There are also reports of concern about requirements for
conduct of preliminary training, dry fire gunnery and subcaliber training in
home station training in local training areas.

In sum, BFVS unit gunnery training {s probably being done fairly well
overall, given the newness of the Bradley and {its unique training requirements.
But the many areas of weakness and concern on the part of unit commanders and
trainers indicate that more training could be done better with {mproved
doctrine, better training materials and devicez, and improved training
management. The BFVS study team must work with ART and the USAIS to provide
some of these needed improvementsa.

Review of Selected Training Devices

A variety of training devices has been developed, proposed or planned for
potential training of Bradley Fighting Vehicle gunnery tasks described earlier.
Some of these devices are designed primarily to train part of the gunnery task,
others are intended to accomplish the whole gunnery training job, while other
training developments are directed mainly at tactical training (to include
gunnery) for the total BIFV team. However, our analysis indicates that few
devices or aids can truly accomplish the whole gunnery training job,
particularly when used as they most frequently are: without detailed efforts to
design effective integration of the devices into the total training program.

The following reviews the variety of training devices and aids which are
currently available, or are soon to come online, for potential use in training
the Bradley teams. The general performance and assessment characteristics of
the devices are described and their reported capabilities are compared wi@h
the requirements for Bradley gunnery task performance. Finally, the needs for
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training support which are not fully met by the described devices are
discussed. Potential solutions to meet these unmet needs, including the
integration of selected current devices into training programs in meaningfully
effective ways, are then considered for possible demonstration or test in the
next phase of thig study.

Characteristics of Gunnery Training Devices

The currently available training devices and aids to be discussed are
listed in Table 10 in logical categories derived from device characteristics.
The characteristics of each device listed in Table 10 are described in the
following paragraphs.

Add-on_Interactive Laser Systems

MILES, or the Multiple Integrated Laser Engagement System, {s now becoming
avallable for the Bradley. It has been demonstrated at Fort Benning and
introduced to the Bradley unitas at Fort Hood. This Laser training system
agsists training of gunnery skills by using actual equipment and actual vehicles
but firing a Laser beam as opposed to a projectile. The soldiers and vehicles
are equipped with sensors which detect lasing from other weapons systems.
Vehicles are killed only when engaged with a Laser beam coded to represent a
weapon which would actually kill the target (e.g.- a TOW Laser beam would kill
an M1l Tank; the beam from an M60 MG device would not). Kills are indicated by a
flashing light on vehicles and a loud continuous buzzer on individual soldiers.
The MILES weapons simulators for killed vehicles or soldiers are deactivated
also; they will not fire again until reset by Controllers. Recent improvements
in MILES now allow better simulation of indirect fire and the inclusion of Alr-
to-Ground and Ground-to-Air engagements (MILES-AGES). Another recent innovation
is the Laser Target Identification Device (LTID) which provides Laser sensing
and control of the IRETS and ARETS targets, allowing them to be killed by the
MILES system elements. This innovation allows MILES to be fired at stationary
or moving targets on standard ranges. Bradleyg with MILES and the LTIDs on
targets at Ruth Range at Fort Renning could perform the Squad Combat Fxercise
without firing one round of live ammo. The system assists gunners, commanders,
and referees in determining who killed whom on exercises such as ARTEPS without
anyone actually being fired upon and killed. The MILES sysatem does not account
for ranging to the target or the elevation required by projectile trajectory,
nor does it allow for leads necessary for adequate training against moving
targets. Assessment and feedback possibilities include hits, near-misses and
kills for each element (soldier or Bradley), time and location where killed,
identification of the opposing (or friendly) element which fired, and the
effectiveness of tactical operations of the unit as a function of who was
killed, when, where and why. MILES is in heavy use at the National Training
Center as the major agsessment tool for force on force engagements between
battalions—-in-training and the resident OPFOR (opposing force). Further, NETT
training is now being conducted on the recently developed elements, such as the
Bradley equipment and the MILES-AGES subsystem. Because of the widespread
application of MILES i{n the Army and the wide knowledge about it, the MILES
system {s used as a baseline system for comparison of the other Laser-based
systems described below.

The SAAB BT-41 is similar to MILES in that it is an interactive Laser
engagement system and has many characteristics similar to those of HILES.. It
also provides in-the-optics simulation of gunfire and trajectory of rounds fired
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Table 10. Current Training Devices

Add-ons to Actual Equipment (divided into):

Force-on-force Interactive LASER System:
MILES for Bradley
SAAB BT-41
Talissi Device
National Training Center

Strap—on Gunnery Training Devices Aids:
BGMTS - DETRAS Device
Reavis/Brewster Device

Sub cal (5.6 or .22)
M55 LASER w/Stout Board
Telfair Device
Through-Sight Video
Full- or Part-task Trainers (including):

Simulators / Procedures Trainers:
U-COFT (Conduct of Fire Trainer)
Perceptronics (VIGS) Trainer
Tanga

Simulations:
CATTS, ARTBASS, FIRST BATTLE, CAMMs
SIMNET (LSS - DARPA)

Range Modifications
LOMAH

Scaled Ranges and Targets (Sub Cal and LASER)
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by a vehicle, which MILES does not do. Like MILES, the BT-4l1 uses Laser

sengors on the targets, which can be either actual vehicles or simulated targets
with detectors attached. The SAAB also accounts for the actual range to target
vehicles, and considers the trajectory and elevation of rounds of different
types to determine the exact location of hits and misses. Vulnerabilities of
targets from 12 different aspect angles are modeled relative to different types
of ammunition. The target simulator evaluates whether the shot was a hit or a
miss. A hit is evaluated for effect of the round on the target based on the
angle of the target as viewed from the firing element. Kills are determined by
the actual probabilities of kill for the round and the locations of hits.
Trajectory and sensitivity can be easily modiffed through programming.
Documentation of all shots fired as well as received from enemy vehicles is
provided on a paper print-out from the system’s computer. Assessment measures
include time-of-day shot was fired, round type, rounds hit, rounds to kill, and
exact distances in elevation and azimuth of each round from center of mass.

This information can be made available in the turret of the Bradley (or other
vehicle) for relatively immediate feedback to Commander and Gunner. The SAAB
Laser gunnery system is reported to have a considerable advantage in precigion
over the MILES syatem (which was never designed to be a precision gunnery
trainer; only a tactical trainer). 1If precision gunnery can be demonstrated for
the SAAB BT-41, it will be a valuable gunnery training device - one which would
allow gunnery training in the most realistic way possible (short of war): in the
field against a variety of friendly and unfriendly vehicles and weapons systems.
This would provide good gunnery training in a tactical context.

Simfire is the British version of MILES and appears to offer most of the
same capabilities with few added advantages. However, it does provide for the
gimulation of weapona effects in the optics — the fall of the round is simulated
in the Gunner’s eyeplece attachment. The system also uses a cam system to move
the Laser to compensate for the elevation of the main gun, so avoiding the lack
of ranging capability that exists in the MILES system. Kills and killed
vehicles are simulated in about the same way as with MILES and killed vehicles
are gimilarly disabled. Precision of the Laser beam is not specified in
materials available for review. This aystem seems to fall somewhere between the
MILES and the SAAB BT-41 in sophistication and in accuracy of portrayal of the
tactical aspects of gunnery training. Simfire wnuld probably not be a great
improvement over MILES for use in Bradley training considering the large current
investment in that system.

The Talissi device is a Laser device similar to MILES developed by a German
company (Kurt Eichweber), and designed to be used with direct fire weapons.
Muzzle flash and hits are simulated by the use of pyrotechnics. A hit which
results in a kill, based on the computed probabilities, causes the automatic de-
energizing of the ignition and the radio of the killed vehicle. There are three
vergions of Talissi: Version 1 automatically determines if line of sight is
properly laid on the target; Version 2 incorporates a range finder which
determines if the shot was short or long: this version will only score a hit {f
the range was properly adjusted; Version 3 also forces the Gunnerto consider
the gun elevation in correspondence with type of ammunition and the target’s
range. Talissi has been used with the Marder, antitank helicopters, antitank
gunsg, and reconnaissance vehicles. As with Simfire, the Talissi appears to be a
compromise. It would add only ranging and elevation to the training
capabilities of MILES. It is not clear that the Talissi can match the precision
measurement and feedback of the SAAB BT-41.
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The National Training Center (NTC) provides battalion-sized unit training
against a threat force which uses apparent threat vehicles, threat tactical
doctrine, and knowledge of the terrain. MILES is used to determine hitas and
kills; and all engagements (their time, location, engaging elements, and
outcomes), are stored in a computer for later analysis. Immediate (end of
exercise) feedback is provided to the training unit Commander and staff by the
NTC controllers and Commander. The purpose of these training exercises is to
provide detailed knowledge of what unit missions, procedures, tasks and
techniquea are weak and must be concentrated on in home-station unit training.
Training at NTC is considered the ultimate tactical training experience in the
U.S. Army; however, the accuracy and meaningfulness of gunnery training at NTC
suffer the same limitations as those for MILES in any other training situation.
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Strap-on_Gunnery Training Devices/Aids

BGMTS (the Bradley Gunnery and Missile Training System made by Detras) ig a
gunnery simulator which requires the actual Bradley to be positioned in front of
the device and uses the Bradley turret and controls as part of the simulation
process. The system includes a film projector located behind a large rear
projection screen and a Laser transmitter attached to the vehicle’s turret and
ii aligned with the main gun. The Commander and Gunner view the projected film
display on the screen through their normal opticg and perform normal target
engagement procedures. Displayed on the screen are filmed field scenes of
gsingle or multiple enemy targets, with full variation in range and terrain being
limited only by the availability of films. When the gun is laid on the target

X and the trigger is pulled, the LOS (infared line of sight transmitter) emits an

" eye safe Laser beam which tracks the flight trajectory of the round and

il simulates an explosion at the predicted point of impact. Ranging is accomodated

in the projection of the flight path, so short rounds appear to burst short and

. long rounds appear to go over the target. Feedback and evaluation capability

- are limited to that provided by the gimulated burst of the round and its

S location in relation to the target. Vibration of the round being fired, flash
of the gun, smoke and dust are not gimulated. The uge of missiles can be

n simulated as can engagements of moving targets. Thermal sight films are being

" planned.

The Reavis/Brewster device allows the use of either an Ml6 or the M55 Laser
as a substitute for main gun firing. The device is mounted on the barrel of the
. 25 mm and {s boresighted and zeroed via reticle adjustment in the ISU. Used
with scaled targets (Mlé6 with either 5.56 mm or .22 cal ammo) or the Stout Board
(a bulletin board like device on which to mount small scale targets for use with
the M55 Lagser), this device allows the Gunnerto practice the basic gunnery
skills of aiming, tracking and firing. Any targets up to 1/10 scale can be used
. with the device except that problems are encountered with the very small (1/60)
3 targets. Usable available scaled targets include 1/35, 1/20, and 1/10 scales.

A problem with the amaller scales is related to the attempted use of the 12
power scope In the ISU. Normal usage is to acquire targets with the 4 power

Lo A on Vv ey
. : L e . » LI
v e ’

. f
T

;* optics and to switch to the 12 power for engagement. Switching to 12 power
- causes problems {n viewing both the sight reticle and the target at the game
time when the scaled target is physically too close to the ISU. When used with
” the M16, the Reavis modification of the Brewster device compensates for both the
[: superelevation difference between HEI-T and ADPS-T and the trajectory
differences between these rounds and those of the 5.56 mm and the .22 cal
Wt rounds. When the M55 Lager and the Stout Board is used the device can also
- :} compensate for elevation and trajectory differences. Thus, the device allows
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ranging to be trained with either application mode. A most recent development
is an improved wiring harness (the Payne harness) for this device which is more
economical, easier to inatall, and highly reliable. This device should provide
the capability to train both Precision Gunnery and Battlesight BOT with the
Bradley, with a major reduction in costs for ammo, POL and ranges. With proper
instruction and suitable targets, vehicle identification, firing on moving
targets, and range estimation might be taught as well.

