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!he entire aviation center

sam is pleased to share with you
ome background from the Ft
ucker perspective on the increas-
gly critical role that Army Aviation
ust play if our Army is to be able
to fight outnumbered on a battle-
 field and win. Most of our uniformed
_eolleagues should be conversant with
our AirLand Battle concepts and
doctrine, while to some of our
civilian counterparts and retired
military family they may be some-
hat new; but it is indeed important
at we fully understand them and
ow they differ from our concepts
~and doctrine of the seventies. The
ocus for the aviation community
oday should be on where we have
een, where we are and how we
re using the Training and Doctrine
'ommand (TRADOC) Mission
Area Analysis (MAA) and our recent
Systems Program Review (SPR) to
et where we want to be, and indeed
eed to be, tomorrow.

YESTERDAY .

You all know our history. Forty
ears ago, Army Aviation was of-
cially born on 6 June 1942—when
team of two light observation
ircraft were assigned to each Field
rtillery headquarters. The invasion
of North Africa was the inauguration
f Army Aviation in combat when
iree Piper L-4 Grasshoppers launch-
d from the deck of the carrier USS
nanger and adjusted artillery on
the continent. History tells us that
ne of the three was shot down on
1€ way to the beach.

But, even after 20 years and two
ajor wars, World War II and Korea,
1t was not until development of the
Ir assault division by the Howze
oard that Army Aviation became
le key innovation in which heli-
topters and fixed wing aircraft
became principal tactical elements
- 0f the Army— providing support in
8very element of land combat.
Finally, the war in Vietnam con-
lusively established the worth of
my Aviation—in less than four
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decades, in three major conflicts,
on every continent. Army Aviation
has now evolved from a small auxil-
iary force of the Field Artillery to
become a full-fledged member of
the combined arms team.

TODAY

As part of the Total Army, our
active forces have more than 5,800
aircraft in the field with 7,000 com-
missioned officers, 5,800 warrant
officer aviators, and 23,000 non-
commissioned officers and enlisted
service members deployed world-
wide. However, the status of our
total aviation force is critically de-
pendent on our Reserve Components:
The National Guard, with about
2,550 aircraft at 85 installations,
represents some 50 percent of all
CONUS aviation forces while the
Army Reserve has about 510 aircraft
located in 38 Army Reserve flight
facilities across the nation. Together
they contain a wealth of tactical
experience. The Guard aviation fleet
has come a long way in the past 10
years, and while the majority of its
aircraft are the same as our active
fleet, an area of continuing concern
is their attack aircraft which are

mainly UH-1 B, C and M model
Hueys. The bright spot is that AH-1
Cobras are now being assigned and
the National Guard is doing a fine
job of training with them. The
principal utility helicopter in the
Reserve Components will continue
to be the UH-1: however, UH-60
Black Hawks are now being issued
for cross-training. Furthermore, CH-
47A Chinooks will be replaced with
CH-47C models during the coming
decade, and under current plans
they will receive the “D” model
Chinook in the 1990s.

Cavalry Brigade
Air Attack (CBAA)

With respect to force organiza-
tion, the generic Air Cavalry At
tack Brigade (ACAB) is on the
ground for testing in the 9th Infantry
Division at Ft. Lewis, WA —where
it is designated the 9th Cavalry Bri-
gade {Air Attack) or CBAA. The
CBAA is a highly mobile and flex-
ible maneuver brigade tailored to
fight (figure 1). It optimizes employ-
ment of all the new aviation equip-
ment and provides the division com-
mander additional tactical flexibility

—————— XX

— O

RECON : >

X

-

ATTACK

e

PLAN & CONDUCT ——)

TONDD

FIGURE 1: Cavalry Brigade Air Attack (CBAA)—a maneuver brigade
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FIGURE 2: Cavalry Brigade Air Attack (CBAA)—aviation maneuver force
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FIGURE 3: AirLand Battle
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as all aviation assets of the division
are located in this single brigade.
The CBAA is anaviationmaneuver
force which has a full staff comple-
ment capable of planning and con-
ducting combat operations to the
rear and the flanks of the division,
as well as the capacity to assume
control of ground assets as necessary
for mission accomplishment.
The modularity of the brigade
was designed to provide for im-
proved command and control of
aviation resources and to exploit
the ability of the division to mass
antiarmor forces {figure 2).

