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Preface

This document is the initial installment in the cortimied History
of the Joint Strategic Target Plaaning Staff. Tt is concerned first
with the development of problems in strategic target plaming dut'ring
the 1950s and the evolution of plans for the integration of the activi-
ties of the varions commands into cne plan; second with the organization !

i £ ead \C; and
of the Joint Strategic Target Plaining Staf® ot Healquarters SAC;

third with the preparation of the first Single Integrated Operstional
Plan. In the preparation of this history the historian did research
in JSIPS files at Headquarters SAC and in the files of the Joint Chalefs
of Staff in Washington. Documents indicated as exhibits (Ex) are on
file in the History & Research Divigion, Directorate of Information,

Headguarters SAC. . v
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Background

Secretary of Defense Thomas Gates' decision of 16 August 1960 to
establish a joint staff at Hesadquerters Strategic Air Command (SAC}
under the direction of Camander in Chief, SAC, brought together for
the first time sll elements of the srmed services with a strategic nue-
lear capabilily into one integrsted operational pla.n.l Becretary Gaves
considered the decision the most important he had made in seven years
in v?he Pentagon.2 Perhaps the magnitude of this acticn can be better
appreciated after a review of the history of planning and coordination

activities for the strategic nuclear offensive between 1952 and 1960.

Between the end of World War IT and the begimming of the Korean
War, SAC had a virtusl monopoly on the means of delivering atomic weae
pons. The Joint Chiefs of Staff (JCS) dvew SAC forces under its direct
operational comtrol in 1946 and strengthened these bonds in subseguent
Years by preventing usurpation of control of SAC forces by theater com-

3

marders.” Therefore, during these years no coordination problems
existed in planning and executing the atomic offensive, but Dy the
early 1950s the situation was changing because of & proliferation of

weapons and delivery vehicles. MM

The United Btates Navy ennounced in 1952 that all of its new at-
‘tack planes wepe capeble of carrying tactical stqmic bombs, and thet

it had on hend gircraft capeble of deliveripg lerge bdnbs. Yewly
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activated tactical units in Europe and the Far East also became able

to deliver small weapons. Indeed, the Secretary of the Air Force,
Thomes K. Finletter, announced that "nearly ail" USAF combat siroraft

. were being modified to carry them.l" The time was also rapidly approach-
ing when the Soviet Union would become & major atcmic power. It ex-
Ploded an atomic device in 1949, and a year later USAF credited Russia
with already» naving & "formidable long range air force" which by 1952
could cover all of the United States.5 M

: To meet this increased Soviet threat the JCS acted to gein more -

direct control of the nation's expanding atanic force., In March 1952

an ad hoe committee of that group examined existing procedures for con-
trol and coordination of atcmic operations and recamended centralizing
them for maximum boubing effect and rinimuye interference between forces.
The JCS agreed and established facilities for lateral coordination of
planning called Joint Cocrdination Centers (JCC) in Furcpe aend the Far
East.* They were war room facilities for receipt, campilation, display,
review, coordination, and relay of information concerning the plens and
operations of atomic forces for the benefit of the unified and specified

caumanders concerned and the JC‘S."HG6 This was operstipnal coordiraticn,

e
that is, 1t took place after hostilities began. s}(&?}"

* Buckinghamghire, United Kingdom, and Pershing Heighta ; Tokyo, Jepan,

¥¥ In Eurcpe, Commander in Chief Nevel Forces Eestern Atlantic and Medi.-
terranean (GINCNEIM), Coomander in Chief United States Ferces Europe
CCINGEur), and Comnander in Chief Stretegic Air Command (CINCSAC),
and in the Far Ea?st, Ca;nnander in Chief Pacﬁﬁc (CINCPac), Commander
in Chief Alaska (CTNCAL), and CINUSAC. M
| LAssimey
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Early exercises of the Joint Coordination Centers disclosed a re- d
quirewent for pre-hostilities coordination of commanders' atomic plans.
Accordingly, in 195k, the JCS asked each appropriate commanier to sub-
wit an atomic annex, l.e., a target list, to his wer plan and to coor-
dinate it with theater commanders and CINCSAC. In 1955 SAC was directed
‘Fo act as host for a conference of appropriste commanders to determine
a methodology or "modus operandi" for defeat of commmist air pover.
This conference .failed to agree on anything except the reguirement for
periodic coordination of atomie war plans. With JCS approval these con-
claves beceme known as World-Wide Coordination Conferences (WWCC). They
were held each subsequent year through 1958. Plans coordinated at these
conferences &nd apoproved by the JOS were prepositioned with the Joint
Coordinstion Centers for operational coordinetion reguired by an exer-
cise or the initiation of hostilities. The tetal coordination act.iv:ity

pre- and posi-hostility, was known as the atomic coordination machinery.T

ol

How successful was this machinery? The megnitude of the problem
Probebly can be apprecisted best by recalling the camplex problems of
generation, lsunch, mutusl support ; and maximm dbombing involved in
preparing & single eccmmand's strike plan. These factors were manage-
able because the work went om within the framework of & comon doetrine.
When coordination between commands with diffarent concepts, doctrines,
traditions, "and techniques was attempted, the problems beceme formid-

able. On the positive side, werld-wide conferences did ensble ccmmanders
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o eppreciate more fully each others capabilities, tasks, objectives,
and plans., Target lists s forces, and strike timing 'were discussed and
compared. Same conflicj:s were avolded. Yet the defects of the program
were clearly more evident than its successes, &t least to SAC. The con-
ferences did not solve targeting conflicts; for example, in the 1957
end 1958 meetings duplications and triplications (two or more ccumands
delivering weapons to the same target) were not gignificantly reduced.
Neither did they achieve mutual support cr unity of strategic ei’fort ‘
among the JC3 cammanders. At the JCOs, cperational coordination proce~
dures depended upon & highly sophisticated cammunications system. ' Dure
ing peacetime exercises the ccmmmunications time leg betwesn sending and
receipt of messages tended to increasze causing a backlog; under cambat
conditions the sysjtem's efficiency would be greatly reduced. In each
of the exercises of the JCC machinery from 1958 through 1960 over 200
time over target (TOF) comflicts highlighted the degree of conflict im
existing exescution plans, In wartime, with disrupted commnications,
this could result in needless lpss of alrcraft and crews. A cauparison
of target lists and same conflict resolution were the net gains in four
years of coordination effc;rt.8 General N. F. Twining, Chairman of the
JCS, believed one fundamental Principle bad evolved fram these coordi-
nation activitiés: "« « . atamic operations must be pre-planned for
autcmatic execution to the maximum extent possible and with minimum
reliance on post-E~Hour cazmmicaﬁions."9 M
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The Search for More Effective Coordinetion