The Telfare device is a strap-on mount which allows the .50 caliber MG, M2,
to be mounted on the tank main gun tube. Fired in the single shot mode with
either .50 cal ammo or a subcaliber adapter, the device will allow gunnery
practice against full size, 1/2 size, or smaller scaled targets. As used with
tanks, this device would obviously reduce the expense of firing live rounds. An
adaptation to the Bradley has been considered but has not been produced as yet.
One reason for the lack of interest is that the 7.62 mm Coax MG can be a fairly
effective subcaliber training substitute for full caliber 25 mm. It is used in
all three Bradley gunnery training courses. A second reason is that the
Reavis/Brewster device is more appropriate than Telfair for scaled range work
with the BIFV.

Through-the-Sight Video is not a gunnery specific training device. How-
ever, it can provide a unique capability for capturing the actual sight pictures
seen by the Bradley Commander and Gunner. This requires installing an optical
beam splitter in the visual path through the ISU and fitting the resulting
optical output to a video camera. This allows direct monitoring or recording,
or both, of the complete target search, acquisition and engagement process of
the team (When the ISU is used). This provides the capabilities for immediate
verbal feedback on behaviors by an ingtructor obdserving a monitor, delayed
feedback by way of replaying the video tapes for the team, and precise measures
of various variables associated with the tracking, aiming, leading, and firing
practices of the Gunner/Commander through subsequent frame analysis. As with
other training devices and aids, this assessment/feedback technique will provide
effective training, through feedback, only to the extent that it is
appropriately incorporated into a program of instruction, whether initial
training or sustainment training.

Plastic ammunition can be ugsed with either the Reavis/Brewster device (5.56
mm and perhaps .22 cal) or the coaxial machinegun. It is not yet clear whether
the ranges of the small caliber plastic ammoc will be satisfactory to allow
scaled range usage. Plastic ammo for the 25 mm is being conaidered and may be
made available in the future. None {8 currently in production. Although
trajectories may be considerably altered by the use of any caliber plastic
ammunition, it may prove usable in conjunction with scaled ranges and targets to
train several aspects of gunnery at reduced overall costs.

Simulators / Procedures Trainers

The COFT (Conduct Of Fire Trainer) is being developed in Unit and
Institutional models, with U-COFT being available in 3rd Qtr 85 and I-COFT in
1987. The U-COFT provides a high fidelity simulation of the interior of the
Bradley turret and allows performance of most of the procedural functions of the
BIFV Commander and gunner. It does not provide a 360 degree field of view for
either the Commander or Gunner. Driver functions are not trainable in the
device, but some results of the driver functions are presented to the Commander
and gunner, such as the simulation of vehicle driving and stopping on ordeéers




from the commander. Computer generated imagery (CGI) visual displays are
presented to the Commander and Gunnerthrough the simulated ISU, the unity
window and a single commander’s periscope. Scenes presented can include day
views, night views, thermal displays, fog, haze, smoke obscuration and other
simulated weather conditions. The computer generated field of play is 3000 by
6000 meters and allows the insertion of multiple vehicle, aerial and troop
models in the field of view. Both moving (up to six) and stationary targets can
be presented and the models appear to move relatively realistically. If hostile
targets are not engaged within set times, enemy fire is received. Round
trajectories are depicted realistically in addition to round impact. An
ingtructor’s station allows monitoring and control of the training process and
the computer automatically keeps records and scoring. The instructor can choose
to ugse a computer-selected sequence of sessions (each about ten minutes long and
presenting about ten targets), based on the performance of the crew in prior
seggiong, or he can at any time select specific training sessions for the crew.
Sessions vary in difficulty based on target number (single or multiple), own
vehicle motion or target motion, and other parameters (as weather and
malfunction conditions). The training sequence can be frozen by the instructor
at any point in time for critique of individual task performance. An entire
exercise can also be played back for instructional purposes. Performance
criteria are built into the system and scoring on individual sessions is used to
determine what sessions will be presented next to any given team. Scoring and
performance measurement are precise, consistent and recorded by team and by unit
(when fielded). Various formats of printout summaries are available to the
instructor or the Unit Commander for training management purposes. The system
does train turret procedures quite well and teams trained in the U-COFT per-
formed live fire as well as teams trained on the actual equipment during the OT-
I for the U-COFT. (Moon, J. and Strasel, H. C., 1982). Some major tasks, such
ag 360 degree observation and vehicle identification, are not trainable in the
U-COFT. Training for range determinatfon may be questionable also, due to
imagery differences. There i8 no attempt to simulate or to train for gun
malfunctions. On the other hand, the capability for training many normal and
emergency procedures (including turret power failures) in a wide variety of
limited vigsibility conditfonr is a major training plus.

The Perceptonics MK-2/3, the Bradley version of the videodisc-based Part
Task Gunnery Trainer (PTGT), also called the VIGS (Videodisc Interactive Gunnery
Simulator), can be uged in a classroom or in the field (on ranges) to simulate
the Gunner’s firing tasks. The trainer is a single station (Gunner only) device
which presents videodisc-stored film images of actual vehicles on a TV monitor
viewed through a simulated Gunner’s ISU. Gunner’s handles are placed in
a reasonably accurate simulation of the original turret and their manipulation
causes the "scope” field of view and reticles to move across the visual scene
displayed on the monitor. Targets can be tracked, ranges can be determined
using stadia lines, and firing can be simulated, including selection of weapons
and ammunition optiona. Firing commands are presented to the Gunner aurally.
Currently these do not accurately simulate real commands, but they could be
modified to be faithful replications of the actual commands being trained now.
Automated scoring of hits, misses and rounds fired is built into the trainer
along with certain other performance characterlistics. Certain deficienclies in
this trainer have been identified by USAIS SMEs (Subject Matter Experts) and
communicated to Perceptronics, but not all of the fixes have yet been made. As
it 18 now, this trainer should be useful for initial or sustainment training of
gome of the baasic gunnery procedures. With the deficiencies fixed, it could
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also be useful for refresher training in ranging, IFF, and night gunnery if
appropriate imagery could be made available.

Tanga 18 an Israeli-developed single station trainer similar to the
Perceptonics. It uses film representation of target imagery and presents
this to the simulated Gunner’s position through simulated optics. The only
known configuration is designed to provide general gunnery training folt a
varfety of tanks employed by the Israeli Army. Gunner’s handles are provided
and the targets can be tracked, ranged and engaged by the Gunner. The device is
designed to improve the Gunner’s skill at target location, aiming and tracking,
rapid firing, and burst on target firing. It allows for insertion of errors for
advanced gunners. It simulates flash, recoil, smoke obscuration, sounds of
firing, and round locations, including hits on targets. A printed output of
Gunnerperformance is provided for exercise critique.

Tactical Simulations

Sophisticated tactical simulations (or wargames) are now available in many
formg and varieties. The CATTS (Combined Arms Tactical Training Simulation) is
the forerunner of ARTBASS and both provide major simulation capabilities for
Command Group (Bde and Bn Staffs). CAMMS and First Battle are simulations/games
which provide tactical training for Commanders from Platoon through Battalion
level. None of these gimulations can provide detailed training In specific
gunnery tasks. However, the training in tactical manuever, use of terrain,
cover and concealment, etc., inherent in the tactical scenarios and game rules
would have obvious beneficial effects on the Bradley Commander’s ability to
perform his gunnery related functions.

SIMNET (or LSS for Large Scale Simulation) is a DARPA sponsored development
which may soon provide tactical training for multiple squad or platoon level
elements (up to multiple Battalions eventually) in simulated force-on-force
situations. This large gscale simulation is to interconnect up to 1000 player
elements operating at modified computer terminale and performing as {ndividual
Bradleys, selected dismount elementg (Dragon team), Mla, and other elements.
The simulation scenarios should provide excellent training in tactical play if
appropriate effects are simulated and presented at the l1evel appropriate to the
trained individuals or teams. There is not likely to be the capability for
precision gunnery training in this system, since the actual gunnery equipment
will probably not be simulated in the element stations. As with the wargames,
tactical training gained here should enhance the Commander’s ability to perform
his gunnery related tasks in the Bradley.

Range Modifications

LOMAH (Location of Misses and Hits) is a projectile locating system which
theoretically can be mounted on any existing or projected target systems. It
detects the location of a projectile passing the plane of the target and pro-
vides direct feedback to the firing line through a video display of the exact
location of the projectile. Multiple gensors, located on the target base,
detect the shock waves of projectile passage and translate the wave arrival
times into location coordinates. Detection range (around the target) is
dependent on the number and nature of the sensors located at the specific
target. The projectile’s passage coordinates are displayed in relation to an
image of the target and hit position and errors of elevation or azimuth are
displayed. There is a replay capability for the last set of shots. This
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b 2 feedback is more useful than mere hit or mise information because the Gunner can
use the location information to correct his next aim point, or in some cases to
rezero his weapon. This information is particularly useful to any person new to
‘n the particular gun being used. LOMAH should be investigated for use in
ot precision gunnery training, particularly for use in zeroing the 25 mm and Coax,
and for use with the 7.62 Coax as a subcaliber trainer for the 25 mm. Use with
other aubcaliber training approaches should also be investigated It may also
.. prove to be useful in firing port weapon training for the Bradley squad.

» Scaled ranges and targets can be used with either live subcaliber fire

- (5.56 mm or .22 cal) or Laser simulations of fire. This adaptation can be done
with the Reavis-Brewster device discussed above or with the MILES and SAAB type
systems. Currently, the Army has standard targets scaled at 1/60, 1/35, 1/20,
and 1/10 which could be used on a range complex or, with Lasers, in local
training areas (LTA), maintenance or motor pool areas.

The devices described above comprige most of those available or contem-
plated for potential use in Bradley gunnery training. This section presents an
analysis of these devices and their capabllities in relation to the identified
gunnery tasks requiring training. The folowing considers the device character-
istics and their suitability for training each task.

q.'... '-

Table 11 summarizes the general characteristics of the individual training
devices described above and listed on the horizontal axis of the matrix. The
. devices are grouped by logical categories and remarks apply to all in each

'I category. Where significant diffferences exist among items in a category, these
will be discussed below. This summary is a consolidation of ratings of each
device against the characteristics shown on the vertical axis of the matrix.

