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— Focusing on Dispatches by MEET+TC Analysis Frame —
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Department of Military Studies, Cheongju University, 298 Daesung-ro, Sangdang—gu, Cheongju, Korea

Abstract

This study utilizes METT + TC analysis framework to evaluate the success of the South
Korean army’s Peacekeeping Operations (PKO). Most of the existing studies have focused on
qualitative performance assessment of the PKO activities, but this study analyzes why and how
the outcomes of the South Korean army’s PKO have been achieved during the past 20 years.
The study describes the theoretical rationale behind the application of METT+TC analysis
framework and develops multiple evaluation indicators by synthesizing and analyzing the success
factors derived from the previous studies. This analytical tool can be applied to not only
intermediate evaluation of the current PKO activities but also preparation of the future PKO
activities. The study findings provide useful resources for policy evaluation as an effective
preparation on the future PKO activities as well as the current ongoing PKO activities if used by
the Ministry of Defense and Joint Chief of Staff in South Korea.

Key words: Korean army, international peacekeeping operations, performance evaluation,
METT+TC analysis frame
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@ Coordination of the parties to the primary confliet

@ Effective command and control system
@ Third party state

@ The geographic setting of AO
® Neutrality

@ Sufficient financial support
® Clarity of mandate

(3 Subnational group

@ Super power
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<Table 1> Variables that affect the successes and failluares of intemational peacekeeping operations(factors)
Internal factor

Bratt(1996)
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% Source: Diehl(1988: 485-507).
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PKO #Hdse] Aas vhae] <Table 2>} o] 3@Ae] Lo Fiate] Akt

<Table 2> International peacekeeping operations performance results

Level Operational success
Successful Complete conflict resolution in the region war
Moderately successful Three index one of them successful conflict
Failure failure all four indicators

% Source: Bratt(1997: 46).
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<Table 3> Peacekeeping cause of failure

Cause of failure

Division Situational factors Interests incgnsistency of the Compliancg vyith the three
Security Council principles

Somalia O O O

Bosnia O @) @)

Rwanda O

Angola @)
% Source: Howard(2008: 9).
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<Table 4> METT+TC element concept, major tasks and contents

Analysis .
slement Concept Major task and content
'Ta?k assian ed to t.he troops ‘Military observer and security activities, including
-United Nations or international .
organizations, dispute the needs of disarmament, aims recovery
M g » diSp ‘Reconstruction work and stabilization support

Parties
-Perform additional duties as
assigned duties

‘Economic and social development aid, military
friendship, military education.

. ‘Hostile forces, foster local security concerns of great
‘Hostile forces .
. ‘Local conditions affecting mission iLnED
g ‘Local residents hostile to powerful criminals, the units
-Affecting the mission terrain and

T -Force maneuver of terrain and weather limiting activities
weather
-Available forces and resources, . . . . o
. . ) . : -Formative equipment available unit organization, the
T including tangible and intangible ) e
. task formative mission
resources on mission
T -Available time on mission ‘Rapid deployment process and sufficient time.
-Vanoy s.pnvate clemers et (1928t -Before troops : National Assembly, the media
C on mission

i Nefoms] Asseiisly, s mesk) -After troops : Government or resident of public opinion

B A= XA A9 T (interpretive case study) WHS AR} whEbd AlA] ZER]oll A Al
HAE 718 Fol Fro] HgAHERAESE AlElEe ot 7] AdFES B8 #Ig PKO %
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<Table 5> Success indicators for each component METT+TC

AL Success indicators s, 23
element number
‘Clarity of mandate/Accomplished -Conflict resolution and control hot spot
‘Minimize casualties for operational implementation

-Dedicated mission of the PKO agents

-Provision of safety in political and armed groups

-The State party dispute in civilian protection

-An infusion resident target State party ownership of conflict

-Secure reliability of the Parties to the dispute in activities PKO

-Three principles, compliance with the neutrality of PKO

-Utility to the local situation, providing precise information on the situation analysis
-Primary / (soup) fighting parties will cooperate with the consensus regarding the activity
Utility PKO

E -Third power intervention and cooperation -The intervention of super power

‘Belay cooperative relationship with the State party disputes that local government
-Dispute the level of hostility in the countries(Power, number, and hostile form)

-The State party dispute of local government capacity Number of troops to undergo
activity PKO

-Geographic environment in favor of operations

-A periodic review on the situation of current operations area

-Systematic effective command and control

-Deviant behaviour of many agents PKO(Sex crimes, child abuse, drugs)

