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After watching the Red Army
operate under a first strike
s doctrine for more than three

decades, western analysis saw a
change. In 1978, the Frunze
Academy launched a major study of
defensive operations, At the same
time, the Soviets suddenly fielded
new combat engineer equipment,
incloding heavy earthmoving
vehicles and scatterable mine
systems, Why?

The recent appearance of the
Saviet Manual Engineer Support of
Combat (n Special Conditions!
suggests an apswer. [t formulates
the Seviet engineer response to U.S,
AirLand Battle Doctrine and to
NATO's Follow on Forces Attack
concept. Like AirLand Battle doe-
trine, FOFA calls {or strikes behind
the enemy torward edge of the battle
area. The goal—destroy or cripple
opposing armies before they can
fully commit their forces to an
attack.?
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The Red Army Response

The Soviet prescription for suc-
cessful atlack requires heavily
massed forces, It defines a 3 to 1
ratio of superiority ag minimal. But
the Soviets now appear to want
ratios of up to 8 {o 1 to assure
success—they expect heavy losses
on the AdrLand Battlefield,

Warsaw Pact materiel superiority
over NATO forces actually runsata
ratio of only 2 to 1. Attacks must be
e V concentrated if the Soviets are to
achieve desired sirength, Elsewhere
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on the front, the Sovieis must econ-
omize, relying on defenses to prevent
an enemy breakthrough.

To maintain the attack on the
AirLand Battlefield, the Soviets see
an urgent need to preserve mohility,
“Under these conditiong it is expe-
dient to echelon forces sid means of
reconnaissance, to overcome ob-
stacles throughout the entire depth
of the troop formations, and to
ensure constant readiness for em-
ployment. It is also necessary to
qguickly neutralize the enemy's
remote mining with artillery fire
and air strikes,?

Among Soviet countermeasures,
the most important is the taclic of
deploying seatterable mine systems
{FASCAM)againstreconnaissance,
communications, command, and
control systems (%), Sinee (% assets
are critical to coordinating a com-
bined arms attack, protecting them
must now be a top priority task?

The Red Army is also taking steps
to enhance the survivability of
attacking elements. More traffic
control personnel are being fielded
to guidetroops and vehicles through
areas infésted with remotely de-
livered mines. More elaborate
camouflage, deployments congen-
trated in radar dead space, and
heavier terrain fortifications can
also be expected,

Troops may be more dispersed,
and armor is unlikely to be apenly




deploved in columns in the rear
areas. Tactics to protect armored
vehieles and self-propelled weapons
repartedly include setting small fires
along advance routes, to draw heat-
sgeking munitions away {rom their
intended targets.t

The Enginecrs’ Role

The Soviets are building an in-
creased engineer capabilily to fight
the AirLand Batile. In the past, Red
Army doatrine has placed engineers
squarely in the froni Hnes. In rear
areas, engineer tasks centered on
waler supply andlogistical mobility.
Now Boviel concern for survivabil-
ity, mobility, and countermohility in
depth calls for combat engineer
presence through the entire battle
area. This includes—

e (3roatly ineveased earthmoving
antl entrenching capabilities 1o
enable armor and troops to dig in
as a defense againsi deep sirike
munitions,

Inereased countermine assets in
response to FASCAM, deployed
around assembly and supply
areas and lines of communication
to counter FASCAM and other
rasy area ohstacles,

Highly mobile engineer teams
available lo support gap-crossing
sites thyroughout the hattle area,
and stockpiles of structoral assets
near all Hkely crossing sites to
respond o expected accurate,
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deop strikes against bridge and
crossing sites,

Implications for the West

The message is this—the Soviets
are on Lo us, They are moving to
adopt strategies and weapon sys-
tems similar io our own, They are
diagnoesing our tactics to invent
defenses that can degrade our
effectiveness—and countermeasures
that ean cripple an attack.

On the positive side, Airland
Battle doctrine is causing the
Warsaw Pac¢t armies to invest
heavily in defensive equipment,
personnel, and strategy for the first
time in 30 vears.

But the Soviets have consistentily
found wavs (o restructure and re-
deploy their assets in order to
counter powerful enemies, If we are
to maintain the offensive strategy
inherent in Airl.and Batile doctvine,

Notes

we can't let our lacties hecome stale
formulas, or assume thal our de-
fenses ave impregnable.

Today, we hiold the initiative, Only
continued inventiveness will allow
us to keep it.
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