. Table 12 summarizes ratings of the suitability of each device type with
% regpect to training the identified tasks. Fach task ie liated at the left,

- . followed by the sum of the ratings assigned in the previous analysis of task
SRR "criticality"” (from Table 3). That valur is followed by a rating based on the

Judgment of skill type (cognitive or paychnmotnar) from Table 4. This rating
gimply assigns a 1 for a "mainly cognitive” rating in Table 4 and ascending
numbers to 5 for "mainly psychomotor". Finally, the devices were rated, by
category, as to their likely suitability for training each task. Again a five
point scale of suitability was applied to each device in relation to training

= each task. The values 1 - 5 were assigned to represent the following general
' statementes about each device for a task:
oo 1 - Device is judged unsuitable for training this task;

2 It i3 doubtful that the device will be suftable for training this

task;

LS
w
1

Device is suitable - with major additiong, modifications or prepa-
r

ratfon ~ for training this task;

Device is suitable - with minor additiong, modifications or prepa-
ration - for training this task; and,

Mes e
L
|




1S

Ao 'mA, %

tad

htae S

d

A T rwwwy

Ty

aindl e aah e Al 208 Aol Al ¢

s

e A St il tng e

e T T

Sl 8
P T

‘\lu

»

o

[ —— - — _— $Xa] 89G :@SM) 04 Suoijejimi]
sJiseg EEIFEL *Spadoud ®21A9(
404 po0Yy 404 ybiy J0y *29x3-140) Ag Saiuep °23x3 poog poog :an|ep pabpnf | jRJIBAQ
%590 -°Syt0 Jabuey
- isd81es]  J9j1RI)-140) *sbay S1W98 - 3V 3y 19216 |ed1SAY4
ViKW Vi X14
sabuey uos|aiey uostJieg V17 ‘uosiuiey JiIN abuey abuky :9S[) J0j uoOijedc”
SarJep uey § 04Ny ojny SO Je) oyny 04Ny uey tBuT1063G/U01 423 |y
P JU— - S ICENCES 1 SPJNSP3Y dduewWIOJad
EER 3 EEN Sa A S9jA EEN 1¢81q1ss0d buibuey
¢ SI8Yi0 sbucy
Sa, é ON-140) iS9A $a S8, U0 -daQ 1¢91Q15S04 UOIJeIIJI4uap|
*SS0d 3] 1300-burtaoy w1y Aejdsig Jo 4Ny obuey abuty
SJaA0W *IX3 ON % 4845 abuey uc ‘dag §9) U0 °da L0 "duy $EtUYBA - (S4D] Buiaoy ¥ 4048
*SS04 4N 4104 abuey abLty
Sl JeA 4iNY 41Ny *SS04 4iNK S84 U0 *dag uUd ‘ou{ 14N J0 BuIg :pakejdsi sjabiej
syse) B EHI SHSe) 01 § buibuey
Jauung jedioe| Jauung /M wd|qoud yng *SS04d é *SSCq
"84 Japea *3123adg iy -81G1SS0d ||V 1Y Py 11V :pauteJdy syse|
) ¢ A[ug 9
¥ oo sJapea 40 9 % J8 J4p3 ‘Jauung 1y 1y 1y 1549Qua MaJ] YOIyM
Aapeug S19y4Q- |
Sd1Jep *4129dg 4O\ 1300n-2 (#)2 Hiy Hy ¥ 1SU014eyS 40 JaQUNN
SNO 1 JEA S91JBA
T 14 143 spJieog 4x8] 83§ Siybig-3y 3v v v j4ews0y Aegdsig
o > 0 =30 n =z e > 22
w m w N m w m m. m_ % n. W g a4 < o $S214S1134deaey)
a xn ®mc 0 = C - X W - n c —
> o > [ I - - - o o o m
] n o W v | —_ m 2z
D - X n o . O — o n =
=3 ] .. ®w O - 3 - ) ™
0N A o - - [ i a2 =
o O - a3 ] [LJ-% - - = e
o w o > o o~ He o > o] - >
0 e X - 1 n < < - = g o
© 0N X an < o =] 0 =} z
a g o0 0 0 09 o o —
o - > -0 ~N O 3 z
o - -3 - o o W =] — [ad @
® O 0 - - A 3 . © >
3 3 = c 1 2 wn
0 o < 30 < = b3 er ™
o =z — o [ © =
'] m [ 1] cr - w
-~ 2] o
-e -
Sa51Aa( BUIUTEL] -
$321A9( BuluIRLf JuUdIIN) JO SDI14S119400IRY] JO AJewsns || d|qej
k= [ DRI A N B ¥ ST AR AP e D




ol Nk Nk Tk A A o sk Al s s nads Aol iae et 4N Sve Bihes Sl A A A A A A At S M M AR~

N Table 12. Suitability of Training Devices for Selected BifV Gunnery Tasks
E Training Devices
T S n
i o E e
v o < a
< o © U @
PR N 5 et <
c L > - a
Q Q &0 ] L] w
E &) e - [3) -~ w | ]
S5E %5 % 2o ba
=] '2 E g [+1] ot = wun c &
o 1 o L O wu © oo
[ TSI~ ¥ m | o ~ b0
[o] = ~ | 5 L e
3 | S5 ®E g Eox 3
Crit Coanit/ g 8 :-‘ E ; .:E ’3 O v & b % <
Tasks: Sum Psycmtr L L e T 8o 928 5555 08
< L Z o ® = 2 > = U U a una
- Selected Commander Tasks
"~
Command and Control 18 2 3 4 5 | ! 1 2 1 1 4 | |
Acquire Potential Targets 18 3 3 4 5 4 3 3 5 1 1 i 303 ;l
1
React to Enemy Fire 16 3 3 4 4 2 1 | 5 1 1 1 | 1
: . Identify Targets (IFF) 21 1 33 05 4 3 3 2 1 1 31 3
. Determine Target Priority 19 | I 5 5 5 3 3 5 1 1t 1 5 5 ::::
-, '-':
Estimate Target Range 21 ] I3 3 3 3 3 4 1 1 4 4 .:
" |
-~ Lay on 1st Priority Target 8 8 5 % & 5 &§ § LI | | 5 5 s
_ Override when required 18 4 5 5 5 5 5 5§ 5 1 1 5 5 o
~ Observe and Adjust Fire 19 1 33 3 3 3 3 5 1 1 1 5 3 -

Selected Gunner Tasks

Assist Commander in above 21 3 3 4 5 3 2 2 5 1 ! | | 1
Acquire Designated Targets 17 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 S 4 4 4 4 -

Target Engagement:

Determine/index range 20 4 4 4 4 4 4 S 4 4 |1 4 4 S
Fire: Lead, BOT, Adjust 19 5 3 3 3 3 2 2 S 3 3 1 4 4
N Note: Criticality Sum is the sum of ratings from Tahle 1. For Cognitive/Psychomotor - Ratings iy
r' are | - 5, with 1 being mainly Cognitive and 5 being mainly Psychomotor. For Training Device ’ .
Suitability - Ratings are | - 5, with | implying no suitabitity for training and 5 implying a high

suitability for training the given task, See text.
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5 - Device is fully suitable for training this task.

The following discussion congiders both the summarized characteristics of
the devices and their suitability for task training.

The firet device column of both Tables 11 and 12 show a summary of the
characteristics of the actual equipment (the Bradley itself) used as training
equipment for gunnery. This shows that the Bradley obviously can be used to
train all required tasks for all crew members. However, as a trainer, the
Bradley requires ammunition, ranges, POL and other resource support to be
effective. It also requires that the instruction be conducted essentially one-
on-one and that the instructor personnel closely monitor and evaluate
performance manually and with no automatic support (except as provided by range
scoring, etc.). These limitations, including the costs of operation, make the
Bradley less than optimum as a trainer.

The next two columns describe the training characteristics of the force-on-
force interactive Laser systems and the National Training Center, which uses
MILES for assessment of gunnery and other weapons effects. All systems of this
type use the actual equipment and require full equipment, POL, and other sup-
port, except for ammunition, that is required for the actual Bradley used as a
trainer. Also, the effectiveness of these devices for gunnery training has not
yet been fully demonstrated. MILES was not designed as a gunnery trainer and
does not allow several important items of gunnery performance (e.g.- ranging and
BOT). It also does not provide adequate feedback on round firing, obscuration,
trajectory, or location of the strike of the round. Other systems, especially
the SAAB-Scania BT-4]l and Simfire, do provide for performance of these critical
gunnery tasks and are reported to provide sufficient precision of Laser strike
to adequately evaluate gunnery performance. These systems appear to be
excellent for tactical training and should be effective for many of the BIFV
gunnery~related tasks, particularly at the National Training Center. However,
for some Gunner’s tasks and the required interactions with the Commander, the
current system (MILES) is not fully adequate because the Gunner is not required
to perform all tasks (e.g. no ranging).

The “"strap-on" gunnery training devices are treated in the next major
column, including BGMTS, the Reavig-Brewster Device, The Telfair device and the
Through-the-Sight Video (TSV) capability. Taking the last first, the Video
device is not a stand alone training device; it simply allows an instructor to
view or record the sight picture from the ISU and provides the instructor with
the basis for feedback to the Commander or Gunner. This provides a highly
desirable adjunct to training with or without any of the other strap on devices
(or with the Lager systems). The TSV can also be used with full caliber fire on
actual ranges.

The BGMTS (DETRAS) device also straps on to the actual equipment and can be
used to train Commander-Gunner interactions and actual firing procedures for the
Gunner. It can be used in Garrison or in an LTA and does not require full POL,
range, or ammunition support. The device does require a large hangar-type area
in which to be setup. It muat be protected from weather, etc., and requires
gspace to move the Bradley up to the projection screen area. It is questionable
whether the device can be used to fully train either Commander or Gunner In
either target identification or ranging; this capability depends heavily on the
availability of appropriate film images, the quality of the film, and the
available documentation of targets and ranges presented in the images. As yet,
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there have been no demonstrations of any capability for thermal viewing training

with the device although thermal imagery could probably be developed for this

purpose. Scoring 18 essentially by visual inspection of the image of the rounds

) |, on the projected targets and this is the only real feedback provided to the

N Bradley team. This device should be a reasonably good trainer for gunnery
procedures and aiming and tracking with the 25 mm and the TOW. It lacks some

;} capabilities desirable for training some of the selected major tasks, as

o indicated above.

»
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N ™ The Reavis-Brewster device provides good training on Commander-Gunner

LR interactions and the basic Gunner acquisition, aiming and firing tasks. With

i ‘ either the M55 Laser and the Stout Board or the M16 and live (subcal)

- ammunition, this device will allow preliminary gunnery training and

é famfliarization for either initial or cross training of Gunners. A problem with

s~ this device, viewed as gserious by some trainers, is that the close range re-
quired for engaging scaled targets precludes the use of the 12 power capability

. of the ISU, Near targets must be engaged with the 4 power optics. This makes

training sequences unrealistic in that the Gunner cannot acquire targets with

the 4 power and then switch to the 12 power as he normally would do. This

limitation should not rule out the use of the device for preliminary,

trangition and refresher training.

NN
'-. - s

advantages and limitations would be nearly identical to those of the Brewster
Device without the Reavis modification - it would not allow proper ranging

and with scaled targets, would preclude use of the 12 power scope. It ig also
too heavy for the 25 mm gun. Simflarly, training would be appropriate to the
basic Gunner tasks for both preliminary and transition training. The
duplication of capability is one good reason it has not been adapted.

‘: N The Telfair device has never been adapted to the Bradley; however, its

P
)

The Simulators and Procedures trainers are congsidered next fn Table 11 and
the characteristics and capabilitiea of these vary greatly. The Perceptronics
h’ and Tanga devices are highly similar in what they can train and in that they
train only the Gunner. The Perceptronics, using videodisc stored images, has
‘{ . more flexibility of target presentation (if the expensive and extensive filming

and disc development is done well) than the Tanga, urcing a film strip projector.
.. Both devices train the basic Gunner’s tasks and can pregent multiple moving
< targets as desired, given the imagery availability. Neither device incorporates
thermal imagery, although this should be possible. The capability for either
— ranging or identification of vehicles ig questionable with both devices. How-
ever, the ranging stadia are included in the Perceptronics device and effective
training of ranging procedures may be possible. Similarly, vehicle identi-
fication may prove to be posgssible with either device.

[P v 4
X

S The Conduct of Fire Trainer (COFT) provides adequate procedures training
for both Commander and Gunner under a varlety of conditions. Theae can be
programmed to include normal conditions, limited visibility or smoke, bad
- weather, aquipment malfunctions and several combinations of these. The auto-
S mated target engagement presentation, scoring and data recording capablility of
; the COFT makes it unique among these devices. Although the computer generated
~ 0 imagery can simulate multiple moving targeta, both friendly and enemy, the

L. imagery does not facilitate actual vehicle identification. The simulated
vehicles can be distinguished, but they are not realiatic enough for true
vehicle identification training.
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Simulations are conmsidered next and these are directed largely at tactical
training of Commanders and Staff Officerg. There is little to be gained for
Bradley gunnery training from the examination of current simulations. As the
DARPA Simnet (LSS) is further developed, it may demonstrate some value for
gunnery.