-Schedule forces training and rapid deployment troops

-Complications A Study on the State party's unigue contextual factors and contrast
-The troops, safety and medical assistance system 9
‘A periodic review on the situation of current operations area(feedback)

-Unification of command and control system

-The exact situation to the local situation analysis and information

-Effective leadership of the troops

-A timely manner appropriate operational developments and enforcement PKO

-Our unit's training will be troops

-Enough financial support(PKO Extra expenses)

-Bureau director un Security Council’s Understanding relationship (National interest of the
great powers)

-Agreement about the legal status and rights of the troops

-State party disputes and effective State party's foreign policy sense

‘International cooperation system deployment

-Other countries and host nation of public opinion (Press reaction, local residents, the
National Assembly)

-Degree of international support(aid)

‘Warring party for blocking political / military support country

IV. METT+TC =4 &2} d3X|Hoi| 2st opHF d32l &4

1. SE|Z=2 4555012
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<Table 6> A comprehensive analysis of success factors

Legend : O Success A Usually x Failure

Analysis
element

Conclusion

Success indicators

Clarity of mandate/Accomplished

-Conflict resolution and control hot spot

‘Minimize casualties for operational implementation
-Dedicated mission of the PKO agents

‘Three principles, compliance with the neutrality of
PKO

-Provision of safety in political and armed forces in
State party disputes

-Provision of safety in political and armed forces in
State party disputes

-An infusion resident target State party ownership of
conflict

-Secure reliability of the Parties to the dispute in
activities PKO

‘The exact situation to the local situation analysis
and information

-Agreement the cooperation of the State party
primarily a dispute about the activities PKO

‘Belay cooperative relationship with State party
disputed local government

‘Number of troops to undergo activity PKO

-An advantageous geographic setting in operations
‘The current area of operations for the periodic
review

‘Effective leadership of the troops

-Systematic command and control (unification
-Schedule forces training and rapid deployment
troops

‘Troops safety and medical assistance system

‘The exact situation to the local situation analysis
and information

‘A periodic review on the situation of current
operations area(Feedback

‘Complications A Study on the State party's unique
contextual factors and contrast

-Deviant behaviour of many agents PKO(Sex crimes,
child abuse, drugs)

-Our force of preparation and training will be troops
‘A timely  manner  appropriate  operational
developments and enforcement PKO
‘Enough financial support
-‘Agreement about the legal status and rights of the
troops
‘International cooperation system deployment
‘Middle and Other countries after pabyeongjeon and
public opinion, relevant

A total of 29 indicators

An Analysis of a success

-Control, border policing, such as providing key
facilities security

‘Resident rebel reconciliation, etc., border control
‘No casualties

‘Resident, from un, East Timor government

‘Three principles, including restrictions on use of
force and comply with neutrality

‘lllegal weapons possession of the area in a
supervisory power and potential threat

-Sustainable green business and mobile patrols,
residents on foot in the areas where the operations
conducted an angel

‘Resident Korean version of a Community project
implementation for independence

-‘King of the multinational force’, The president's
audit in a statement

-Former local coordination group troops

-The Indonesian government and actively cooperate
with the troop agreement

‘Welfare to a refugee, resident, reconciliation, militias
‘Ranger battalion and of the main battle

-The hot weather conditions, a mountain over
training, adaptation

‘5 deaths of duty in the river ekateu in bad weather
-Organization headed by a Colonel

-Strength and excellent compilation of the main
special forces combat power

-Acclimation training, day, separated by an

advanced team and troops

-Organization of medical support team, reinforcing
combat equipment

-Strengthening the information, civil,
functions
-Survival
know-how
‘Middle and Other countries after pabyeongjeon and
public opinion, relevant
-Strengthening religious ties with
Roman Catholic father

-Accurate information about local restriction

public  affairs

training  technology,  search, search

residents called

-Un request three weeks after early deployment.
-About full support to 429 billion won

‘Indonesia when the coalition forces troops and
cooperation

-Un peacekeeping mission, switch to.

