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FREFACE
30 January 1956

Upon entering inj;o a discussion of a subject it is sometimes well
to first define the temis that you are going to use in order that others
‘may understand these terms as you do. Therefore, at this time it would
be well for us to have a common understanding of the definitions of a
perimeter defense, an all-around defense, amd, the difference between
these two methods of defense.

According to Special Regulations 320-5-1, Dictionery of United
States Army Terms, "a perimeter defense is a defense with no exposed
flank, characterized by the siting and emplacement of weapons and posi-
tions slong the outer boundary of any defended area."® (;.6:299) An
all-around defense on the other hand is defined as "a defense organized
to meet a ground threat from any direction with the greatet strength
of the defense normally oriented toward the probéble direction of enemy
attack.” (1611h) |

As the above definitions are so similiar as to cause some confu-
gion as to their difference, let uns examine the definition of ﬁm
perimeter defense as defined by The Infantry School, "A perimeter de-
fense iz a defan#e in which a unit is initially disposed to meel an
at.tack from all directions simultanebualy.”f (12:1)

The key then to the dﬁfor@e betwoen. an all-ground defense and -
a perimeter defense is that the perimeter is organized and occupied to

meet an attack from 211 directions sinmltanaous;_z. The all-around

defense, on the other hand, while organized to defend from any direction,
requires that troops be moved to supplemental pasiﬁiﬁns to counteract
attacks from a specific flank or area to the rear and is NOT capable of
repelling attacks from all directions ainnltanmsly.

The point of view expressed in this paper is that of the author -
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not necessarily that of The Infantry School or The Department of the
Army. .

EARL N. TRABUBE
Captain, Inf




INTRODUCTION

The scope of this monograph is to prove that the present army field
manuals FM 7-10 and FM 7-20 do not give sufficient guidance as to when
to use a perimeﬁer defense;

The purposge in writing this paper is tc provoke thought, discussion,
and action in those who read it. Thought, because sound actions camnot
be taken without it. Discussion; in order to mske full use of the
axiom that two heads are Eatter than one, Action, by those in a posi-
tion to do 80, to educate those of us who need to know, to instruet us
and to give vz better gunidance as to when a perimeter defense is indicat-
ed, ' |

It is believed that the accomplishment of the purpose of this paper
will be of great value to all of us who may somedsy be on the ground
and have to make a sound, timely decision as to what type of defense
to use, the so-calied normal defense, or, the perimeter defense,

I shall preve my t‘.hepfem by steting the conditions under which a
perimeter defense should be used as outlined in current army field
manuals FM 7-10 and FM 7-20, then, by use of historical examples and
thoughts of combat experienced officers, show where the field manuals
do not go into sufficient detail on when to use the perimeter defense.

In order that this paper might remain wclassified many examples
of the Korean War which are still'classiﬁed are not used in the dis-

cussion that follows.



DISCUSSION

When we go to FM 7-10, Rifle Company Infantry Regiment, to deter-

mine what this manusl has to say about when tﬁe rifle platoon and the
rifle company should use g périmet.er defense, we find, upon axaminzition
of Section V, Chapter 5, The Platoon in the Defense, the subject of the
perimeter defense is completely ignored, However, in Chapter 8, Rifle
Company, Defensive Combat, par 310a states, "When a rifle company or a
smaller unit is on an independent mission or wen it is separated from
the battalion and the enemy location is not certain, it establishes a
perimeter defense.” (5:304) ,

In Chapter 9, The Defense, par 36ka of FM 7-20 states, "A perimeter
defense is used by isolated units.” (6:348) _ |

Intsépreting the above statements as to when to use the perimster
defenze as saying the same thing, and finding no other guidarnce in
either FM as to when to use the perimeter defense, we come to the con-
clusion that as far as FMs 7-10 and 7-20 are concerned, unless you are
isolated, you will use a normal line defense. We must remember though,
that in a normal defensive position & unit must have all-around defense,
Par 2684 FM 7-10 states, YA unit organmizes its ﬁosition to meet an enemy
attack from any direction, The extent of all-around defense depends on
the type of operation, the units involved, and the terrain." (5:26h)

One of the times that the perimeter defense has been used that is
Vnot specified in the FMs quoted above ig the use of the perimeter defense
to combat infiltration. -

*In early Septenber 1950 a plateon of Company K, 7th Cavalry, dug
in on the defense between two hills occupied by two other battalions of -
the regiment, in two nights killed 180 enemy soldiers and wounded an un-
known momber while suffering casualties of only & wounded themselves.”