The potential for range modifications to contribute to Bradley gunnery
training is high, both for the LOMAH technology and the current and future
developments and uses of scaled targets. These approaches can be used on
miniature ranges (or full size with LOMAH) and can be combined with subcaliber
firing devices (e.g. Reavis-Brewster device) to provide gunnery training with
ammunition cost savings. LOMAH technology also offers new capabilities for
agsessing not only individual performance but the differential effectiveness of
different gunnery training approaches. It can be used to evaluate all basic
gunnery tasks for the turret Gunner and potentially for the FPW operators, as
well.

Summary of Training Devices and Bradley Requirements

A review of the data of Tables 11 and 12 indicates that certain devices or
training approaches are more likely to be suitable for training certain task
clusters than other devices. Some discussion of these differences and their
implications for Bradley training are presented below.

As the tables show, the actual equipment, the Bradley itself, can provide
training in all task clusters, given enough resource support and high quality
ingtruction capability. This is basically the major approach that has been
taken up till now in both institutional and unit training. However, the data
also indicate that some other devices can probably provide better training in
many task cluster areas than the actual equipment, with fewer continuing
resource requirements and lesser costs of operation.

The review indicates clearly that the force-on-force Lagser systems can
provide high quality training of tactically-related sunnery tasks, esperially
those of the Commander and those on which the Commander and Gunner must inter-
act. The ultimate now available in this regard is the National Training Center,
which provides not only full interaction with a Threat -like OPFOR (Opposing
Force) but also an automated scoring and repetitive evaluation and feedback
capability. These systema appear to be highly suitable for training the
following selected (based on the earlier task requirements analysis) Commander
(and Gunner-assisted) tasks:

Command and Control
Acquire Potential Targets
Determine Target Priority
Lay on Target

Override when Required

The Laser aystems do not provide quite as good training capability for the
following selected Commander tasks:
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React to Enemy Fire
Identification of Targets
Estimate Target Range
Observe and Adjust Fire

These systems appear fairly suitable for training all selected Gunner tasks
with the exceptions of Identification of Targets, Range Card Preparation,
Ad justment of Fire and Reloading Ammunition.

It must be remembered that many capabilities for precision gunnery training
are claimed for the SAAB BT-4l. If this promise is borne out in on-going
testing, this Laser system may be even more suitable for the above tasks and may
allow better training on the specific Commander and Gunner tasks mentioned above
as not trainable with these systems.

The strap-on devices and procedural trainers do not appear as suitable for
training the tactically-related gunnery tasks as the interactive systems.
Rather these devices are seen to be quite suitable for training on the
procedural tasks associated with actual target engagement and gun firing. In
this category, BGMTS and the Reavis—-Brewster Device can provide good training
for both the Commander and Gunner in the procedural tasks. This is also true
for the U-COFT, which is of course designed specifically to be such a trainer
for the Commander and Gunner positions. Similarly, the Perceptronics VIGS or
Tanga devices are seen to be potentially usefull for part-task training for the
Gunner but not the Commander, except when acting as Gunner. The VIGS is
reported to have some shortcomings in design fidelity; however, it still should
prove useful as a purely gunnery procedural trainer. There is also some indica-
tion that these devices, particularly BGMTS and VIGS, might be useful in range
determination training if appropriate imagery could be developed for the devices
and combined with appropriate training techniques. These devices and approaches
are primarily useful for training the following selrrted Gunner tasksa:

Acquire Designated Targets

Engage Targets:
Select Weapon/Ammunition
Determine/Index Range
Fire: Lead, BOT, Adjust Fire

The range modification approaches, LOMAH and scaled ranges and targets,
appear to be highly suitable for training basic Gunner skills. When used with
the actual equipment or with some of the other devicea (e.g. the Reavia-Brewster
Device), these approaches should be quite effective. They are likely to be most
useful Iin training the same set of selected Gunner tasks named above. LOMAH
especially has potential for developing improved zeroing and gunnery skills on
efther full size or scaled ranges.

Through-the-Sight Video (TSV) can be used in conjunction with any or all of
the above devices which utilize the actual equipment (the ISU). It is not a
training device, but should be a useful adjunct to any training program
developed using any of the above approaches.
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As discussed earlier, the currently available simulation capabilities (e.g. .
CATTS, ARTBASS, SIMNET) do not appear to be suitable for gunnery-related .
training. The level of simulation in these situations ig at so high a level
that no individual or Commander-Gunner team training in gunnery skills is
likely to result.

Review of Ammunition and Ranges )

The foregoing has reviewed the requirements for Bradley Gunnery Training,
the current institutional and unit training for Bradley gunnery and some avail-~ .
able and developing training devices which may assist in improving the current
training. This section examines the ammunition and range resources which are
currently available or under development for use in Bradley training. >

It must be remembered that no matter how good a training program is made
available, the quality of the actual training will always be dependent on the
quality and quantity of resources to support that training program. Just as the
quality and quantity of the available instructors affect the quality of the
training program, so do the availability and ease of access to other resources
impact on the quality of training. If Bradley units are supposed to go to
ranges to train but have no fuel to get there, not much training takes place.
Similarly, if the ranges are inadequate to meet the training objectives of the
exerciges, or if ammunition fg in short supply and cannot support the training,
then little effective training can take place.

Because of the importance of ammunition and ranges to conduct of effective
training, the study team reviewed the current status of these resources and
their potential for providing either facilitation or constraint to current and -
programmed training. There was no intent to "reinvent the wheel”™ by doing a new -
requirements study, rather this was to be a straightforward review of what is
avajilable, what is planned and how that might impact on current and future S
gunnery training. The review wan conducted by interviewing knowledgerable )
personnel at Fort Benning (DOTD, STRAC, RFVS-TSM, WGMD, 197th Inf Rde (Sep), and
othersg), at the Directorate for Army Ammunition, Ranges and Targets (DAART) at
Fort Eustis, VA and at the Directearate for Standards in Training Commission
(STRAC) also at Fort Eustis, VA.

This section presents the findings from our review. It describes the
currently projected needs for ammunition to support the current institutional
and unit training plans based on USAIS doctrine and FM 23-1. It also reports
current and developing range availability in relation to the projected require-
ments to maintain Bradley team, squad/crew and platoon/section proficiency. Both
the M2 and M3 requirements are considered due to the high degree of commonality N
and the need to examine both sets of requirements.

Ammunition Requirements for M2/M3 Training
Department of the Army Field Manual FM 23-1(Tegt), (1983), recommends a

Sample Annual Unit Gunnery Training Program for the M2 and M3. This unit

gunnery training program was presented earlier as Table 2 and is also repro-
duced as Exhibit A in Appendix A to thinm report. Ammunition requirements for
apecific M2 and M3 exercises are discugsed in the same FM, chapters 17 through oy
19. Thege two sections provide a basis for the present ammunition requirements
ag egtimated by the BFVS TRADOC System Manager (BFVS-TSM) and separately by the
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BFVS New Equipment Training Team (NETT) from WGMD. Exhibits B - O in Appendix A
summarize different estimates of these projected ammunition requirements for
different unite and under different levels of firing. These estimates are
explained and discussed below.

Of the BIFV’s multiple weapons systems, the individual TOW rounds are the
gingle most expensive ammunition required. However, training on the TOW con-
sists mainly of elevating the launcher, boresighting the weapon through the
Integrated Sight Unit (ISU), misfire procedures, ammunition loading and
unloading, and other non-firing aspects. The TOW is seldom fired in training.
On the other hand, the 25 mm gun, as the primary weapon, is fired heavily in
all gunnery training. This makes the 25 mm gun ammunition the most expensive
training requirement. This is true for both the M2 and M3 training.

Although the 25 mm firing does not represent the most rounds fired in
training (the 7.62 mm COAX and the 5.56 mm Firing Port Weapons fire many more
rounds), the high cost per round makes it the most expensive of the M2/M3
weapons in gunnery tratning.

BFVS-TSM Estimates of Unit Training Ammunition Requirements

The BFVS-TSM has prepared a set of projected ammunition requirements based
in part on the gunnery training program of FM 23-1. Reproductions of these
Summary Sheets are shown as Exhibits B - E in Appendix A. The BFVS-TSM summary
sheet for the Infantry Battalion Annual Unit Gunnery Program-M?2 is shown in
Exhibit B. This ammunition requirement {s based on the rounds needed for six of
the eleven training events in the Annual Gunnery Training Program: Vehicle Team
Combat Exercise (VTCE), Squad Combat Qualification Exercise (SCQE), Scout Squad
Qualification Exercise (SSQE), Scout Section Qualification Exercise (SSQE),
Platoon Life Fire Exercise, Proficiency Firing Exercise and Scout Crew Combat
Exercige. All of these exercises are for one day and one limited visibility run
across Qualification I, Qualification II and/or ARTEP exercises as listed in
Table 2 and Exhibit A. Table 13 summarizes the rounds required and the costs
ghown in Exhibit B. Cost information on 25 mm rounds was provided by DAART,
Fort Eustis, VA, in September 1984,

Exhibits C through E present the BFVS-TSM's summaries of the same
information for the Armor Battalion Scout Platoon Gunnery Program M3, the
Divisional Cavalry Squadron M3, and the Regimental Cavalry Squadron Program M3,
respectively.

Exhibit F, Tables 1 through 3, gives a breakdown of the Infantry Battalion
requirementg for ADPS, TPT and TOTAL rounds (and costs) by vehicle type (Command
(M2), Squad (M2), and Scout (M3) vehicles). Totals shown for each round type
and total rounds correspond to those shown in Exhibit B.

New_Equipment Training Team (NETT) Estimates

The New Equipment Training Team (NETT) of WGMD was tasked by the lst
Cavalry Divieion, Fort Hood, Texas to forecast a minimum amount of M2/M3
ammunition per exercise (NETT training plus one run) consistent with the
training philosphy of FM 23-1. The ammunition requirements estimated by the
NETT are based on:
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Table 13. BFVS-TSM Estimates of Annual Ammunition Costs for a Mechanized
Infantry Battalion
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(Rounds) Costs

- ADPS TPT TOTAL

44,700 ($1,653,900) 24,960 ($549,120) 69,660 ($2,023,020)
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1) the Mechanized Infantry Battalion E/W (BFVS) TO&E J410, April 1984
(This TO&E is shown in Exhibit G); and,

2) four exercises from the suggested annual gunnery training program:
Vehicle Team Combat Exercise (VTCE), Squad Combat Qualification Exercise (SCQE),
Scout Squad Qualification Exercise (SSQE), and Vehicle Team Subcaliber Exercise
(VTSE) for Firing Port Weapon (FPW) all for one Qualification run in both day
and limited visibility modes (FPW day mode only).

The normal composition of a J-Series Mechanized Infantry Division is listed
as five Mechanized Infantry Battalions, five tank Battalions and 1 Cavalry
Squadron. Similarly, a J-Series Armored Division should have four Mechanized
Infantry Battalions, six Tank Battalions and 1 Cavalry Squadron (Department of
the Army Field Manual FM 71-100, 1983). 1In contrast, the lst Cavalry Division
(Fort Hood) is composed of two Mechanized Infantry Battalions, one Cavalry
Squadron, and four Tank Battalions.