The Defense Reorganization Act of 1958 (Public Law 85-509), passed
by Congress on 23 July 1958, seemed to open new vistas for better coor-
dination of the strategic offensive. President Fisenhower, in cutlin-
ing his plan to the Congress, emphasized ". . . the vital necessity of
camplete wnity in our strategic planning and beasic operetioral direc-
'tion."lo It was necessary that the Secretary of Defense and the Join:
Chiefs have the authority to take action in these matters. The Air
Foree, traditionally in favor of integration along functional lines,

supported the President’'s Program, as did the Arxny."‘l The Navy was
less enthusiastic. o jﬁ‘{

Armed with increased authority over the develomment and operation .
Of new weapon systems given him by the reorganization act ,13 the Becre-
tary of Defense, then Neil McElroy, examined plans for the new Fleet
Bellistic Missile or Polaris, then in develoment. In December 1958

he asked the Joint Chiefg for their views on the future employment of

the sys-tan,lh M

As spckesman for the Air Foree, General Thomes D. White advocated P
creation of & unified US Strategic Ccomand, to encompass subordinste
unite from the Air Force (heavy and medium bombers and iutermediate and
intercontinentel ballistic missiles) and the Nevy Polaris. With ap-
provel of the JUS, the CINCIAC wonld develop the organization so it
cowld be Punctional by the time Polaris became operational. Stretegic
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Ar Command perscnnel would be integrated with those of the particizat-
ing services and assigned to the new hendquarberss GQeneral White pe~
Tieved a unified strategic commend provided the organizational glruc-

ture best suited for developing maximum effective atamic offensive

plans L M

| The Army, Navy, and Marine Corps were in genersl opposition to the &7
Air Torce plan. Admiral Arleigh Burke, Chie® of Naval Operations, ob-
jected to integrating all strategic weapcn systems ipto a gingle com-
mend and recammended rejection of the Air Force positi on.l6 The Navy
had earlier asked ihat Polaris be assigned to Cqmmandﬁr in Chief, At~
lantic (CINCIANT) and eventually to United States Commender in Chief,
Burope (VSCTNGEur) and Comander in Chief, Pacific (CTNOPac).™!  Adwirel
Purke gaw 1ittle need for change: in his opiniocn cocrdination had been
working well sinece the 1958 Reorgenization Act end integration of Po-
laris imto the fleet would pose no targeting problems, Assigment *of
all weapon systems to & single cormand, on the other hend, ". . - would
disTupt and alter the U.S. defense organization."l8 Authority already
existed in the JOS to prevent undesirable duplications in strategic tar-
geting, planing, end weapons employment and the CNO believed it should
remain thﬁre.lg The Army generally sgreed with the Navy, but it be-
lieved the entire investigetion was premsture. It woﬁld assign Polaris
to the fleet and pxamine 1ts command structure later when it haé. become
8 proven Bystem.ao The Marine Corps favored making the JCS respongible

for selection of targets, after which the unified commanders would

Erprseerd LRI
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agsign them to attack forces. It fearemssignment of targets Lo one

comuander would creste & "monolithic" structure to control aircraft
and lard and Fleet missiles which would bave great coordination prob-

lemg and be vulnerable if communications were destroyed.21 W

As a result of this disagreement, a split Gecision paper was pre~ -
sented to the SecDef.22 Although General White reported Mr. MeElroy
did not believe a decision on command arrangements Wes urgent becatee
the system would not become operstional until late in '1960,23 there
was no doubt that the Secretary intended to press for improvement of
target coordination procedures. In late July, following &n EWO brief-
ing at Headquarters SAC for Jé.he GeaDef and members of the JCB, he re=

quested the Chairman present his views on this problan.gh W '

In his reply, General Twining reviewed the history of coordination
to date and concluded ". . . not muck more progresé car be achieved
upder the present arrangements . . » ."25 He rejected modifications
to 1he existing machinery, advocating instead "fundamertal chenges”
to the gystem. The problem divided imto +hree categories: (1) tar- |
geting policy, (o) development of integrated operational plans, and P
(3) comtrol of strike forces. Regarding the first, he inclined towardl
the Air Force counter force philosophy, believing the target system
should inelude (in order of priarity) long range ouclear delivery cepa-

pility, govermment end military control centers, wap making resources,

and populstion cembers. After adoption of & targeting policy, in thae
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Cheirman's cpinion the commander responsible for the strategic mission

should develop & national strateglc targebing system OF 1ist subject

to review by J-2 (Intelligence). On the second question, he believed
en integrated operational plan was definitely needed. He would charge
CINCSAC with its develorment. Naval earriers would not be assigned any
pre-ple.nned gtrategic targets, but when Pclaris developeC & significant
operational cgpability it would be brought into the inteérated plan.

On the third issue, the Chairman reasoned that if the above ections
were taken the question of operational control and problems of mutual
ipterference would be " simplified." The promigetion of & national
strategic target 1ist (NSTL) and & single integrated operational plan
(8702) would, in Genersl Twiming's wards, "- » ¢ provide a sound pasis
for necessary coordination of operationzl plans of locel commAnders
with CINCSAC's plan.”26 Only after decisions on t_hese igsues were‘ made,
iy the form of & command decision, and enforced, would there be progress

in the srea of target cc;o:cﬁ.ina.’ci01:1.27 ﬁsﬁ‘“

At the time he presented his views to the SecDef, the Chairman e
sought the positions of the services on the issuse of targeting coor-
dinstion oy requesting ansWers to 18 questions.zg Tpitially, an loter-
service ad hoc ccrmni‘b‘tee prepared a reply to the questions.29 later,
each service j.ndlndualjl;-/ prepared “heir answers.so As in the issue
of command and c;_cntrol of Polaris, & wide divergence of opinion existed

vetween the services. But 1o further action wee teken on the metier
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during 1959, ewaiting the completion of Study 2009, an optimum target