(k45) Captain John R, Fiynn, who describes the action and who at one time

comanded Company K, tells us, "In Korea we learned to form a perimeter

defense against infiltration, Usually platoons organized their own per-
imeters but sometimes they joined together to make a company perimeter,

- It all depended uwpon the mission, terrsin and other factors. (l4:15)

Is the use of the perimeter as a defense againat infiltration new to
us, something developed out of the Korean War as Csptain Flynn impiied
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when he stated, "In Korea wé learned to use the perimeter defense against
infiltration?™ No, of course not. The Japanese were masters at the art
of infiltration and our units stationed in the Pacific used the perimeter
defense extensively., In the 7th Infantry Divigion's remarks or Japanese
infiltration it was noted that, "With the exceptions of two examples all
attempts at infiltration were partially or entirely disrupted by tight
night perimeters.” (1:3) The L43d Infantry Division fought in the Pacific
against the Japanese in the New Georgia, Aitape, and Luaén campaigns
during World War II, In the 169th Infantry, a regiment of ‘the L34, "The
perimeter defense was the basic disposition fof unite the size of bat-
talion and under." (8:h) Although the New Georgia and Aitape campaigns
were jungle operations the Luzon cﬁmpaign for the most part was not., I
wes a member of the 172d Infantry, a ,sister'regimen‘b of the 169th in the
L34 during the Aitape and Luzon campsigns. We used the perimeter ex-
clusively during these campaigns. One of our reasons was as defense
against infiltration. )

Having established the fact that the perimeter defense has been
used to ¢ombat infiltration, let's see what our field mamels have to
say about this subject. Par 289h FM 7-10, speakiﬁg of conduct of night
. defernse states, "It can be expected that some of the ememy will infil-
trate the position." (5:290) Par 312; Defense in'Woods ; 8tetes that,
"The support platoon prepares to counterattack against small infiltra-
tion groups which penetrate the position.™ (5:308) There is no paragraph
heading entitled Defense Against Infiltration. In short, FM 7-10 implies
that there is no defense to prevent infiltration, but, it does give us
guidance on how to get rid of the infiltrators once they have succeeded
in penetration into the pesition,

When we go to FM 7-20, however, we have a litile better luck., Par
340, Defense Against Infiltration, states, "Observation and listening
posts keep the ground between defense areas under constant surveillance,
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Areas whieh ennmt be observed are searched by combat patrols or blocked
by small soeurity detaciments.® (6:325)

We have rstmd, then, our first point where fhs manuals could afforl
us advice on the use of the perimeter defense, namely, as a defense
against infiltntion. _ _ _

Next we will review the use of the perimeter defense in the jungle,
Colonel A, R, Mackechnie, in speaking of a rifle company in the jungle
while in the defenss, states, "Comnsnding ground was selected whenever
possible, using knobs or "pimples” on the ridge line, An ares big
encugh to ascemmodate all men was arranged in an nll-mund perimeter,

- Open, fern covered, or light jungle was selscted whenever possible." ($420)

As the examples of perimeter defamse in the FPacific jnngln are
legion and the fact that the perimeter was used .alno_lt exclusively in
the jungle is common knowledge, T will not quote any more combat exam-
ples of this type, However, the following facts are known about jumgle
terrsin, Vielblility is limitod, fields of fire are short and limited at
times to marrow lanes that have to be prepared. The terrain is extreme-
1y rugged and movement is channalised to existing trails, or, trails mmst
be gonstructed in order that a wmit may have susteined movement, The
extreme mégodneas of the terrgin, the lack of visibility and the limited
fields of fire are sll faetors that aid infilirating groups te penetrate
 your positlons., The faet that the movement is so echamnzlized as to
leave both flanks exposed mach of the time dictates that the wnit so in-
volved place great stress on all-arcund defensze, Therefore, due to the
great danger of infiltrstion and the need for a much beﬁ-er than mormal
all-arcund defense, the perimeter defense is indicated for use in jungles , b
Neither FH 7~10 nor FM 7-20 mention the defense in jungle warfare, / 4

