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UNCLASSIFIED

ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
_ = wn
0.0ITEX # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT 't. RATIONALE ECISION 1
ASR/M)

I. I3 M 0 The term “CBRN” {chemical, biclogical, radiological, or The September 2002 A — After
nuclear) should be replaced by “WMD"” {(Weapons of mass National Security Strategy Hiscussion with
destruction) throughout the document. of the United States and the Joint Staff

the December 2002 WMD will be
National Strategy to used vice
Combat Weapons of Mass | CBRN.
Destruction defincs end Individual
uses the term WMD. comments wil]
change these,

2 Usa M 0 Weapons of mass destruction (WMD) should be utilized WMD is used and defined | A — ARter
throughout the publication rather than chemical, biotogical, in the September 2002 discussion with
radiological, or nuclear (CBRN), National Security Strategy | the Joint Staff

of the United States and WMD will be
the December 2002 used vice
National Strategy 1o CBRN,
Combat Weapons of Mass | Individual ;
Destruction. comments will
change these,

3. STRATCOM | § 0 Change all instances of CBRN or CBRNE to WMD. Per discussion with JS. A

4. STRATCOM | § 0 General: Change all instances of CBRN and CBRNE 1o WMD | Per conversation with the | A
and define the first instance of WMD as Weapons of Mass Joint Staff, JP 3-12 and 3-

Destruction. 12.1 will use WMD vs.
CBRN(E).

5.1 1] USIFCOM [ 0.00 General comment: Other than the Glossary and a comment on A — A section
Pg 2.08, lines 28 — 30, this pub addresses only “'strategic" has been added
nuclear assets and gives the impression that these are the only into chapter 3
assets to include in US nuclear doctrine. Several US fighter ! that addresses
squadrons (ACC and USAFE) of dual capable aircraft (DCA) theater assets
maintain various readiness levels to provide nuclear (including
employment support to geographic combatant commanders, DCA), their
however the publication does not address these vital assets, advantages and
Numerous references are cited below to help stress the need to disadvantages,
include all US nuclear assets in the Joint Pub. Also, the unique Additionally
European theater relationship between Supreme Headquarters clarification hag
Allied Powers Europe (SHAPE) and US is not adequately been made for
addressed. USSTRATCOM's C2 suppeort role in that theater is EUCOM’s
differcnt than other theaters e.g., PACOM, CENTCOM. unique
Is there another joint pub that addresses DCA assets and their relationship,
place in US nuclear doctrine?
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6. USMC 8 0 General comment: It is not grammatically expedient to CBRN cannot be used A-After
globally replace of WMD with CBRN. While this may work arbitrarily as & discussion with
in cases where CBRN an adjective, it does not work in every replacement for WMD, the Joint Staff
instance. For example, chapter If, paragraph 1.a., first WMD will be
sentence now reads as follows: a. Proliferation and US used vice
Vulnerabilities. While the end of the Cold War has CBRN.
lowered concerns for strategic nuclear war, proliferation of Individual :
CBERN raises the danger of nuclear weapons use. nnBBn_”_”m will
In the sentence above, what is being proliferated? Sess i
Was the intent to globally replace WMD with
CBRNE???
Globally search CBRN to determine and ensure proper usage.
7. USN S 0 GENERAL COMMENT: Per CICS message 201655Z FEB 03 | Rules for the use of A - Individuat
the correct abbreviation for Commander, US strategic acronyms and consistency | comments will
Command should be CDRUSSTRATCOM. This acronym with recently established | change these,
should be establisked on the first use of Commander, US policy.
Strategic Command and then used throughout the remainder of
the text.
NOTE - a global search and replace may net ensure proper use
of the acronym throughout the text. Currently, there is an
inaccurate (and maybe inconsistent) use of
CDRUSSTRATCOM (the commander) and USSTRATCOM
(the staft) within the text, In somc instances the staff
(USSTRATCOM) was uscd where the commander
(CDRUSSTRATCOM) 1s more appropriate. Remember staffs
support commanders who have responsibilities
8, USAF s 0.00 Add a picture of an ICBM launch facility or a FD&E launch. This is the only force of | A - Will work |
the nuclear strike leg of with editors to
the new triad without get picture
representation, pdded
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0.0TEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE ECISION
o
9, | 2.{ USIFCOM S 0.00 General comment: This publication provides guidelines for — Not
the employment of nuclear operations. Although unclassified, propriate for
this publication could possibly benefit a potential adversary. BoD UCNI,
As such, recommend designating this publication as DoD DODD 5210,83
Unclassified Controlled Nuclear Information [IERET] described DoD
UNCI as a
classification to
limit info on
physical
protection of
DoD special
.Eo_nE
aterial,
=quipment, end
facilities. JP 3-
12 does not fit,
10 4] oy |8 g ¢ as follow o provide t .
ilities, nuclear forces must be diverse, flexible ive
C
pupport offensive forces in : ..
wt..l._ommfww application, .A.,._.. orflict: Eﬂﬂ
{ Jmﬂﬁmu.‘..maﬁin.ﬁﬁ ming forces, force protection (FP), and
o il | § 1 ze o read as follows: "Post-wartime considera
termina termination strategy. uen
an ; fory
ISPACOM,
cc312fc.doc as of 04/28/03 Page3of 75




UNCLASSIFIED

Joint Staff Input to IP 3-12, Doctrine for Joint Nuclear Operations (Second Draft)
ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/RIM)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE
13 USMC A 0.iii TOC 16 Change to read: Command Relationships, Command and Correct TOC title to
Control, and Command Responsibilities match chapter I title.
g Ovil i6 Change to read as follows: " Thie mitigation Eam%zm
o e planis n sdvance nd i promel,_
st loftshing 5 loug e g rofCM: g
ﬁ::
|E Pt e
15 USAF J..... 0.00 28 Add “High Explosive (CBRNE) afier “Nuclear” CBRN has been changed
to CBRNE to include high
Also need to do a “Find and Replace” throughout the document | explosives as part of what
to change a multitude of “CBRN" to “CBRNE" was formerly “weapons of
mass destruction”
Although decision was
made afier first draft
inputs to continue to usc
CBRN, instead of i
CBRNE, 17 has released a |
cootdinated program .
directive {(msg 271212
Aug 02) for development
of JP 341, JTTP for
- CBRNE CM.
16] 3.| USIFCOM S 0.00 28 Change as follows: “Thus, .... chemical, biological, Completeness; “CBRN" ~ CBRN has
radiological, nuclear and high explosives (CBRNE).. has been changed to replaced
“CBRNE" to include high | with WMD per
Also need to do a “Find and Replace” throughout the explosives as part of what EE Staff
! document to change a multitude of “CBRN" to “CBRNE" was formerly *weapons of 2 ommendatio
mass destruction”.
17] USAF M 0.0 3.6 Change to read Scope of publicationas | &
employment-efy restated in the preface is
not LAW the Program
heater)-nuelearforees-and-command-and-sontro Directive. JCS J7 JDETD
relationships—This publication provides guidelines for the joint | message DTG 121526Mar
| employment of forces in nuclear operations. It provides 0l.
I guidance for employment of both strategic and nonstrategic
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0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
{A/R/M)
(theater) nuclear forces; command and control relationships;
and weapons effect considerations. »

18] 4.| USIFCOM A 0.01 4.6 Change as follows; “H-prevides This guidance covers fer Editorial, M — Changes in
strategic and theater planning, and-employment of nuclear USAF comment
forces, and command and control relationships.” above,

19 5.| USIFCOM A 0.01 11.18 | Comment: Too many uses of the word “it;” there are four A
“its™ starting sentences in the paragraph—reword appropriately
H._.mumn to read, “This publication has been prepared under the
direction of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. It sets

| forth doctrine to govern the joint activities and performance of
i the Armed Forces of the United States in joint operations and
w | provides the doctrinal basis for US military involvement in
i { muitinational and interagency operations. Joint Pub 3-12 H
_ { provides militery guidance for the exercise of authority by
| | | combatant commanders and other joint force commanders f
i | i (JFCs) end prescribes doctrine for joint operations end training, i
[ | i It provides military guidance for use by the Armed Forces in
i ﬂ preparing their appropriate plans, /i - #ot The intent of this .
m publication i+ 10! to restrict the authority of the JFC from {
! arganizing the force and exccuting the mission in a manner the _
_ JFC deems most appropriate to ensure E:Q of effort in the _
#ccomplishment of the overall mission.”

20 17 A 003 | TOC 16 Change to read as follows: "Commeand Relationships, | Correct to reflect content | A
Comimand and Control, and Command Responsibilities” | of associated text,

21 USAF S 0.03 32 Delete Apperdix-A—Treaty Obligations | The entire narrative was  |A
Reletter all subsequent Appendixes. Move “Summary of | deleted from Appendix A.

Applicable US Arms Control Treatics” on page A-1 to page I-7 | Recommend Figure A-1

and title it, “Figure |-2". _ be incorporated into the
document where it is
referenced. Adding the
figure on page 1-7
improves readability and
eliminates the Appendix,

22 USAF A 0.04 7 Add: [-2  Summary of Applicable US Arms Control Consistent with input to A
Treaties.  II-7 move Fig A-1 to Pg I-7

i S i o and renumber as Fig I-2.

23, USAF A 0.04 14 Change to read: %@?@%ﬁm Consistent with input to A

Centrol Treaties e At move Fig A-1to Pgl-7
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ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
®.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE ECISION
{A/R/M)
and renumber as Fig I-2.
24, USN S 1.01 1.15 | Delete the quote opening the Chapter: More appropriate fortext. | A
“The-surrentlevelsof pur-nuclearforees-do-norefleettoday’s | Original quote could be
siFeE - teatos—Lave-nfermed-Presidem-Putn-that-the misperceived by a reader
Upised-Siateswillrrduse puroperatonatbdevelopedstrstegie | to infer the emphasis is on
nuclesrwarheadsto-alovel betveent-700-and-2-200-over-the | reducing the number of
pest-decade—aleve fully-consistent-with-American secunty— nukes when it is really on
President-Georee W-Bush adjusting our security |
(Press-conference by-President Bushand President-Viadimi requirements based on
Putin -Meverrbes 32004 threats and the security
and replace with: environment.
The proposed quote is
also extracted from the
NSS, published 16
months after the press
conference quote, and
undergone profound trensformation.” supports the role of
The National Security Strategy of the United States - doctrine in translating
te 20 strategy to operational
capability.
25] USMC A 1.01 la. i8 Change to read: a. Purpose of United States (US) Nuclear Consistency with JP 1-01. | 'A
Forces. Establish acronym on first
use.
Add US _ United States to the glossary.
26; USAF S 1.01 18.20 8, -.E.woun on :m ch_nu.. Forces, u#mﬁmg%ﬁa_ Proposed replacement text | A
o th hains-its-survival-as-a-fee-and is paraphrased from the
introduction to current
national secutity strategy
(17 Sep 2002).
hitp:/fwww.,whitehouse.go
v/nsc/nssintro.html
27| 6. USIFCOM A 1.01 19 Comment: Too many uses of the word “its;” there are three Editorial, M - seec USAF
“its” on this one line. comment above
28, I3 S 1.01 28 National Security Policy Directive 14 is actuaily National Accuracy A
Security Presidential Directive 14. Replace the word “Policy™
with “Presidential”
29 17 A 1.1 b 30 Change to read as follows: "The Policy Guidance for the Corect use of acronyms; | A
Employment of Nuclear Weapons (NWER)-is a Secretary of | establish only if there is
Defense . . . Capabilities Plan (JSCP} Nuclear Supplement .. | onc or more uses in text.
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i

ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION |
| (A/R'M)
e.:—.—.ﬁi # _ SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE JECISION ]
“ A/RM)
30/ _ﬂ UsSMC A 1.01 1b. 30 i b. Nuclear Policy. National Sccurty Policy Direcuive lays out | Consistency with JP 1-01. | A —Same ag
M Presidential nuclear weapons planning guidance. It provides Acronym was used only ‘Above
| broad overarching guidance for nuclear weapon planning. The | once,
{ Nuclear Weapons Employment Policy is a Secretary of
| " Defense document that implements Presidential gutdance,
_ { Delete “NUWEP Policy Guidance for the Employment of
i Nuclear Weapons” from the glossary.
3 USMC S I 1.01 30 Change to read; “...of Nuclear Weapons @FHWER) is a...” Only use of term, so no A
acronym is used.
32| 7.| USIFCOM A 1.01 32 Add “(JSCP)” after “..Capabilities Plan™. Establishes acronym. A — Same as
above
33| 8.| USIFCOM A 1.01 M Change as follows: “... and Service eChiefs for preparing ...” | Editorial. A
34 USN S 1.01 1| 40.10 | Change as follows: 3001-Nuelear-Posture Review-(NER): The NSS is for the US not | R — The 2001
to _ Che-fellowinglewsreguive the departaent-o L Defense{ROD the US and its Allies. NPR hada
1.02 H That is what treatiesand | dramatic effect
m defense agreements are on the US
i emerging-threats for. Remember this is not | nuclear posture
| - As directed by | a policy document noris | and needs to be
| 4(1) Section 1041 and 1042 of the Floyd D. Spence National it a report, it is a doctrinal | }isted by name,
| Defense Authorization Act for FY 2001 (Public Law 106-398) | publication. And
and ) Section 1033 of the Fiscal Year 2002 Defense according to JP 1-01:
| Authorization Act (Public Law 107-107) Fhis-constituted-the The purpose of joint
first 3 comprehensive review of nuclear forces sinee-the-first doctrine and TTP is to !
NPR: was completed in 1994-apd-2001, beeause of the critical | enhance the operational |
role played by US nuclear forces in the national security effectivencss of US
strategy of the United States and-its-allies, the report was forces. i
broader in scope than required by law, Joint doctrine and TTP | i
will not establish policy. | i
Joint doctrine should | |
articulate the fundamental | i
j principles that guide the m
| J_ employment of two or _
| i more Military i i
! ! Departments in _ !
| i coordinated action toward |
| { a common objective. _
,_ — — { Joint doctrine and JTTP ¢
cc312fc.doc as of 04/28/03 Page7of 75



Joint Staff Input to JP 3-12, Doctrine for Joint Nuclear Operations (Sccond Draft)

UNCLASSIFIED

ITEM | #

SOURCE

TYPE

PAGE

PARA

LINE

COMMENT

RATIONALE

DECISION
(A/RIM)

0.0ITEN #

SOURCE

TYPE
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LINE
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RATIONALE

(AR

HECISION

should not include detai)
that is more appropriate in
Service doctrine, standing
operating procedures,
plans, and other
publications.

Granting that an
introduction is required, it
should however be brief
and focused on the scope
and writicn in a manner
suitable to the target
audience.

I don't see this discussion
providing many
guidclines for the
employment of joint
forces, guidance for
strategic and theater
planning and employment
of nuclcar forces, nor
information on C2
rclationships.

35

STRATCOM

1.02

Photo
caption

Sea-launched should read Submarine-launched (i.c. SLBM) as
it appears in the abbreviation and acronym portion of the
_glossary at the rear of the pub.

|

36

UsMmcC

1.02

Change to read: “...Act for Fiscal Year (FY) 2001..”

Acronyms should be
identificd on first use.

=

37

UsMC

1.02

Change to read: “...of the Fiseal-Year FY 20002...”

Acronym previously
identified.

k3

38,

§7

1.02

Make this paragraph d.

Correct formatting,

39

USAF

ol B B o I

1.02

Change to read: This The 2001 NPR constituted the first
comprehensive review of nuclear forces since ...