1
system for general war being prepared for Presidential approval-3 Lsari

Secretary McElroy also left office in December 1959, and the task .7
of resolving the target coordination problem fell to his successor,
Thomas S. Gates. The new SecDef gave early indications that he ine
tended to take action. On 20 Janusry he told the Joint Chiefs that
he wished to discuss SM-1T1-59 (the split decision Polaris paper) at

a0
3 Bents during early spring provided fresh evi-

thei'r convenience.,
Gence that action was needed. Representstives to a coordination con-
ference at Supreme Headquerters Allied Pavers, Europe (SHAFE) agreed
that targeting of a wide variety of weapons without a waste of ree
sounrces was ", . . far beyond the capability of coordina‘bion coni"er-
ences.“33 The sepior representative of CINCFur and CINCSAC stated in
their memo to the JCS: "With the increased mmber of weapons and their

diversified utilization, it appears that an officient application of

the force can only be accamplighed by o single authori'by.’j’l" ﬂéﬂﬁ”f

Meamwhile, the® issue remained stalled at the roadblock of conflict-
ing service positions. On 6 May Generzl Twining advised the Secretary
that the Chiefs could not agree on a response to the 18 questions;
their individual views were forwarded.35 After & two-day discussion
in the middle of June in which the service positions were freely dis-
cussed with the new Secretery,SC the Joimt Staff prepared a paper ex-

panding on diffarences in the Areaa of policzf target detection, and
UM

il
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planning and coordination.o’ The Joint Chiefs were in agreement that

& basic targeting policy was needed to translate guidance conbained in
Stud{ 2009 and the President s decision on the study irto workeble in-
structions for unified and specified cammanders, and that guidance was
needed for selection of tergets in a national target list, 38 but they
differed on what that policy should be.39 General Twining felt the
elements of this diversity arose, partially at least, fram endemic con-
ceptual differences. He urged that the JCS not wait for & “perfect
solution.” To Pit aétion to the word, he proposed a national strategic

. . ko
targeting policy. Service positions went to the SecDef as SM-656-60

on 20 July 1960. _(msf"

Un 16 August 1960, after sver s year of consideration by the JCS
and two Secretaries of Defense, the issues of command and conrol of
strategic systems and strategic targeting became the subject of & SecDef
decisilon. It was a clear corpramise, indorsing neither the Air Force
position favoring a wnified cammand, nor the Navy position that exist-
ing JC5 machinery couwld do the werk. Recognized by Secretary Gates
was CINCSAC's exsensive experience in strategic Planning. The individ-
ual designated as CINCS8AC, acting as the agent of the JCS, would col-
lect at Hesdquarters SAC a team of experts fram all services to prepare
a plan for a1l U.S. forces coqmitjbed to the initial strategic strike
effart. CINCSAC's dutles as Director of Strategic Target Planuing (DSTP)
were an additional and separate responsi"bl;lity.zlrl On 18 August Secre
tary Gates sssigned as General Power's deputy Rear Admiral {(subsequently

WQNEMSSMB |
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pramoted to Vice Admiral) Raward T. Parker, an expert in nuclear wea-

ko
pons and former heed of the Defense Atomic Suppors Agency. M

Organization

General Power began immediately to gather his inter-service staff .
at Headquarters SAC. Actions to bring in new people and orgenize and
train them in SAC methods proceeded at a brisk pace and thej constituted
the organization's main Problems during the early formulative months.
Time for preparation of the first plan was short ; the Seclef wanted 1t

@
done by early Decem"t:nsr.2+3 @@ﬁj

The organizetion waa kept as small as possi'bla, with maximum par~

ticipation of the existing SAC staff, but all services rerticipated in
all aspects of planning. Cammands involved (SACEUR, CINCLANT, CINCPac,
CINCAL, and CINCNEIM) were requested to send representatives to a 24
August meeting at CfLutt AFB +to discuss organization and lzta.mn:ag.hJ1L
Three days later & proposed organizational structure to perform the
main work assigned, i.e, » Preparation of a National Strategic Target
List (NSTL) and e Single Integrated Operationsl Plan (SIOP), was pre~
pared aad forwarded to the 50s."5 4

The organization wag divided into two general categories (see "
Chart next page). The Tirst wes the Office of the Director. Genersl
Power, in his aapac::cy a8 Director of Strategic Target Planmng, hagd

2;_6 X
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a. Orgamize & Joint Strategic Target Plamning Staff
consisting of persomnel from the various services
possessing the required skills to perform the
targeting and plarming functions. ﬁ(*fff

b. Develop and maintein the NSIL and the STOP for
attack of the targets on the NSTL. J

¢, Submit the NSPL and the SIOP to the Joint Chiels

of Staff for review and approval, highlighting

points of difference which he resolved during

the preparation of the NSTL and the SICOP.
Also assigned to this office was a depuby, who assumed the responsibili-
ties of the Director in his absence and acted Bs his principal assistant
end advisor on JSIPS activities, acd one representative each from the
Avmy, Havy, Marine Corps, and Air Force. These service representatives
served as & personal staff For the director and his deputy, represented
their services in policy matters, and performed a liaison function.
They were not in the commend chamnel. Representatives from unified
and ‘specified capmands supplying forces to the SIOP and e JCS liaison
group were also a';*i:ached 4o the staff. Tae CINCG representatives {the
numbey assigned was at the discretion of their commander ) participated
in the preparation of the SIOP and NSIT. They were uot integrated.inmto
the staff, but were directly responsible to their respective commanders.
A JC8 liaison group, an imbegrel part of the Joint Staff, JCS, assisted
the DSTP in interpreting JCS guidance and informed the JCS end the ser-
vices of progress in the preparation of the NSTL and SIOF. The CINC

and service representatives served as & Policy Committee under the
14

- chairmanship of the deputy director. This committee reviewed and
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approved policy; disagreements went to the director for final decision. j‘(i

Also part of the Office of the Director was the Secretariat, respon- 1

sible for administration and personnel supervision. The second cate-
gory consisted of the two production units of the Target Staff--the !
Fational Strategic Target Iist Division and the Single Integrated Oper- |l
ational Plan Division--which tcok their names from the work they per-

ormea. T jo’sd

The initigl Joint Tabhle of Distribution (JTD} of 250 spaces re=
quested for the above organization was divided as follows: SAC re-
sources - 1h0 officers, 57 airmen, and 22 civilians; Avmy - 10 officers;

Navy =~ 29 officers; Air Force - & officers; and Marine Corps - 3 offi-

cers.h48 J@wﬁ

On 1 Septerber 1960 the JCS approved the proposed organization,
off:}cia.lly designating it the Joint Strategic Target Planning hAgency
(TSTPA),% and the initial Joint Table of Distribution (JID) consisting |
qf 50 military spaces to be added to the 197 SAC military personnel ot
working in related areas. In cne change, the JCS stipulated that the Bl

deputy chiefl of the SIOP Division be & Navy officer in the gradg o :

Ther =

g
rear admiral or captain. b9 36@’9”

