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April 17, 1969

Or, Kissinger:
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: ' WASHINGTON 25,D.C.

| CM-4122-69
17 Apxil 1969
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE C -

SUBJECT: Alternat:.ve Responses, EC~121 Shootdown

. 1. The attached draft’ memorandum for the President is
forwarded 1n response to.a request received from Dr..K1351nger.-

2. It is recommended that the draft memorandum be forwarded
to the Pres:.dent. ) .
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".THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE =
WASHlNG?ON. 0. C. !030! e .

_rmmommuu FOR THE PRESIDENT . .. . T

Subject: Concept and Eatimates for Retaliatory
- . B-52 Alr Strikes Against North Korean
. Targets "C'B&).

-1, ?his'memorandum forwards a concept forAeﬁployment -
of B~52 aircraft against either one of two North Korean -

airfields as a response to their Shootdown or the US
EC~121 on 15 April 1969. :

:2.'The recommended targets for this concept are:

3. Advantagea of using B»SE versus . carrier-based air-
craft or land-based tactical aircraft are as follows'

&, One B-52 delivers up to 108 bombs versus the
. 12 t0 18 delivered by each tactical aireraft.

¢! b, The smaller the number of aircraft, the better
T the chance for surprise. o S .
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e. The strike could be mounted more auickly by B-52s
than by land or carriernbased aircraft.

f. The B-52 has a greater ECM capability than either

of the other two forces.

s. The use of the B-52 as opposed to land~based

_tactical alr permits a night, all-weather,.low 1eve1

attack, thus enhancing survivability.

h. Use of B-52s preserves land based tactical air in
the aresa ror defense of ROK. :

b, Disadvantages of using the B—52'
a, B-Se is 1arger and less maneuverable than tactical

alrcraft and*somewhat more vulnerable to barrage anti«_
aircrart fire, - .

b. Loss of a stirategic bomber might have a more
damaging effect on US image in this situation.

c, Use of the B-52 in relatively close proximity to .
the Sovie; Union might elicit an adverse Soviet: ‘reactlion.

5. Advantages/disadvantages of using 12 versus 24" B-52s are:

a, Attack by 12 B-52s [ o1 be
sufficient to achleve US objective. N

b. The smaller attacking force would decrease the

time and number of alrcraft exposed and possibly reduce -
the risk of loss, '



c. A 12 aircraft attack could be mounted slightly
sooner.

d. A smaller force would have less mutual supporting
capability (ECM and defense suppression),

e, Damage expectancy would be reduced using smal]er
force., -

6. There are presently 102 B-52s deployed in the Pacific,
with 52 of these at Guam. There are 85 KC~1353 deployed, .
35 of which are on Okinawa,

7. Concept of operations would be as follows~.
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