Paragraph starts with the
words “This
constitufed...” Need to
reword with defining
what “this” is. Proposed
change clarifies the
reference to the NPR, not
to the Defense

=l
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0.UITEX # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE ﬁmnumucz
(A/R/M)
Authorization Act
sections that are
referenced immediately
o prior to this text.
40] 9.| USIFCOM A 1.02 7 Comment: Pamgraph starts with the words “This Clarification of intent, A- Corrected in |
constituted...” Is “this” referring to the NPR, or to the Defense the above
Authorization Act? If the latter, move first line of paragraph comment
up to line #5. Otherwise, clarify what topic this section is
supporting.
41) USN S 1.02 10 You need to better identify which QDR by sighting the year Clarity. A
much like you say the 2001 NPR. It should read Quadrennial | There has been more than
Defense Review - XXXX (QDR-XX). one QDR and during the
| Note —- This change will need to be completed throughout the lifespan of this pub there
! remainder of the text. . nm L will be more.
Enange to read,” Quadrenniai Defense Review — 2001 (ODR-
2000y
o ik i Change all instances of QDR to QDR-2001
42 USA S 102 (D 19 Replace “nation™ and “nations” with *state™ and “states”. Accuracy, especially A i
: : when using “nonstate
Change to read “., .cannot know with confidence what naticdl | actors in same sentence™,
#1445, combinations of poticns sLiis, or nonstate actors,..”
43 USAF A 1.02 21 Change to read: “#s US deployed™ Specific action matches A
noun
44/ USAF S 1.03 F1.01 | Modify the “new triad” portion of the figure to show Bembers | Dual capable aircraft, R-Theactual |V
| Aircraft—. when outfitted for nuclear | new triad from
| operations, are part of the | the 2001 NPFR
H_ aircraft portion of the is just bombers
triad. Even C-130s with
non-nuclear explosives
are inctuded within this
i concept. However, leave
Bomber gircraft icon as-
i is. !
45} 14 USIFCOM S 1.03 F1.01 | Comment: DCA does not appear to be part of the new triad. Is { R—The actual
s0, how does DCA fit into US nuclear doctrine? The aircraft | new triad from
leg should include both bombers and fighters. { the 2001 NPR
| 1s just bombers
46/ USFK A 1,03 l.cl 1 delete “operationally deployed” redundant — used twice in | M — due to
cc312fc.doc as of 04/28/03 PageSof 75
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ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
{(A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # [ SOURCE | TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT - RATIONALE ~ [ BECISION
(A/RM)
| the same sentence below comment |
47 USN 8 1.03 | 1.04 | Change as follows: ". . . planning, the Upited States will reduce | Simplicity and A i
_ its ovm_.muo__m_arn%_owan mnuam_n .En_nmq mo_.onm to c.mgmm.am readability, |
: No need in a doctring]
pub to list specific
numbers,
48 USMC A 1.03 le(l) | 8. No need to nwv:m:un “new triad,” anymore than the need to Accuracy and consistency | A
and (2) | 15 capitalize “existing triad.” “New triad" is 8 generic term. with JP 1-02. Generic |
Lower-case “new triad" throughout the publication. term, 1
49, USAF A 1.03 11 Change to read: Add paragraph title: Mix of Strategic Adds parallelism to Para. | A
Capabilities C (1) and leads reader
N E N L into following discussion.
50/ n S 1.03 1c(2) 14 Change to read as follows: "Enhanced command and control, Comectness. A
intelligence, and adaptive planning capabilities support the
New Triad.”
51 | STRATCOM | M o3 | 1,(c) | 21 i Figure I-1 needs attention, headings above the trigngles arc A
| (2),(a) { mislabeled; Existing (should read...Cold War ) Triad & New |
! | _“ Triad. The bottom right comer of the new triad lists robust _
i i infrastructure and it should be labeled responsive infrastructure |
| | to be congruous with QDR/NPR language. |
52, i S 11,04 | 1c(2) | 0203 | Change to read as follows: "Deployed nuclear strike _ Compicteness. A
| (a) capabilities include the three legs of the existing strategic triad |
| (ICBMs, SLBMs, and bombers) and theater-based, nuclear- q
i capable dual-role aircraft.”
53 USAF S 1.4 8 Change to read: ...reduce vulnerability through security, Security of nuclear A
mobility...” weapons is a vital defense
1 measure of the New Triad
54] 11 USIFCOM S 1.04 | 8 Change as follows: “... vulnerability through security, Completeness. Security of | A — Same as
| mobility, dispersal, ...” nuclear weapons is a vital | above
| defense measure of the
L ! New Triad.
55, 7 s 1.04 | ic(z) |8 Change to read as follows: "Passive defenses include measures | “CBRN" has been used to | R — CBRN has #
i (b that reduce vulnerability through mobility, dispersal, replace “WMD" been replaced |
m redundancy, deception, concealment, and hardening; warn of | throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per |
{ imminent attack and support consequence management is a noun. CBRN is an Wv_:: Staff |
PR s _ activities that mitigate the damage causcd by CBRN weapon adjective. What should commendatio_|
cc312fe.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 10of 75
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(A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE Hmn—m_oz m
(A/R/M) |
use; and protection against attacks on critical information have been used is “CBRN | n, .w
systems.” weapons.” |
56 USAF A 1.04 14 Change to read: * Fhe-reses dava Graminar, Readability A
... The research, ane.n_oﬁagn Ea En_:mau_
57] 12 USIFCOM A 1.04 14 n__nsw.w ns follows: “ The research, mwm.agn_owanar and Editorial, A —same as
industrial ...” above
58] USN A 1.04 17.19 | Change as follows: A responsive infrastructure that can Simplicity and accuracy A _
augment US military capabilities through development of |
timely new systems or production of existing capabilities is-a
timely-manner provides strategic depth to the New Triad.
59 13 USIFCOM A 1.04 20 Change as follows: *.., particular, a secure modern, Completeness, Security is | A —Same as
responsive ..."” an indispensable part of | USAF comment
nuclear weapon above
infrastructure.
60, USA M 1.4 {2c 20 Delete “sector of the” Wordiness. A
61] USAF S 1.04 20 Change to read: In particular, a secure, modem, responsive Security is an A
nuclear weapons sector...” indispensable part of
nuclear weapon
infrastructure
62, USAF A 1.04 23 Change to read: Add paragraph title: Broad Array of Adds parallelism to Para. | A
C (1) and Introduces
__ paragraph
633 STRATCOM | A 1.04 11, No need to capitalize “new triad,” anymore than the need to Accuracy and consistency | A
16, capitalize “existing triad.” “New triad” is a generic term, with JP 1-02. Generic
and Lower-case “new tried” throughout the publication. term.
19
64 r s 1.04 lc(4) 46 Change to read as follows: "Terrorists or rogue states armed “CBRN" hasbeenusedto | R—CBRN has |
with CBRN weapons will likely test US security commitments | replace “WMD" been replaced
to its allies and friends.” throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per
isa noun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
adjective. What should recommendatio
kave been used is *CBRN | n. |
weapons,” |
65 USFK A 1.05 l.c4 5 change “modem” to “modern” correct spelling A |
66 USAF A 1.05 5 Change “modem” to “modern” Corrects misspelling A — Same as !
above i
67! 14 USIFCOM A 1.05 5 Change as follows: “... access to mederr-modern military ...” | Correctness. — Same as _
ve
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68 Usa

1.05

L @)

Remeove the words “over long distances”.

These words reflect that
deterrence of potential
adversaries with modern
technology, to include
WMBD, is based only upon
the need to deter threats to
the U.S. homelahd.
Deterrence of WMD has
N0 Weapons Tange
limitation as U.S. intcrests
and allics may be
threatened regardless of
wcapon range.

A

69 -5 NAC

1.05

ID(5)

13

Change “(START) I limits” fo “(START) limits”

Corrcct reference to
START. START Il and
START III never entered
into force

70 USN

1.05

Delcte: (700—2,200-5y-2042)

Detail not required in a
doctrinal pub

71 USN

1.05

&)

16

Dclete Roman numeral after “START 17

There is only onc START
Treaty. The former
START Il and START III
are no longer vidble
agrecments,

A — Same sg
comment above

72, USN

1.05

)

16

Change *., Nevember-2004._.” to read “...May 2002..."

Accuracy. Moscow
Treaty was signed 24 May
2002.

M-
Incorporated n
conmmemnt above

73] J-5NAC

1.05

1D(5)

16

Change “START I” to “START”

Correct reference to
START. START Il and
START I never entered
into force

74/ J.5NAC

1.05

iD(5)

16

Change "November 2001 to "May 24, 2002"

Correct date of Moscow
Treaty signature

A

754 J7

1.05

2a

33

Change to read as follows: "Deterrence of adversary CBRN
weapen employment requires the adversary leadership to
belicve the United States has both the ability and will to .
However, the continuing proliferation of CBRN weapon along
with the means to deliver them increases the . . | ”

“CBRN" has been used to
replace "WMD”
throughout the JP. WMD
isanoun. CBRN is an
adjective. What shoyld
have been used is “CBRN

R —-CBRN has

been replaced

with WMD per
oint Staff
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UNCLASSIFIED
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ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE @mnum—oz
(AJRIM)
weapons.”
76, USN ] 1.05 33.36 | Change as follows: Deterrence of sdversary CBRN Completeness %%

cmployment requires the adversary leadership to believe the

United States has both the ability and will to preempt or +,

retaliate promptly with responses that are credible and

effective.

71 USAT S 1.05 33.36 | Change toread: Deterrence of adversary CBRN employment | Aligns statement with the | A

requires the adversary leadership to believe the United States rest of the document. We

has both the ability and will to retaliate strike promptly with will not wait for an attack

responses that ere credible and effective if we can avert one with
bt an offensive strike,

78] 1§ USJFCOM S ! 1.05 35 Change as follows: “.., reialiate-sirike promptly with ..."” Clarity. This aligns the A —sameas
statement with the above
remainder of the
document and guidance in
NSS. We will not wait l
for an attack if we can i
avert one with a |
preemptive strike,

79! 16 USIFCOM S 1.05 42 Change as follows: “proliferation of CBRN weapons along Completeness. R — CBRN has

with .... “ Track fix throughout pub, been replaced
with WMD per
Joint Staff
ﬂm@an:&%

80 USA S 1.05 |2.a 43 Replace “nation/terrorist” with *state/nonstate actor.” Accuracy. B |

81} USA S 1.05 [2a 45 Change to read: *...may fzil and the United States must be Clarity. A !

prepared to use nuclear weapons, if necessary.”

B2 I5 s L.os 46 Add text and fiqure and end of text as follows: The challenge | Deterrence challenges - Figure at

of deterrence is to convi will and reported to the Joint Staff | fhe bottom of
in APRO3 as the results of e mafrix
! a [-year study on strategic
_ deterrence requirements
" through 2020 performed
by the Strategic
Deterrence Joint
. Capabilities Warfighting
i Assessment (JWCA)
b team.
cc312fe.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 130f 75
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Joint Staff Input to JP 3-12, Doctrine for Joint Nuclear Operations (Second Draft)
ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
{A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE PECISION
“. l (A/R/M)
83, USN S | 1.06 4.09 | Delete: Although-the United-States-eannot-lmow-with Redundent with previous | R — It needs to
senfdenss watnetien-sombineticn-efratisnsarnen text (pg. -2, lines 18-24) | be restated,
]
84, USA S 1.06 |2b 05.06 | Change to read: “.. . United States cannot know with confidence | Accuracy. A
| “ what threats states, combinations of states, or nonstate actors |
_ i | pose to US interests..."” o i
854 USMC S 1.06 | 2b. 7.9 | This sentence (Thus, the capabilities-based approach focuses Redundancy. ! R—Itneeds to
| 1 more on how an adversary might fight and the means it might be restated.,
! use rather than who the adversary might be and where a war
might occur.) and (A cepabilitics-
based approach focuses more on how an adversary might fight
i and the means 1t might use than who the adversary might be
H and where a war might occur.) from pg. [-2, lines 21 through
. 24 are nearly identical.
_ m
86/ USN S 1.06 9.12 | Change as follows: Fhis-appreachrequires-the United-States4e | Simplicity A _
dDeveloping and sustaining 8 modern and diverse portfolio pf | Active voice
military capabilitics—Fhis-pertfolio serves the four key defense |
policy goals, identified earlier, that guide the development,
deployment, end use of military forces and capabilities,
including nuclear forces. o i
87, 7/ S 1.06 |2b 12 Change to read as follows: "These capabilities require Consistency withthe JP | A
STRATCOM . { maintaining a diverse mix of conventional aad-special 1-02 definition of the term |
| i | eperations forces capable of high-intensity, sustained, and “conventional forces —
| | coordinated opemtions aeress-the-speetrum-of-eonliet range of | Those forces capable of
military gperatigns; survivable and secure nuclear forces; and conducting operations
the command, control, communications, computers, using nonnuciear
intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (C4ISR) systems | weapons.” “Spectrum of
required to direct these forces.” conflict” is an undefined
term,
B8, USAF s 106 b 13 Change to read: “diverse mixture of ngn-nuclear eeaventional | “Non-nuclear” is a better | M — See above
! and-speeial-operations forces.,.” word here. Since this pub | pomment
_“ is addressing nuclear ops,
T i L | don’t nced to specifically
ce3i2fe.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 140f 75
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Joint Staff In
PAGE | PARA

ut to JP 3-12, Doctrine for Joint Nuclear Operations (Second Drafi)
LINE COMMENT

ITEM | # SOURCE DECISION

(ATR/M)

TYPE RATIONALE

0.0ITEN #

SOURCE

TYPE

PAGE w PARA

LINE

COMMENT

RATIONALE

DECISION
(A/R/M)

PN .

refer to conventional and
special operations forces

or even air, land, sca, and
special operations forces.

89/

i

USN

1.06

Delcte: aeress-thespeetrum-of-eontliet

Sentence stands alone

without this phrase which |

is redundant with line 4

i M — Changed in
above comment

50,

5

USJFCOM

1.06 |

14

| Change as follows: “... across the speckrum-efoonfliet range

of military operations; survivable securg ...”

1. Correctness and
consistency with JP 3-0
and paragraph #3 heading,
2. Compieteness, Nuclear
forces must be secure to
provide effective
deterrence.

A —see above
comment

91

USMC

1.06 | 2b.

14

Change to read; end coordinated operations across the range of
military operations; survivable

From the DOD
terminology database:
11/08/93:

"spectrum of
conflict" changed to
"range of military
operations" in the AP
version of Joint Pub
2-0.

A See above
comment

i
]

92/

USAF

106 |b

Change to read: Therefore, if deterrence fails, beth

< =y .n . SHE-1Ee1ed AU.UnI-v-A;u.n\.un-..v-”—.—Iﬂ
force mixture must provide a varicty of aptions designed to
centrol escalation and terminate the conflict on terms favorable
to the United States and its allies.

Unnecessary to categorize
conventionsl and nuclear
structures, Tends to leave
out other capabilities {c.g.
SOF). Use of generic

{ terminology is appropriate

and is consistent with line
17 of the same paragraph.

93,

USN

1.07

A

Delete: vestical

Unnecessary adjective

1A

94,

J-3

1.07

Recommend defining the term “vertical escalation,”

Clarifics the term.

‘_ M — removed
{ with below
| comment

95,

e e N,

USA

1.07 2c

5.06

Remove word “vertical” from Line 5 and “grave” from line 6.

Wordiness. The
additional words are not
necessary to the premise

| A — Changed in
Ve comment

cc3l2fc.doc

as of 04/28/03
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UNCLASSIFIED

ITEM | #

SOURCE

TYPE

PAGE | PARA

LINE

COMMENT

RATIONALE

DECISION
(A/R'M)

0.0ITEN #

SOURCE

TYPE

PAGE | PARA

LINE

COMMENT

RATIONALE

BECISION
(AR/M)

of the paragraph,

96

UsSMC

1.07 2c.

Add a comma after the word “event.”

When three or more items
are listed in a scrics and
the last item is preceded

| by and, or, or nor, place a

comma beforc the

| conjunction as well s

between the other items.
(Gregg Reference
Manual, GPO Style
Manual, and Words into

Type)

A

97,

usMmc

107 | 2.

Change to read: The decision to use nuclear weapons
involves many political considerations, which
impact not only nuclear weapons use, but alse how
to employ them.

The “them” at the end of
the sentence reflects a
plural noun,

comment below

98,

—_

USIFCOM

1.07

Change as follows: “use, but alse-hew—+te-employ-them Emi

Completencss,

99,

USAF

1.07 | 2d.

17

Identifies the proper
figure with the deletion of
Appendix A. The entire

| narrative was deleted

from Appendix A.
Recommend Figure A-1
be incorporated into the
document where it is
referenced. Adding the
figure on page -7
improves readability and
eliminates the Appendix.
Sce other inputs ref: this

| figure,

104

CADD

1.07 | d

Change to read, (refer to Appendix A, “Treaty Obligations”

which discusses the Nuclear Arms Control Treaties. Chemical,

Biological and Radiological treaties are not discussed in this
JP. Additionally, chemical, biological and radiological
discussions are beyond the scope of this JP.

Clarifies for the reader the
extent of CBRN to be
discussed.

. A - Chenged in

phove comment

ccll2fe.doc
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Joint Staff Input to JP 3-12, Doctrine for Joint Nuclear Operations (Sccond Draft)

UNCLASSIFIED

ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT o RATIONALE .—.wmnu.m_.oz
{A/R/M}
10 USA S 107 | d 17 Change to read, (refer to Appendix A, “Treaty Obligations” Clarifies for the reader the | A - Changed in
! which discusses the Nuclear Arms Control Treaties. Chemical, | extent of CBRN to be above comment
i Biological and Radiological treatics are not discussed in this discussed,
| JP. Additionally, chemical, biological and radiological
i discussions are beyond the scope of this JP. B B
105 19 USIFCOM A 1.07 H 19 Change as follows: “... or conventional international law that | Editorial, A
] _prohibits ..."
19 USAF S .07 | 21 Imscrt: Fig A-I to this location and re-label it as Fig I-2, Improves readability, A — See above
| Renumber following figures as appropriate. covers the information at | USAF comment
| an appropriate location in
| the text and eliminates the
| _ appendix.
104 24 USIFCOM S 1.07 | 30.31 | Change as follows; “However, both also recognize that these | Clarity. A
objectives and advantages cannot be eutweighed offsct by the
| expected collateral damage.”
10 J-3 8 1.7 34.37 | Replace last sentence with “Nuclear weapons use is not All nuclear weapons in A
m_ prohibited in armed conflict by LOAC. They are, however, the US stockpile dwarf _
| unique from conventional and even other WMD in the scope of | the effects of |
| their destructive potential and long-term physiological effects.” | conventiona! munitions.
1 USA A 108 | 3. 19 Recommend incorporating this paragraph in to Paragraph 2, Range of Military R - Moving
| Fundamental Considerations. Operations is a would confuse
_ fundamental the follow-on
| consideration when discussion
H_ considering the use of
nuclear weapons,
1071 21 USIFCOM A 1.08 F1.02 | Clarity, The terrorist ‘A — Changed in
i threat cannot be above
l prevented, but we can comment.
_ take steps to mitigate the
i terrorist threat and
prevent loss, theft and
53 ! unauthorized access,
104 USAF S 1.08 F1.02 | Change to read: Seeure The terrorist threat cannot | A
| storage-that-are-free-f be prevented, but we can
| take steps to mitigate the
terrorist threat and
prevent foss, theft and
L ! unauthorized access.
1 USAF A 1.08 6 Change to read: ...by conventional forces, and protect allics,” | Grammar, Readability A — Changed in
cc312fc.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 170f 75
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UNCLASSIFIED

ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE _ PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE _ Wmﬂm_.oz
{ | (ATRIM)
below comment
11{ 22 USJFCOM A 1.08 6.7 Change as follows: “... by conventional forces, and-protect Editorial. A
| allics, and help assure their security.”
11 CADD M 1.08 | 3., 15 | Change to read as follows: * As nuclear forces are part of the Correctness. Nuclear A — Changed in
4] military element of national power, these forces must mect the | forces arc not an element | above comment
criteria shown in Figure I-2, of national power. They
are part of the military
clement of national
power. i i
11] USA M 1.08 | 3. 15 Change te read as follows: * As nuclear forces are part of the Correctness. Nuclear { A—Changed in
{1) military instrument of national power, these forces must meet forces are not an gbove comment
the criteria shown in Figure [-2. Instruments are the correct instrument of national
term vice elements (sce JP 1) power. They are part of
i i the military clement of
! e ; national power.
11] 17 S 1.08 | 3a(1) I5 Change to read as follows: "As ese-elament Correctness. A
instrument of national power, nuclear forces must meet the
. criteria shown in Figure I-2,” !
114 USN S 1.08 15.16 | Change as follows: As-one-element-ofnational powerrnuelear | Accuracy, Simplicity, end | A ~ Changed in
i forees-must-meettThe criteria shown in Figure 1-2 _thesc readability. above comment
iderati Nuclear is not an element
| | of national power. The
| accepted terminology is
| nationsl instruments of
. power and they include
military, political ,
informational, and
s economic. |
113 p A 1 1.09 |3a4 Change to read: (4) Crisis, The United States maintains the Correctness A
capability to rapidly pesturing posture its nuclear forces.
114 17 S 1.09 F1.03 | Change to read as follows: "Deterring chemical, biological, “CBRN" has been usedto | R — CBRN has
radiological, or nuclear (CBRN) weapon use or conventional replace “WMD" been replaced
u military operations™ throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per
is a noun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
| adjective. What should recommendatio
have been used is “CBRN | n.
e = g e weapons.” |
117 -3 5 1.09 5 Recommend introducing the concept of flexible deterrent Expands understanding of | R ~ Confuses |
cc312fe.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 18of 75
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UNCLASSIFIED

ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE HMO—M—OZ
options (FDOs} within this paragraph. Examples of FDOs deterrence. the discussion
(increased readiness, deployment of systems, etc) are already
included in the discussion but are not identified as FDOQs.
11 USMC 1 1.08 | 3a(3) | 7.08 | General comment: Do not understand what “as well as As written, the sentence A
increasing their survivability” is referring to in this sentence: makes no sense.
Nuclear delivery systems deploying to dispersal locations can
send a forceful message that demonstrates the national will to
use nuclear weapons if necessary, as well as mcreasing their
! | survivability,
“hange to read, “ inwv.cnm if necessary, as well as increasing
Hhe the delivery system’'s survivability.t
[}
m |
118 » A 1.09 3a(d) 14 Change to rcad as follows: "(4) Crisis. The United States Correctness. A — Changed in
maintains the capability to rapidly pesturing posture its above comment
nuclear forces.”
12 13612 A 1.09 | 3ad 14.15 | The United States maintains the capability to rapidly pestusing | Corrects grammar. A — Changed in
posture its nuclear forces. above comment
12 USAF A 1.09 14.15 | Change to read: “The United States maintains the capability | Grammar—verb needed, | A —Changed in
to rapidly pesturiag posture its nuclear forces.” not gerund above comment
12 13 A 1.09 15 Change to read, *posture” instead of “posturing.” Gramimar. A — Changed in
above comment
12] Ja62 A 1.09 | 3a4 15 Replace “posturing” with “posture™ Corrects grammar A - Changedin |
above comment
12{ 23 Usircom A 1.09 15 Change as read: “The United States maintains the capability | Editorial, increases A —Changed in
to rapidly posture its nuclear forces.” readsability. above comment
123 Usa A 1.09 | (@) 15 CTR:"...to rapidly posturging its nuclear...” Editorial A — Changed in
above comment_|
124 USMC A 1.09 | 3a(4) |15 Change first word *“posturing” to “posture,” Correctness. A — Changed in
above comment
12] USAF A 1.09 16.18 Q.E_mn to read: Conventional forces and inteHigence activities | Easier to read A
require prudent management to avoid ensure-aveidence-of
inadvertent escalation or mistaken wamings of CBRN attack.
12 USAF S 1.09 18 Change to read: “...wamings of adversary CBRN attack,” Clarifies that our A
activities should be
structured in such a way
cc312fe.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 19of 75
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Joint Staff Input to JP 3-12, Doctrine for Joint Nuclear Operations (Second Drafl)
ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE @mﬁum-cz |
{ASR/M)
to minimize mistaken
warnings about adversary
actions, not ours.

129 24 USIFCOM S 1.09 18 Change as follows: “... wamings of CBRNE attack by an Clarity. Do not want to M - CBRN
adversary.” imply that we have chem. | changed to

or bio weapons. WMD

13¢ 25 USJFCOM A 1.09 20 Change as follows: “This eeuld-require requires careful... Clarity. A
...should consider the potential military advantages an
adversary..."”

13 UsSMC A 1.09 ib.(l) | 27 Title of 2b(1) is Deterring CBRN Use and Conventional Inconsistency? A
Military Weapons. Fig I-3, first bullet is Determining
chemical, biological, radiological, or nuclear (CBRN) use or
conventional military operations.

Change figure 1-3 fisst bullet to, “Deterring WMD use and
gonventipnal military operations.”

j 17 S _.oo 3b(1} 27 Change to read as follows: "(1) Deterring CBRN Wespon Use | “CBRN” has been used to "' R — CBRN has
and Conventional Military Operations. Deterrence of a CBRN | replace “WMD” been replaced |
attack depends on the adversary's perception of its warfighting | throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per |
capabilities relative to those of thc United States and its allics. | is a noun. CBRN is gn Joint Staff
However, wartime circumstances may alter such perceptions. | adjective. What should recommendatio
Shifs in the strategic balance may result from military action | have been used is “CBRN | n,
in which an adversary suffers significant destruction of its weapons.”
military forces and means of support, Thus, confronted with

m | overwhelming conventional forces or a prolanged
i conventional conflict may lower the CBRN threshold by
making CBRN weapon use appear the only viable option for
_regime survival.”

13 USAF A 1.09 3741 | Change to read: “Thus, when an adversary is confronted with | Existing sentence was A
overwhelming conventional forces or & prolonged conventional | incomplete and confusing.
conflict may-lewer the CBRN threshold by may be lowered,
making CBRN usc appear the only viable option for regime

| survival.”

134 24 USIFCOM A 1.09 3741 | Change as follows: “Thus, confronted with overwhelming Clarity. Existing text is A —changed in

conventional forces or the prospect of a prolonged awkward and confusing. | above comument
| conventional conflict, seaydewsr the CBRNE threshold may be
lowered by-meking since CBRNE use may appear gs the only |
| viable option for regime survival,” _ ..
13 USAF A 1.10 2 | Replace “and scope of conflict” with “, scope of conflict,” Grammar for item listing, | A
cc312fe.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 20 of 75
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Joint Staff Input to JP 3-12, Doctrine for Joint Nuclear Operations (Second Draft)
ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA [LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE i DECISION
| (A/R/M) |
134 17 A 1.0 [3b(2) |4 Change to read as ».o:oimn " ... nucicar supplement to the Acronym already A
i } it JSCP3.” established.
131 27 USIFCOM A 1.10 4 Change as follows: * nuclear supplement to the Jeint-Strategie | Acronym previously A — Changed in
CapabilitiesFlan-{JSCP}. established on page 1.01. | above
131 13 M 1.10 6 Change title of paragraph to “Friendly Nuclear Strike Corrects term [AW A — Changed in
{ (STRIKWARN) Strike-Warmning-(STRICEWARN),” STANAG 2104, Friendly | above
| _, Nuclear Strike Wamning; |
| FM 3-3-1, Nuclear |
Contamination
Avoidance; and the US
Message Text Format
(USMTF).
134 J-3 S 1.10 6.07 | Change to read, “Fricndly forces receive advanced waming of ” Clarity, A
friendly nuclear strikes to ensure they ere-netplaced-at-mitigate
unnesesser-Fisk can take actions to protect themselves from
144 USA M 1.1¢ 3) 6.19 Add reference to STANAG 2104, ATP45B. Carrect reference for + A=TUSA will
STRIKWARN procedures | provide line/in
that arc used within line/out (per
NATO. discussion with
o USA)
14 UsA M 1.10 | (3) 6.19 | Add the following sentence to Line 9. “Commanders must ¢ Completeness. A
ensure that STRIKWARN messages are disseminated in a
sufficient amount of time for subordinate units to take actions
to mitigate the possible consequences of US use of nuclear
weapons. Consideration should also be given for
“ S disscmination of STRIKWARN information to allies. |
14] usa M .10 | (3 6.19 | Change the title of this paragraph to read “Friendly Nuclear Complcteness and p.. Changed in
Strike Warning (STRIKWARN)". Change all entries to read, | corectness. Friendly ove comment
| "STRIKWARN" and update glossary entry with the correct Nuclear Strike Wamning
spelling and words, "Friendly Nuclear Strike Warning." messages are US Message
| Text Format as well as
| NATO Standardized in
NATO Standardization
Agrecment 2104,
_ Friendly Nuclear Strike |
| | Warning. The correct i |
i term spelling is, “
m L "STRIKWARN" without |
cc312fec.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 21 of 75
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UNCLASSIFIED

ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
{A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE " BECISION
| (A/RM])
i . ea ..ﬁnz |
14] 33 ) }.10 6.19 | Replace “STRIKEWARN” with “STRIKWARN?” throughout | Proper term AW ” A
the paregraph. STANAG, FM 3-3-1, and
USMTF.
14 USA A .10 | (3) 7 Change to read: “nuclear strikes to ensure unnecessary risk is | Clarity. A
mitigated.”
141 33 S 1.10 9 _ Q_wmma to read, “...whose units will are likely to be affected Clarity. A
| by the strike.”
1 USN S .10 12 | Change as follows: Theater Joint forces potentially affected by | Accuracy. Theateristoo | A
the effects of US nuclear strikes are limiting. Not all forces
| are "theater forces" (when
[ | _ operating or transiting)
14] UsMC S 1.10 12.16 | Change to read: “...Theater forces potentially affected by the A very verbose way of A
| effeets-of US nuclear strikes are informed of nuclear strikes stating the obvious,
through a STRIKEWARN message. Geographic combatant
commands must develop procedures to ensure that
coalition/allied forces receive STRIKEWARN information if
they will be potentially affected by the-effeets-of US nuclear
strikes....”
A USA ] .10 | (3) 14 Change to read as follows: “...to cnsure that multinational Change here and A — Changed in
forces. . . throughout the JP, sbove
Muitinationel include
| allicd and coslition. Use
“ multinarional throughout
| to be consistent.
144 | CADD S 1.10 | (3) 14 Change to read as follows: *...to ensure that multinational Change here and A-Only
__ forces. .. throughout the JP. instance of this.
{ Multinational include No other
l allied and coalition. Use | changes need to
! multinational throughout | be made.
s i fo be consistent.
i | USA A 1,10 | (3} 15 CTR: “...by the-effests-of US nuclear...” Clarity M — Changed in
{ L gbove comment
15 P33 S .10 15 i Change to read, “...information if they will-be-petentially are | Clarity. A
m | likely to b affected by the effects,..”
157 113 s 1.10 19 i Add the following statement to the end of the paragraph, Doctrine. FM 3-3-1, Y
“_ ! “STRIKWARN messages may be sent in the clear if the Nuclear Contamination
| { issuing commander determines that safety wamings override Avoidance, contains
s _ | security requirements.” guidance to send i
cc3l2fc.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 220f 75
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UNCLASSIFIED

ITEM ; # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
{A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # [ SOURCE | TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE BECISION
| (A/RM)
I STRIKWARN messages
in the clear to ensure the
safety of friendly forces i
{ (Chapter 2). |
157 7 S {110 | 3b{4) |21 | Change to read as follows: "(4) Adversary CBRN Weapon “CBRN" has been used to | R - CBRN has
{ i Use. When formutating COAs, operation planning must replace "“WMD” been replaced
| address the possibility that an adversary will use CBRN throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per
{ weapons.” is a noun, CBRN is an Joint Staff
_"_ adjective. What should recommendatia
have been used is “CBRN | n,
weapons,” £
15 7 A 110 | 3b{4) |23 Change to read as follows: " . . . also evaluate nuclear, Acronym does not meet A
biological, and chemical &¥BG) defensive measures. Joint... | guidelines for single use.
threat capability agsessment indicates an nmwz potential ..." | Correct article..
151 USAF A 1.10 23 Change to read:; “also evaluate Aligns paragraph with R - changed in
| ehemisal {(MBC) CBRN defensive measures. remainder of document above comment
15( 28§ USJFCOM A 1.10 23 Chaange as follows: “... also evaluate i Aligns paragraph with R - changed in
ehanpca B nww.z_m defensive BammE.um i remainder of document. above comment |
15 USN S ].10 25.26 | Delete: and-the-appropriate-JR3-30C01-series Inappropriate reference - | A |
o no such series |
154 USN A 1.10 26.27 | Change as follows: ia-theater—tThe combatant commander Unnecessary phrase, Itis | A i
must consider the adversary's CBRN weapon and delivery assumed by the remainder
il system when considering COAs. of the sentence
15 USA A [.Huml._o (4) 28 | Change “an CBRN" to “a WMD", Correctness, | A
164 USMC A 1110 | 3b.(4) | 28 i Change to read; the adversary threat capability assessment Corrcctness, i M - OBE due
.“ | indicates a CBRN potential, the campaign | to above
.z _ comment
16 USN s 1.10 3536 | Delete: Incomplete and A
GfE e LA AR A OB HAEEE ey Enng_mmn
16] 17 s 1.10 | 3b(5) |38 Change to read as follows: ". . . eliminating intermediate This statement is not A
retaliatory steps, rapid escalation is possible. The attrition of relevant to the argument
conventional end nuclear forces directly affects the decision being made in the
process for escalation to nuclear warfare and-may-also | paragraph,
! : e " .
! 2 i
16] 173 S 1.10 43.45 | Replace the 1% sentence with, “The immediate and prolonged | Clarity. Replacement A
“ effects of nuclear weapons including blast (overpressure, sentence associates
“ dynamic pressure, ground shock, cratering), thermal radiation, | related effects under the
_ and nuclear radiation {initial, residual, fallout, blackout, three basic effects of
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electromagnetic pulse) pose physical and psychological blast, thermal radiation,

challepges for combat forces and noncombatant populations and nuclear radiation.

alike.” Effects are contained in

JP 3-12.2,

1 USAF A 1.10 4346 | Change to read: “The immediate and prolonged cffects of Existing sentence was M ~ changed in
nuclear weapons —inctuding blast, overpressure, incomplete and confusing. | above
clectromagnetic pulse, visible light, blackout, thermal comipents
radiation, prompt (gamma and neutron) radiation, and
activation products, and fallout — posc challenging physical
and psychological problems for combat forces...”

16 USFK S 1.10 | 3.b.6 | 44.45 | including blast, , clectromagnetic pulsc, thermal radiation, simplicity and removal of | R — full tist of
prompt and delayed radiation . . .. .. redundant information nuclear effects

are important
info,

16 29 USIFCOM S 1.10 45 Change as follows: “... radiation, prompt_radiation {(gamma Clarity. M - changed in
and neutron) and ..." above

COmIpeHs

16] 13 S 1.11 1.12 | Eliminate, unless we arc dealing with enemy use of nuclecar Care must be taken in R — Information
weapons on US Forces, (JP 3-11). The focus of this docyment | planning puclear weapons | relevant in
should be on our ability to use our weapons. usc as to not degrade context of

friendly operations. bettieficld after
nuclesr use,

16} UsA A 111 (6) 3 Delcte word “perhaps™. U.S. forces, by doctrine, | R - only saying

are required to operate in - | that operation

a WMD environment for | may be

sustained periods of time, | required, not
that equipment
may not work,

164 17 S i.11 3Gy |5 Change to read as follows: "Commanders and military planners | This paragraph is about A
miust contend with significant challenges in a GBRN nuclear effects, not CBRN
nuclear/radiological environment and incorporate mitigating or | effects.
avoidance measures into operation planning utilizing
authoritative documents detailing €BRN nuclear/radiolopical
effects.”