Subsequently, as a result of the survey made of the NSTL Division's

e T =g o 7Ty

Iintelligence structure and the intelligence support esgencles of SAC

# On 29 September 1960 the JOS redesignated the arganization as the
Joint Strategic Target Planning Staff, (M=-957-60, “Strategic
Target Planning,” 20 Sep 60.) ‘
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Headquarters, =t the Chief of Naval Operation’s request, the Deputy

Director of JSTPS requested 69 additional military Spaces, which with N

+he exception of 5 airmen fram the Alr Torce wers t0 be furnished By

the Navy and Army. Forty of these were to te assigned to Headquerters |

SAC Intelligence funclions and 29 to the J SI‘PS.SO After review, the

JCS approved the interim augmentation of 29 military persomnel and 3

civilian spaces, but disapproved the additicnal 1o.2t M

The organization to prepare the Tirst NSIL and SIOP was assembled
in haste beceuse the SecDef had ordercd the two documents completed by
14 Decemher 1960. TEmphasis had been placed on acguiring the best
pecple fram the services to do the job; not much analysis had been
made of existing capsbility witlin the SAC ataff. = with completion
of the imitial NSTL and SIOP¥ the organization could be adapted for the ,
future, i.e., the work of keeping the documents current. General Power
reccrmended a reduction; the non-SAC authorization would be reduced
fram 83 to 75 spaces and SAC persommel in a dual function status would i

be cut fram 219 to 111. He also asked that the mumber of vermanent i

representatives of the CINCs be held to & nri.nimum.52 .,w(dwm

The Army and Nevy did not agree. The Chief of Navel Operations :
did not think it .:Edéquately represented all gervices at all levels, but f ;
Pavared the Air Farce. Because the duties of the NSTL Division concerned | »

primarily intelligence and terget selection, in the Navy's opinion all

# The preparation of these documents will be treated later in this

Ueiassiry
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services should be equally represented. Neither did Admirel Burke
favor the proposal to reduce the nmumber of the CINC representatives,
preferring instead to leave their appointment to the diseretion of the
cammander concernsd. Injecting a new feature, the CNC recammended cre-
ation of an intelligence panel, with representatives fram the CINCs,
the services, the Joint Staff, and ths Ccmra._ Intelligence Agency,

"+ + « to provide the broadsst and most exvert intelligence base whica
can be achieved to support the SIOP."53 The Army did nct think the
proposed manning n;et the criteria of a joimt staff, nor did it agree
with maintaining SAC officers with two jobs in key positions, except
for the DSTP. It rescommended equal representation among sexrvices in
the NSIL Division and proportional representation (based on commitied

forces) in the SIOP ZD:‘w:'Ls:'Lon.54 M

The DSIP Eiir:glue'd that existing JCS guidance for creation of joint .
staffs did not orovide precedent for agssigmment of joint staff respon~
sibilities to a2 specified command. He defended the JTD as representing
his imterpretation of JCS guidance: it was the most econcmical, nade
the most efficient use of space and technical equipment, and most ad-
hered to ‘the camposition of forces and weapons assigned to the plan.

He had not used forces submitted to the plan as a basis for represen-
tation; if he had the Navy and Marine Cerps would have been reduced by
one-half. In the document 14 key positioas out of 3% were identified

as Army, Navy, cr Merine Corps (41 per cent). ‘though the DSTP had

S 7 -
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no requirement for an intelligence panel, he welcamed the addition of
one intelligence officer fram each of the CINCs to menitor SIOP intel-
ligence, and he agreed to the addition of 10 persomnel to provide "con-

fidence" and coordination of intelligence by unified and specified cam-

s
manders. W (Q(V)

After considering the new proposal and the above comments by the .
services, the new SecDef, Robert S. McNamara, notified General Power

that he had "camplied fully" with directives issued by Secretarg Cates,
‘ )
. but that he should reaslign the JTD using the following guidance:‘ ()

A. Persons occupying key positions in the NSTL Divi-
sion of JSTPS will be assigned no other duties.

(2)

B. Key positions in the NSTL Division will be filled
v by the best qualified officers regardless of their
service affiliation. (&)

C. Xey positions in the SIOP Division will be filled
J by service representatives essentially in propor-
tion to the forces each service provides for the
execution of the SIOP. () :

D. The JST?S should be organized so as to receive,
evaluate and utilize pertinent intelligence from
all aveilsble resources. However, no 'Joint
Intelligence Review Panel! appears necessary.

()

-

o

L

' The revised JTD submitted 27 April 1961 was essentially the same
basic organization as proposed in January: 34 key positions and a
total of 136 militery and civilian personnel. Sixteen positions in .

the NSTL Division, however, were identified as "no service specified";




the best qualified would be chosen for these posts irrespective of ser-
T In <he DErpis opinion, the guiding principle of the JSIPS or-

Vice.s'
ganization was ". . that of service repreosentation proportionel to

.}

. < . . : a-
the service forces involved."5 The organization as sukmitted was e

proved by the JCS on 1k June,”” (C)Cu)

‘ Preparation of SIOP-52

f
| . o
i General Pover, in Lis capacity as DSTP, was guided by the Natioaal
Strategic Targeting an3 Attack Policy (NETAP), a JCS documengj_h_i_cl_l
formed the core of this nation's stratzgic strike planrin,gj [S.P""Cific

tbjectivas of this policy were to deatroy or nsutralize Sino-Scviet

Blee strategic strike forces and major riZitary aod governmeni control
izl cemters to achieve the level

centers, and to strike urban-industr

of destruction indicated in Study 200_93 These objectives were to be .

accamplisned by irtegrating Strategic forces and directing them egainst

. . 60 :
8 minimm lict of targets., M i

irst task of the Jarps after its arganizetion was to determine

The

wvhat targets fzere to be attacked.
Intelligence to prepare a preliminary target list.

On 18 August Gereral Power directed

i . . . n
I his Directorate of

; i
* At the ipitial meeting of the Staf? six days later Intelligence pre- ;

i
egic Targst lata Bage X

. sented a vorking list, inown as the Natioral Strat
" (NSIIB) of abou 4,000 targets.d M Steering Committee headed 2y Admiraﬂ

e et (RTTTON Ay

*{Fram this 1is: a team of experts frap XSTL Division and the CINCs ;
pared the final Jlist. . !
'_ -

éventually pre
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E&rker insured that the targeting needs of all the CINCs were saticfied.

General Power wanbed the final list to include only +argets which had i

. 6 ik
been positively identified and located. L !