Amother place that the perimt.ei defense was used mensivély in
Korea waz in the combat outposts, Captain hsse‘ll. A, Gugeler gives us
one such action in his deseription of Outpost Eerie, "Outpost Eerie was
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the responsibility of Company K, 179th Infantry during March 1952, Out-
post Eerie was an egg shaped area, 4O by 20 yds, eircmcribed by a commu-
nication trench with 9 bunkers and had 3 separate barbed wire ebatacles
surrounding ’it. The outpost was manned by 2 rifle squads reinforced with
s machine gun and one 60mm mortar. On the night of 21 March 1952 this
small outpost was badly mauled by the enemy, The eutposﬁ s out of 26

nen, suffered casualiies of 8 dead, L wounded and 2 missing after being
forced to ecall their supporting ﬂillew direcily onto their position
before the enemy was forced to withdraw, lsaving 31 dead." (7:230-243)

Before citing another example of a perimeter defense being used by
a combat outpost I would like t& quote, in part, what FM 7-10 has to say
about combat outposts, FPar 321 states, "The combat outpost is organized
as a series 6£ outguards which vary in sirength from a_half squad to a
reinferced rifle platoon, Outguards organize their positions covering
a normal frontage. A support echelon ordinarily is not used and finsl
protgciive fires are not plarmed to protect the position since the com-
bat outpost withdraws before the attacker comes Within assaulting dis-
tance.” (5:316) Par 323 states, "The decision to withdraw is normelly
made by the battalion or regimental commier.""wg 2 further guide as
to when & combat outpost should be withdrswn, par 322 tells us, "If the
attacker contimues his advance and approaches within assaulting distance
or threstens an envelopment, the combat outpost withdraws.® (5:317) FM
7-20 states essentially the same things as FM 7-10. (6:309)

You will note that the manuals have said nothing about tﬁe peri-
meter defense, instead, although the combat- outpost might be considered
to be isclated, we are told to organize the outpost aﬁ a series of out-
guards with the po.sitioml organized to cover a normal frontgge. Also
" note the stress that has been laid on the combat outpost withdrawing
before the attacker comes within assaulting distance, |

Wag the action of Outpost Eerie an isolated instence of an outpost
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golng into a perimeter defense and staying in position to engage an
assaulting ensmy in violation of the precepts of the field mamuals? He,
there are several others, One of these is an example from Gmﬁy B,
32d Infantry, east of the Hwachon Reserveir in April 1951. Lieutenant
Fremont Piercefield who renders the account of the action states, "That
due to the mountainous terrain and the great superiority of the enemy
the combat outpost must be strong in determination to stay put until the

battalion back on the line is set." (13112)In the interest of brevity I
have condensed the account of the astion, "I-imtonmf Piercefield
| or'ggnised a cenbat outpost 1000 meters in front of the MIR with a rifle
platoon reinforced by a 57mm recoilless rifle sguad, The tetnl strength
of the outpost was 39 men, The outpost was organized around the lmob of
Eill 770 ia a perimeter 50 yd in dismeter. The men were well trainmed,
they dag in and cleared their fields of fire leaving enough brush in
- the way to eonceal their positions, With ths excess brash t.hiy eon-
. structed a barrieade 25 yd in front of their positions, Artillery lnd‘
mortars were ragiatered.' The cutpost then po_rfomid the required patrels
and waited for the enemy to come, About 0300 on the 23d of April am
estimated 150 enemy soldiers hit the outpost. At 0630 they withdrew
leaving 18 dead, The outpost suffered one ecasualty, a slight serateh on
the hand of one of the men. The 57 was also damaged and put out of ae-
tion. The next night the platoon was hit a.gaiﬁ with what wes later iden-
tified a9 a North Korean reginmﬁnl intelligence and reconnaissance
platoon. Results of this action wers 3 enemy dead and one bandaid type
¢asualty to the outpost, During this action the assistant machinegunner
had to eject ons Horth Kerean from his hole with his fists, The next
day the combat outpost was withdrawn to the MiR, They had served their
purposs well. Later svents indicated that the ememy thought they had hit
the MLR, beeause two nights later they hit the vacated po;itions with
approximately two companies from different directions after an artillery
9



preparation.” (13§12-16) |

FM 7-10 states in par 320, "The mission of the combat outpost is to
delsy, disorganize, and deceive the emesy. It alds in securimg the
battle position, gains timely informatiemn of the enemy, and infliets max-
imum casualties on the enemy without engaging in elose combat.” (5:315)

Lisutenant Plercefield accomplished his mission, but, he did mot
orgﬁnino his cutpost in a series of ocutguards and_L he did engage the
enemy in elose combat, If the lientenant had organized his position in
a serles of outguafds covering normal positd.on':rm instead of going
into the perimeter defense, and had "stayed put® ﬁntil-ﬁ:l_.s battalion
back on the MIR was ready for him to withdraw, he would have bsen over-
run and defeated in detail.

