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The Evolving Range of Threats

Conventional Military Threats and the Lack of Unity
and Mission Focus in the GCC

Asymmetric warfare and nWas
Iranian Missiles and Proliferation

lraqgi Instability

Energy and Critical Infrastructure

Terrorism

o0 Regionwide impact of NeaSdafi Islamist extremism.
Franchising of Al Qaébéida, Sun
impact inside and outside the region

O War in Afghanistan, potential destabilization of as nuclear
Pakistan, and impact on proliferation and Islamist extremism
in the Middl e East

Demographics, Foreign Labor, and Social Change
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Comparative Iran vs GCC Spending: 19972007

60,000
$413.7 Vs. $55B:
50,000——— GCC Spent 7.5 times
as much
40,000
30,000
20,000
10,000
O,
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004* 2005 2006 2007
‘Ilran 4996 6,165 6,060 7,972 2,232 3,189 3,189 3,720 6,590 6,759 @ 7,310
‘IGCC Total 33,659 34,655 30,979 34,357 37,559 35,112 35,322 28,678 40,452 50,676 52,142

Derived from IISS, Military Balance, 2008
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Comparative New Arms Orders: 19882007

(in $US Curent Millions)

CSIS

100,000
90,000 $87.6B vs. $5.6B: GCC
80,000 Spent 15.6 times as much
70,000 A
60,000
50,000
40,000
30,000
20,000
10,000 '
. = — [ om = =
Iran GCC [Bahrain | Kuwait | Oman | Qatar ;ZE?; UAE Iraq Yemen
O 03-06 | 2200 (19,100 300 1400 1200 100 12400 3700 2100 800
O 00-03 500 15,300 400 2,200 1,200 0 3,400 8,100 200 600
O 96-99 | 1,700 (16,200 600 900 300 800 6,000 7,600 0 700
O 9295 | 1,200 (36,100 200 6,200 600 2,000 122,300 | 4,800 0 500

0 =Datalessthan $50millionor nil. All dataroundedto theneareg $100 million.

Saurce: Richard F. Grimmett, Convertiona Arms Transfers b the Developing Nations, Congressiond Research Service, various alitions.

Derived from IISS, Military Balance, 2008
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Land Force Threats

7 Iranian Threat to Kuwait and Iraq
7 Iranian permissive amphibious/ferry operation.
7 Iranian dominance of Iraqg; Invited In to Replace US?
7 Spillover of lragi Sunni-Shi 6i te power s
7 Yemeni incursion into Saudi Arabia or Oman
But:
7 Low nearterm probabilty.
7 High risk of US and allied intervention.
s Limited threat power projection and sustainabillity.
s Unclear strategic goal.
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Comparative Military Manpower in 2008

600,000

—
200,000
400,000
300,000
200,000
100,000

[ran Irag Saudi Bahrain Kuwait Oman Qatar UAE Yemen
O Navy 18,000 1,100 15,500 700 2,000 4,200 1,800 2,500 1,700
HAir Def| 15,000 0 4,000 0 0 0 0 0 2,000
OAir 52,000 1,200 20,000 1,500 2,500 5,000 1,500 4,500 3,000
OGuard | 125,000 0 100,000 0 6,600 6,400 0 0 0
BArmy 350,000 163,500 75,000 6,000 11,000 25,000 8,500 44 000 60,000

Derived from IISS, Military Balance, 2008
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Comparative Total Armor Strength
By Category

Derived from IISS, Military Balance, 2008

6000 -

5000 A

4000 -

3000 A

2000 A

1000 +

0 Iran Iraq Saudi Bahrain Kuwait Oman Qatar UAE Yemen
o APCs 640 3190 235 321 191 226 860 710
B AFVs 773 1270 71 450 145 108 619 330
B Tanks 1613 910 180 368 117 30 471 790
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Comparative Total Gulf Tank
Strength versus
High Quality Tanks

1800 ~

Iran Iraq Saudi Bahrain Kuwait Oman Qatar UAE Yemen
B Total 1613 55 910 180 368 117 30 471 790
o High Qualit 730 0 765 180 218 117 0 426 110