Basic to the preparation of the KSTL wad the NSTDB, a campilation

ofi Sino-.Soviet targets of strategic significance !”[ epresenting the coae-
bined knowledge of U.S. intelj_igénce sources. By a process of refine-
ment the highest priovitv targets in this target date base eventually

comprised the NSTL. after assigning e relative warth to the targets
1

. '

in the base by means of a target weighing system,* the process of deve

oping desired ground zeros (DGZs)_‘pega.n. @;aggtiom were grouped . “\“
,/. into target islands or groups of pro.xime:te installations identilied as .
; { complexes. Computer programming then selected the optimum number and
' ldocation of DGZs within the islands which when struck would achieve the )

desired degree of destruction. The resulis were verified mamually.

After the mmber of weapons available end the degree of dssuraace of

1
delivering a weapon to each bamb reclease line were determined, 5

considering the mumiber of- (

BEristing SAC military and urban-industrial welghing system! :
wes modified in coordination with CINC representatives. (Me.nual, i
"Target Welghing Bystem,” 19 Dec 60, prepared by JSIPS, B~TT750; 1 :
I0M, Col J. M. Philpott, Ch, NSTL Div, JSTPS, to IXI, "JSTPS
. History," 9 Oct.6l; B-80604. )
gy

—  FOReSEEREFw




et

weapens available, which would accamplish objectives set down in the

NSTAP, was thus develo,'ped..62 Upon cazpletion of the SIOP this list

contained_ in the USSR, IR Chica, [N vxcp=cn OSD 3.3(b)( 5

s=tetsces, [

83 (e .

. L
Concurrent with work on the target system, persomnel of the SIOP

Division and CiNC representatives analyzed capabilities of forces sub-
mitted by the CINCs Preparatory to applying these forces to the terget
system.® Only forces and capabilities existing in December ::960 were
considered in the SIOP-62. Reliability planning factors for each woa-

- N . - 5 s ] ) jitoee
pon system vere also determired and submitted Lo the Poli cy Commiwve

ol
far approval. L

. - ~ - . - : " SYS-
Ir the middie of September 1960 work oegan on azplyving weapon sy

tews gathered by SIOP Division %o %he DiZs prepareC by KSTL Division.

E”ae target system was divided into +wo parts—_ﬂ osD 3-3(b)( 5)

¥ CINCIANT, CINCPac, and C-NCSAC comritted ferees to the SIOP ard they
were integrated directly Znmto the plan, but SACEur Torces were in-
cluded only or a coordinated bagis. This ceme about because ol the
special nature of the comwand, i.e., it comteined Poreign as well as
U.S. forces. The SACEur forces ere shown in the 5I0P; lisiscn be-
tween USCINCEur and JSTPS produced mutually satisfactory <arget cover
age and support. (Memo Tor All Concerned, JSTPS “Mimites of the
Ninth Meeting of the. Policy Committee," 21 Oct 60; Interview, _R.
Kipp, Historian, with It Col F. N. Millen, Asst CINCSAC Rep, JSTPS,
21 Mar 62; IOM, Col P. J, Long, SACEur Serior Rep, JSIPS, to IXIH,
"Revies of Eistory of JSIPS," 15 Mar 62, B-82550) Ly

[URSUEINS. ol
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nnlication ‘oeams vers fo::-med,
pege) Thelr work consisted of studying air defenses, selecting ‘tace

end constraints policy.* A deflni’te type alrc*a:t‘t or missile wes taen

- 65 Follow-on “fore

e e Pty a8 %2

" DECLASSIFIED 21

,\-{

(Sce Cha.r* pext

ulCS » determining attrition pro'ba‘bi_ity, a.nd stv..d.ying weapons effects

assigned. to a defin.te ‘ba.rget., Alerb forces** react.ng ‘to 'tact;.ce.l

varning were in’cegra‘becl fi::s‘c against 'bhe highest prlority targets - B

it o
es,*** not ma:.ntained inse conai'bion to react

lku

umediately, vere then ta:ge‘ced. to uake a.dv-mtage of. the disruptlon
caused by the alsrt strike, to :anrease pwoba’billty of destruction of
high 'oriori’cy targets, ;. and to expand the NSTL coveragﬂ Goord.inati”l;z

g

- R o :
L*.‘ . The JC3 constraints policy required that:. . -

“Rpbd; GS“ Constra.ints
¥ '_nsrr, B-T8376.

#*% This was a force of 874 delivery systems (LW4T weapons) v-eacuing
xed bases, [ 1f moblle
(B*ief:.ng "NSTL and .;Ior Pre=

cl II, 3-77671.)

“(carriers and Polaris su'bmarines
sentation to BecDer," 1 Dee 60,'

/ RER - Authority: EO 12958 as amended
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']
trikes wag AP culs because of tre great varievy of delivery systoms f!
i !
aud weapons targerteq. For example, forces availeble consisted of such i
4
dverpent systens as the B-52, the F-10C, and the ATLAS and the Mace; N
o ’ W I
e . P
/rel;ao;ﬂ;ty‘faczors Yvaried in alrera®t te —r
- o o
_ln missiles; weapons variec forom ey
Tri 775 . n =~ m
Fizld; erd CEPs renged _?or aircraft (o a
e > n
_fo: nissiles. | M )
Detailed scugce data sheetg Vere prepared on each sortie. “hey
conte ined information on’éargets by sortie,
TyPpe weapon delivered, and type vehicle.i Afrer Perther detailes
-~ - -y .
Tlight planning, ths complete Source data Drogram was ru= through SAC's

OSD 3.3(b)( 5 )

became Annex W o the SIOP-62 and were delivered

r

U o <he vnified end specifieq ccmmandst} Task force comsanders receiveg
”
only those sheets directly reiated tc thein mission. At the tactical '
wnit, gtrike Silmicg Pop indZvidual Sorties was extracted fron thae timing
sheets angd integrsted into thas individual combat missicn foliers-67 L%ﬁi:l ; 1
Bt rners. ) ! ’
: ;
ATter the work of applying canmmivied forces to targets was com-
>letead, darage assessed, and.necessary Telinements ang adjustments made,

.

ey
'

my - e o - : ~
=1& ennex containeg three 8Yvendices: strike tining for aircrafs ani |
]

gissiles, aireraf: ang misgile recapitulatsion by accouniing 2ine nume
P€Tr, end alrcra®t apg missile Tecapizuwiation by target mumper and DGZ, )

«

.
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the NSTL was produced. It was a 1ist of all Naticnal Strategic Target
These targets fell

Data Base installations to be attacked in the SIOP,

intoExree general grou'_cs.°8 W

(1) A minimm mmber of targets whose timely and
assured destruction will accomplish the specific
objectives set forth in the NSPAPD (this was the

minimm NSTL), '
rily struck in order to

(2) Derensive targets necessa

strike the targets in (1) above.