Before leaving the subject, the psrimeter defense on combat out-
poa_ﬁ s let us again note the phrages "withdraws before the a.ttacklr
comes within assaulting distance,” and “without engaging in close eom-
bat." Why did the units in Korea violate these precepts of the mamual?
Was it because these outposts were what Colonel Frank T, Mildren defines
as a patrel base, "An adaptation of. our general and combat outpost system
tailored to fit the Korean terrain.” (116277t may be thet they were. In
the rest of his discussion on patrel bases Colenel Mildren made the fol-
lowing remarks, "They were used in W¥ II (Ttaly) but only recently becams
standard techmique,” | |

"We have found that a battalion size patrol base can, by establish-
ing a perimeter defense on terrain deminating avermaes of approach, do |
the job of a general outpost. Patrols can be sent out from such a base
w_ithnut the time consuming effort reguired in meountain térfain to move
from the MIR, A’mthér advantage is thst a patrol base is less wulner-
able to attack,” (1112) Further remarks by the Colonel indicated that the
size of the patfol base should inerease as the distance from the MLRE in-
ereased, |
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Par 319 FM 7-10 states that the mission of 't._har general outpoat is to
"aid in securing the front of‘ the battle position and provides waminé;
for the main force and extendgd surveillance of the area over which the
enemy must advance,™ (5:31k) This paragraph also states that if the gen-
eral outpost "is to be held for a definite period, the company organizes
its position as for a regular defense," (5:31}) You will mote the words

regular defense not perimeter defense are used when stating hmlr the conm-

pany will organize its defense.

Whether the unit-s we have discussed were performing the mission of
a combat outpost, a general outpost, or a combination of the two, the
manuals do not prepare us for the use of the perimeter defense even
though these unite are isolated. The perimeter is not a "regular de-
fense® nor is it a "system of outguards." .

We shall noWexamine the use of the perimeter defense on an exbend-
ed or wide front. S. L. A. Marshal quotes a regimental camandei_- as fol-
" lowsy "I was puzzled through every Korean action in which I part;icipated.
The gquestion was whether it was better to defend an assigned sector as a
regiment or as three separate battalions. I know that other regiﬁeﬁtal
commanders prescrib-ed that their battslions would defend in relald;ivelj
small battalion perimeteré s thus leaving gaps across t.hé front of the
régimen£a1 sector, Our policy,_ on the other hand was to tie in flank to
flank which frequently required positioning of six rifle compﬁnies of
two battalions on the MLR, backing that up with the reserve battai’ion."
(10:131-132)

Captain Bickford E, Sewyer speaking of the 2d Bn 23d Infantry and
the use of a battalion defensive perimeter states, "Our normal defensive
disposition while on the line at night was almost invariably such a
perimeter, In Korea this is a necessitjr because of the gaps between
units am‘tha abilitylof the Reds to by-pass the front line units and
attack the otherwise uniefended CP areas.” (15:91) |
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Another person who had experience with the 23d Infantry was Lt Col
George H, Russell, who, at the time in August and September of 1950 when
the 23d was defending a frontage of 16,000 yds on the Teigu-Pusan peri-
meter, was the S3 of the 1st Bn of the 23d. A condensed version of Lt
Col Rﬁssall's’thoughts on the defense of an extended front are, "The
commander cannot hope to defend his enmtire sector in strength. -.He
should defend key terrain features t.ha;t. control vital avénues of ap=-
proach, so piaced that the enmemy is forced to attack rather than by-
pass; These key.terrgin i‘eafu_rés should be organized as étrohg points
used as bases for heavily supported combat patrols. These strong points
on the main battle posi'td.‘on. should be at a minimm of reinforced company
size and preferably of reinforeced battalion size. A strong point shounld
" usually be organized into a modified perimetez; for defense.“ (1h:61-62)

Lt“c(;.‘. C. DeReus speaking of Korea states, "In the late sumser and
early fall of 1951 the expert organizers of a perimeter defense became
masters of the situation, Wide frontages, tarrgin,- and a scarcity of

infantry gave them their oppor;hunity.“ (3:31)