Derived from IISS, Military Balance, 2008
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Increase Ground Capabilities

42 Brigade Combat Teams 48 Brigade Combat Teams
Army (482.4K Soldiers) - (547.4K Soldiers)
Active Months Home Station / Months Home Station /
12/12 Months Deployed 24112 Months Deployed
= Marine Expeditionary Forces Marine Expeditionary Forces
Marine 25 (j75k Marines) 3 (202K Marines)
C'ﬂrps 717 Months Home Station / - 14/7 Months Home Station /
Active Meonths Deployed Meonths Deployed
Bl Active Army %% Ahead of Schedule Growth +1K
Bl Active Marine Corps 2 ’ +7TK
M Previous Additions
| +65K
Soldiers
.
, +27K
Marines
A J

FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Source: FY 2009 Dol Budget Request; FY 2008 Budgat; FY 2007 Supplemental MNumbers may naf 8oa dua fa reundng
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T

1

T

Air/Missile Threats

Precision air strikes on critical facilities: Raid or mass
attack.

Terror missile strikes on area targets; some chance of
smart, more accurate Kkills.

Variationon 19871 988 A Tanker War o
Raids on offshore and critical shore facilities.

Strikes again tankes or naval targets.

Attacks on USallied facilities

But:

T

T

T

T

Low nearterm probability.

High risk of US and allied intervention.

Limited threat power projection and sustainability.
Unclear strategic goal.
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Comparative Gulf Total & High

Quality Combat Air Strength

300 -
40-6 0% of I ranods
250 4 Total holdings
are not
200 - Operational

150 +

100 ~

50 11

Derived from IISS, Military Balance, 2008

0
Iran Iraq Saudi Bahrain Kuwait Oman Qatar UAE Yemen
O Total 286 279 33 50 64 18 184 75
B High Qualit 95 254 21 39 12 12 149 20
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Naval Threats

sl rani an effort to ncl ose
7 lranian permissive amphibious/ferry operation.

¢ Variationon 1987-1 988 nTanker War o
7 Raids on offshore and critical shore facilities.

synDeep stri keo with air or
or Indian Ocean.

1 Attacks on US facilities

But:

7 Low nearterm probability.

v High risk of US and allied intervention.

¢ Limited threat power projection and sustainability.
7 Unclear strategic goal.

t
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Comparative Major Naval Combat Ships

40

35

25

15

10

B |

; —HE EENEEN

Iran Irag Saudi Bahrain Kuwait Oman Qatar Yemen

BSubmarines 3
B Major Missile Combat 3 7 3
OMajor Other Combat 2
OMissile Patrol 21 1 8 6 10 4 7 4
EMine o 3 7 6

Derived from IISS, Military Balance, 2008
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Ending the GCC Threat to the GCC

1 Leaders musttake deterr ence, confict prevention, and
defense as seiously astheir militaries.

7 End pointless irtra-stae feuding; create areal GCC

1 Interoperability and standardization versusglitter
factor and prestige buys.Coordinated requirements and
procurement planning.

1 Focus on keymission nedds.
1 Integrated battle management and IS&R.

7 Standardized, demanding, real-world CPX and FTX
trai ning, contingency plansand doctrine.

7 Joint war fare planning, end stovepiping, prepare for
real time defense in breadth and width.

1 Establishpartnershipwith US, UK, and France; not just
de facto deperdence.

15
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Most Likely Foreign Threats
Are Not Formal Conflicts

ADirect and indirect threats of using force. (l.e. Iranian
efforts at proliferation)

AUse of irregular forces and asymmetric attacks.
AProxy conflicts using terrorist or extremist movements
or exploiting internal sectarian, ethnic, tribal, dynastic,
regional tensions.

AArms transfers, training in host country, use of covert
elements like Quds force.

AHarassment and attrition through low level attacks,
clashes, incidents.

ALimited, demonstrative attacks to increase risk,
Intimidation.

AStrike at critical node or infrastructure.

17
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Some Tangible Examples
Alranian tanker war with Irag
AQil spills and floating mines in Gulf.
ALi byan fisteal tho mining of
AUse of Quds force in Iraqg.
Ail ncidentso in pilgrimage |
ASupport of Shiodite groups i
AMissile and space tests (future nuclear test?).