(3) Other targets which the DSTP and the CINCs agree

should be taken under attack and those other in-

stallations in the National, Strategiq Target Data ..
b1y damsged because of co—location.]

A‘?Z;&,aignifican

On 1 December 1960 the Seclef, JCs,
the SIOP, end other high ranking mili-

T,

cormanCers of unified and speci-

Tled commands cammitting foreces to

tary and eivilian leaders, 32 in all, zathered at Headquarters SAC for

S R N WP

briefings on SIOP—-62.69 {__I_’resen‘bed wers
force application; assessment of sortie success, damage,

the NSTL; operational concepts;

enemy deflenses:
_ _ 0 1)

and casualties; ang dissents to the _z_:-lan.T ! T R

. g M RGN ,,(13 7

The camplete SIOP-62 was a detailed plan of what targets were to

be attacked, by what forces » and in what zammer during the initial stra-

te.gic ati:ack% é.gainst the Sino~Soviet Blos. 5
ing guidance contained in the Joint Strategic Capabilities Plan,
intelligence, re-

It superseded any conflicte
Eight

ammexes represented the key portions of the plan:

sponsibilities ang command, z-elationships, atamic, concept of operations,

r——

]

[

e

B
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coordineting instructions, strike timing, cammnications, and adminis- f

f : . 25
FOP-SEERET S 1
i

tretive procedures.n&he JCS, ecting under orders from the President,

[~ s
reserved the prerogative of vutting the plan into effect. Tts mission

was to: =~ M

&. Destroy or neutralize the Sino-Soviet strategic
nuelear capability and orimary rilitary and

|
|
|
1

T e g ron o -

govermient controls of major importance. i
]
b.  Attack-the major wrban-industrial certers of
The Sino-Soviet Bloe to the extent necessary .
to paralyze the eccnomy and render the Sino~ : {
Soviet Bloc inecapable of continuing war. M
| - P~
’ Factors such as B '
o~
O
St
- . A
Plarmed in minute deta:il.73 A degree of £lexibility was built into the 2
- ' U
plan,. hovever. [ ovtions for executing the plan were svailsble, i 0
based on the amount of varning available.¥* Strategic Air Command's g :
i - E '
-;l alert foree could be launched under positive control. ¥ i
P
T
YoM
0O
wn
@)

AT TR g Ty AT T
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Disagreements with certain SICF-62 planning factors were presented ‘ ’l
at the briefing by CINCLant's semior representative to the JCS, Rear
Admiral J. J. Hyland. Although they had earlier been rescived by the I
i)SPP, € by JCS direction they were presented as part of the SecDef brief-

doarer

ing.TS First, Admiral Hyland objected o what he called the}JSTPS policy

of justifying a maximwm rather than & wirimm target list, Forces were
rigidly committed to the SIOP as first priority, giving tke coumander

little latitude in hitting other targets important te him. Because of

guidance

expanded the target list beyond what CINCILant believed to be specific

0SD é;é(b)( 5)

objectives of the NSIAP.W The DSTP's decision had been that eXcess

forces showld be used ‘

Second, *he CINCLant Senior Representative dls-
agreed with the weather Tactors developed for the SIOP. e believed

the plar to use visual delivery aireraft to attack at randam times to

R

| be errcneocus. He also disagreaed with the process of averaging the good

daylight capebilit Yy of these alrereft with their poor night cepability.

T

- OSD 3.3(b)( 5)

1This resulted in a low assurance factor which must then be raised by -

< e

assigning additional sarties.

.

(R TN

s




a7
TP S EGRETw '
OsD 3.3(b)( 57)

Sy

Probability that g non-all

-weather mission vould be capable o doing

the job é&ssigned st any time during the year. A delay or launching due

to weathery might not Prevent tpe missicn from eventually being accom-

plished Successfully, but the mission would nct ba completed as planned.

For Plamming Purposes in SIOP-62, for e strike selected at randecm, par-

centage figures vVere promulgateq which represented the Probabllities

that weather ang visibility conditicns ip e&ch arsa would permit targst

identificati oy by non-all-wegthep aircreft,* Tha bercentage ranged frem

38 to s per cent.80 General Poyep decided that ip executing STOP-62

Cdir weather weag Tavoreble non-ali-weather gilreraft woulgd g0 &s scheduled,

but ir it Vas unfavorable Individual CINCs woulg us g

schedules.81 In his thirg Qissent, Admiral Kylang disagreed with the

&ssurance facteop used in SIOP-62. Alzhough he agreed that the specific

Percentage tgq use was g matter o2 Judgment

> 10 his opinion the effort

and expense involved in Planni
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The D3TPrs decision of 31 October 1950 had placed the[maximum assurance

Ead

Jat 97 per cen’f;f3 Lmape

il U

The SIOP-62 was approved without major change by the JCS, SeeDsf,

8i
and the President on 2 December to be effective 1 April 1661. The

Plan went into effect on that date.as w&&?"""

Swrmzry

T e scnen

RN

K

[}
3

- . - A
The Single Integrated Operatioral Plan for 1962 represented a unique

advancement in war planning.‘ Prior to its develoment, atomic targeting
Was coordinated after the fact, handicapping mutual support and econcny
cf* Torce. After lengthy consideration of the issue by the JCS producad
N0 unanimity of opinign, ths Chairman Proposed 2 national strategi.c tar-
geting policy. The Secretary of Defense accepted this plan and directed
it be used as guidance by CINCSAC in his new capacity as Director of

Strategic Target Plarning, In his decision of 16 August 1950, the Sec-

sk i A

retary decided a stré.tegic cammand was not needed, but neither did he
think target rlanning could be done within existing JCS capabilities.
S He crested the Joint Strategic Target Plamning Stefrf, responsible to -
i the JCS, but located at Headquarters SAC, The JSIPS replaced the World-

Wide Coordinaticn Conference method of Planning coordination,f although

operational coordina.t:;on was sUlll required in ﬁheEost E-Hour phase il

DECLASSIFIED FEB 1 3 2007

- Authority: EO 12958 ag amen
... Chief, Records & Declass Div,d ﬁﬁ#s .