17 USAT A 111 7 Change to read: “by using utilizing-" Easier to read. m

17 USA M L1 (6) 10 Change last sentence in paragraph (6) to read, "The results of | As written, the citation of
nuclear weapons may have a synergistic impact on the human | and assumed special
body with the total cffect being greater than the individual biological warfare agent
cffect.” susceptibility of B&uzo:ll_u
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exposcd persons distorts
the most essential fact: —
physiologically weakened | |
persons, by radiation or
exhaustion, have more
difficulty to repair
! physical darnage and are
i more susceptible be _
{ disease and complications |-
from injuries. {
17} J3 ] L1 10.12 | Replace the last sentence with, “The effccts of nuclear As written, the sentence | M — changed in
weapons used in combination with chemical or biological seems to infer that there is | above comment
weapons may produce synergistic results on the human body a special relationship
resulting in total effect being greater than the individual between biological and
cffect.” rediclogical exposure.
Physiologically weakened
personnel (by exposure to
radiation) may be more
susceptible to injury from
both chemicat and
biological agents.
17] UsA A 111 (&) 11 CTR: “...it mey make a-persen-personnel more..."” Editorial M — Changed in
above comment
174 USA A 111} (6) 11 CTR: “...it may make a-persen-personnel more...” Editorial M- changed in
gbove comment
17 17 8 1.11 T 14 Change to read as follows: " (7) Mitigation Efforts. Actions “CBRN" has been used to | R — CBRN has
required to mitigate the effects of CBRN weapons are shown in | replace “WMD" been replaced
Figurce [-4.” throughout the JP, WMD | with WMD per
is anoun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
adjective, What should recommendatio
1 have been used is “CBRN | o,
weapons.” i
174 13 M 1.11 16 Add “Consequences of Execution” subparagraph (8) as a The document should R -Thisis |
wartime consideration. contain discussion of the | covered in .
consequences of nuclear effects
exccution as an important mmn_ ntitigation
wartime consideration forts.
that must be taken into
account when planning
cc312fc.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 250f 75
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I nuclear operations. CofE
i includes impact on the
_ campaign plan, !
_ fatalities/injuries, elc. |l
17 USAF s 1.1 19 Change order of paragraphs: Move (2) Termination Strategy If this is truly war A
1.12 17 ahead of (1) War Termination. Renumber as appropriate. termination then
t “Termination Strategy”
i should be addressed
| before “War Termination |
| 174 | USAF A 111 22 Change to read: “endusing ensuring” Typo. [A
174 30 USIFCOM S 1.11 22 Comment; The phrase “enduring control over military forces™ | A—Clanfied in
is not clear; does this imply that we expect to lose control of | below comment
our military forces. Or do the authors mean to say that the by the AE,
adversary may have difficulty commanding forces due to our
{ disrupting attack? Please clarify.
18¢ USAF S 1.11 26 H Change to read: The war War termination strategy may The sentence states that A
1.12 13 initially involve the end of nuclear combat actions, but not war termination will not
nccessarily all aspects of conventional warfighting. _ necessarily include all
| aspects of conventional
| warfighting. If this is the
| case, why call it war |
. termination? Termination |
implies cessation of
hostilities in this context.
By terming itasa
possible war termination
strategy, the sentence |
transitions to the :
discussion in the i
i following paragraph.
18] 31| USIFCOM S 1.1 26 Comment: The statement “War termination may initially A — Clarified in
1.12 1.3 involve the end of nuclear combat actions, but not necessarily above AF
{ all aspects of conventional warfighting” does not make sense. comment
| Termination clearly implies a cessation of hostilities, _
regardless of whether it’s conventional or otherwise. Either |
i e delete or clarify author’s intent. | {
18] UsA M 112 | Fig Add “Consequence Management” at a Post Wartime Conscquence A - USA will
| I-5 Consideration. managcment will be a &B&% line/in
cc312fe.doc as of 04/28/03 Page 26 of 75
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major post wartima linefout (per
consideration. discussion with
USA)
18] USA M 1.12 | Fig Add Transition to Post-War Military Support Operations asa | The use of nuclear A —USA will
I-5 Post Wartime Considerations with the inclusion of the weapons will have a provide line/in
following subparagraphs: Occupation, Repair, Reconstitution, | considcrable impact upon | line/out (per
| Transition to Civilian and Non-Military Activities, and post-war military support | discussion with
i _ Transition to Peacekecping Activities. operations. USA)
184 USAF s 1.12 F1.05 | Change order of items: List Termination Strategy ahead of Consistent with input to A —Changed in
War Termination, swap order of paragraphs | above comment
in the text
18] 17 A 1.12 | 3¢(2) 13 Change to read as follows: " . . . strategy, nationat military End state is two words A
strategy, and end state goals.” without a hyphen.
184 I 5 1.12 | 3¢(2) 13 Change to read as follows: "However, there are no assurances | “CBRN" has been used to
that a conflict invoiving CBRN weapons is controllable or of | replace “WMD” R — CBRN has
short duration.” throughout the JP. WMD | been replaced
is a noun. CBRN is an with WMD per
adjective. What should Joint Staff
have been used is “CBRN | recommendatio
i weapons.” n
18] USA M 1.12 | (2) 17 Add as a last sentence, “Information assurance protects and Expands the discussion of | A
defends information by ensuring their availability, integrity, C415R importance.
authentication, confidentiality, and nonrepudiation. This Sce IP 3-13 for details.
includes providing for restoration of information systems by i
incorporating, protection, detection, and reaction capabilities. i
18 CADD M .12 | (2) 17 Add as a last sentence, * To ensure this occurs information Expands the discussion of | M —Provided M
assurance protect and defend information by ensuring their C4ISR importance. sentence is .
availability, integrity, authentication, confidentiality, and poorly written
nonrepudiation. This includes providing for restoration of and confusing,
information systems by incorporating, protection, detection, USA comment
and reaction capabilitics. See JP 3-13 for details, below expands
the discussion
of C4ISR.
184 17 S 112 | 3c(3) 19 Change to read as follows: *An adequate reserve of nuclear “CBRN" has been used to | R — CBRN has
m forces would preclude another country or nonstate organization | replace “WMD” been replaced
_ | from coercing the United States before, during, or after the use | throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per
" _ of WMD CBRN weapons.” is a noun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
i adjective. What should H commendatio
. = have been used is “CBRN m.ﬂ
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weapons.”
19 13 S ].12 19.23 | Replace “CBRN” with “nuclear weapons.” Chem/Bio or RDDs are A
not going to significaptly
affect our nuclear reserve
forces.

19 I3 M 1.12 25 Add “Consequence Management” subparagraph (4) as a post Consequence A - USA will

wartime consideration. management will be a provide line/in
major consideration for Tine/out (per
post wartime discussion with
pianning/operations. USA)

19] 32 USIFCOM S 2.01 7 Comment: Need to clarify in this JP whether DCA is M - a note was
considered in theater options and plans or not. The European pdded regarding
theater addresses the US DCA request procedures and nuclear the unigue
C2 in Allied Command Europe (ACE) 80-13 series guidance. EUCOM
USSTRATCOM EAPs are not used. relationship,

Can not go
much further in
depth in an
pmelass pub
19 USMC A 2.01 1. 10, Change to read: relationships, C2, and command Correct pynctuation, A
11 responsibilities; integrated planning and targeting; employment
and force ihtegration; and combat readiness,
19 USAF A 2.01 10.11 | Replace commas with semicolons after responsibilities, Parallels figure I1-1 A — Changed in
_targeting, and integration above comment

19; USAF S 2.01 1 11.12 | Change to read: “These-four-elements-(See Figura 1l--are Redundant to first M - Keepd

core-te-beth-strategie-and-theaternuclear-eperation - mﬂﬂ—nznnOmﬂ:Gﬁmamaﬁ—._. .ﬂﬂn.ﬂ-d:.nﬂqﬂ
figure I-1
Change to read: “These-fourelements{Sce Figure Il-13-are

19¢ J-3 M 2.01 16.17 | Change sentence “National policy requires a single exccution Must be clear that only A
authority of nuclear weapons.” to “National policy requires a the President can execute
single execution and termination authority for nuclear and terminate nuclear
weapans” options.

19 13 M 2.01 17 Change sentence “The President retains sole authority for the Must be clear that only A
employment of nuclear weapons.” to “The President retains the President can execute
sole authority mo*. the employment and termination of nuclear and terminate nuclear
weapans.” options.

194 1-3 M 2,02 3 Change sentence “Nuclear weapon release and related,..” to Must be clear that only A
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“Nuclear weapons release/termination and related....” the President can execute
and terminate nuclear
options.

194 13 S 2,02 7 This paragraph should define top-down communications and Clarity, R - Difficult to
should explain systems used to ensure critical orders are expand on the
received, discussion in an

unclassified
pub,

204 USA S 202 {h 7.11 This paragraph nceds to be expanded to include a definition of Corrcctness. R - Difficult to
top-down communications and how it ensures that critical expand on the
orders are received, discussion inan |

unclassified
pub.

20 )3 S 202 7.12. | The focus of these paragraphs is C2 and command Knewing who owns the A —other

13.19 | responsibilities of the platforms and cquipment. They should platforms or the ability to | comments
address all C2 and command responsibilities involved with keep C2 systems up is expanded on the
nuclear operations. important, but several key | nuclear C2
command responsibilities | responsibilities
are not addressed,

20] 3.3 S 2.02 9.10 | Change to read, ... must comprehend ail strategic and theater | Both strategic and theater | A

nuclear plans and options.” nuclear plans should be
considered.

20] )3 A 12.02 1] Change to read, “,..execution, end-reduges-increascs Grmmar. A
survivability, and reduces vulnerability problems of C2
systems.”

204 USA A 202 | b 11 Place commas after the words “execution” and “survivability” | Correctness. M - fixed in
and delete the “and” between. above comment |

20 CADD A 202 |c 16 Change to read “Geographic combatant commanders have Consistency A
operational control (OPCON} over....."

2 USA A 202 |c 16 Change to read “Geographic combatant commanders have Consistency A—Sameas |
operational control (OPCON) over.....” above comment

20 17 M 203 |3 | There is a disconnect between the title of this paragraph Completeness, ﬁ
“Planning and Targeting” and its contents. The paragraph
appears to supply planning and targeting information only for
strategic nuclear operations. Where is the corresponding
guidance for nonstrategic or theater nuclear planning and
targeting?

Insert a paragraph 3b that states " b, Theater Nuclear |
cc312fe.doc as of 04/28/03 Page29of 75
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Planning. Theatcr-specific planning and targeting |
considerations are addressed in JP 3-12.1, Joins Tactics, |
Techniques, and Procedures for Theater Nuclear Planning.” :
Re-label other paragraphs appropriately.
20 n S 2.03 3a ] 3 Change to read as follows: "a. Strategic Nuclear Foree Per JP 1-02, force A
Planning.” planning is planning
associated with the
creation and maintenance
of military capabilitics. It
is primarily the
responsibility of the
Military Departments and i
Services and is conducted "
under the administrative |
control that runs from the i
Sccretary of Defense to ,
the Military Departments
and Services.
204 USAF S 203 |3 5.6 Change to read: “...planning and cxecution guidance ensures | “Integration” is a better A
optimum targeting and integration synehronization of US word here. It is also
nuclear forces...” consistent with the text in
! ! paragraph 4 whith
{ amplifics force integration
! during employment
1 opcrations,
214 uwu USIFCOM S 2.03 6 Change as follows: “... prior to, and-during, and after Clarity. More accurately | A
w i conflict, and ...” reflects weapons
o S e employment,
21 USAF 8 2.03 6 i Change to read: rior to, during, and after | More accurately reflects | M — Changed in
| weapons employment below comment
213 USAF S 2,03 18 { Change to read; before-or-during before, during, and after Morc accurately reflects | M - Changed ip
| weapons employment above comment
2 : 34 USIFCOM S 2.03 18 “ Change as follows: *... priorities before, er-during, and after | Clarity. More accurately | M — Changed in
i the execution ,..” reflects weapons above comment
| employment,
21 J-3 s 2.03 2531 | Recommend cosnparison of GCC and “strategic” level The comparison of A —See
| targeting be eliminated or clarified. If strategic refers to operational and strategic TRATCOM
| USSTRATCOM, then it should say so as they are also a CC. Tevel nuclear targeting , ment,
cc312fc.doc as of 04/28/03 Pege 3Gof 75
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responsibilities as written] | Confusing
in this paragraph is sentence
confusing. removed.
213 usa A 203 | b 26 Change to read “...taking into account efoperational Clarity, A
requirements...”
214 CADD A 203 | 3b 27 Change to read “At the geographic combatant commander or Consistency with A
subordinate joint force commander level,....” paragraph page 2.04
pamgraph (1) (b).
217 UsA A 203 | 3b 27 Change to read “At the geographic combatant commander or Consistency with A — same as |
subordinate joint force commander level,....” paragraph page 2.04 above comment _
paragraph (1) (b). |
213 17 A 203 |3 27 Change to read as follows: “At the subordinate joint force or Correctness. M-—See
geographic combatant commander levels, targeting is the comment below
process . . ."
213 USFK S 203 |3b 28.29 | ..... combatant commander level, targeting is the process of geographic combatant A
selecting, prioritizing, and identifying the desired cffects on commanders select,
targets. prioritize and identify
desired cffects.
STRATCOM matches
targets with weapon
- 3 systems.
2 STRATCOM | M 2.03 29,30 | Remave the sentence, “The purpose of targeting at the strategic | The paragraph includes an | A
fevel is to select targets in support of the nation’s nuclear war | unnceded reference that
plans.” could be mistaken that
strategic = nuclear, The
- - reference is removed.
22 USAF 5 203 | 3b 30 Change to read: “...in support of the nation’s Natignal Correctness. Strategic M - The
strategic goals.auelear-warplans...” level targeting is not rational is
. limited to nuclear war exactly correct;
| plans, however, this
| statement adds
{ little and is
. removed,
2 USAES-DEI | § 203 | 3b 32 Change to read: “Targeting includes the analysis of an Reason: Nuclear B
adversary situation relative to the commander’s mission, operations are obviously
objectives, and resources at the commander’s disposal, as well | capable of causing
as the identification and nomination of specific vulnerabilities | tremendous
that, if exploited, accomplish the commandet’s purpose environmental damage.
L through delaying, disrupting, disabling, or destroying critical For that reason it is more
cc312fc.doc as of 04/28/03 Page3lof 75
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adversary forces or resources. Targeting decisions must also
consider environmental considerations and impacts IAW JP 3-
0,JP 3-34, and JP 4-04. Finally, targeting is accomplished
IAW intemational law, international agreements and
coriventions, and rules of engagement approved by the
President and Secretary of Defense.”

(not less) important to
include specific mention
of the requircment to
integrate enyironmental
considerations into all
joint operations. JP 3-0,
Doctrine for Joint
Operations, mandates
appropriate integration of
environmental concems.
See page 111-34. The JP
states, inp part, that
“JFC’s are responsible for
protecting the
environment in which US
military forces operate to
the maximum extent
possible.” JP 3-34 covers
Enginecer Doctrine for
Joint Operations and
includes dozens of
references to the need for
solid environmental
integration during all
Joint Operations. JP 4-04
covers Joint Doctrine for
Civil Engincering
Support. It dedicates an
entire chapter (see
Chapter VI) to
environmental integration
in joint operations.

22

USAF

2.03

3b

3z,

36

Change to read: Targeting includes the analysis of an
adversary situation relative to the commander’s mission,
objectives and resources at the commander’s disposal, as well
as the identification and nomination of specific vulnerabilities
that, if exploited, accomplish the commander’s purpose
through capture, neutralizing, deceiving, delaying, distupting,
disabling. or destroying critical adversary forces or resources.

Consistency with text in
JP 3-60, Joint Doctrine
for Targeting, Pg I-2, para
3b.
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224 USFK M 2.04 3b.la |37 The commander, USSTRATCOM, provides additional target The commander A
guidance for strategic planning, while geographic combatant USSTRATCOM does not
commanders, subordinate joint force commanders (JFCs),and | provide target guidance to
component commanders provide additional guidance for the theaters for theater
theater nuclear planning. nuclear planning
221 17 M 204 | 3b(1) | 41 Change to read as follows: "(b) Target Development, Strategic nuclear targeting | A
b) Validation, Nomination, and Prioritization. Target looks at targets other than
development focuses on identifying and nominating critical Jjust military forces.
edversary military-forees capabilitics and means of support and
their means of support for attack,”
22 USAF S 205 F2.02 { Change title to read: Joint Targeting Cycle Phases Consistency with Fig II-1, | A
page [i-2 in JP 3-60, Joint
Doctrine for Targeting
22] USAF 5 205 F2.02 | Change Item 5 to read: “Mission Planning and Force Consistency with Fig II-1, | A
Execution. page I1-2 in JP 3-60, Joint
Doctrine for Targeting
22 CADD A 205 Figli- | | Change title of Figurc 11-2 to read "Nuclear Targeting Paragraph (1) onpage 2- | A
2 Process”, delete Targeting Cycle Phases from the top of the 04 is titled Nuclear
figure, Targeting Process. The
figure reflects the same
sub paragraph headings.
22§ UsAa A 205 | Figli- |1 Change title of Figure 1I-2 to read "Nuclear Targeting Paragraph (1) on page 2- | A - Same as
2 Process”, delete Targeting Cycle Phases from the top of the 04 is titled Nuclear sbhove
figure. Targeting Process, The
figure reflects the same
sub paragraph headings.
234 USFK ] 205 [3blec |1 Capabilities Analysis, Commander’s guidance on desired There was no discussion | A
cffects are translated into weapon recommendations and of translating
targeting personnel quantify the expected results, to include commander’s guidance
conscquence of execution, and calculate desired ground zeros, | into weapon selection.
23 7 M 205 [ 3b(iNel7 Change to read as follows: "(e) Mission Planning and Completeness, A
) Execution. Involves final tasking order preparstion and
transmission, specific mission planning and material
preparation at the unit level, aad Presidential suthorization for
use, angd execution.”
23] USAF S 2.05 7 Change to read: “Mission Planning and Force Execution, Consistency with page II- | [A - same as
7. para |.e. in JP 3-60, ove comment
Joint Doctrine for
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2 | Targeting
23] USAF s 2.05 12.14 | Change to read: Nuelearcombat Elmmmnmmgna is Consistency with Fig 11-2, | A
_ pg I1-8 end text on pg I1-9 |
battle damage assessment, munitions cffectiveness EﬁmBnu . | in JP 3-60, Joint Doctrine
and reattack recommendation, for Targeting,
234 USMC A 2.05 16 Change to read: “...JP 2-01.1 JFFR Joint Tactics, Techniques, | Correct title of pub and A
| and Procedurcs for...” | acronym is not used again
o i in pub, so speli it out,
234 UsMC A 206 | 3b. Change to read: Generally, the nuclear forces required to Clarity. Parallclism. A
i (2)2) implement a counterforce targeting strategy have specifically i
designed yiclds and more accurate weapon systems than the [
forces and weapons required to implement a countervalue
strategy, because counterforce targets are generally harder, i
more protected, difficult to find, and more mobile than
i = _ | countervalue targets.
23{ | STRATCOM |C 2.06 Fig Change from countervalue to critical infrastructure, See comments below - A
II-3 countervalue targeting |
violates LOAC,
23 7 s 206 | 3b(2)a |8 Change to read as follows: "Typical counterforce targets “CBRN" has been usedto | R — CBRN hes
) include bomber bases, ballistic missile submarine bases, replace “WMD" been replaced
intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) silos, antiballistic and | throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per
| i air defense installations, C2 centers, and CBRN weapon is & noun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
_ | storage facilities.” adjective. What should recommendatio
have been used is “CBRN | p. i
weapons,”
23 USAF A 2.06 12 Change to read: “weapon systems are more” { Grammar A
23 35 USIFCOM A 2.06 12 Change as follows: “... weapon systems are more .,." I Editorial, A — Same as
above target
2 USN A | 2.06 12 At the end of the line add gre after "weapons system” and Grammar A — Same as
- before "more" below target
24 STRATCOM | C 206 13.15 | Change to read, “accurate than the forces and weapons Many operational law A
i required to implement 8 epuntervalue-critical infrastructure attorneys do not believe
strategy, because counterforce targets are generally harder, | “countervalue™ targeting
more _.3899._ &59_: to find, and more mobile than (especially as defined in
this JP) is a lawful
justification for
| employment of force,
| i much less nuclear force. ]
cc312fe.doc as of 04/28/03 Page3d4of 75
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Countervalue philosophy
makes no distinction
between purely civilian
activities and military
related activities, and
could be used to justify
deliberate attacks on
civilians and non-military
portions of a nations

i economy. It therefore
cannot meet the “military
necessity” prong of the
Law of Armed Conflict
(LOAC). Countervalue
targeting also undermines
one of the velues that
underlies LOAC — the
reduction of civilian
suffering and to foster the
ability to maintain the
peace after the conflict
ends. For example,
under the countervalue
target philosophy , the
attack on the World
Trade Center Towers on
9/11 could be justifled.