ANaval guards seizure of British boat, confrontation with
US Navy, exercises in Gulf.

ADevel opment of | imited fclo
AFlow of illegals and smuggling across Yemeni border.

18
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The Islamic Revolutionary Guards Corps

A125,000+, drawing on 1,000,000 Basij.
Aey is 20,000 Naval Guards, including 5,000 marines.

AArmed with HY -3 CSSC-3 Seersucker (612 launchers, 100
missiles, 95100 km), and 10 Houdong missile patrol boats with C
802s (120 km), and 40+ Boghammers with ATGMSs, recoilless
rifles, machine guns.

A arge-scale mine warfare capability using small craft and
commercial boats.

MBased at Bandar eAbbas, Khorramshar, Larak, Abu Musa, Al
Farsiyah, Halul, Sirri.

AIRGC air branch reported to fly UAVs and UCAVs, and
contr ol |l ranbds strategic missile

Al Shahab SRBM Bde (30%00-700 km) with 1218 launchers,1
Shahab 3 IRBM Btn (1,2001,280 km) with 6 launchers and4
missiles each.
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NCl osi ng the

A3 Kilo (Type 877) and unknown number of midget (QadiSS
3) submarines; smart torpedoes, (antship missiles?) and
smart mine capability.

AUse of 5 minelayers, amphibious ships, small craft,
commercial boats.

AAttacks on tankers, shipping, offshore facilities by naval
guards.

ARaids with 8 R3MP/P-3F Orion MPA and combat aircraft
with anti-ship missiles:(G801K (842 km), CSSN-4, and
others).

AFree-floating mines, smart and dumb mines, oil spills.

ALand-based, longrange anti-ship missiles based on land,

Islands (Seersucker HY2, CSSC-3), and ships (CSSN-4,
and others).Sunburn?

AIRGC raids on key export facility(ties).
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The Entire Gulf: Breaking the Bottle at Any Point

T > Kuwait \
\; ait / — \
\s Saffaniyah South Pars
Iran
Q. Persian North Field

F : . T Guff
' bR, Ras Tanura
[Jfla?ran Man

Gulf of Oman

Hwadh : GlfTﬂ-llura- Muscal

/ Saddi Arabia
\ : m

Source: EIA, Country Briefs, World Oil Transit Chokepoints, January 2008 21




CSIS

CENTER FOR STRATEGIC &
INTERNATIONAL STUDIES

Hormuz: Breaking the Bottle at the Neck
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Source: http://www.lib.utexas.edu/maps/middle_east_and_asia/hormuz_80.jpg

A280 km long, 50 km
wide at narrowest point.

Arraffic lane 9.6 km wide,
including two 3.2 km
wide traffic lanes, one
inbound and one
outbound, separated by
a 3.2 km wide separation
median

Bantiship missiles now
have ranges up to 150
km.

ASmart mines,
guided/smart torpedoes,

Aloating mines, small
boat raids, harassment.

ICovert as well as overt
sSensors.
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Nuclear Uncertainty

Must plan to dealwith possiuble Iranian force with
unknown weaponscharacteristics,delivery systems,
basing, and tmelines.

oTechnology basenow exsts, errichment to fissile
levelsisonly limiting factor.

Alreadya key factor in Iranian capability to conduct
Awarmtimofdati on. O

Clear Iran procealing with extensive ballistic missile
program regardlessof whether it pursuesthe nuclear
option.

Cannot predct timeframe for nuclear threat. Wor st
caseis2009,but could well be 2015.

Chemical and biological options as well.
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Technology Base

1 Declared chemical weapons state; probable biological
weaponsprogram.

7 Centrifuge (U-235) and Putonium (Pu-239) enrchment,
reactor, and processing.

¢ Uranium machining
7 Polonium (neutron intiator) r esea ch.

7 Work with high explosve lenses and imports of
triggering devices'technadogy.

1 Possible acquisition of advancednuclear fissile weapons
design data from AQ Khan and Swisssaurces.
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