Appropriately the NETT personnel used the actual compositon of the lst
Cavalry Division to prepare their ammunition estimaetes which are shown in
exhibits H through L in Appendix A. The NETT estimated ammunition requirements
for a Mechanized Infantry Battalion are shown in Exhibit H (25 mm Ammunition
Requirements) and 1 (Small Arms Ammunition Requirements - including 7.62 mm and
5.56 mm, smoke grenades and 40 mm TPT). Exhibit J gives the ammunition require-
ments for the one Cavalry Squadron (ADPS, TPT, 7.62 mm and smoke grenades).
Exhibit K gives the ammunition requirements for the four tank battalions (ADPS,
TPT, 7.62 mm and smoke grenades). A summary of the total estimated requirements
for the 1st Cavalry Division is given in Exhibit L.

Comparison of Unit Ammunition Estimates

For comparison purposes, Exhibit H, the NETT estimated 25 mm ammunition
requirements, is summarized in Table 14. Comparison with Table 13 shows the
number of rounds and costs of ADPS is reduced 61.4%, TPT 48.9%, and Total by
56.9% by the NETT proposal. While neither WGMD nor the NETT group advocates this
reduction to the absolute minimum, they bhelieve that such a reduction would
gtill meet the basic requirements of FM 23-1.

It is significant to note that DAART and the STRAC Directorate have
requested ammunition funding for FY 85 to support 66,000 APDS/TPT rounds per
Mechanized Infantry Battalion, an amount close to the BFVS-TSM estimates for the
current program (Exhibit B).

Estimated Fort Benning Ammunition Requirements

The M2 ammunition requirements for FY 85 for Fort Benning are defined in
the following exhibits:

1) Exhibit M shows the ammunition requirements to support the Commanders,
Gunners and Maaster Gunners Courses of WGMD; this includes 25 mm and all other
ammunition and pyrotechnics required for each course;

2) Exhibit N shows the requirements of D Co, ITG, to support the three

week add-on to One Station Unit Training to provide initial Skill level one
training for MOS 11M; and,

----------
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Table 14, NETT Estimates of Annual Ammunition Costs for a Mechanized
Infantry Battalion

(Rounds) Cost

APDS TPT TOTAL

17,240 ($637,880) 12,760 ($280,720) 30,000 ($918,600)
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3) Exhibit O presents the ammunition requirements defined by D Co, 1/29
INF, 197th Infantry Brigade (Sep), to support normal unit training of BIFV
squads and teams.

Summary of Review of Ammunition Requirements

This section has reviewed the best estimates of current unit training
ammunition requirements as of Summer 1984. It has presented requirements for a
Mechanized Infantry Battalion (M2/M3), the BFVS-TSM estimates of the ammunition
funding required to sustain ADPS/TPT training for FY 85 as listed in FM 23-1
(Test), the NETT estimates of the minimum amount of ammunition necessary to
conduct training in the lst Cavalry Division and the local estimates of Fort
Benning FY 85 M2 training ammunition requirements.

This review has indicated that the requirements for Bradley ammunition are
very heavy and the costs are very high. Even though costs have been decreasing
over the last five years (from about $52 in FY 79 to about $20 in FY B4-85 for
TPT), the increasing number of battalions being equipped with Bradleys will
continue to push overall costs upward quickly. While DAART and STRAC have
requested funding for 66,000 rounds per battalion, and the USAIS DOTD STRAC
Group has requested 68,460 rounds per battalion, Department of the Army (DA) has
turned down these high figures. The overall STRAC (The DA Commission) headed by
MG Johnson will be deciding the final allowable ammunition per battalion
shortly.

Another question regarding ammunition has been that of actual supply. A
few years ago it was predicted that there would be huge shortfalle in production
to meet full requirementa when the Bradley was fielded. So far no shortfalls
have occurred; however, it is anticipated that such shortfalls may occur in FY
86-89, due to the increased unit demand. One other aspect of this is that some
unitg and installationsg that have requegted large amounts of APDS cannot
currently fire APDS because of range restrictions (as, for example, there is no
range at Fort Benning on whirh APDS can be fired). USATS has requested a 1l to 1
exchange of TPT for requested APDS for those installations where the latter
cannot be used; but again DA wants tn provide only a 70% exchange rate. This
means that the projected requirementa may not fully materialize until the range
congtruction projects discussed later have been completed. Currently
installations and units must adjust their actual training schedules, exercises
and ammunition usage to the limits of the range support available.

For the present, it appears that neither ammunition coasts nor supply will
be direct constraints to training Bradley units. However, the total costs
escalation resulting from increasing Bradley unit numbers will continue to drive
the Army toward dollar and resource saving training alternatives to live fire.
With more units there will be more competition for the limited ammunition
dollars and fewer rounds per battalion will likely be the result. This
situation makes the development of more cost effective training programs all the
more important. Identification and implementation of BIFV training
improvements, whether device-based or not, will become a more crucial aspect of
the USAIS requirements as this trend continues.

Range Developments

Ranges for training are obviously an essential part of the Army’s training
processes and capabilities. Without adequate ranges on which to live fire
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(either full or subcaliber), soldiers cannot be expected to become fully
proficient with their weapons systems. Live fire ranges provide not only the .
realistic training demanded by the individual soldiers and their leaders, they .
lp also provide the basic criterion measures to assess individual and unit
- readineas. While training devices, whether full or part task trainers, can
provide effective procedural training and practice in many skills essential to
) gunner proficiency, both individual soldiers and their commanders want to see
o "ateel-on—-target” to demonstrate the level of proficiency achieved. Not only
are ranges necessary to satisfy the "gut-felt need” for steel-on-target, they
- are also necessary to confirm that training, provided by whatever means !
- available, has in fact been effective. B

] Training Ranges (Department of the Army Training Circular TC 25-2, 1980) e
- lists eight resource requirements necessary to effective training: Land; :
— Manpower; Money; Fuel; Ammunition; Facilities; Equipment; and, Software (How
to). The TC points out that nearly all of these resources must be considered in
! design, development or modernization of ranges suitable to the needs posed by
T the increased lethality and ranges of our modern weapons systems. The design
and development of ranges and target systems to meet the needs of the Army users
, (Infantry, Armor, etc.) is the responsibility of the Directorate of Army

i! Ammunition, Ranges and Targets (DAART) located at Fort Eustis, VA. This agency
is responsible for all new range design and development as well as for consult-
ation and advice to installations planning an upgrade of current ranges. Thus,
DAART is intimately involved in the process of range development and redevelop-
ment to meet the Bradley Gunnery training needs world-wide.

- ii With the introduction of the M2 and M3 Bradley Fighting Vehicles, together
with the Ml Abrams tank, into Mechanized Infantry and Armor Units world-wide,

Army live firing ranges must be able to provide individual, squad/crew and .
platoon/section gunnery training in both day and limited visibility modes. N
RS Ranges to be developed or redeveloped must, in particular, be able to support <
- the gunnery training and evaluation programs defined in FM 23-1. The programs N
outlined therein are the current guiding requirements for BIFV and CFV gunnery -

- training.

In some installations such as Grafenwoehr and Wildflecken, exiating ranges
. have been upgraded to accommodate the BIFV firing requirements, while at other
; }i installations, entirely new ranges must be constructed. Some current develop-
ments in this effort are described below.

Ag Multi-Purpose Range Complex Development

To meet the evolving needs for better and more useful ranges to support
Infantry and Armor systems training, DAART has been working with representatives
of the Infantry, Armor and Aviation Schools, and of FORSCOM to develop a generic
range facility to meet current and projected needs. This planned generic range
ifs known as the Multi-Purpose Range Complex (MPRC) and is intended to support
heavy weapons training for the foreseeable future. Concepts for the range have
been been approved and designs have been completed by the Army Corps of
Engineers for two versions of the MPRC. Construction has already begun or
r, construction contracts have been let at Forte Bliss, Hood and Riley.

.
r

rvr‘l ‘

The two vergions of the MPRC are the Heavy MPRC and the Light MPRC. The
Heavy range (three lanes) is designated for installatinons with Mechanized
Infantry and Armor Battalions. The Heavy MPRC is designed to accommodate all
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BIFV gunnery exercises, with platoon or section exercises using the entire
range. The MPRC Light range (one lane) is designated for installations with
predominately light infantry units. It is necessary that the Light range be
able to handle at least one heavy vehicle because of National Guard and Reserve
Components requirements. The Light MPRC can handle all BIFV anti-tank and
aerial gunnery including squad/crew gunnery exercises.

5
4
<
'V

*Q
e The MPRC will use the Infantry (IRETS) and Armor (ARETS) remoted target
system. This system provides stationary and moving target devices (standard
ol NATO individual frontal plywood silhouettes) and simulation equipment which are
tj.ﬂj computer operated and controlled. The MPRC will provide collective training
- facilities for the IFV/CFV and Ml tank systems. The range will accommodate
. platocen level collective training exercises as prescribed in FM 23-1 as well as
; o individual crew qualification training.
!i For the Heavy MPRC, the downrange area will consiat of three 4500 meter by
S 300 meter lanes separated by a 50 meter buffer zone. Each lane will contain 45
{:jg- stationary and 22 moving Infantry targets and 20 stationary and 4 moving Armor "
. targets. The Light MPRC will contain almost as many targets as the Heavy, with X
- , the former having fewer Armor moving targets. Like targets are to be built at R
y i& approximately equal distances from the firing line (base line) across all three
lanes for the heavy range.
:{ Technical aspects of MPRC design, including the Target Engagement Sequence
N Table which specifies the target layout, are contained in "Design Information
for: MULTI-PURPOSE RANGE COMPLEX," Huntsville Division, Corps of Engineers,
s HNDM 1110-1-6, October 1982. A copy of the final generic MPRC design as been
II received by Systems Branch, Unit Training Division, DOTD, USAIS.
oy The construction schedule for the MPRC is:
R CONUS HEAVY MPRC:
- FY TRAINING ARFA NOTFS
I
- 83 Fort Bliss ird Armored Cavalry Regiment
.-, 83 Fort Hood 2nd Armored Div, lst Cav Div
S 83 Fort Riley Ist Inf Div
. 84 Fort Irwin NTC; lst BN 73 Armor; 6Bn 31st INF
- 85 Fort Knox 194th Armored Bde, Army Armor Center
— 85 Fort Stewart 24th Inf Div
- 86 Fort Carson 4th Inf Div (Mech)
86 Yakima Firing Range Services Fort Lewis (9th ID)
- CONUS LIGHT MPRC:
o FY TRAINING AREA NOTES
. 85 Fort Bragg 82nd Abn Div, XVIII Abn Corps
> 85 Hunter Liggett Services Fort Ord (7th ID), CDC -
) 86 Fort Campbell 1018t Abn Div (Air Assault) By
) 87 Fort Polk Heavy/Light not decided, S5th ID (Mech)
{2
r-
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- OTHER
L FY TRAINING AREA NOTES
85 Camp Casey (Japan) Heavy MPRC
A 87 Schofield Bcks (Hawaii) Light MPRC, 25th ID
83-85 Grafenwoehr/Wildflecken Ranges modified for BIFV/BCFV
:: 83-84 Fort Benning Army Inf Tng Ctr, 197th Inf Bde

In the Fort Benning institutional training for the BIFVs the two firing
- ranges specifically constructed for the BIFV training (Ruth and Ware ranges)
s meet the training requirements in general. Some limitations of these ranges
- will be discussed below. While the 197th Infantry Brigade could utilize a MPRC,
. the training requirements of this single brigade do not justify the construction
R costs of a MPRC.