24

L

“STRATCOM

c (206

17.23

Change to rcad, “(b) Ceuntervalue-Critical Infrastructure
Targeting. ritical infmstructure targeting
strategy directs the destruction or neutralization of sclected
adversary military and military-related activities forces and
their means of support, such as industries, resources, and
institutions that contribute to an adversary’s ability to wage
war. In general, weapons required to implement this strategy
are not as numerous or accurate as those required to impliement
a counterforce targeting strategry, because eauntervalue-critical
infrastructure targets arc generally softer and unprotected in
relation to counterforce targets.

Sec comments above -
i countervalue targeting
violates LOAC,
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0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE .ﬂmgmuoz
(ARM)
243 17 S 206 | 3b(2)(c | 25 Change to read as follows: "(c) Prioritization of Targets. Consistency with the A i
) trategic nuclear tFargets are :o_.:_m:w prioritized based upon | guidance added later in
the overall targeting strategy.” the paragraph.
244 J362 A 2.06 3b2c 30 Change to read: *..the theater’s-theater nuclear option...” Deletes incorrect word. A
24 usa S 207 | (def) |4.13 | “layering” and “cross-targeting” are target defeat mechanisms Doctrine. Layering and A — specify that
used by STRATCOM to ensure target defeat. They are not cross targeting do not itisa
| targeting planning considerations for theater nuclear planning | represent target planning | STRATCOM
staffs, considerations within the | methodology
theater targeting process.
ling 4 to aua ..r-ws.mun. rawn:an isa ﬁmmmruu
%@g BT E [
jn which morg: aﬁ_s
24 J-3 M 2.07 15.18 | Replacc paragraph with, “(f) Deliberate Planning. Deliberate Doctrine. Deliberate | A
planning is a highly structured process that engages planning is conducted |
commanders and staffs of the entire Joint Planning and IAW )P 5-0 to develop
Exccution Community in the methodical development of fully | “preplanncd options™
coordinated, complex planning for nuclear contingencies. The | described in the original
deliberatcly developed nuclear plans and options provide the paragraph. Replacing
President, Secretary of Defense, and Combatant Commanders | “preplanned options™ with
with the capability to rapidly respond to preplanned | the term “dcliberate [
contingencics. Plans and options developed during deliberate | planning” brings JP 3-12
planning provide a foundation for adaptive and crisis action in line with the JOPES
planning.” planning process
i contained in JP 5-0.
24 CADD A 1 2.07 (0 17 Question: Why delete the words cither functionally or The functional combatant | A -~ USAF
geographically.” commandcr is CDR rationsl below
STRATCOM the explaing
Geographic Combatant decision
Commander is someone
A else.
24 USA A 207 [ (D 17 Question: Why delete the words either functionally or The functional combatant | A - USAF
geographically.” commander is CDR rational belpw
STRATCOM the explains
Geographic Combatant decision
Commander is someone |
. else. |
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24

USAF

207 |

17.18

Change to read: expand the attack either functi
geographically or both.

Reinstate wording that
was deleted here,
Without the phrase, the
impression is left that the
attack can only expanded
physically into a larger
geographic area. The
attack can also be
expanded into functional
arcas (transportation hubs,
oil, power generstion,
eic) to achieve the desired
effects. This does not add

i confusion (rationale for

deleted). On the contrary,
it provides additional
options for targeting
strategics.

1
|
H

A

251

17

2.07 | 3b3)e

19

Change to read as follows: "(c) Nonstate actors (their facilities

and operation centers that possess

CBRN weepons)."

“CBRN" has been uscd to
replace “WMD"”
throughout the JP. WMD
isanoun. CBRN is an
adjective. What should
have been used is “CBRN
weapons.”

R — CBRN has
been replaced
with WMD per
Joint Staff
recommendatio
n.

25

I-3

2.07

20

Replace the paragraph title with “Adaptive and Crisis Action

Planning”™

Reference to Crisis
Action planning brings
this paragraph in line with
JP 5-0. Emergent targets
are planned for using
adaptive and/or crisis
action planning
procedures.

A

J-3

207

2022

Delete first sentence of paragraph.

Clarity. As written, this
sentence leads one to
belicve that emerging
targets only appear afer
an “initial laydown of
nuclear weapons™,

R — Sentence
says emerging
target may
appear after

Em:mwaosa.
ﬁ_n military
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(AR
| savvy audience
! will not come to
the conclusion
! that emerging
! i tasgets only
_ | | appear after
| . L initial laydown.
25] USMC A 207 | 3g 21 Change “follow on” to “follow-on™ Accuracy end consistency | A
R, with JP 1-02,
254 J3 M 2.07 23.24 Doctrine. Replacesthe | A
concept of “ad hoc™ !
(| planning with the
doctrinally accepted terms
i of adaptive and crisis
. i i action planning.
254 CADD s 1207 | (&) 24 Change to read:” This capability includes planning for and Don't use “ad hoc” not M - Changed in
being able to perform adaptive planning on ...." doctrinal correct. above comment
251 USA S 207 | (g) 24 Change to read:” This capability includes planning for and Don’t use “ad hoc™ not M — Changed in
TPy ar e et being able to perform adaptive planning on ....” doctrinal comrect. above comment
25] USN A 2,07 25 Replace a-peel-effarees with resources More appropriate | A
— verbiage. i
25] 37 S 207 |4a(l) |28 | Change to read as follows: "(1) Nonstrategic Nuclear Force | Consistency with the title | A
| Integration. JP 3-12.1, Joint Tactics, Techniques, and i of the paragraph.
| ! i Procedures for Theater Nuclear Planning, (S) provides
! i guidance for nonstrategic nucleer force employment
25 CICSALC S 207 | 31 Change to read:” Collateral Damage, US forces attemptto | accurate statement of law | M — See
limit collateral damege consistent with the Law of Armed and policy on collateral comment |
Conflict and to the exient consistent with employment damage below.
purposes and desited effect on the target. US nuclear weapons |
have been designed to minimize collateral damage.”
|
260 |33 M 2.07 31.33 | Replace paragraph with, “Nuclear Collateral Damage. Nuclear | Doctrine. Replaces A
| | collateral damage is defined as undesired damage or casualties | current paragraph with the
{ [ produced by the effects from friendly nuclear weapons. JP 1-02 definition of
Commanders and staffs responsible for developing nuclear nuclear collsteral damage
plans must consider avoidance of collateral damage as they as well as explains the
develop their strike options. Specific techniques for reducing | responsibilities
1 — < collateral damage include reducing weapon yield, improving commenders have in
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(A/R/M)
accuracy, employing multiple smaller weapons, adjusting the planning to limit
height of burst, and offsetting the desired ground zero (DGZ). | collateral damage.
Detailed discussion of these techniques and collateral damage
avoidance data is contained in JP 3-12.1, Joint Tactics,
Technigues, and Procedures for Theater Nuclear Planning,
- (S)
26 J-3 S 2,07 32.33 | Recommend deletion of sentence, "US nuclear weapons have | NPR states that we should | R—13
been designed to minimize collateral damage." examine modifications or || Comment OBE
tailored weapons that duc to above 13
would reduce collateral comment being
damage associated with accepted.
s our nuclear forces,
26 CADD s 207 [ (h) 33 Add, * Preclusion of collateral damage is & function of DGZ Completes the thought R - Comment
and HOB sclection.” OBE due to
above 13
comment being
accepted.
26 UsA 5 2.07 () i3 Add, * Preclusion of collateral damage is a function of DGZ Completes the thought R - Comment
and HOB selection.” OBE due to
abave J3
comment being
accepted.
264 USFK ] 207 |3b2i |39.41 | These criteria are normelly identified by the president or Normally, damage critcria | R — Nuclear
supported geographic combatant commander. is directed by the targeting comes
supported commander or | from higher
president. Wording was | authority
confusing. {CICS/Presiden
1) and is spelled
out in national
strategy and
m policy (NSPDs,
[ i i etc)
264 -3 5 ! 207 | 42 Recommend adding a description of the levels of nuclear Clarity and R - nuclear
! _ damage criteria (severe, moderate) to the paragraph. understanding. It is pot damage is
" widely known and oftecn | further
“ confused (e.g. there is no | explained in
i “destroy™ damage criteria | 3.12-1
for nuclear weapons).
264 USAES-DEl | § 207 |32y |43 Change to read: “Commanders must estimate the number and | Sec 6 above. W
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(A/RM]}
I characteristics of the weapons and delivery systems required to
achieve the level of desired damage to designated targets while
minimizing undesirable collateral effects and environmental
26 USFK M 208 |3b3 2.22 | delcte this entire section. This section belongs in R - Acceptance
chapter 111, theater nuclear | of EUCOM
planning. Also, these comment above
arcn’t target sclection clarifies
criteria, they are more a paragraph,
list of targets to be
i | selected.

26 EUCOM S 208 | (3) 5 Comment: The paragraph leads the readers to believe thata set | Clarification—provides A
of factors will be listed that will “determine appropriateness of | readers with a list of
a target for nuclear weapon employment as well as specific factors for weapon—target
weapon and delivery system selection”. No such factors are match-up.
listed. Instcad, a set of potential targets is listed.

hange: Inscrt the following as the third |
sentence in the paragraph: * These factars are: target
hardness/ability to survive conventional strikes, size of target,
| geology/depth of target (for underground targets), desired level
! of damage, target defenses, proximity to populated arcas,
i mobile/stationary target, potential for collateral damage.”

264 USAF M 2.08 6.7 Change to read: Considering these target selection factors, The adversary targets may | A — sdversary
possible adversary militaryforees-and-theirmeans-efsuppor not necessarily be military | targets is
targets are: orces and the means o descriptive

thairSapport. The list | enough,
_ itsctf includes non-state
actors, and there are many
. examples of adversary
| non-military resources on
a5 target lists.
27 17 S 208 | 3b(3)a|9 Change to read as follows: "(a) CBRN weapons, associated “CBRN" has beecn used to | R —~ CBRN has
) delivery systems, C2, production, and logistic support units.” replace “WMD” been replaced
throughout the JP.. WMD | with WMD per
is a noun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
adjective. What should qnoaaﬁannmo
have been used is “CBRN | |,
- weapons.”
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27 J-3 S 2.08 9.22 Ensure that these target types conform with JSCP guidance. JSCP Guidance. A
27] USAF s 2.08 19 Change toread: “non-state actors or terrorists™ Encompasses more R — a terrorist is
adversaries a non-state
actor
27] 34 USIFCOM S 2.08 22 Change as follows: *Underground facilities, to Eo_cnm Completeness and clarity. | A
274 j362 S 208 |3b2g |23 Add new paragraph: “(g) WMD storage facilitics,” Completes CBRN targets. | M- incorporated |
into the above
comment
27 CADD A 1208 | 4a. 28 Question: Does this still mean we have two targeting If not change the wording | A
| _ (1) _v mythologies? Nonstrategic JP 3-12.1 (old FM 101-31-2yand P to show JP 3-12.1 is used
| M APP 550 for strategic. " for both,
[
_ Change to read, (1) Nonstrategic Nuclear Force
Integration. JP 3-12.1, Joint Tactics, Techniques,
and Procedures for Theater Nuclear Planning, (S)
provides additicnal guidance for nonstrategic
nuclear force employment.”
27 USA A 208 | 4a 28 Question: Does this still mean we have two targeting If not change the wording | A —see above
{1) mythologies? Nonstrategic JP 3-12.1 (old FM 101-31-2) and to show JP 3-12.1 isused | comment
APP 550 for strategic. ™ for both,
27 33 A 2.08 28.29 | Replace “nonstrategic” with “theater.” Clarity/consistency. A
27 USMC A 2,08 |4a(1y |29 Change to read: and Procedures for Theaier Nuclear Planning | Cormrectness. The (S) goes | A
{S), provides guidance for :onwn.mam_n ouclear before the comma.
27 USAF S 2.08 30 Change to _dun_ There are more systems R - does not ,r.__u.
aircraft, are able to deliver these helong here, "
weapons than is reflected _
by a majority of the H
discussion in this \
publication. There is only |
one other mention of duat |
capable aircraft in the
publication (J-5 added
text @ pg [-4, In4). An
_ additionzl mention within
| the non-stratepic force
| discussion is appropriate. |
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OOITEN # | SOURCE | TYPE | PAGE | PARA [ LINE | COMMENT | RATIONALE j DECISION
f (ARM)

284 USFK A 208 | 422 32.36 . Integration of These sentences describe | M — Clarifies
conventional and nuclear forces is crucial to the overall an important concept, the | the believed
strategy. For many contingencies, conventional capabilities integration of intent of the
meet all know requirements. Conventional capabilitics may be | conventional and nuclear | comment

i | particulerly useful to limit collateral damage and danger of forces. They deserves to
| escalation. It must be understood how integration of nuclear be a scparate paragraph.
| and conventional forces will affect the overall strategy, i
(3} Strategic Nuclear Force Integration.
ﬂ_._wumo to read, * .“ i
{2) Conventional/Nuciear Force Integration. Integration of |
conventional and nuclear forces is ¢rucial to the overall
strategy. For many contingencies, conventional capabilities
meet all know requirements. Conventicnal capabilities may be
particularly usefil to limit collateral damage and danger of
escalation. It must be understood how integration of nuclear
| and conventional forces will affect the overall strategy,
(3) Strategic Nuclear Force Integration. To make the most i
efficient use of the nation’s strategic assets and to maximize | |
combat power, USSTRATCOM accomplishes strategic nuclear | ! [
operations through the integration of US and allied strategic
assets. Integration of forces exploits the full range of
characteristics offered by US strategic nuclear forces to support
nationa) and regioneal deterrence objectives."!
, | Re-number remaining paragraphs
|
]
. S—— — __ |
28 U5A 5 2.08 (2) 33.34 | Eliminate the sentence “For many contingencies, conventional f The sentence docs not fit | R —above
capabilities meet all known requirements.” i in to the context of the comment

paragraph. While should
conventional capabilities | eliminate some
may achieve confusion

