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port seems to rest in a great measure on the
outcome of the current studies now well un-
derway. The prospect of a lightweight family
of naval guns capable of firing against hard
targets and installed aboard a hull of rela-
tively light displacement offers great hope, if
it can truly meet the tasks required. (A fear
here would be that a system may be devised
that appears great to the theorist and systems
analyst but may not provide the hitting
power, simplicity, and volume of fire re-
quired by the forces being supported.) Yet, it
would seem that this is the path that offers the
best approach for the future.

Such a ship would have to possess a speed
above that of the rest of the amphibious force
in order to participate in advance force oper-
ations prior to the arrival of the task force.
The LFS would need to possess a rocket-
assisted gun capability in the 175-mm. range,
for normal destruction fires; and a rocket
capability, for the neutralization fires needed
during the moments prior to landing. In order
actually to fulfill the full spectrum of naval
gunfire assault needs, the ship would also need
to possess a surface-to-surface missile compar-
able with the hitting power and accuracy of
the 16-inch gun for deeper or more heavily
reinforced targets within the beachhead area.
After the initial assault, or when employed to
support ground forces already ashore, the
light-weight guns and heavy missiles would be
used for on-call fire support.

Such new gunfire platforms as described
above would be especially adaptable to the
direct or general support of a regimental land-
ing tcam, or the general support of a division
Icvel landing. Because of their more complex
operational procedures, Landing Fire Support
ships would not be suitable replacements for
the direct gunfire support now provided by
destroyers. Also, 1t would have to be re-
membered by those cmploying the new TLFS-
type ships, that they cannot reduce the nums-
per of gunfire ships required on some arbi-
trary ratio basis simply because of the multi-
plicity of their fire systems. Perhaps, with the
newer technology, some reduction may be pos-
sible, but the fact remains that the new ships
could not be in two places at one time, or
even conduct various direct support and gen-
cral support missions at the same time, under
most circumstances.
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From the present-day gunfire support study
efforts will evolve a matrix of designs and alter-
natives. For the proposed new Landing Force
Support Ship, which is being designed from
the keel up primarily as a gunfire support
system, a series of weapon combinations
should take form. Examples might include a
support missile, three lightweight—but large
caliber—guns, and perhaps eight rocket
launchers. The combinations could be varied
widely depending upon the research and the
professional judgment introduced. A modest,
secondary, ASW capability may also be
feasible.

Nor does the development of the LFS repre-
sent the only new research in this area. Other
systems, involving high altitude probes and
similar by-products from space technology are
being evaluated for potential study. Such ex-
plorations only highlight that there is no limit
to ingenuity as long as there is a desire to ac-
complish a particular task, which has finally
(after the lost decade between 1954-1964)
been accepted as a necessary part of the na-
tion’s over-all defense requirements.

Serious and continuous cfforts and studies
are being made to provide modern naval gun-
fire support in the future. Such studies are en-
deavoring to weld modern technical knowl-
edge with the combat-proven requirements
determined by the man on the ground who
calls for the round. Yet, at the present time. a
serious deficiency in our country’s naval gun-
fire capability does exist.

T'he recent actions which have rescinded
the previous inactivation orders and retained