Modifications to Existing Ranges — Grafenwoehr

With the emphasis on combat readiness that has always existed in USAREUR,
there has been a consistent and continuing range improvement program over the
oL past aseveral years. The Grafenwoehr complex has been the focus of this program
Y with gsome improvements taking place at Wildflecken as well., From FY 82 through

= FY 84 many improvements have been made to Grafenwoehr range capabilities. These

include upgrading of the tank range capabilities as well as development of
. ranges suitable to the BFVS training requirements. For Mechanized Infantry
vl operations, the range developments have included modifications to support
Y battalion training and firing tableas for up to a company team sized force.
., Improvements have been in installation and upgrading of moving targets,

ll installation of thermal targets, improved program scenarios, improved automated
gcoring procedures, development of better course roads and static stands, and
improvements to control towers and other support facilities. Some specifics on
range capabilities to support BIFV gunnery training are listed below by range
and capability:

o n Range Training Capability Max Vehic Inf Moving
. Range___ Tgt<___Posns__ Tgts
24 Mech Inf Squad Qual 2500 M 19 112 4
3 34 Mech Inf Veh Team 1500 M 15 42 3
39 Mech Inf Veh Team 1400 M 15 42 3
42 Mech Inf Plat Qual 3500 M 50 152 4
pe 45 Mech Inf Squad Qual 2700 M 20 120 3
. 79 Company Team 3500 M 120 100 10
26 Mech Inf Squad Qual 2500 M 13 32 2

- As Indicated above, these ranges car handle most of the basic requirements
for Bradley gunnery as outlined in FM 23-1. 1It should also be noted that range
42 ligted above, capable to support the Mechanized Infantry Platoon
Qualification, has been developed/modified to closely parallel the MPRC Heavy
range configuration. Thus, it can provide for both mounted and dismounted
operations for a Platoon gized Bradley unit with full evaluation of activities
at that level.
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Summary of Review of Range Developments

This section has provided an overview of the current status of range
developments which can support the Bradley gunnery training programs described
earlier. The Multi-Purpose Range Complex installations being put into multiple
facilities throughout the Army are intended to solve the Bradley and Ml gunnery
training problems for those units at those installationa. It is not totally
clear that these range complexes can in fact solve those problems. Questions
which arise incude whether the single range complex would in fact allow all
units to fulfill their training and qualification requirements within the
training year. This ia, of course, a question of how many units require use of
the range and detailed scheduling. These are the basic requirements of the
ingtallation range control and training manager personnel and were addressed in
the feasibility and design studies conducted by DAART and the Corps of Engineers
together with the user personnel at the installations.

Equally pertinent questions arise as to the suitability of the range design
for BIFV and Ml training. The problems observed on Ruth and Ware ranges need
not be repeated in the MPRC designs. Two major problems have been obgerved at
these ranges: one involves Ruth Range and the other involves Ware. The moveout
distances at Ruth Range are so short that the Bradley cannot go fast enough to
overcome the vehicle vibration which causes gunners to have difficulty engaging
both stationary and moving targets; when the Bradley speeds are increased, the
engagement times become too short for effective training to occur. On Ware
Range, until recently, the targets were extremely difficult for the gunners to
detect. This reduced the effectiveness of initial training unless the
instructor pointed out the targets; if the instructor points out the targets the
trainee receives little practice in aspects of gunnery such as target
acquisition and rapid engagement. This condition has now been alleviated by
providing white outlines on all targets; which has the same effect as having
the instructor point out each target.

Recent improvements in Grafenwoehr and Wildflecken ranges should provide
increased effectiveness of the trainine repimens within the USAREUR rommunity.
No data as to the actual effectivenras of the gunnery training programs in
USAREUR are yet available. However, anrcdntal reportco from obhservers indicate
that the range improvement programs have been effoctive in increasing the
overall effectiveness for gunnery training.
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. Discussion, Conclusions_and Recommendations

The foregoing sections have presented an analysis of Bradley gunnery
n training requirements, a review of current training in the Infantry School and
in units, an overview of the capabilities and characteristics of available
gunnery training devices, and an overview of current ammunition and range
X availabilities and requirements., This review has been conducted to identify -
. e training gaps or needs—-requirements for additional training and/or training -
revisions which could result in improved Bradley performance in units. Several
» areas of such training needs have been identified and these are discussed below.

First and foremost, Bradley gunnery training should be intimately -
intertwined with the training of overall Bradley doctrine, tactics and Ny
techniques--as part of a total systems’ training package. That is not currently
happening either in the School or in units. Training is being done piecemeal,
in Iinsular portions, and there is little interrelation of the parts to form the
whole of Bradley training that should exist. 1In our review of the School
courses above and in the companion document (Rollier, et al., 1984) it has been
shown that there is little true integration of tactics and doctrine with the
o fundamentals of Bradley gunnery. This does happen to some extent in the
y ii Commanders Course, but only to a small degree. Otherwise, gunnery training is
basically isolated from tactical training and is taught as an end in itself.

- This piecemeal approach seems to stem in part from a lack of an integrated
Infantry School position on the role and functions of the RIFV. Because the
. Bradley i3 unique for the Infantry, there has developed a fascination with
PR the BIFV as the BIFV--as an end system in itself. This perception and
. fascination seems to be more widespread among School personnel than in units,
although it exists there also. If the Infantry mission remains what it has
. traditionally been--to support armor in the offense and to take and hold
S ground, it needs to be clearly stated that the Bradley is only a new tool with
oo which to perform that Infantry mission. Much current training presents the BIFV -
- as a new and different aystem, requiring new and different applications. This -
!- frequently ignores the relationship of BIFV rapabilities to bagsic infantry
t - mission requirements. While providing the capability to do some things that -
N coulu not be done the game way with the MI13, the RIFV i gtill only an improved "
{ and more powerful tool to support Infantry Squad, Platecon, Company and higher .
N - unit activities. There ig a need to provide an integrated doctrinal basis for Ky
’ all Bradley training, for its implementation, and for effective employment of N
— its weapons capabilities, in the context of the Infantry mission as required by
Army 21. Such an approach should be developed and its basic concepts should be
presented as an introduction to each BIFV course provided by the School. The
conceptual approach should also be integrated into the new version of FM 23-1,
. This would lead to better integrated and more tactically meaningful gunnery
o training as well as better Infantryman training at all levels.

DR I T T
(A

N On a somewhat more basic level, the current gunnery training provided in
- the School and in units does not fully prepare Gunners or Commanders to -
fight the Bradley effectively in many situations. While procedural skills and K
tasks appear to be adequately trained, training in the overall tactical aspects 5
b of gunnery and in several of the moat gignificant and highly critical Commander
[- and Gunner tasks appears to be slighted. These inadequately trained tasks

. include:
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2) determine fields of fire
) 3) 360 degree observation

- 4) reaction to enemy fire
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5) acquire potential targets
o~ 6) target identification 1%
7) estimate target range

8) determine target priority
9) observe and adjust fire

In particular, training in target acquisition, in Threat knowledge, in -
target identification, in range determination and in use of the thermal mode of 7
the ISU are lacking in depth and bredth of coverage. This appears to be true in
both School and unit training, based on the POIs and materials examined and the
observations conducted in this review. The gunnery training programs of the
Gunners, Master Gunners, and Commanders Courses are esgentially identical
and none appears to provide adequate training in the above tactically related
aspects of gunnery. Training time previously provided for the ISU thermal mode
has been eliminated from these courses. Similarly, target identification
training consists of a few hours in which trainees are shown photographs of )
vehicles with little ayatematic feedback on succesa or failure of o
identificationg. This training includes use of the somewhat outdated Department -
of the Army Special Text 7-193, (1981), which presents no information on o
effectiveness of weapons and does not include some newer weapons syrtems (e.g.- ~
T-64, BMP/M-1981). Other available matrrials for combat vehicle identification
(both day and thermal) are not used nor even mentioned. General training on the
Threat and specific capabilities of Threat vehicles iz alao nearly nonexistent.
Additionally, the course training for many specific gunnery techniques is poor O
and could be improved; this results from either lack of gpecific rules for how k
to perform (e.g.- lack of adequate lead and lag rules for 25 mm firing at moving -

targets, or from a moving vehicle) or lack of adequate training materials as -
well as training content (e.g.- inadequate zeroing targets and procedures for '
the 25 mm).

Some of these training deficiencies could be improved by simple changes in
POI content. For instance, the addition of the two available Combat Vehicle
Identification Kits (day and thermal - GTA 17-2-9 and -10, respectively) to the S
training would provide better training in target identification and acquisition
than is now provided. Similarly, development and implementation of a sequence
of instruction on the adjustment, use and interpretation of the thermal mode of
the ISU, to include causes and effects of thermal images and of the variations
in these images, would greatly improve the thermal training.

Correcting other deficiencies in training may require development of
training programs and materials which effectfvely integrate some of the
developing training devices into the training programs. For example, the
current deficits Iin range determination and eatimatfon training might be dealt
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%: with in this way. Some of the current devices examined above show promise for
providing range estimation training if appropriate materials and training
sequences could be developed. These include at least the Bradley Gunnery and

Iﬂ Missile Training System (BGMTS), the Videodisc Interactive Gunnery Simulator

h (VIGS) and some adaptations of scaled ranges as possibilities. There is a

L distinct potential, also, for using the precision gunnery capability of the SAAB

e BT-41 to improve range estimation based on appropriate training and feedback

= provided within tactical exercises, or in range exercises when combined with the
Laser Target Indicator Devices (LTIDs) for range targets.

-

The Reavig-Brewster device is now being used in gunnery training at
Fort Benning and will shortly be distributed to Bradley equipped units in
USAREUR and CONUS., This device, an improved version of the Brewster device
X already in the training inventory, is an effective target engagement
trainer when used with appropriate scaled ranges and targets available from
TASCs world-wide. The device allows effective training of the Commander and
- Gunner interactions necessary to hand-off and engage targets and, to a more
limited degree, for the team to adjust fire. This adaptation provides effective
engagement practice drills and should be integrated with range determination
training on the same scaled ranges using the 1ISU choke sight.

The other most likely device candidate for inclusion in gunnery training
both at the School and in units is the LOMAH technology. The capability for
- obtaining precise feedback on the location of misses and hits for fired rounds
s would be invaluable in inftial zeroing, in sub caliber firing and in full round
. exercisres. Current round scoring capabilities on most ranges do not provide
K effective knowledge of round hit location and the developing IRETS and ARETS

II ranges will still only provide hit or miss feedback to gunners and instructors.
LOMAH technology could substantially improve both training effectiveness and
- evaluation capabilities for any BIFV range complex.

A major emphasis of this overall study was to examine training for night
and limjted visibility operations and fighting. In both the School training and
i !! unit training for gunnery, night operationg training was found to be nearly non-
- existent. Fach of the formal evaluatinn exercises within the gunnery courses

and in the unit taining program do include the requirement to perform the baslc
o range exercise at night as well as in daytime. However, this is essentially the
S extent of night gunnery training that occurs. No other night gunnery training
was observed in the School nor reported by unit personnel interviewed. Night
tactical exerciges were in fact observed in both USAREUR and Fort Hood, and in
both cases Gunners and Commanders were using the ISU for both manuever and
surveillance. However, nothing which could be called gunnery training, or even
practice drills, was observed in either exercise. Simulated gunnery engagements
with "enemy” vehicles did occur in these exercises, but the training value of
such activity, without control or feedback, must be suspect.

o

As described earlier, the current edition of FM 23-1 {s serving as the
"bible” for gunnery training. However, it is clearly recognized by the
School and by unit trainers that much of the information in this manual must be
. revised and updated. It i{s essential that the upcoming revision should
o incorporate congsiderable new materfal on integrated gunnery and tactics as well
[- as updated and improved techniques for gunnery. Material dealing with the ISU
thermal mode 18 also sorely needed--although gsuch materifal must be developed, it
N is not now available anywhere. Similarly, the identified need for improved lead
25 and lag rules for 25 mm gunnery should be satisfied to the extent possible when
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the FM ig revised. Further, the limited material dealing with night gunnery,
which concentrates mainly on preparation of range cards and staking firing
positions—-bhoth important topics, should also be augmented with gunnery drills,
target acquisition and identification drills and similar materials. Many of
these improved materials would also have to be developed since little
appropriate material exists.