i theater/national

_ objectives, the integration

_ R of nuclear capabilitics
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(A/R/M)
| with conventional
capabilitics may be the
factor that ensures the
attainment of the
Do s m abjective. sl §
28] 17 S 208 [4a2) |36 Change to read as follows: "To make the most efficient use of | Correctness. A
the nation’s strategic assets and to maximize combat power,
CDR USSTRATCOM accomplishes strategic nuclear
aperations through the integration of US and allied stratcgic
assets.”
28] USMC A 208 |4a 42 Change to read: (a) Nuclear-capable aircraft . . Correct punctuation. A
@)a)
284 USAF A 2.08 43 Change to read: ™ and are recallable” Grammar A
28] 37 USIFCOM A 2.08 43 Change as follows: “... resolve and are recallable, ... Editorial. A ~Same as
above
nj USN A 2.08 44 Delcte: entire Unnccessary edjective, A
"range of nuclear
o operations" stands alonc
28 )-3 S 2.08 44 i Eliminate “precision strike.” Nuclear capable aircraft wl A
| may have many \
i advantages. Accuracy (as |
compared to other
systems) is not onc of
= them. i
28] EUCOM S 208 [ 4.a(2) |44 Comment: Currently reads “Aircraft delivered weapons also Enhance accuracy -- there | A — Same as the
(a) provide precision strike capability across the entire range of is no current precision above comment
nuclear operations™. nuclear strike capability
in the inventory.
Recommended Change: *Aircraft delivered weapons also
provide strike capabilitics across the entire range of nuclear
o . operations,” e
284 UsA S 209 | (2 There should be some discussion of the policy concept of This reflects current % | R —not 1
WF preemption as well as an expanded discussion of retaliation. Y | national security stratcgy | appropriate for H
and should be contained an unclassified ]
in any discussion of Joint | pub. \.L\ {
nuclear doctrine. f i
20 USA S 209 {(2) Incorporate the concepts of passive defense in to the paragraph | Passive defense measures | R—The
ont Offensive and Defensive Integration. are a key to the New concept of
_ . Triad. Fum?n defense
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{A/R/M) .
and GMD zare
both mentioned |
29 USAF M 2.09 5.6 Change to read: As a sign of national .dmc?n and readiness, The effect of recailability ]
of SSBNs is little
different than en
adjustment of alert jovel \
of ICBM or an aircraft
recall (or bombers taken
off alert). The point here
is the signal sent and
effect desired from those
deployments and changes
in readiness levels of the
strike capabilitics portion
of the triad. ]
29] J-3 S 2.09 9.11 Recommend addition of the terms prelaunch survivability Terms listed may be A
(PLS), probable crror in height of burst (PEH), probability to unfamiliar to readers.
penetrate (PTP), weapons system reliability (WSR), and Need to explain how these
circular error probable (CEP) to the glossary. Also, should factors influence
explain why these factors arc important to consider during integration of strategic
integration of strategic forces. forces.
fdd the following to the glossary.
clrcular error probable. An indicator of the delivery
eccuracy of a weapon system, used as & factor in determining
probable damage to a farget. It is the radius of a circle within
which half of a missile’s projectiles are expected to fall, (JP 1-
02}
prelannch servivability. The probability that a delivery
and/or lsunch vehicle will survive an enemy attack under an |
estgblished condition of wamning. (JP 1-02) |
propable error height of burst, Errar in height of burst thel
projectile and/or missile fuzes may be expeeted to exceed ag
iRen as not. (JP 1-02)
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probability to penetrate. Depth that projectile and/or missile
fuzes may be expected to penetrate as often as not, (Upen
approval of this revision, this term and its definition will be
| jhcluded in JP 1-02,)
29 I7 A 2.09 | 4a(2) 14 Renumber 25 4a(3). Renumber succeeding. Correctness. A
29 USA A 209 | (@) 14 Change subparagraph numbering from (2) to (3). Cormrectness A —same as
above
29; 7 S 2.09 | 4a(2) 16 Change to read as follows: "Defensive systems include space This paragraph concerns | A
warning, air defense waming and interceptars, ballistic missile | strategic offensive and
defense (BMD) warning, and a worldwide integrated tactical defensive integration.
warning and attack assessment (ITW/AA) system. Aetive
hraator DALY tntncnanting snanbeitos e o2 o o 31087
~These systems, coupled with
additional passive defense measures, offer a damage limitation
5 potentia to US warfighting capabilities.” )
29 UsA A 209 | (2) 19 Spell out “BMD". First use of the acronym M —fixed in {
for batlistic missile above comment
defense.
291 CADD 8 209 | (2) 21 Change to read: * .. limitation potential to US warfighting Completes the offensive | A
capabilitics. Defensive and Offensive Information Operations | and defensive thought.
as described in JP3-13 expands the integration of offensive and
defensive capabilities.
29 Usa S 209 | @) 21 Change to read: * ...limitation potential to US warfighting Completes the offensive | A —same as f
capabilities. Defensive and Offensive Information Operations | and defensive thought. above
as described in JP3-13 expands the integration of offensive and
defensive capabilities. N
294 USA S 209 |«c 35 Substitute the word “enhancing” for the word “ensuring”. Defenses will only A
enhance, not ensure
security.
uj 38 USIFCOM S 2.09 39 Change as follows: “President ef and Secretary...” Clarity. Eliminates A
potential implication of
brenk in line of command |
requircments =
30 USA M 2,10 | Fig. Change the title of the graphic to “Planning Considerations” Correciness A
-4 vice “Offensive-Defensive Integration”.
30 USN S 2,10 F2.04 | Change es follows: Land, Air, Maritime, and-Space, and Accuracy A
Special Operations Eerces
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| | e
30f [USA A 210 | 3) 2 | Change subparagraph numbering from (3) to (4). | Administrative | A
3 | USMC M 2,10 ¢ 4.7 Change to ..nmn_ ..@ Flight ﬂe.i___o..w. _".._ Accuracy and clarity, A
| International law
__ safeguards and governs
nuclear forces noc_a ocgupy the same m_mE corridors the mirspace rights of i
" simultaneously, affecting both strategic aircraft and missile sovereign nations. it is i
i flyout over friendly territory, it is imperative flight corridors critical, therefore, to
,_ are deconflicted and force employment is synchronized.” include the airspace rights
of non-hostile nations as a
planning consideration of
. flight corridors. |
30 USAF A 210 [ (3)Xa) |5 Change to read: affecting both strategie aircraft and missile “Strategic” adjective used n
fiyout earlier in the sentence,
don’t necd to restate.
3 7 8 210 | 4&(3) 10 Change to read as follows: "These routes must avoid areas Clarity, A
(a) scanned by defenses to reduce potential exeeution-against
engagement of friendly aircraft.”
301 usMcC M 2,10 13.14 | Change to read: “(b) Overflight. ICBM and SLBM flight | Accuracy and clarity. A
! corridors may fraverse a_n .9.59% and airspace om other International law
| | safeguards and governs
”, the airspace rights of
. sovercign nations, It is
| critical, therefore, to _
include the airspace rights |
i carcfully reviewed to ensure compliances with intemational of non-hostile nations as &
! law.” planning consideration of
i flight corridors.
308 USA M 1210 e 16.21 | Rewrite this paragraph to reflect the intent of the paragraph Doctrinal/correctness. n. Change to
i “Planning Considerations.” As written, this subparagraph | Highlighted text
_ discusses the movement or employment of US land, air,
[ maritime or Special Operations forces through areas that have |
a high probability of being targeted with adversary nuclear
weapons. This is a defensive focus and is not relative to
considerations for planning the use of US nuclear weapons. |
The intent of the paragraph should be the planning i
considerations of how nuclear forces/operstions are integrated |
with US land, air, maritime or Special Operations forces. All |
| US forees are potential targets for adversary nuclear weapons. _*
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Change to read, “(c) Land, Air, Maritime, and Special
Operations Forces. To the maximum extent practical, joint
land, air, maritime, and special operations forces employment
| | into or through an area with a high concentration of nuclear
| “ | warheads or delivery systems should be avoided to the . |
" | maximum extent practical. Conversely, nuclear weapon use in !
areas where friendly joint forces are operating should be
garefully planned to prevent damage to friendly forces."
3 13 M 2.10 16.21 | Recommend this paragraph be rewritten to focus on the As written, this paragraph | A- Change in
planning considerations of how nuclesr forces/operations are discusses the movement | above comment
integrated with land, air, maritime, and special forces of friendly forces into i
operations, areas that have a high
| : probability of attack by
! i _. enemy nuclear weapons.
| This is a NBC defensive i
focus and not relevant to
considerations for
planning the use of US
nuclear weapons. NBC |
defense issues are
|_contained in JP 3-11.
31 USN S 2.10 16.21 | GENERAL COMMENT: Idon't understand the putpose of Clarity and understanding | M - Changed in
this text as written particularly in context with the more gbove
| inclusive subject of "planning considerations.: The two i
| sentences seem disjointed at best. The first sentence seems to
men some sense w_z_ocmr it noca Edcmw_w co u_Eu__mna
%%5%%% qo zﬁ maximum Q;ﬂ:
ractical, joint operations into or through an area with a high |
concentration of nuclear warheads or delivery systems should |
| be avoided. Additicnally, no justification has been provided
| | on why they should be avoided - other than the obvious. The
| second sentence doesn't make sense at ail
| "Operations in these arcas may include high-payoff targets and _,
_ have the greatest potential for nuclear detonations as the result |
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(AR
of attack operations or defensive intercepts.”
Are we trying to infer that we should avoid joint operations in
these arcas because they could trigger explosions?
] 17 A 210 | 4a(3) 19 Change to read as follows: "These Operations-in-these-arcas Clarity and correctness, M — Changes in
(3] may include high-payoff targets and have the greatest potential above comment
for nuclear detonations as the result of attack operations or
defensive intercepts.”
31] UsA M 210 |d 22.28 | Rewrite this paragraph to read “Ground, maritime and space IPP warming systems may -
systems can provide the commander near real time iPP include maritime systems | incorporates J7
information following the launch of adversary missiles. as well as groupd and comment below
Depending on the location of farces, the commander can use space systems. Does a
the IPP date to wamn and prepare threatened forces, execute real time capability exist
intercept of adversary missiles, or....." to provide IPP
information? Movement
. of threatencd forces
Change 10 read, “Ground, maritime and space systems can would be extremely
provide the commander near real time IPP information difficult; wamning them so
fellowing the launch of adversary missiles. Depending onthe | that they may take
Tocation of forces, the commander can use the IPP data to: defensive measures may
maove threatened forces to safer locations (time permitting) be a more accurate
%ﬂiﬂ% or allow a missile to reflection of actual
reach its predicted impact point when the missile is expected to | capabilitics.
detonate in & noncritical args (e.g., desolate, uninhabited Jand
or unoccupied waters).”
31] 17 M 210 {4a(3) |24 Change to read as follows: "Depending on the location of This is strategic nuciear A - Put into
(d) forces, the commander can use the IPP data to: move force intcgration. The US | USA comment
::.nm_gna forces to mmmn_. _onm:onm (time permitting); exeeute | has no operational above
; or allow a missile to reach its capability to intercept
predicted impact point when .rn missile is expeeted to detonate | ballistic missiles. Per JP
in a noncritical arca {e.g., desolate, uninhabited land or 1-01, joint doctrine is
unoccupied waters).” written to reflect existing
capabilities. If what is
being discussed is cruise
missile, then reword
_paragraph accordingly.
314 USN S 2.11 5.06 Replace: ee Accuracy A
imtelizenes s..:. @:m
Ghange in figure 114 also
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313

37

211

4a(3)
®

Change to read as follows: "{f) Decision Timelines. Decision
makers Deeisionmakers are required to review and select
defensive and offensive actions within severely compressed
timelines i i issi

In accordance with the
latest guidence from the
Joint Staff Editors:
Decision makers and
decision making are two
words when used as a
noun. Decision-making is
hyphenated when not
used as a noun. Track this
fix throughout the pub,
Delete last sentence; this
paragraph is not about c
theater force integration, !

A

318

2.1

27

Change to read, "Critical C4ISR nodes require...”

Only critical nodes
require this degree of
survivability.

A

31

J6

2,11

27

Change "All C4ISR nodes..." to read "Some C4ISR nodes...”

Not all C4ISR nodes
require survivable
communications. The
communications should
only be as survivable as
the node it supports. i.c.
only ground nodes that
withstand the nuclear
blast and setellites require
radiation hardening
protection.

M - changed to
critical C4ISR
nodes below.

k3t

2.11

4a(3)
(2)

34

Change to read as follows: "This decision-making process must
correlate offensive . , . rapid decisi ing capabilities.”

In accordance with the
Iatest guidance from the
Joint Staff Editors:
Decision makers and
decision making are two
words when used as a
noun. Decision-making is
hyphenated when not
used as a noun. Track this
fix throughout the pub.

3N

17

2.1

4b

38

Change to read as follows: "b. Employment. Basic cmployment
considerations are closely tied to the capabilities of assigned

Consistency with Chapter
11, para 2¢. Consistency

é
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i nuclear forces (i.c., weapons, delivery systems, and supporting | with Chapter I, para lc.
systems under the COCOM of CDR USSTRATCOM and i
OPCON of the geogmphic combatant commanderg). As
f addressed earlier, cach leg of the strategic nueleas trind offers !
special characteristics that collectively provide a wide range of
| employment capabilities such as flexibility, effectiveness,
arny b | survivability, and responsiveness.” .
32 USN S 2.11 41 Delefe: speeiat Unnecessary adjective. A
2 -3 A 212 8 Change to read, “Options that whieh-are very..."” Grammer, A
3 USAF S 2.12 16.19 | Change to read: Strategie-nuelear Nuclear force readiness Strategic, non-traditional, | A
i levels are categorized as operationally-deployed or responsive. | tactical, etc force
These two readiness levels provide strategie nuclear forces | readiness levels carry
responsive to potential, immediate, and unexpected threats as | similar categorizations. | |
depicted in Figure 0I-5. No need to be specific i
| regarding strategic forces
i | here.
_ 32 USAF S 2.13 F2.05 | Change to reed “Uploading or Modifying Weapons on™. A potential threat may be | A
better deterred with #
changing weapon load out _d
2y | orweapon designftype. |
324 5 s 2.13. F2.13 | Change Respensive-Force as follows: “Augmentation { SEDCDEF preferenceto ;A
apability” avoid the use of term _
_ A “responsive force”, |
Change reflects work of [
| | OSD working group on
| responsive capability.
324 | UsA M 3.0 Chapter 1, as currently written, inadequately addresses the Better defines the actual | M - an extra
role of nuclear weapons within theater operations, Paragraph | role of US theater nuclcar | paragraph has
1, The Rele of US Theater Nuclear Operations needs to be operations. been added that
cxpanded to provide the reader information on how theater ! | expands the role
nuclear operations complement theater conventional ! of specific
| operations. Recommend that this paragraph be rewritten with | platforms which
i the following subparagmphs that will define the role of nuclear better define the
operations within regional combatant commands : role of nuclear |
! a. Deterrence ¥ operations
| | b. Counter Emergence of @ Conventional Threat within regional
c. Reassure Allies combatant
d. Rapid Responsc Capability to Theater Crisis _. gommands,
| S [ . Remliation Capability to Use of Adversary WMD |
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kbl 33 M jor | 8 Recommend inserting a paragraph that cxplains the “Role of A paragraph should be M- an extra |
Theater Nuclear Operations.” inserted that details the paragraph has
role that theater nuclear been added that
plans/operation has in expands the role
supporting theater of specific
conventional platforms which
plans/campaign plans. better define the
role of nuclear
operations
within regional
combatant i
~ commands.

32 I 8 3.01 la 1o Change to read as follows: "a, Proliferation and US “CBRN" has been used to | R — CBRN has
Vulnerabilities. While the end of the Cold War has lowered replace “WMD” been replaced
concems for strategic nuclear war, proliferation of CBRN throughout the JP. WMD { with WMD per
weapons raises the danger of nuclear weapons use. There are is a noun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
30 countries with various CBRN weapons programs, including | adjective. What should recommendatio
many rogue states, With continuing advances in science, have been used is “CBRN | n,
information technology, and the unstoppable spread of weapons.”
knowledge, CBRN weapons proliferation is likely.

(1) Future adversarics may conclude they cannot defeat US
military forces and thus, if they choose war, may reason their
oitly chance of victory is CBRN weapons use to pressure a US
withdrawal or against ports and airfields to block
reinforcements,

(2) Another US vulnerability inviting CBRN weapons use is its
reliance on computers and high-tech clectronics, making the
United States much more vulnerablc to the EMP effects of air-
burst nuclear weapons.”

32 USN 8 3.01 17.19 | Change as follows: Future adversarics may conclude they Phrase is too limiting, A
cannot defeat US military forces and thus, if they choose war, | They may have intentions
may reason their only chance of victory is CBRN use te other than pressuring for a i
pressure-a-US-withdrawal-er-against-peris-end-aisfields-te withdrawal or blocking |
seinfarcements. reinforcements, They

may also target more than
. just ports or airfields.

32 k3 S 301 17.28 | Eliminate or add. APOD/SPOD vulncrability and EMP are Combinc all elements of | A — Paragraph

listed as friendly vulnerabilities to cnemy nuclear use. Arc para | into a generatand | changed to
L these the only ones? How are they linked to our deterrence cohesive paragraph on the | fpake paragraph
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strategy? How is this linked tq the THEATER mﬁ_amﬁ Is role of nuclear weapons in | more cohesive.
this limited to WMD? theater operations,
Change to read, “(2) US military eperations have become
reliant on computers and high-tech electronics, making global
and theater military operations much more vulnerable to the
EMF effects of nuclear weapons detonated at high altitude. An
adversary may conclude that just one high altitude muclear |
detonation could wreak enormous damage to theater and h_ocw_
commumications, computers, and weaponry electronio
components, possibly reducing the US high-tech warfare
advantage.”
3 13 S 3.01 24 Recommend replacement of "CBRN" with "nuclear.” "CBRN" does not make A - paragraph
sense in the context of rewopded in
EMP cffects on abpve commeni
electronics.
33 Usa M 3.0t @ 24.28 | Delete or regrade this paragraph. The security classification of | The content of this R - This
this paragraph content as written appears to expose a critical paragraph appear to vulnersbility is
vulnerability of US systems and is typically only found in expose particular public record,
classified documents. vulnemability of US See the 1997
systems 10 a specific type | House
of attack. Publication of | Committee en
this paragraph should be | National
done under a classified security
document and deieted testimony by
from the unclassified Curt Weldon.
publication.
33] | I-5NAC S 3.01 Ia(2) |26 Change "air-burst nuclear weapons" to "nuclear weapons This is the correct way to | A — pamgraph
| detonated at high altitude" describe where EMP reworded in
comes from. Although gbove comment
any airburst can give off
an amount of EMP, it is
the high altitude option
that produces the effect
eluded 1o in this
| paragraph.
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33 uj1cm.—_..noz S 3.01 26.27 | Change as follows: “An sdversarv may conclude that Jjust Clarity. One HA nuclear | A - paragraph
| one high altitude nuclear detonation could wreak enormous detonation would wreak | reworded in
damage to thesterand global communications ...” havoc on global ebove comment
communications; saying
“theater and global” is
il i} . therefore redundant. ]
33 STRATCOM | S 30l 28 Change to read, “...components, regatingpossibly reducing | Exact effects are not A
thc US high-tech warfare advantage.” i known.
334 USMC s 301 | 30.34 | Delete the second quote, Adds nothingtothe text | A
| of the pub. If it important i
| enough replace it at the
| top of the page and delete |
the other onc. |
3% 7 S 3.01 b 40 Change to read as follows: "To maximize deterrence of CBRN | “CBRN" has been used to | R —~ CBRN has
weapons use, it is essential US forces prepare to use nuclear replace “WMD” been replaced
_ weapons effectively on the battlefield and against adversary throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per
| CBRN weapons, and that US forces appear determined to is a noun. CBRN is an Joint Staff’
| employ nuclear weapons if necessary to prevent and punish adjective. What should recommengdatio
CBRN weapons use. il ~it | have been used is “CBRN | n.
is-assentialUS-forees-planto-use-nuoles 22EER effactive | a_c_nmﬁO-—m.:
Eliminate redundant
se-prepared-te-employaae sentence
. | and-punish- CBRM use.”
33 1-3 A o | 45 | Delete sentence “To maximize deterrence of CBRN use it is Accuracy A 5l
| cssential US forces....and punish CBRN use.” The same text
| already exists at line 40. £ |
33 Usa A [302 |b. 2.3 Delete last sentence. Does not contain PA
| additional information
. — | from previous sentence.
33{ 40 USIFCOM A 3.02 3 Change as follows: “nccessary to prevent and punish retaliate | Clarity. R — sentence
) egainst CBRN use,” L removed
344 7 S 3.02 Ie(t) |25 Change to read as follows: "(a) An adversary using or “CBRN" hasbeenused to | R~ CBRN has
(a)-(h) intending to use CBRN weapons against US/multinational/ replace “WMD" anna___.n_u_nn&
m ellisnce forces and/or innocent civilian populations that throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per
| conventional forces cannot stop. | isanoun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
i (b) Imminent attack from adversary BWs that only nuclear adjective. What should recommendatio
“ weapons effects can safely destroy/incinerate (versus dispersed | have been used is “CBRN MH
i into atmosphere with conventional munitions). weapons.” Consistency | =
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{c) Attacks limited 1o adversary CBRN wespaons {(e.g., against
deep, hardened bunkers containing chemical or biological
weapons or the C2 infrastructure required for the adversary to
execute 8 CBRN attack) that could be employed against the
United States.

(d) Counter potentially overwhelming adversary conventional
forces.

with JP 3-16,

(e) Rapid and favorable war termination on US terms.

(f) Ensure success of US; ition; and alied multinational |
operations. |
(g) Demonstration of US intent and capability to use nuclear |
weapons to deter adversary use of CBRN weapons.

(h) Use of adversary-supplied CBRN weapons by third party
terrorist organizations against

US/eealition/alliedmultinational forces and/or innocent civilian
populations.”

USA

3.02

36

i Change sentence to read “Counter potentially overwheiming

adversary conventional forces, to include mobile and arca
targets (troop concentration).