PP EEGREFan

S Eemen, L VAT Ly LS

PRSI

LS

R




e A L Tl it AT N R icredln R

SEGREP DECLASSIFED  FEB 13 2007 %

Authority: EO 12958 as amended .
. Chief, Records & Declass Div, WHS “

o

j
i
Ec;‘f nuclear war.*E Working with a short deadline » & nucleus of SAC offi-

cers, assisted by officers of other services essigned to the new orgeni-

zation, produced the first WSIL and SIOP in less than four months. As

expected, the process was not completed without differences arising

from diverse service concepts, but they did not interfere with submis—

sion of the final plan to the SecDef on 1 December and its acceptance

at that time. The JSTPS was not g Panacea Tor all the problems of nue-

lear strike coordinétion,

development. M |

but it was a beginning, & foundation for future

e ot
e A
v bt b o 3
et A et S ht e Bl e W2 -
R P PR VP Y

I

* Ses JCS 2056/251, "Coordination of Atomie Opsrations," 11 May 61 '
{Decision on study by 9-3], .B~79820. The total effect of SIOP on
the atanle coordinatsi

) on system conld not be accurately evaluated
until after completion o the world-wide atomic exercise scheduled
for September 1961, .
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lems," to JCS 2056/137, 3 Oct 59. Members of the ad hoc committes
were Maj Gen G. W. Martin, USAF; Brig Gen J. K. Woolnough, USA;
RAdm C. V. Rickets, USN; eng Brigz Gen W. J. VanRyzin, USMC.

JCS 2056/143, 22 Dec 59.

SM-340~60, Memo for Dir, Joint Staff, from Brig Gen H.

L. Hillyaxg,
Sec, JCS, "Target

Coordination and Associated Problems," 11 Apr 60.

Note to Control Div, JCS, from Brig Gen H. L.
"JCSM—.‘LTl-S9, 8 May 59, subject 'Conceps
Structure Tor the POLARTS Weapon System,

Hillyerd, Sec, JCS,
of Employment and Commend
™ 20 Jan 6C.

Ltr, Gen T. 8. Power, CINCSAC, to Gen ¥. F. Twining, Chairman, JCS,
1 Jun 60, Fx 21, Chap I, Hist of 8AZ, Jan-Jun 60,

Memo far the JCs,
Maj Gen R.
14 Apr 60,

from Brig Gen C. M. Eisenhart, CINCSAC Rep, and
I. Coiner, CINCEur Rep, "MATO Coordination Procedures, "
Ex 19, Chap I, Hist of 8AC, Jan-~Jun 60.

JCM 193-6C, Memo, JOS (signed by Chairman) to SeeDef, "Target Cocr-
dination ani Assoeisted Problems," & May 60,

R T,

Memo for Gen Power, from Col I. D. Clay, Ch, DFLB, SAC, FSirategic
Command,™ 15 Jun &0. )

JC8 2055/1@5‘-;.’4;"333-1,‘8@ Coordination and Associated Problems, " ag '
Jun 60, forwerded to BecDef as enclosure to Memo, Twining to SecDer,
same subject, as JCRM 273-60. :

Ihid.

JC3M 280-60, Memo, JCS (signed by the Chairman) to SecDef, "Target ,
Coordination and Asgociated Problems," 7 Jul 60. The Adr Force :
would designate CINCSAC ag national strategic targetirg authority, :
but the Navy ang the Marine Corps favored, designating the Joint i

Staff to do the Job assisted by the unified and specified commands
and cther agencies,

Memo, Chairmen, JCS for Jes,

Protd L "Target Coordination and Associated
oblems,

enclosure +to S4-682-60, 15 Jul fo.

Memo for the Chairman, JdCS, from SecDef,
Associateq Froblems," 16 Aug 60
T. 8. Power, USAF, from JC8,
19 Ang 60,

"Target Coordination and
(B~T6590); SM-809-60, Memo for Gen
"Director of Stratégic Target Planning,"

USN Bureau of Persomnel Opder 05166k, 17 Aug 60.
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Interview (tape recorded), Rohert M. Kipp, and E. R. Caywood, His-
torians, with VAdm E. . Farker, DDSTP, 29 Dec £3.

Memo for the Record, "Starr Meeting 18 Aug 60," Brig Gen S. J.
McKee, Sec, JSIPS (B-78391).

Memo for the J CS, "Proposed Organization and Manning Reguirements

for Strategic Target FPlanning," 27 Aug 60, from Gen T. §. Pover,
DSTP, Fx 1.

Tab 4, "National Strategic Targeting and Attack Poliey," to Memo,

Thomas S. Getes ; Seclef, to Chairmen, JCS, "Target Coordination
and Associated Problems," 15 Aug 60 (B-75550).

JCS EM-372-60, Memo fop the SecDef from Gen N, F. Twining, Cheir-
man, JCS, "Target Coordination and Agsociated Problems," 22 Aug 60,
Tab A (B-766L43); Memo for JCS from SecDer, "Target Coordination
and Associat;ed"‘Prc"ﬁlems; " 16 Aug 60 (B-76590); Memo for the Record,
"Daily Progress Rpt on Jarp Activities," Part I, Brig Gen 8. J.
MeKee, Sec, 2k Aug 60 {B-T7010); Memo for JC8, from Gen T. S. Fower,
DSIP, *Proposeq Organizational Manning Requirements . . |, 2" 2T Aug
60, Jx )5 Memo Tor JCS, from Cen P, &, ‘Pover, DSTP, "Szatement of
Functions and Jop Specifications for Key Positions in J 8IPS, "™ 25
Jul 61, Ex 2; Jes SM-963-60, "Terms of Reference for JCSLG," 27
Sep 60; Briefing, "NSTL and STOP Briefing to SecDer," by JSTPS, 1
Dec 60 (B-77659).

Memo for 3¢S, from Gen o, 8. Pover, DSTP, “Proposed Organizaticnal
Manring Requirements c e e LN 2T Aug 60, Ex 1.

Msg, 982265, JCS o D3TP, 1 Sep &0.
Msg, 2161, DISTPA +o JCS, 27 sep 60, Ex 3.
Msg, 98h2ks, Je5 1o DSTP, 13 0ct 60,

Ltr, Gen T, g, Power, DSTP, +to JC8, "ISTPS Manpower Requirements
and Orgar'nzatim, " 9 Jan 61, with o Aten, Ex 4; Memo for the
Record, "Daily Progress Report on T SIP Activities,"” Papt I, Brig
Gen 3. J. McKefa, Secretary, DSTP, ol Aug 60 (B-77010).

Msg, JCS 9893U1; 26 Fap 61, Ex 5.