In summary, the following describe the status of institutional and unit
training as observed and described by ingtitutional and unit trainers:

1) Gunners Course:

* Provides Basic Familiarization with Bradley Gunnery
Concentrates on Procedural and Pre-Gunnery Skills
Procedures Basically Well Trained and Learned
Limited Firing Regtricts Expertise
Problems:

Inadequate Training in:
Range Determination
Target Acquigition
Target Identification (IFF)

Target Enpagement - Live Fire (or Adequate Substitute
with Live Targets)

Night Gunnery
*  Produces Gunners who Need Much More Training to "Qualify"

2) Magter Gunners Coursge:

* Gunnery Training is Essentially Identical to Basic Course

Mechanical Procedures, Maintenance and Training are
Stressed and Generally Well Done

Problems:
Gunnery Problems are Identical to Basic Course
1) Unit Training:

* Master Gunners in Units are Trained In Master Gunner Course:!
They Share the Limitations of All Course Graduates.

* Master Gunners Are Attempting To Train New Gunners and
Upgrade Basgsic Course Graduates.
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* Unit Gunnery Trainers Are Trying to Develop local Training

* Devices and Aids to Training Are Being Fabricated
locally - 3rd ID is Example

Problems:
FM 23-]1 is Weak in Many Necessary Training Areas
Training In Units Suffers all Usual Restrictions:
Incompletely Trained Instructors
Lack of Training Time In Adequate Facilities
Inadequate Training Devices, Aids, and Materials
Overall Lack of Time for Training
Turnover in Perasonnel (Although less than Normal)
Regults in Continued Inadequate Training in:
Range Determination
Target Acquisition
Target Identification (IFF)

Target Fngagement - Live Fire (or Adequate
Substitute with Live Targets)

Night Gunnery

Recommendations

Baged on the above summary of findings, the following recommendations for
gunnery training developments and/or training program improvements are provided.

1) Current friend or foe identification training is inadequate in both
institutional and unit settings. Not all available materials for vehicle
identification are used in instruction. Current presentations are done in a
relatively unstructured fashion with no systematic feedback of results of
identifications. Recommend that ARI agsist the USAIS to obtain and integrate
all currently avatlable materfals into the institutional training and assure
that units are made aware of available materials. (Specific materials have been
referenced earlier).

2) Since training in target acquisition and foe recognition, especially
with thermal imagery, 13 desperately needed, recommend further the development
of an improved POI for target identification and thermal target training. This
POI should be bagsed on the above referenced materials and other developments (to
fnclude fdentificatfion of the causes and effects of thermal energy in relatfon
to vehicular and other target images). POl development should be based on a
study of the sultability of current training devices (e.g.- VIGS, BGMTS, etc.)
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for aiding target acquisition and identification training. The study should .
also investigate the incorporation of aome possible modifications of the Thermal 7
Sight Trainer (NTEC) and/or the Thermal Training Viewer (NVEOL) (These two C
potentially useful training devices were reviewed in Appendix G to Rollier, et
al., 1984). The improved POI should also be turned into an exportable package
for unit use.

e

e ]

)
AL

3) Recommend also that inexpensive alternative approaches to
identification of friendly units and troops should be studied in the field
- environment to determine what sorts of quick fixes can be provided to the field. v
SN Some alternative approaches which might be considered include markers, cold
o lights, Betalights, inexpensive transponders, etc..

.
L
gy “y Y 2%

; o 4) Too little instruction is dedicated to range determination training as -
< . currently presented in FM 23-1 and in both institutional and unit training. -

Recommend that the USAIS develop better materials and aids to improve current =
) instruction and increase the degree of emphasis on range determination by both .
o Commanders and Gunners in current ingtruction. }T

5) To further develop range determination training capabilities, recommend
. that an ARI research effort be designed to determine the feasibility of use of
scaled ranges and/or training devices to better train. Preliminary evidence
developed by the USAIS and ARI (Personal communication, Dr. J. Morey and Sgts .
o Reavis and Roberson, July - August 1984) from field trials of the Reavis-
e Brewster device and reported training experience in units indicate that scaled ::

targets may be quite useful in range estimation training with the BIFV. Also N
- the examination of current devices indicates that the VIGS, BGMTS, and SAAB >
'I BT4l are logical candidate devices to include in such a study. It Js believed

that these devices have enough potential for range determination training, along o
- with training other aspects of gunnery, to make a study effort potentially -
- fruitful. .

7 S

a0k

6) Recommend that appropriate data and materiale be assembled or developed .
' to provide adequate instruction of how tn adjust and most effectively use the
;f ISU in both day and thermal modes. Thia should include hnth phyaical adjustments
and techniques of use of the gight in both modegs--tn include scanning
. techniques, scanning duty cycle (time on/off the sight), and similar approaches to ms
. effactiveness of use. This package of materials should then be incorporated
! into both School training and materials to be provided to the field.

N f- 7) Current instruction in specific target engagement techniques (zero, ﬁ
S lead, multiple & moving targets, etc.) is insufficient to achieve high -
proficiency in these techniques. Recommend that ARI and and USAIS initiate a <.
gtudy to develop a realistically based, standardized, instructional approach to
these problems. The suggested study should include: development of lead and lag )
rules that are both more precise and easier to apply than those currently in

ugse; determine how best to teach lead, lag, and other engagement techniques in .
dry fire and tactical engagements; and, examine the potential of using LOMAH for ;
development of better zero training techniques. This study should also examine Ny
the feasibility of use of additional training devices (e.g. - SAAB BT-4]1, BGMTS, N
VIGS, and possibly others) for use for this type of training.

'..l.'.l“- ’
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8) There {8 currently too little emphasis on night gunnery training. Such -
training as is given provides inadequate coverage of techniques for thermal or
other STANO device target acquisition and not enough instruction on range cards,




direction of firegs at night, etc. Recommend the study of the feasibility of
assembling an improved systematic program for night gunnery training for use in
the School and for export to units. Such a program must consider inclusion of
improved thermal acquisition and identification training (as indicated above);
increased instruction and emphasis on range card development, and should provide
for the conduct of more night gunnery training. Such training must also require
proper procedures and techniques be applied by Bradley teams.

9) Although not specific to gunnery training, training for night
operations (as opposed to training at night) is almost non-existent. Recommend
that the USALS and ARI collaborate on the development of POIs and training
packages or materials, for potential use in both institution and unit training
programs, which are aimed at preparing the soldier to train and operate at
night in the unfamiliar and basjically threatening night environment. Initial
training for night operations would include daytime learning and rehearsals of
thogse tasks which are more difficult to perform at night and those tasks which
may only be required in night operations (these include all night surveillance
tasks, OP/LP tasks, etc.). One approach to this is to reexamine the use of
special goggles (Light Attenuation Devices - LADg) for daytime training for
night operations (although it is possible that this approach may not work for
training the STANO related tasks).

10) Simultaneousrly, current night training is unrealistic with respect to
the activities of an Infantry squad. This results partially from the tactical
fcenarios followed in observed ARTEP exercises and partially from the lack of
available time (and, sometimes, available NCO expertise) for Platoon and squad
level training in basic infantry skills and tasks. Recommend that Infantry
units be encouraged to conduct more night training, more realistically, through
USAIS provision of unit drills for night operations training. Drills must: be
realistic; meaningful to the individual soldier; and, emphasize proper use of
STANO equipment. They should be designed to require exercise of sleep
diacipline, dismount operations (Patrols, OP / LPs), and the full use of STANO
devices.
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ANALYSIS OF GUNNERY TRAINING

FOR BRADLEY FIGHTING VEHICLE SYSTEMS

Sample Annual Gunnery Training Program
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NEIT - Cavalry Squadron Ammo Requirements

NETT - Tank Batallion Ammo Requirements

NETT - 1st Cavalry Division Ammo Requirements

USAIS Bradley Ammo Requirements for FY 85
Consolidated Ammunition List for D Co, ITG (OSUT)
Bradley Ammunition Requirements for D Co, 1/29th Inf,
197th Inf Bde (sep), for FY 85
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Exhibit A

>

Sample Annual Unit Gunnery Training Program

oty

“QUAL 1 QUAL 11 ARTEP
~ Months: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
B PRELIMINARY GUNNERY TRAINING X X X
- GUNNERY SKILLS TEST X X X
= FIRING PORT WEAPON EXERCISE (M2) X X X
fi VEHICLE TEAM SUBCALIBER EXERCISE (M2/M3) X X X
- FULL-CALIBER ZERO (M2/M3) X
E VEHICLE TEAM COMBAT EXERCISE (M2/M3) X
& PROFICIENCY FIRING EXERCISE (M2/M3) X X X
g SQUAD COMBAT QUALIFICATION EXERCISE (M2) X X
- PLATOON EVALUATION EXERCISE (M2) X X
. SCOUT SQUAD QUALIFICATION EXERCISE (M3) X X
S SCOUT SECTION QUALIFICATION EXERCISE (M3) X X

Reproduced from Table 14-1, p. 14-7, of Department of the Army Field Manual,
FM 23-1 (Test), December 1983,

............
..............
-----
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& Exhibit B

The following schedules are reproduced from the TRADOC System Manager's Summary
.! Sheets, BFVS TSM, Fort Benning, GA.

I. Current annual unit gunnery program - M2

EXERCISE QUAL I QUAL II ARTEP

VEH TM CBT EX

SCT CREW CBT EX
SQD CBT QUAL EX

SCT SQD CBT QUAL EX
PLT LIVE FIRE EVAL
SCT SECTION QUAL EX
PROF FIRING EX

>4 24 »4 < 4 K
>

ta o]

II. Total number of 25 mm engagements (APDS/TPT) per year/vehicle

TYPE VEHICLE PRIMARY CREW PROF FIRING
1. Command Vehicle 14/10 18/0
2. Scout Vehicle 56/46 18/0
3. Squad Vehicle 60/42 18/0

III. Total number 25 mm rounds (APDS/TPT) fired per year/vehicle

TYPE VEHICLE PRIMARY CREW PROF FIRING TOTAL

1. Command Vehicle (6) zero 1x1 155/115 180/0 335/115
2. Scout Vehicle (6) 575/445 180/0 755/485
3. Squad Vehicle (48) 615/445 180/0 795/445

Iv. Total 25 mm ammunition cost per vehicle per year

NO RDS COST PER RD APDS TPT VEHICLE
TYPE VEHICLE APDS/TPT APDS/TPT COST COST TOTAL COST
1. Command Vehicle (6) 335/115 $37/22 $12,395 $2,530 $14,925
2. Scout Vehicle (6) 755/485 37/22 27,935 10,670 38,605
3. Squad Vehicle (48)  795/445 37/22 29,415 9,790 39,205