6.07

Recommend adding minimum safe distance (MSD), collateral
damage distance (CDD), and least separation distance (LSD) to
the glossary.

Add the following to the glossary.

Minimum Safe Distance. 1t is the distance from desired
ground zero st which a specific degree of personnel risk and
vulnerability will not be exceeded with a 99 percent assurance.
For more information see JP 3-12.1, Joint Tactics, Technigues!
and Procedures for Theater Nuclear Planning (5).

Collateral Damage Distance. The minimum distance that a
desired ground zero must be separated from civilian personnel
|_and materiel {o ensure with a 99 percent assurance that a 5

cc312fe.doc

as of 04/28/03

Completeness.
Articulates that combatant
commanders may plan for
the entire range of targets,
to include mobile and area |

targets. m
—

“Clarifies terms. |

1
|

A —-add the
highlighted
terms to the
glossary
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| percent incidence of injuries or property damage will not be
! exceeded. For mare information see JP 3-12.1, Joint Tactics,
| Techniques, and Procedures for Theater Nuclear Planning (S).
| i Leest Separation Distance (LSD). The minimum distance that a
! i desired ground zero must be separated from an object to ensure
m | no more than a 10 percent incidence of damage or obstacles
| i with 99 percent assurance. For more information see JP 3-
m i 12.1, Joint Tactics, Technigues, and Procedures for Theater
Nuclear Planning (S).

34] n 5 303 ic(3y 9 Change to read as follows: "(3) As the Plan Manager, CDR Correctness. M — kept all the
USSTRATCOM develops TNOs aguinst facilities selected by changed, but
the supported regienal geographic combatant commander. removed the
CDR USSTRATCOM provides nuclear expertise to the unnecessary
supported combatant commander throughout the planning term plans
process to include;” manager
Change to read as follows; "(3) As-the-Rlan-Manager; CDR |
USSTRATCOM develops TNOs against facilities selected by

_ the supported regionsl geographic combatant commander.
i CDR USSTRATCOM provides nuclear expertise to the
i “ supported combatant commander throughout the planning |
_ process te-inelude:” _
34; 33 S 3,03 9 Recommend defining the term “Plan Manager”, Responsibilities of the M --term plans
plan manager should be manager
clear to the reader. removed

341 usa 5 3.03 f 34 9.21 Paragraphs (3) and {4) should be rewritten to reflect that the Development of theater | M — changes

m theater owns the TNO process and that USSTRATCOM, as a nuclear plans is a ﬂ made to clear

| supporting command, assists the theater in the development of | doctrinal responsibility of _ up who owns

| theater nuclear options. combatant commands. | the TNO

m | process.
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344 J-3 M 1 3.03 9.23 Recommend moving these subparagraphs to paragraph 3.a.(2) | These subparagraphs "M - Paragraph
. in the Planning portion of Chapter I1. assign responsibilities for | slightly
planning to | changed 1o
USSTRATCOM and | spenud less time
should not appearasa  fon .
subparagraph to “nuclear | STRATCGM's
weapons usc”, responsibilities,
However, the
info is needed
in the comtext of
the paragraph.
34] | CADD A 3.03 3) 10 Change to read as follows: *. . .by the supported geographical | Consistency with other A —changed in
combatant commander. geographical combatant above comment
commanders,
34 Usa A 3.03 3) 10 Change to read as follows: *. . .by the supported geographical | Consistency with other A - chunged in
combatant commander. geographical combatant gbove comment
commanders,
34 33612 S 3.03 1c3 10.19 | USSTRATCOM provides nuclear expertise to the supported | While factually comect, A
i gombatant commander throughout the planning process. te i this paragraph is the only
imelade: | place where the
{e-Preparing-the WHISICEY mecsape- | WHISKEY and ROMEO
He-Revelepingthe TR0 messages, and the concept
e Prfine-the ROMEC-message: | of TNQ maintenance, arc
_ - {-Cendustingresuired-ThC-maointonares: | addressed, and will
_ [ | probably confuse the
| | reader rather than provide
i | clarity.
354 USAT A i 3.03 11.19 | Delete the subparagraphs a-d— ; Paragraphs offer no A —same as
. teyPreporingthe WS E - message: relevant data. ..in fact, the | above
o-PevelopimgtheThNG- paragraph begs for more
Z-Brefinpdhe i B8 -messags detailed information
35 | 3-3 S 3.03 13.17 | Recommend deleting references to WHISKEY and ROMEO Eliminates requirement to | A — same as
messages and replacing both lines with, “(a) Preparing define classified terms. ghove
Emergency Action Messages.” b
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35] 44 USIFCOM A 3.0 13.19 | Delete subparagraphs a-d. Clarity, These paragraphs | A — same as
offer no relevant data and | above
requirced further detailed
information for them to be
LL— relevant,

35] 47 USIFCOM S 303 18 Comment: Given that SACEUR could potentially make this _"_ A - Specifics of
request, what is USSTRATCOM's role in the EUCOM theater | the process
since USSTRATCOM EAPs are not used? — _ have been

removed.
Additionally, a
note was added
regarding the
unique
EUCOM
rclationship,
Can not go
much further in
depth in an
unclass pub

354 7 5 .03 le(4y |21 Change to read as follows: "(4) CDR USSTRATCOM will Correctness. A
coordinate all supporting component and combat support
agency actions necessary and assist the supported combatant
commander in understanding the effects, employment
procedures, capabilitics, and limitations of nuclear weapons.”

354 STRATCOM | M 3.03 24 Add the attached section 2. Theater Nuclear Support Forces | Answer's guestions about | A "

theater assets, specifically i
Renumber remaining sections in chapter 3 addresses DCA

35¢ i S 3.03 21y |38 Change to read as follows: "CDR USSTRATCOM provides Correctness. A
the supported geographic combatant commander the firebreak
authority for the expenditure of nuclear weapons following
Presidential authorization.”

35 I3 8 3.03 38.39 | “USSTRATCOM provides the GCC the authority for the Clarity. As stated the M - Changed in
expenditure of nuclear...” USSTRATCOM provides the reader would be lead to USFK
technical means to pass the authorization, but are not in the believe USSTRATCOM | comment.
chain of command. has go/no-go authority in

theater nuclear execution.

35 USFK M 3.03 2a.l 38.40 | Change last sentence to, “USSTRATCOM relays through a USSTRATCOM relays A
secure communications channel to the supported geographic the authorization message
combatant commanders the authority for the expenditure of from the president to the
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nuclear weapons following Presidential authorization.” supported combatant "
commander, he docs not
provide the authority. et
359 USA M 303 | 2al 40 Add the following sentence “Command and control and Doctrinc. Emphasizes the | A
. coordination must be flexible enough to allow the theater necessity to develop and
commander to strike time-sensitive targets such as missile rehearse command,
launch platforms. Procedures must be well rehearsed soasto | control and coordination
| compress the time required between the decision to strike and | procedures so as to allow
the actual strike. the capabhility to strike
fleeting, time-sensitive
targets, R
361 STRATCOM | § 3.03 41 Add the following notc at the end of (1). A
“Note that EUCOM has a unigue nuclear command and
control relationship with Supreme Headguarters Allied Powers
Europe."”
36 17 S 3.04 Photo | Change to read as follows: "Theater nuclear support is Consistency with the text. | A
thoroughly coordinated among CDR USSTRATCOM, the
Services components, and the geographic combatant
commander to ensure unity of effort.”
361 USN S 3.04 Photo | Delete photo and caption. No value added to section | M —-changed |
content. caption slightly
Limited relation between | to make more
photo and caption. pertinent.
36] USA A 3.0 1 (2) 2 Replace the word “component” with the word “combatant™. Administrative/clarity. A —same as
above
364 -3 S 3.04 2 Replace the word “component” with “combatant” Doctrine. A |
36 17 S 3.04 | 22(2) 2 Change to read as follows: "The US clement compeneat Consistency with JP0-2, | M —changed to
commander in a multinational command provides guidance Chapter 111, para 16¢c. combatant
and publishes directives on the use of nuclear weapons by US commander iaw
forces in such commands.” below comment
364 USA S 304 | b 12..01 | Recommend not deleting the discussion of the services Provides the reader with | R — Original |
7 capabilities data he/she may not have | JFCOM |
from other sources. comment, |
original text
implies that
components
would routinely
| coordinate
[ . puclear support
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with each other,
The ensuing
discussion on
coordination
channels is no
| different than it
| would be for
any other type
| of support,

35] CADD s 304 | b 12.17 | Recommend not deleting the discussion of the services Provides the reader with | R — Original
capabilities data he/she may not have | JFCOM
from other sources, comment;
original text
implies that
components
would routinely
coordinate |
nuclear support
with each other:
w._x.. ensuing
discussion on
coordination
channels is no
different than it
would be for
any other type
N I s o of support.
3 17 s 1304 {2b 17 Change to read as follows: "When preparing nuclear support Correctness. A

i plans, CDR USSTRATCOM coordinates with supporting
Service components and the geographic combatant commander i
| 10 avoid fratricide and promote unity of effort.
i USSTRATCOM planners require input from Service experts |
| on the theater or joint task force staffs to ensure appropriate i
i weapon yields, delivery methods, and safe delivery routing.
Targeting conflicts ere resolved with direct consultations
between the supporting and supported combatant commander's
staffs, CDR USSTRATCOM will deploy a Theater Planning
Response Cell (TPRC) familiar with the theater to provide |
. nuclear planning and CBRN weapons cxpertise. The TPRC i
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will inelude provide a consequence of execution and hazard
prediction analysis to the supported combatant commander.
The consequence of execution analysis provides the decision
maker with an estimate of collateral effects during the
expenditure of nuclear weapons.”
364 I3 5 3.04 17 Replace “When preparing...” with “When assisting in the Geographical Combatant | A
preparation of...” Commanders have the
responsibility to prepare
theater nuclear plans.
Exl 1.3 5 3.04 23 Change to read, “USSTRATCOM will deploy a Theater Clarifies the deployment | A
Planning Response Cell (TPRC), familiar with the theater, to location of the TPRC.
the supported combatant commander to provide nuclear
planning and WMD expertise.” |
37 USMC 8 3.04 23 Change to read: “...will deploy a Ftheater Pplanning Terms arc not capitalized | M ~TPRCs
Rresponse €cell (TPRC)...” in this usage. renamed. New
name properly
- capitalized
37 USFK A 305 [ 2b 1 The TPRC will provide consequence of execution and hazard | Language usage, the M - Changed m
prediction analysis to the supported commander. TPRC is a group of above comment
people who provide that changed
products, they don't TPRC to SST
. include products. |
37 J-3 M 3.05 8.17 | Recommend revision of entire paragraph to clearly delineate Clarifies roles and A
responsibilities for theater nuclear planning. Geographic responsibilitics.
combatant commanders (or JFCs) are responsible for defining
theater objectives, selecting targets, and developing nuclear
plans required to support those objectives. USSTRATCOM is
a supporting combatant commander when it comes to
development of theater nuclear plans.
muzan to read, ¢
{1} Theater Plan
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All theater nuclear..."”
37 17 A 305 |[3a 11 Change to read as follows: " . . . combatant commanders, Acronym does not meet A
initiates crisis action planning (€AP) procedures contained . . | guidclines; single
i occurrence does not
. warrant acronymm use.
37 UsSMC A 305 | 3a 12 Delete (CAP). Consistency with JP 1-01. | A —Same as
Acronym is not in the above
glossary. The term crisis
i ection planning is used
| only twice, which would
mean the acronym would
be used only once. s _
374 USMC S 3.05 12 Change to read: “...action planning {CAR)} procedures...” Only use of term, 50 no A —same as
acronym is used. above _
37 J-3 M 3.05 19 Recommend revision of *Theater Planning” portion of the Clarifies roles and i M —roles of
chapter to expand on the responsibilities of the CJCS, Joint responsibitities. _ STRATCOM
Staff, Geographic Combatent Commander, USSTRATCOM, and combatant
and supporting commands/agencics. commander are |
further
expanded on in
above
comment. The
JS and CJCS’s
roles are in 3.8. |
37 i S 305 3a(1) 19 Change to read as follows: "(1) Theater Planning. COR Correctness. A
USSTRATCOM provides detailed planning support to meet
theater strategy during crisis action, adaptive, and deliberate
planning.” ]
37 | USAF 5 | 3.05 19.20 | Change to read: When tasked, USSTRATCOM provides STRATCOM's level of 2 i
i detailed planning support to meet theater strategy during crisis | involvement in theater
{ action, adaptive, and deliberate planning. nuclear planning varies
between theaters. It is not
one-size fits all, JSCP
would task STRATCOM
as nccessary based upon
resident theater expertise,
forces considered for use,
and other factors. o]
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3 USFK S 305 |3al 19.23 | (1) Theater Planning. All theater nuclear option planning The theater planners do M - Modified
conducted by the gecographic combatant commander follows theater planning with in response to J-
Joint Operation Planning and Execution System (JOPES). support from 3 comment
USSTRATCOM provides detailed planning support to meet STRATCOM, thercfore below
theater strategy during crisis action, adaptive, and deliberate the first sentence should
planning. discuss the theater
planners, not
STRATCOM, Discussion
is too focused on crisis
platning, and not on
deliberate planning.
38 17 A 305 |3a(l) |21 Change to read as follows: " . . . follows prescribed Joint Acronym does not meet A
Opermtion Planning and Execution System QBORES) procedures | guidelines; single use
” does not warrant acronym
use.
381 USMC A 305 | 3a(l) |21 Delete (JOPES). Consistency with JP 1-01. | A —same ag
| u Acronym is not in the above
glossary. The term Joint i
Operation Planning and “
Execution System is used
only once, precluding the
use of an acronym.
38] USMC S 3.05 21.22 | Change toread: “...Execution System OPES) procedures...” | Only use of term, 50 no A —same as
acronym is used. above
384 USN A 305 26 Replace with CAP Acronym previously R - acronym
established emoved
38 7 S 13.05 |3a(2) |32 Change to read as follows: "(2) As & supporting combatant Completeness. M — same idea,

i i commander, Commander, USSTRATCOM, provides theater but TPRO
planning support to the supported geographic combatant changed to
commander through deplo SST. !
and detailed target analysis, development, weaponeering, and !
mission planning/analysis as depicted in Figure IH-1." i

384 STRATCOM | M 3.06 Fig Under the "development” column, a bullet for "legal review" A legal review of A
Iii-1 | should be added, potential targets for
LOAC compliance is
required, and should be
noted in the process.
38 EUCOM S 306 | (3 2 Comment: The paragraph mentions the importance of Highlights the type of M — gentence
successfislly integrating nuclear and conventional forces. conventional support pdded, but no
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However, the nature of conventional support is only implied. required in a nuclear need togosoin |
operation, depth on (

Recommended Change: Insert the following as the second examples,

sentence of this paragraph:  “ Nuclear operations in the theater

may require a significant conventional support package that

addresses concerns such as aerial refucling EEM-CEAR - and

| nuclear weapons recovery.”

38 USN s 3.06 3.05 | Change as follows: Combatant commanders must comprehend | Better verbiage A
how nuclear and conventional forces interact and how nuclear | We are now talking
missions affect the conduct of the entire campaign plan-and; exccution vice planning
ultimately-theater sirategy.

384 13 A 3.06 4 Change “affect” to “support” In theater operations, A

nuclear weapons should

be planned to support the

cempaign plan, hopefully

affecting it in & positive i
. way. i

39 USAF S 3.06 8 Change to read: “Nuclear weapons and nuclear weapon Geographic combatant A
systems” commanders have

discretion to use non-
nuclcar weapons. Since
i the first sentence of the
i paragraph was deleted,
| { the context no longer
| implies that the weapons
are nuclear. It needs to be
stated.

39 17 3 306 |3b 8 Change to read as follows: "Nuclear wWeapons and weapon Clarity. A — Accepted in
systems may be deploycd into theaters, but geographic comment below
combatant commanders have no authority to employ them until
specifically granted by the President.”
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(AR
39] 43| USJFCOM S 3.06 13 Comment: USSTRATCOM plans integrating DCA within the M — a note was
various theaters are not very apparcnt to the units that may be added _.nmmaw_m
tasked to carry out these plans. How is US nuke doctrine the unique
integrated into European theater plans for US DCA EUCOM
employment? relationship.
Can not go
pruch further in _
depth in an
unclass pub i
391 USMC A 3.06 | 3b.(2) |14 Add a carriage return befween subparagraphs (2) and (3). Format. A
39 7 8 3.07 |4 17 Change to read as follows: "4. Continued Operations on a After | “CBRN™ has been used to | R — CBRN has
Chemical, Biological, Radiological, or Nuclcar Weapons Use” | replace “WMD” been replaced
throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per
is a noun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
adjective. What should recomnmendatio
have been used is “CBRN | n.
weapons.”
393 USAF A 3.07 | 4a 20.22 | Change first sentence to read: a. Beyerid-the-effects-of Readability. A
%@%&@mv%%*l:;o nm.ana om
stress and effect of their use.”