We know so well that the threat
we face on the AirLand Battlefield
outnumbers us significantly in main
battle tanks. For this reason we try
to organize and optimize our attack
helicopter force to kill enemy tanks
and threat systems. This would even
the odds for the combined arms
team. But now we face the real and
imminent possibility that the threat
will outnumber us not only in tanks
but also in attack helicopters: thus,
we could be checkmated (figure 3).

In other words, to protect both
our offensive and defensive capa-
bility on the ground and in the air.
we must carefully guard our aviation
forces—and yet go after theirs!!

To combat this threat, Army
Aviation forces, through the applica-
tion of the inherent characteristics
of speed and economy of force
coupled with great firepower (figure

4) must make even more signifi

s

In applying the fundamentals of -
tactical employment Army Aviation
must: '

e See the battlefield ;
Fight as a combined arms tea
Concentrate firepower
Destroy enemy air defense
Shock and destroy the enem
Attack deep
Provide continuous airmo
support. o
Our aviation force must contribute
at all operational levels; it can bring
about the winning concentration ¢
forces either by mass or firepow
at the critical time and place;
contributes to the control and dires
tion of the battle; and, finall
improving our ability to maneu
at the operational level, it help ;
to- fight the battle with firepowe
instead of manpower. Just -as
physics, where F=MA, Muass
Momentum equal force on the !
tlefield. Consequently, in mod
mounted warfare, the tank contif
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cant contributions to the integra. | tob
ted conduct of the close-in “Land and
Air” Battle and deep-attack in the | tag
extended “AirLand” Battle. These = den
capabilities exist in our aviatiop be
organizations and equipment now, eqt
but we are going to be called upop ' cof
to do even more. Engagement of sup
the first echelon by our forward I
divisions requires that aviation d fore
stroy, delay and disrupt the thre pro
There simply is no other way--and ity.
our Chief of Staff has given us thag res:
mission, get more out of Army Ay dec
tion—in the high technology di mo
sion— it is the wave of the future! sup
Just a brief look at the methods ing
of tactical employment for aviation arn
- systems and forces reveals they differ ¢
little from classical ground fighti ¢
techniques. First, combined arms
team employment optimizes our
fectiveness, nap-of-the-earth terra
flying is essential, engaging fro
maximum standoff distance isg e
must, minimizing exposure time to
threat air defense artillery is
absolute requirement, and we mu
neutralize forward air defenses, bo Th
ground and air!! are
thr
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o be the primary offensive weapon
_ and considering the mobility advan-
tage our new M-1 Abrams tank has
demonstrated, the possibility cannot
ye discounted that the new M-1
quipped units may outdrive their
ombat support and combat service
upport elements. |

In such a contingency, aviation
orces may be the only means of
yroviding armor units with the secur-
ty, fire support and even logistical

aind
that esupply demanded by a thrust for
Via- eep objectives. As armored units
{ivi- _move forward, aviation units will
re! - support and assist them by perform- ~
1ods _ing the following critical combined
tion arms missions: SUPERIOR
iffer ¢ Guarding open flanks
ting e Reinforcing in event of enemy
s counterattacks
r el ® Deepening penetrations
rain e Sweeping around flanks to hit
rom enemy reserves
is a * Providing fires
et —overwatching
;an —direct
nust LT —indirect.
soth The point is: Army Aviation forces

are the catalyst to improve our ability N
s of _through mobility, firepower and C°1
tion ‘

FIGURE 5: Mission Area Analysis
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capabilities: aviation is essential if AAMAA completed in March of
we are to execute the doctrine of this year used a front-to-rear con-
the AirLand Battle and exploit the ceptual approach, incorporated the
full capabilities of all our weapons materiel and nonmateriel aspects

systems to support that doctrine.

Mission Area Analysis
Which brings us to the Army

of Army Aviation, and produced a
comprehensive chapter report for
every arrowhead depicted in figure 5.

Our objective was to take a 1987

Aviation Mission Area Analysis force and pititagainst a 1992 threat,
(AAMAA) and Army Aviation Sys-  examine the tasks required to defeat
tems Program Review (AASPR) that threat, then determine our abil-
process—what they are and how ity to perform those tasks. The result
they will help us to develop and was a list of key deficiencies which
exploit our full potential. Our were in turn scrutinized for oppor-
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FIGURE 4: Army Aviation Characteristics
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