V. Total number 25 mm rounds per Bn/year (APDS/TPT) = 44,700/24,960 (69,660)

VI. Total cost of 25 mm per Bn/year = 2,203,020

1. Zero one time only

A~2

. “ .
B A




[ gt S S e il S A S A YA AN i I i i A A (RS Sl i it i e Jigt Dl St et Slat Shoe Sdrints Sugegiate Ao Shdh An W Sa AR 2

q
3
i
i
i
3
1
Y|

-1

o0 [TO08

s N
< :
= Exhibit C "
I ’:;4
!. The following schedules are reproduced from the TRADOC System Manager's Summary i;
1A Sheets, BFVS TSM, Fort Benning, GA. T
- .p{
.
v I. Armor Battalion Scout Platoon Annual Gunnery Program M3 {ﬁ
M rod
e Table Level I Level II ;'
= v Moving/Stationary CFV against X X !!
- Moving/Stationary Targets -
V1 Stationary CFV against Moving/ X i;
Stationary Targets -
[ ) —m
VII Practice Combat Course for X !!
Moving Stationary CFV :?
VIII Record Combat Course for X X 7.-;
. Moving/Stationary CFV <
E P
IX Practice Combat Course for X .
- a Scout Section (two CFVs) -
= X Record Combat Course for a X };
Scout Section (two CFVs) R
,. Note: Level I is the Primary (Record) Gunnery., !
Level II is the Sustainment Gunnery. S
ﬁf II. Total Number of 25 mm Target Engagements (APDS/TPT) per year/vehicle ;i
TYPE VEHICLE TOTAL ENGAGEMENTS o
- TYPE VEHICLE -
" Scout Plt CFV (7) 69/34 :
- III. Total Number of 25 mm Rounds APDS/TPT fired per year/vehicle }2
- TYPE VEHICLE TOTAL ROUNDS !
2 SCOUT PLT CFV (7) 690/340 i
IV. Total 25 mm Ammunition cost per vehicle per year i&
Ry NO RDS COST PER RD  APDS TPT VEHICLE o
TYPE VEHICLE APDS/TPT APDS/TPT COST COST TOTAL COST .!
A Scout Plt CFV 690/ 340 $37/22 $25,530 $7,480 $33,010
. V. Total Number Rounds per ARBN/YEAR (APDS/TPT) = 4,830/2,380 = 7,210 :
,i VI. Total Cost of 25 mm per ARBN/YEAR = $231,070 o
L
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Exhibit D

The following schedules are reproduced from the TRADOC System Manager's Summary

Sheeta, BFVS TSM, Fort Benning, GA.

I. Divisional Cavalry Squadron Annual Gunnery Program M3

Table Level 1 Level 2

v Moving/Stationary CFV against X X
Moving/Stationary Targets

VI Stationary CFV against Moving/ X
Stationary Targets

Vi1 Practice Combat Course for X
Moving/Stationary CFV

VIII Record Combat Course for X X
Moving/Stationary CFV

X Practice Combat Course for a X
Scout Section (two CFVs)

X Record Combat Course for a X
Scout Section (two CFVs)

Note: Level 1 is the Primary (Record) Gunnery.
Level I1 is the Sustainment Gunnery.

II1. Total Number of 25 mm Target Engagements (APDS/TPT) per year/vehicle

Type Vehicle Total Targets
All CFVs (40) 69/34

III. Total Number of 25 mm Rounds APDS/TPT fired per year/vehicle

Type Vehicle Total Rounds
All CFVs (40) 690/340

IV. Total 25 wm Ammunition cost per vehicle per year

NO RDS COST PER RD APDS TPT VEHICLE
TYPE VEHICLE APDS/TPT APDS/TPT COST COST TOTAL COST
ALL CFVS 690/340 $37/22 $25,530 $7,480 $33,010

V. Total Number 25 mm Rounds per Div Cav Sqdn/Year (APDS/TPT) =
27,600/13,600 = 41,200

VI. Total Cost of 25 mm per Div Cav Sqdn/year = $1,320,400
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Exhibit E

--------

The following schedules are reproduced from the TRADOC System Manager's Summary

Sheets, BFVS TSM, Fort Benning, GA.

I. Regimental Cavalry Squadron Annual Gunnery Program M3

Table Level 1 Level II1

v Moving/Stationary CFV against X X
Moving/Stationary Targets

VI Stationary CCFV against Moving/ X
Stationary Targets

Vi1 Practice Combat Course for X
Moving/Stationary CFV

VIII Record Combat Course for Moving/ X X
Stationary CFV

IX Practice Combat Course for a X
Scout Section (two CFVs)

X Record Combat Course for a X

Scout Section (two CFVs)

Note: Level I is the Primary (Record) Gunnery
Level II is the Sustainment Gunnery

II. Total Number of 25 mm Target Engagements (APDS/TPT) per year vehicle

Type Vehicle Total Engagements
All CFVs (38) 69/34

III. Total Number of 25 mm APDS/TPT fired per year/vehicle

Type Vehicle Total Rounds
All CFVs (38) 690/340

IV. Total 25 mm Ammunition Cost per vehicle per year

NO RDS COST PER RD APDS TPT VEHICLE
TYPE VEHICLE APDS/TPT APDS/TPT COST COST TOTAL COST
All CFVs 690/340 $37/22 $25,530 $7,480 $33,010

V. Total Number 25 mm Rounds per Reg Cav Sqdn/Year (APDS/TPT) =
26,220/12,920 = 39,140

VI. Total Cost of 25 mm per Reg Cav Sqdn/Year = $1,254,380
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Exhibit F

The following schedules are reproduced from the TRADOC System Manager's Summary
Sheets, BFVS TSM, Fort Benning, GA.

Table 1

APDS Rounds (Cost) Per Mechanized Infantry Battalion By Vehicles

Primary Crew Proficiency Firing Total
6 Command Vehicles 930($ 34,410) 1080($ 39960) 2010($ 74370)
6 Scout Vehicles 3450($127,650) 1080($ 39960) 4530($167,610)
48 Squad Vehicles  29520($1,092,240) 8640($319,680) 38160($1,411,920)

33900($1,254,300)  10800($399,600) 44700($1,653,900)

Table 2

TPT Rounds (Cost) Per Mechanized Infantry Battalion By Vehicles

Primary Crew Proficiency Firing Total
6 Command Vehicles 690($15180) 0 690($15180)
6 Scout Vehicles 2910($64,020) 0 2910($64020)
48 Squad Vehicles 21360($469,920) 0 21360($469,920)
24960($549,120) 0 24960($549,160)
Table 3

APDS and TPT Rounds (Cost) Per Mechanized Infantry Battalion By Vehicles

Primary Crew Proficiency Firing Total
6 Command Vehicles 1620($49,590) 1080($39960) 2700($89,550)
6 Scout Vehicles 6360($191,670) 1080($39960) 7440($231,630)
48 Squad Vehicles 50880($1,562,160) 8640($319,680) 59520($1,881,840)

58860($1,803,420) 10800($399,600) 69660($2,203,020)
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Exhibit G 2
'si - *.i
>, "';N
Mechanized Infantry Battalion E/W (BFVS) N
N TOE J410 April 1984
hh
i
R This TOE is the basis for the development of data in Exhibits H -~ L below. .
n\. \'
) Headquarters and Headquarters Company (HHC) o
- g
o Commanding Officer 1 M2 (Command) =3
’ S 3 (Bn Motor Officer) 1 M2 (Command) o
. Scout Platoon Hq 2 M3 N
- Section 2 M3
Y] Section 2 M3
e 2 M2 (Command) 6 M3 "
Rifle Company -
. Headquarters Section e
ij Commanding Officer 1 M2 (Command) y
Platoon Hq 1 M2 o)
‘- Rifle Squad 1 M2
o Rifle Squad 1 M2 -
Rifle Squad 1 M2 .
. 4 M2 v
o Platoon 4 M2 N
Platoon 4 M2 o
- Company Total 13 M2 W
Rifle Company 1 M2 (Command) o
- 12 M2
13 M2
Rifle Company 1 M2 (Command) ft:EL
12 M2 0
L 13 M2
Rifle Company 1 M2 (Command)
12 M2 o
13 M2 !
v RECAP: HHC 2 M2 (Command) 6 M3(Scout) N
& 4 Rifle Companies 4 M2 (Command)
. 48 M2 Squad
- 54 M2 6 M3 =
-~
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e _ Exhibit L

| lst Cavalry Division Ammunition Requirements less NETT Firing Rounds*

Type 2 Inf Bn 1 Cav Sqd 4 Tok Bn

E Ammunition Requirements Requirements Requirements Total

o 25 mm TPT 25520 4830 5520 35,870
A 25 m APDS 34480 5670 6480 46,630
o 7.62 mm (4+1)(Coax) 153200 30450 34800 218,450
- 7.62 mm (4+1)(M60) 43200 0 0 43,200
7.62 mm (T) 115760 30450 34800 181,010
. 5.56 mm (BALL) 69120 0 0 69,120
“ 5.56 mm (T) 172800 0 0 172,800
" 40 mm TPT 1248 0 0 1,248
) Smoke Grenades 1856 336 384 2,576
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Exhibit M

USAIS Bradley Ammo Requirements for FY 85
as submitted to TRADOC February 1984

Courses
Nomenclature DODAC Commander Gunner Master Gunner
25 mm TPT2 A976 138000 86400 15060
25 mm HEI-T3 A975 750 750 450
25 mm dummy A967 2000 2000 1000
7.62 mm coax Al31 207000 97000 142420
7.02 mm ball Al46 140000 146000 5790
7.62 mm dumay Al159 8000 8000 4000
5.56 mm FPW A072 28600 - 21420
5.56 mm ball A071 16440 13680
5.56 mm dummy A060 500 - 200
22 cal. long rifle ball A0B6 16440 - 13680
Grenade, smoke screen G815 2040 1960 480
Grenade, HC hand smoked G930 50
Grenade hand smoked green G940 25
Smoke pots K866 10
Signal ground alum white L312 100
Signal ground alum green L314 50
Simulator projector airb L366 200
Simulator projector SS L367 1840 960 304
Simulator projector L59%4 100 - -
Simulator flash ARTY L602 23000 12000 4275
(Hoffman Dervice)
TOW HE PB 25 5 5 3
Classes: 6 5 3
Students: 274 240 38

Notes:

DODAC = Department of Defense Ammunition Code

TPT = Target Practice-Tracer
HEI-T = High Explosive Incindiary-Tracer

Class number and size have already changed from the projections on which
these numbers are based. However, the number of students remains about the
same. For class projections and size refer to the appropriate Course
Monitor in Bldg 4. Mr. Miller (USAIS, Bldg 4, Room 511) has ammo projections

through 1992 in his office.
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S Exhibit N o
R 2
ok Consolidated Ammunition List for D Co, ITG o
N (OSUT 3 weeks add-on for MOS 1IM) .
N # per # of #/Class Number Grand ii'
| Ammunition DODAC Student Students Total Demo/PE Classes Total Total -
i 2
N Y
7.62 mm (T) A 146 800 33 26400 26400 Pt
7.62 mm (blank) Alll 134 1295 175,530 175530 ]
5.56 mm (T) A 072 270 1295 349,650 540 33 17820 367470
- 5.56 mm (Blank) A 080 313 1295 405,335 72 33 2376 407711 O
Ctg,Gren Screening G 815 8 33 264 264
Simulator, Flash L 596 30 33 990 990
.E Notes: Approximately 3 classes per month for 11 months. Schedule calls for
1295 students for FY 85. Source: S3, D Co, ITG, SFC Sarla. ’
Exhibit 0O
Bradley Ammunition Requirements for FY 85 for D CO,
1/29 INF 197th Inf Bde, Fort Benning, Georgia
Ammunition DODAC Number of Rounds 3
25 pm TP-T A 976 43,580 2
25 mm HEI-T A 975 6.800 =
7.62 mm Ball A 146 142,400 -~
5.56 mm (T) A 068 14,680 (Individual rounds) >
5.56 mm (T) A 072 14,680 (Bradley,boxed,speed-load) N
ATWESS Simulator L 367 33,800
TOW, Practice PB 18 10
TOW, HE PB 25 1
Source: S3, 1/29th INF, SFC Colson.
A-15