394 J-3 A 3.07 23 Replace “shielding” with “protection™ It is unclear whether it R — Shielding is
refers to personnel or fhe correct term
cquipment. Shicldingis | when referring
associated with to protecting
cquipment. Protection equipment ot
covers both, personng]

39 17 s 307 | 4b 31 Change to read as follows: " US;aHied; ahd multinational Consistency with JP 3-16. | A

forces must prepare for further operations under conditions

ranging from continued CBRN weapons use to a resumption of | “CBRN” has been used to | R — CBRN has

conventional means only.” replace “WMD" been replaced
throughout the JP. WMD | with WMD per
is a noun. CBRN is an Joint Staff
adjective. What should recommendatio
have been used is “CBRN | g
weapons.”

cc3l2fe.doe

as of 04/28/03

Page 64 of 75




Joint Staff Input to JP 3-12, Doctrine for Joint Nuclear Operations (Second Drafl)

UNCLASSIFIED

ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
0.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
39 STRATCOM | M | 3.040 23.01 | Change to read, “ USSTRATCOM will deploy a strategic Correct terminology. A
3 support team FhesterPlanning-Response CelH{TRRC) TPRC’s are being
familiar with the theater to provide nuclear planning and renamed,
CBRN WMD expertise. The FRRC-strategic support team
will ineludeprovide...”
394 USAES-DEI | § 35 3a(2) 43 Change to read: “...nuclear weapons effects to include Sec 6 above A
estimated adversary fatalities as well as environmental impacts, i
these cffects beyond the target country, end atlied and coalition |
perception and possible reactions to nuclear strikes.” |
404 J3612 S 52 20 1 Single-Integrated Operatienal-Maa Opcrational Plan (OPLAN) | Conforms to naming A
8044 Revision (Year) (Basic) convention.
40 J-3 M 3.01 Ensure Chapter 1! is coordinated with the revision of JP 3- Accuracy. A —-Itwas
to 12.1, Joint Tactics, Technigues and Procedures for Theater written in
307 Nuclear Planning. conjunction
with the LA of
3-12.1,
40] USN A i 51.01 Delete Roman numerat after “START ¥ There is only one START | A
i Treaty. The fonner
| START Il and START I
| are no longer viable
agreements.
40 J-SNAC s 51.01 Under Treaty Column, Strategic Offensive Arms Reduction Correct reference to A
and Limitation Treaty, Change “(START 1) to “(START)" START. START ITand
START [OI never entered
into force
404 J-5 NAC S 51.01 Under Treaty Column, Moscow Treaty, Change to read Correct reference to A
"Strategic Offensive Reductions Treaty (Moscow Treaty)" Moscow Treaty
401 JSNAC S 51.01 Under Impact Column, Moscow Treaty, change 1¥ bullet o The term "operational A
read "Reduces US and Russian stmtegic nuclear warheads toa | deployed” is not relevant
level between 1700-2200 by 31 December 2012" to the Russians and is not
part of the Treaty. The
term operationally
deployed refers to the
method the US will use to
reach their Treaty limit.
40 J-5 NAC S 51.01 Under Impact Column, Moscow Treaty, change 2nd bullet to More accurate description | A
# "No verification measures, but uses existing START of what START docs for
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(ATRM)
verification regime to provide the foundation for transparency” | the Moscow Treaty
40/ J-SNAC S 51.01 Under Impact Column, Moscow Treaty, add 37 bullet; "Not Provides current status of | A
yet entered into force" Moscow Treaty. US !
Secnate passed ratification, i
but the Russians have not
4 33 S 51.01 Recommend inclusion of discussion of various Nuclear- The US is a party to A — add as last
Weapon-Free Zone Treaties in the table. several of these treatics, row of figure as
S which have important indicated,
Add the following to the tabie: implications for
i 1% column, “Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone Treaties” basing/deployment of US
i 2 column, nuclear forces,
- The US is a party to several Nuclear-
Weapon-Free Zonc Treaties, including
Antarctica, Latin America, Cuter Space and
Africa S
- Commanders need to be aware that these [
treaties have important implications for
. basing/deployment of US nuclear forces
13 s 510 Recommend inclusion of discussion of NPT Article VI These are important treaty | M — add some
obligation to pursue disarmament, include discussion of obligations that every more
negative security assurances. Administration has information fo
observed. NPT,
| Add as last bullet in NPT, ““Fhrough the Moscow Treaty, the
..... _ | i US continues to reduce nuclear arms IAW the NPT."
414 | 13 5 1 5101 Recommend deletion of CTBT from table. US Senate vetoed M — do not
ratification of the Treaty, | want to delete,
President has said US will | because the
| : not pursue further efforts | treaty is still
"H Add as {ast bullet in CTBT, “The US Senate, on 13 October to ratify. referenced
1999, voted 51 to 48 agsinst ratifying the CTBT." frequently; but,
will add
additional
_ information.
41 UsA 5 51.01 | Table Recommend deleting CTBT from table, Technically, the US has M - do not
not ratified the CTBT and | want to delete,
is therefore, not bound to | because the
_ l adhere 1o it. However, treaty is still
| the US continues notto | referenced
s i | it test nuclear weapons due | frequently; but,
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to a self-imposed will add
moratorium on nuclear additional
testing declared in 1992. | information.
See above
S comment
411 44 USJIFCOM A 5101 F51.0 | Comment: The fill text for acronym START does not match A —acronym
1 the Glossary, page GL-I; deconfliction is required for removed IAW
consistency, with below t
| rational
41] USAF S 51.01 F51.0 | Movec figure to page I-7 and re-label as Fig I-2, Incarporates figure within | A —[AW
1 the chapter that mentions | previous
the topic, comments
4] USAF A 52.01 13 Change to _.nnn f.o?mmmmm. 1. Completeness. A
2. AW JP 1-01,
JP 3-01.1, Aerospace Defense of chu America references to other joint
JP 3-01. ine for Joint Theater Missile Defense publications will include
the full name of the
_ referenced document,
3. Although not
specifically cited, these
publication apply to the
concepts addressed within
the publication.
41} USN S 52.01 13 Delete: J.3-01-series Inappropriate A - specific
List specific pubs m.:g listed in
comment below |
411 USAF A 52.01 24 Change to read: CICSI 3110.04A, Nuclear Supplement to Title as shown on current | A
JSCP. listing of CJCSI/M/Ns
dated 4 Feb 03 located at
http://www dtic mil/doctri
ne/jel/cicsd/cies_current.p
df and consistent with title
shown on pg 1I-7, line 35 |
41 usa A 52.02 Add reference: NATO Standardized in NATO Standardization | Completeness. A
Agreement 2104, Friendly Nuclear Strike Warning. STRIKWARN messages
are standardized in the US
and NATO under this
agreement, _ ]
418 UsA A 52.02 Add reference: National Security Presidential Directive- Significant current 3
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17/Homeland Security Presidential Directive-d, National Presidential policy on
Strategy to Combat Weapons of Mass Destruction, December | combating WMD.
2002.
414 STRATCOM | S 52.02 | N/A 1 The term SIOP should be replaced with Operations Plan 8044 A
Revision 03, IAW CM-757-03, 8 Feb 03.
Replace SIOP with “Operations Plan 8044 Revision 03"
42 USN A 52.02 5 Add: Section 1041 gnd 1042 of the Floyd D. Spencc National | Completencss A
Defense Authorization Act (Public Law 106-398 Referenced with pub's
Section 1033 of FY 2002 Defense Authorization Act (Public text
Law 107-107) .
42 USMC S 99.00 Genceral comment. The following acronyms are not used two | Compliance with JP 1-01. | A
or more times in the text of the pub and should be deleted from
the glossary:
“NUWEP, SSBM" o
42] UsMC S 99.00 General comment. The following acronym is used two or Compliance with JP 1-01. | A
more times in the text of the pub and should be added to the
glossary;
“FY™
| EY " ficalyeas o
42] I7 A 99.01 Delete the following acronym from Part I: NBC Used only once, Usedas | A
part of the titlc does not
meet acronym guidelines.
424 17 A 99.01 8 Change to read as follows: "CICSI Chairman of the Joint Correctness. A - Same ag
Chiefs of Staff linstruction™ above
42 USMC S 99.01 8 Change to read: Correct terminology. A
“CICSI  Chairman of the Joint Chicfs of Staff linstruction™
424 iy A 99.01 39 Change to read as follows: "SSBM SSBN_fleet balleistic Correct spelling. A
missile submarine”
421 USAF A 99.01 19 Change to read: SSBMN flcet balleistic missile submarine Cotrectness. Sec JP 1-02, | A —same as
and definition within ghove
publication at page I1-09,
ling 3.
421 USMC A 99.01 39 Change to read: SSBN Typo. A — same as
Bbove Iy
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AR/

42

USN

99.01

Kecp acronym to read “START - Strategic Offensive Arms
Reduction and Limitation Treaty”

Accuracy. Consistent
with long title of treaty
and with Appendix A

R =acronym
removed

43

USAF

99.01

40

Delete acronym “START" and it’s definition as the Strategic
Arms Limitation Treaty,

START is a “popular
title™, not an acronym that
stands for the title shown
in JP 1-02 and this draft
of JP 3-12. Recommend
leaving the START |
characterization in Fig A-
I as-is Recommend
deleting START from JP
1-02 acronym list. . A
short search of Library of
Congress website
http:/ithomas.Joc.gov/hom

¢/treaties/treaties htm

yielded: Short Title:
TREATY WITH THE
UNION OF SOVIET
SOCIALIST
REPUBLICS ON THE
REDUCTION AND
LIMITATION OF
STRATEGIC
OFFENSIVE ARMS
(THE START TREATY)
Popular Title: START
TREATY Formal

Title: “The Treaty
between the United States
of America and the Union
of Soviet Socialist
Republics on the
Reduction and Limitation
of Strategic Offensive
Amms (the START
Treaty), signed at
Moscow on July 31, 1991,

B
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including Annexes on
Agreed Statements and
Definitions; Protocols on
Conversion or
Elimination, Inspection,
Notification, Throw-
weight, Telemetry, and
Jeint Compliance and
Inspection Commission;
and Memorandum of
Understanding; all
integral parts of the
START Treaty.

43

1.5 NAC

99.01 40

Change definition to "Strategic Offensive Arms Reduction and
Limitation Treaty"

Correct title of Treaty

R - acronym

43

17

99,03 4

Change to read as follows: "allecation apportionment
{muclear). The apportionment of specific numbers and types of
nuclear weapons to a commander for a stated time period as a
planning factor for use in the development of was gperation
plans. {Additional authority is required for the actual
deployment of allocated weapens to locations desired by the
commander to support the war gperation plans. Expenditures
of these weapons are not authorized until released by proper
authority.} (Upon approval of this revision, this term and its
definition will modify the existing term and its definition and
will be included in JP 1-02.)”

Allocation and
apportionment are two
differcnt concepts that are
defined in JP 1-02,
Allocation is distribution
of limited resources
among competing
requircments for
employment.
Apportionment is the
distribution for planning
of limited resources
among competing
requirements. What is
clearly being discussed in
this definition is planning.
This is explicitly stated in
the text of the definition.
This is apportionment, not
allocation. Allocation
relates to employment.
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43] 7 S 99.03 16 Change to read as follows: “counterforce targeting. The Consistency with the term | A
employment of strategic air and missile forces in an effort to “countervaelue targeting.”
destroy, or render impotent, selected military capabilities of an | Consistency with current
epery adversary force under any of the circumstances by usage.
ﬁ:nr romz_anm may cn E_amﬁn E.ub: nmmﬁﬁ_ of ==w
434 STRATCOM | C 99.03 20 Change to read, “esuntervalue critical _==.nm=.=a_:..n See comments above — A
targeting. Strategy directing the destruction,..” countervalue targeting
violates LOAC.
434 ) S 99.03 20 Change to read as follows: "countervalue targeting. Strategy Consistency with current | A
dirccting the destruction or neutralization of selected eremy terminology end use.
adversary military and military related activities, such as
industrics, resources, and institutions that contribute to the
enemy adversary’s ability to wage war. (Upon approval of this
revision, this term and its definition wifl be included in JP 1-
ch-w
434 USMC M 99.03 20.23 | Genersl comment, Delete attempt to codify this term and 1t is not necessary to start | R — see rational
definition in JP 1-02. How is this different that HVTs already | another tmin of thought
defined in joint doctrine? that is similar to high-
value targets,
X high-value target is
defined es a target the
enemy commander
requires for the successful
completion of the
mission, Critical
Hnmumn.__nea only
u:non_?mmam industries,
resources and institutions.
Perhaps it could be said
that critical infrastructure
js a class of HVT.
43] 17 S 99.03 34 Change to read as follows: "denial measure. An action to Consistency with current | A
hinder or deny the enemy adversary the usc of space, terminology and use.
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personnel, or facilities. It may include destruction, removal,
contamination, or erection of obstructions. (Upon approval of
this revision, this term and its definition will modify the
existing term and its definition and will be included in JP 1-
| .Ewo
431 | EUCOM S 99.04 12 Comment: Defining the term “hold at risk™ is a welcome US forces can already attack M - gccepted

| " addition. However, a revision is proposed. what the cnemy values, The comment and

| | issue is whether such an attack i

i ! con penerale the appropriste m—!.umna eneny

| Recommended Change: Define as follows, * The ability to level of damage or the desired 1o adverss
threaten an attack that generates a desired effect or level of effect, Asan example, il 2
damage against that which the enemy values.” %ﬂ%&qﬁﬁﬂ;ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂ%
may not be a system capable of
H generating the desired level of
damage. Although we could
! e adversary value: ] auack the tarpet, s.nam__w.

i T cannot hold that arpet at sk,

439 17 S 99.04 12 Change to read as follows: "hold at risk. The ability to threaten | Consistency with current | M — comment
to attack what the eremy adversary values. (Upon approval of | terminology and usc, wu_»amﬂ#& in ta
this revision, this term and its definition will be included in JP EUCCM def
1-02.)" below

USN S 99.04 12.13 | GENERAL COMMENT: | Acccpled usage M - see above
I question the need to formally define this and include it in the CrmmeTt
DOD dictionary. If the consensus is the definition is required
should it not be changed as follows:
The ability to threaten to attack what the eremy an adversary
values. . ..

44 USMC A 99.04 15 Change to read: multiple independently targetable reentry | Accuracy and consistency | A
vehicle, with JP 1-02.

44] 7 s 99.04 19 Change to read as follows: "nonstrategic nuclear forces. Those | The combatant A
nuclear-capable forces located in an operational area with a commander may not have
capability to employ nuclear weapons by land, sea, or air established a theater of
against opposing forces, supporting installations, or facilities. operations.

Such forces may be employed, when authorized by competent
“ authority, to suppert operations that contribute to the
accomplishment of the commander’s mission within the
operational arca iens.
. term gnd its definition and will be included in JP 1-02.)" T
44 USMC A | 99.04 20 Change to read: a capability to employ nuclear weapons by The word “forces™ R/M-
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i land, sea, or air forces against opposing forces, appeers in the JP 1-02 mrection
definition. Suggest de in USMC
deleting the word “forces” mment sbove |
and adding (Upon l
approval of this revision,
this medified term and its
w definition will be included
in IP 1-02.)
444 USMC S 99.04 20 General comment. If you delete this word you are changing Correct procedures for
the JP 1-02 definition and need to add the JP 1-01 verbiage that | changing a JP 1-02
allows you to do this. definition per JP 101,
of!
H
44 17 S 99.04 35 Change to read as follows: "nuclear strike warning. A waming | Consistency with current | |
of Eﬂﬂa_sm friendly or mcmvanaa mwmm&. adyersary _Eo_nm_. terminology and use,
444 UsMC 99.04 3B. General comment: Is :.:m definition for nuclear weapon Because the term
40 going to replace the existing definition or be added as a second nuclear weapon
definition? already cxists, the
intent for this
definition must be {
cldrificd, 4
44 1 A 99.04 18 Change to read as follows: "nuclear weapon, A nuclear There is an existing
warhead and its necessary arming, fuzing, and firing approved definition for
components required to produce a nuclear yield. (Hpen the term “nuclear
anprovel-ofthis revision—this-tern-and-its-deSnition-wi inmgﬂ..izn—nam&mmh
: follows: “nuclear weapon
its definition will A complete assembly
definition and will be included in JP 1-02,)" {i.e,, implosion type, gun
type, or thermonucledr
type}, in its intended
ultimate configuration
which, upon completion
of the prescribed arming, |
) fusing, and firing
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ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/R/M)
@.0ITEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE ..I
scquence, is capable of |
praducing the intended
nuclear reaction and
releasc of energy.”
441 UsSMC M 99.04 38.41 | Change to read: “nuclear weapon. A complete assembly (ie. Use approved NATO and -
| i i cl in jts i cd Joint definition already in
1 i JP 1-02.
02" “ !
44 17 S 99.04 43 Change to read as follows: "opcrationally deployed nuclear Clarity. All types of -
weapons. Nuclear weapons that are on operational ballistic weapons are operationally
missiles or bombers or in bomber basc weapan storage. deployed.
Opemtionally deployed weapons ere for immediate and
unexpected threats. (Upon approval of this revision, this term
and its definition will be included in JP 1-02.)”
45 UsMC M 99.04 43.46 | General comment. Do not agree to define “operstionally
deployed weapons” in a nuclear context only, Many weapons
arc operationelly deployed. Delete this entry or make it for this
publication only and not go into JP 1-02,
45 17 S 99.05 10 This “responsive force™ definition seems to be missing text. Correctness.
45] 15 S 99.05 10.13 | Change as follows: “Respensive-Eoree Augmentation SEDCDEF preference to !
Capability” avoid the use of term
“responsive force”,
Change reflects work of
0OSD working group on
responsive capability.
45 UsMmcC M 99.05 10,15 | Change to read: “responsive force. A force intended to address | Disagree that a responsive
potential contingencies. The ability to reinforce in a timely and | force be defined in
efficicnt manner the operationally deployed force with nuclear terms only.
warheads-from-the-respensive-foree will contribute to the
{ deterrence of challenges and the dissuasion of arins
i competition. (Upon approval of this revision, this term and its
L i definition will be included in JP 1-02.)"
cc312fc.doc as of 04/28/03 Page T4 of 75
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coordinated through geographic combatant comimander and/or
subordinate JFC channels. US Air Force or Navy delivery
systems can provide nuclear support to Army or Marac Corps
operations. Coordination with the Air Force component is
through the air operations center by the collocated Army
battlefield coordination element.

and Z_E,_zm Corps components is :.3_5: :_n naval E_n_

operations forces is z:.ocn: the_special operatiens liaison
¢lement.”

removed from the first
draft, because it was
considered useless
information. The USA
requested that it be
reinserted in second draft
comments. Their requests
were rejected on the
matrix. After speaking to
a USA representative, the
rational to keep the
discussion is warranted.

ITEM | # SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE COMMENT RATIONALE DECISION
(A/RIM)
0.0[TEN # | SOURCE TYPE | PAGE | PARA | LINE | COMMENT RATIONALE '|
45; 7 s 99.05 32 Delete the definition of “weapons of mass destruction” from It is never used in the N
the JP. body of the text.
STRATCOM | M 307 | b 1.03 | Change to read, “Support Coordination., Nuclear support is | This sentence was |
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