What do the FMs have to say on the defemse of a wide front? ™
7-10 in par 309 states, "When a battalion defends on a wide front empha-
sis is placed on the organization of .key terrain features, Units smaller
than ﬁ rifle company rarely are assigned a key terrain feature. When
assigned the mis.sion of defending a key terrain feature--the front line
company (1) Physically occupies a normal frontage, (2) Emphasizes pro-
visions for the defense of the terrain feature against an attack from any
direetion. (3) Furnishes observation, security, and patrols to cover. '
the gaps." (51303) MM 7-20 in Seetien.IV Chapter 9 states, in eésence, the
following) "Emphasis is placed on the. organization and occupation of key
terrain features throughout the battle position. Thé extended frontage

dictates a compromise between the line concept of defense and widely
scattered islands of resistance., It is undesirable t¢ occupy the entire
| | 12



front with & thin line and also umdesirsble to try to occupy it in
strength and sacrifice depth and flexibility. Key terrain features are
organized in strength and the rest of the line is held lightly. Each
unit on a key terrain feature maust be self-sustaining and able to fight
on when by-passed, At times the batialion may occupy a single terrain
feature, whether this is dene or several key terrain features are eceuQ
pled, the battulion is the basisc unit, Rear positions are organized on
key terrain foa-rbures and additional positions prepared to resist attacks
from amy direction, The depth of the battalion area inecreases prepor-
tionally as the width increases. Gaps between units will be covered by
fire, aggzressive patroling and listening posts.” (6:335) |
We have then the case of a regimental commander who stretched his
battalions on a thin line, the case of the ex-battalion S3 who in genersl
goes along with the manuals on the organization of key terrszin but wante
a modified perimeter, and the case of two officers who advocate a peri-
neter defense, FM 7-20 tells us that we should be able to fight on when
by-passed, but implies the use of an all-around defense when it states
that additionsl positions are prepared to resist attacks from any direc-
tion. If you are B}'-pused the gll-around defense is not going to be
enough, you are going to have to be able to defend yourself from all
directions at the sme time. Therefore, to preclude the sometimes
fatal econfusion and loss of time that may result if you try te reergan- |
ize your defense into a .pariue'bar while '_ander attack, and, as the chances
of belng by-passed are so very much greater than when defending on mer-
mal frontages, the use of the perimeter defensze on extended fromts must
be indicated.
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CONCLUSION
& .
In eonclusion I would like to quote a principle of command stressed
by Gemeral Mathew B, Ridgeéway, them Eighth Army Commander, in early 1951,
and endorsed by Li Gen Almond, them X Corps Commander, at a conference

in Korea, "Integrity of Positions. Positions must be organised for

impenetrable perimeter defense and mmst never be abandoned without
authority frem the next higher commander. Lost ground mmst be regained
rapidly by employment of reserves in preplarned counterattacks." (211)

You will note that the general did mot say some positions or ise-
lated pesitions, he said positions must be organized for perimeter de-
fense,

Now all units in Korea were not isclated, and it is too mueh to
ask of us to believe that an amy éemnder of the United States Army
would direct his subordinates to do anything that is apparently in vari-
ance with the tactical doctrine of our field manuales without resson,
Therefore, let us exsmine some factors about the Korean War that are com-
mon knowledge, .Fbur of these factors are (1) the comrmmists were very
adept at infiltration, (2) the terrain, althongh not jungle, was ex-
tremely rugged, {3) combat cutposts were often reguired to stay in
position until the enemy had assaultedrthem, (L) many times units were |
required to defend on wide frontages,

- I have ghownt in this article that other reasons for use of the peri-
meter d&eme than that mentioned im FM 7-10 and FM 7-20 are (1) as a
defense against infiltration, (2) as a defense in extimaly rugged ter-
rain such as jungles, (3) as a defense on combat outposts when the
delaying mission of the outpost requires that it stay on position until
the enemy is close enough to launch an assault, (k) as a defense on an

14



extended front, General Ridgeway may have had any one or all four of
the above reasons in mind when he made the statement fhat positions must
be organized as perimeter defenses. |

The validity of reasons for the use of the perimeter defensa, other
than isolatien, have been tested and proven in actual combat., FM 7-10 -
‘and FM 7-20 do not of fer any of these reasons as factors to be used as
guides to the use of a per:lhettr defenze, Therefore, w premise that
FM 7-10 and' FM 7-20 do not of fer us enough guidance as to when te use

" the perimeter defense, has been proven,
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