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Tactical Armoured Patrol Vehicle (TAPV)

- Gross Vehicle Weight
17,000 kg

- Length 6.81 m
- Width 2.69 m
- Height (hull) 2.29 m

- Height (with RWS) approx
3.04m

« Ground Clearance 0.635 m
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Proposed Distribution Plan
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Game Format

Primary Purposes:

1) determine the likely optimal force employment construct of the TAPV
system across the Infantry Corps.

Z) develop the techniques, tactics and procedures (TTPs) for TAPV doctrine

Secondary Purposes:
1) Provide evidence of credibility of the approach
2) Examine degree of “expertise”

X O X (experimental notation)
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Game Preparation

* 5 months planning (October to execution in March)
®* COAs developed by the Infantry School of Excellence

® Scenarios were created by the moderator (referee) who taught
at the School

® Data collection instruments and scripts developed throughout
the planning process

®* Pilot test of instruments and game turns mid February
® Request of participants with specific expertise end February
®* Read-in packages sent 2 weeks prior to game start
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Game Conduct

*Executed over 3 days
®* Background plenary
® COA Briefs

® Data collection: rankings; review of principles and
fundamentals of war; biographical info & pre-test ranks

® Operations Brief (individually prior to specific discussions)
* AAR
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Expert Participants

- Cpl, Sgt, WO, MWO, Capt, Maj
- Years of service: 2 =310 yrs

- Deployed: u =22 months

Miean = 1937 47 Mean = 3.06
Std. Dev. = 8161 Std. Dev. = 1 948
H=18 Na=16

Frequency of Response
Frequency of Response
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Number of Deployments as a Function of Rank
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Pretest Rankings of the 5 COAs for Each Operation

Offensive
5 4 1 3 2
Defensive
5 1 2 3
4
Stability
4 1 3 2
)
Most preferred <€ > Least preferred
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Means and Standard Deviations of the Principles and Fundamentals of War
Relevant to Defensive Operations for each COA.

Principals/Fundamentals of War COA1l COA 2 COA3 COA4 COAS5
M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)
Offensive Action 6.0 (1.6) 4.4 (1.6) 51 (2.1) 6.6 (1.2) 7.1 (1.6)
Concentration of Force 6.5 (1.2) 4.8 (1.9) 58 (2.1) . (1.3) 7.4 (1.4)
Security 6.8) (1.3) 5.1 (2.0) 5.4 (2.0) (1.4) 6.9 (1.5)
Flexibility 6.9 (1.4) 53 (1.8) 5.1 (2.0) 6.9 (1.4) 7.7 (1.7)
Information Gathering 7.1) (1.2) 49 (1.9) 53 (2.2) 7.3 ) (1.3) 7.3 ) (1.5)
Use of Terrain 6.7 (1.4) 59 (2.1) 5.8 (1.7) 6.8 (1.9) 7.4 (1.5)
Key terrain and vital ground 6.8 (1.7) 5.7 (2.2) 55 (2.2) 6.6 (1.8) 7.3 (1.7)
Disruption 6.1 (1.7) 4.8 (1.7) 5.1 (2.4) 6.0 (1.6) 7.0 (1.5)
Coordination 51 (1.7) 56 (2.3) 53 (2.0) 53 (1.6) 59 (1.8)
Mutual Support (1.6) 56 (2.3) 54 (2.3) 6.9 (1.6) 7.5 (1.4)
Depth . (76) (1.5) 53 (2.1) 57 (2.0 7.0 (1.4) 7.2 (1.4)
Manoeuvre 6.3 (1.2) 5.2 (2.1) 45 (2.1) 6.7 (1.7) 7.6 (1.7)
Firepower 6.1 (1.6) 5.0 (1.8) 54 (2.5) 6.7 (1.7) 7.8 (1.8)
Use of Reserves 6.5 (1.6) 50 (2.1) 5.2 (1.9) 6.7 (2.1) 6.9 (1.5)
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Defensive Operations

Pre-test

B O

Post-test 1
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Defensive Operations

Pre-test

B O

Post-test 1
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Offensive Operations

Pre-test

Post-test 1

UNCLASSIFIED



Offensive Operations

Pre-test
5 4 1 3 2
Post-test 1
5 4 1 3 2
Post-test 2
5 4 1 2 3
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Results

»COA 5 “optimal” (preferred) configuration

»Many TTPS were generated to inform doctrine

»Distribution plan is being revisited with the aim to shift more for
recce rather than dismounted infantry

»> @ 2 yr delay in production
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New Research Problem

> Absolute versus Relative Ranking

> Which is the “true” consensus ranking of the group?

> Under which conditions would you want absolute vs. relative
ranking?

> Further opportunities for experimentation required
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