Msg, JCS 989342, J0s to DSIF, 26 Jan 61, Ex 6; JCS 2056 223, Memo,
JC8 to SecDef, 3 Mar 61, forvarded ag JEJSM 126—61, 3 Mag 61: TheJ
Alr Force gpproved of DSTPig maming without change.

¥sg, DSIP 0957, DETP to Jos, p.g, 8 Feb 6
2056/219, 9 Fen 61. ’ > 7 ¥e0 0, enclosure to Jo§
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Msg, J0CS 992509, JeS o DSTP, n.s., 22 Mar 61, Ex 7. ;

Ltr, Gen T. g, Pawer, DSTP, +o JCS, "JSTPS Manpower Requirements ;
and Organization, " o7 &pr 61, wizh 1 Ateh, Ex 8. :

Memo for Admirgl Parker, from Gen Power, "JSTPS Organization ang )
Table of Distribution Recozmnendation to the Join: Chiefs of Stafr,

10 Jan 61, Ex 9.

SM-654-61, Memo fram JC8 to DSTP, "Joint Strategic Target Planning
Staff Manpower Requirements ang Organization,® 1k Jun 61; See also
Memo for JCS From Gen T. 8, Power, DSTP, "Statement of Funetions

&nd Job Specifications Tor Key Positions ip JEIPS, " 25 Ju1 61, :
E"C 20 d

-

A im v

Jcs SM-372-60, Memo for the SecDs?, from Gen ¥. 7. Twining, Chair-
man, JC8, "Target Coordinaticn ang Associated Problems ," 22 Ang
60, Tah A (B-76643).

Meme Tor the Record, "Sgape Meetirg of 18 Aug 61," Brig Gen 8. J, i
YeKee, Sec, JSIPS, 18 Aug 60 (B-78391); Memo for the Record, "Daily
Progress Report on Joint Strategic Target Flanning Letivities 3 5

Part I, Brig Gen s, g, MeKee, Sec, 2L Aug 60 (3-77010).

Manual, "Jsprsg Plamning Marual,” 1 apy 61, mp B8~18; Interview,
k. Kipp, His‘borian, with Col W, A, Hussey, USA, Dep Ch, KNSTL Div, 7
11 Sep 61. ’

Briefing, “ngpr, and SIOP Fresentation to SecDef,” 1 Dec 60, by
JSIPS, Vol XL, (B-77659),

Brief}ng, "NSTL and Srop Presentation to SecDef, ™ 1 Dec €0, Vol I
(B~77659), and Vol 11 (B~7767L).

Manual, "JsTpg Planning Marmal,” 1 #pr €1, pp TT=973 Interview,
R. Kipp, Historian, with 14 Col J. Ferris, DSIPPMF, 8 Sep 61,

"TSTPS Planning Mamunl," 7 Apr 61,

Interv:iew, R. Xipp, Historian, with Lt Col J. Ferris, DSTPRMF,

6 Sep gl; SIOP-62, Annex w (&77620), description only, not actual
JETPS Planning Manuel, 1 app 61, p 11,

Becords in Presentations ang Protocol See, Orfice Cofs, sac.
Bee Bx 10 Zor a complete list o Darticipants, -

Memo, VAdm E, N. Parker DDSTP, to pgre "JSTPS Pr ress Report
Week Ending 2 Dec 60, é Dec 66, Ex 11, % F
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SIOP-62, 2 Dec 6o (B-77620).

Change 1 to SIOP-62, T Jum 61 (B-T7620-4).,
SICP Division, JSIPS, Hq SAC.

Memo, VAdm E. W, Parker,
"Integration of
w/1 Atch,

DDSTP, +o Ch,
SACEUR Coordinateq Fore

SIOP

Msg, B-79315, DSTP +o JCS5, n.5., 31 Jun 61,

JSTPS Memo for 213 Concerned, "Minutes of
Policy Comittee, 1 Nov €0," 7 Nov 60,

Atch
Record, "Disa_lgreements Resolved by Dire

SM-810-80, 19 Aug 60, Tap ¢ 1o SM-372-

ctor?

FEB 1 3 2007
Authority: EO 12958 as amended

Declass Div, WHS

Camplete SIOP filed in

Div and CINC Reps,

es in SIOP-63," 24 Max 61,

Eleventh Meeting of the

1, J8IPS Memo for
8 Decision," 31 Oet 60,

60, Memo for SecDef, from

Gen N. W, Twining, Chairman, JC8, "Target Coordination and Assooi-

ated Problems,™ 2o Aug 60,

NSTL and SIOP Fresentation to the SecDef, 1

Memo for DSTP, from hagm J. J.

Hyls,
to JOTPS, "wgpr,

and SIOP," 21 0ot &g

nd, CINCTant/NETNM
(B-77246); Ts0Ps

Dec 60 (B-77659).

Representative
Memo for 411

Concerned, "Minutes of* Eleventh Meeting of the Policy Committee, 1

Nov 60, aten 1, JSrPS

Meno rop Record,
's Decision, "

31 Oct 60.
- Briefing, "I\TSTL and SIQP Presentation to See
‘Memo, Gen P, g.

JSTPS, "Weather
YISTPS Planning

Power, DSTP, +to CINCLant Sen

Briefing, "NST1L- STOP Fresentation 4o SeeDe®,
(B-T7671).

Ibid., Vol 1 (B-77659).

Atch 1, TSTPS Memo Tor Record, M"pg
Decision, " 313D 60, to g STPS Memo for
Eleventh Meeting

Memo, VAam E, N,
Ending 2 pec 60," 6 Dec 60, Ex 11: Mem
JCS, "Jyos NSTL/SI0P-63, 4 15 Jan 61, 3
et al., Jes 987018, 9 Dec 60 (B~-77T7157,

Memo, VaAdm ®. y » Parker, Dpgrp

> to DSTP,
Week Ending 31 Mar 6L, 4 Apr 41,

Parker, Dpare,
e, Gen

uJ.SI'

Fector, Method of Application, ® 22 et
Mannajy v 3 Apr 60, Appendix v to

Ex 12 Msg,

8 Resolved by

Der,™ 1 Dec 80 (B~77659).

ior Representetive to
60; Manual,
Chap T, pp ho-)'lll

"l

Dec 61, Vol IT

sagreements Resolveq by Director's
AlL Concerneaq,
of Polioy Committee, 1 Nov 60," T Nov &0

"Minutes of

to DSTP, "Jsrps Progi-ess Report Week

T. 8. Power, DSTP, 1o

JCS to Chairman, Jes

PS Progress Report for
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