-East Timor residents and gained absolute support
from the Government

O27 Al x
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<Table 7> A comprehensive analysis of success factors

Analysis
element

Conclusion

Success indicators

‘Clarity of mandate/Accomplished
-Conflict resolution and control hot spot

‘Minimize casualties for operational implementation
-Dedicated mission of the PKO agents

‘Three principles, compliance with the neutrality of
PKO

-Provision of safety in political and armed forces in
State party disputes

-Provision of safety in political and armed forces in
State party disputes

-An infusion resident target State party ownership of
conflict

-Secure reliability of the Parties to the dispute in activities
PKO

‘The exact situation to the local situation analysis
and information

-State party's cooperation agreement. The primary
conflict in activities PKO

-Belay cooperative relationship with State party
disputed local government

-Dispute the level of hostility in the countries

‘Number of troops PKO participation

-Geographic environment favorable to the conduct of
operations

-A periodic review on local conditions of current
operations

-Effective leadership of the troops

-Systematic command and control (unification

-Schedule forces training and rapid deployment troops

‘Troops safety and medical assistance system

-A periodic review on the situation of current
operations area(Feedback)

-Complications A Study on the State party's unique
contextual factors and contrast

-Deviant behaviour of many agents PKO(Sex crimes

, child abuse, drugs)

-Our force of preparation and training will be troops

‘A timely operational deployment and carry out
proper PKO

-Enough financial support

-Agreement about the legal status and rights of the
troops

‘International cooperation system deployment and
support

-Effective foreign policy

-Other countries after public opinion, neighboring
mit(government, the National Assembly and the
media, resident)

A total of 30 indicators

An Analysis of a success

‘Israel and Lebanon for the military observer
-Conflict resolution and control of the Tirpitz local
area

‘No casualties

‘Resident, from un, Lebanon's government

‘Three principles, including restrictions on use of
force and comply with neutrality

‘Hezbollah and surveillance reconnaissance
impure forces

-A multi-function civil-military joint enforcement
operations, Peace Wave

-Taekwondo, computer, such as sewing lessons
through ownership of infusion

-a gift from God’, called the ‘textbook operation PKO’
to happen

-Former local coordination group troops

-Close cooperation with South Korean Embassy in
Western Brigade, unfil, after dispatch

-Close bond with local government offices,
including tireusi

‘Hezbollah, Syria, refugee monitoring and
management, including Syria

-Ranger battalion and scale of the main spindle
-Operations around the Litani River north of the
areas of responsibility

‘Local meteorology equipment installation and
utilization of analysis

-Organization headed by Colonel

-Organization of three main special forces
properly

-After about six months of training at the creation
cycle (of individuals and/or teams one's
speciality, etc.)

-Organization of explosives, surveillance and
response units and equipment

-Protection against terror activity detection
facilities installation and IED

-Eod against terrorism by half, including
Hezbollah organization and operation

‘Managing Director of steel ball of stress relief
measures, forces itself

-Adequate preparation, fitness and on arrival early
mission

-United Nations by actual dispatch of request
after 11 months for long periods of turmoil
-Fully organized in roughly 851 billion won

-Uniflil lower under western brigade command
and task performance

‘Lebanese and Israeli government and sustained
cooperation

-Un, Lebanon, the Israeli government and summit
meetings

- Assessment to ‘A gift from God’, ‘textbook
operation PKO'

0:29 A:0 x:1

Evaluati
on
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<Table 8> Comprehensive Analysis of Success Factors

Legend : O Success A Usually x Failure

Analysis .
i Success indicators
element
Clarity of mandate/Accomplished
-Conflict resolution and control hot spot
‘Minimize casualties for operational implementation
M -Dedicated mission of the PKO agents

‘Three principles, compliance with the neutrality of PKO
-Civilian protection in State party disputes and secure
trust

-Secure reliability of the Parties to the dispute in activities
PKO

-The exact situation to the local situation analysis
and information
-Primary assistance of the State party disputes,
and agreement on a PKO activity

E -Belay cooperative relationship with State party
disputed local government
-Dispute the level of hostility in the countries

‘Number of troops PKO participation
-An advantageous geographic setting in operations
‘The current area of operations for the periodic review

-Effective leadership of the troops
-Systematic command and control (unification

-Schedule forces training and rapid deployment troops
-Providing accurate situational analysis and information to
the local situation

-A periodic review on the situation of current operations
area(Feedback).

‘A Study on the State party's unique contextual factors
and contrast conflict

‘Deviant behaviour of many agents PKO (Sex crimes,
child abuse, drugs)

-Our force of preparation and training will be troops
T -A timely manner, appropriate enforcement
deployment operation PKO

-Enough financial support

-‘Agreement about the legal status and rights of the
troops

‘International cooperation system deployment and support

C -Effective foreign policy
-Other countries public opinion, neighboring
mit(government, the National Assembly and the media,
resident)

Conclusion A total of 28 indicators

. Evalua
An Analysis of a success .

tion

-Recovery and reconstruction mission completion O

‘Medical support, and developing feelings that humanitarian O

assistance O

‘No casualties O

-Recovery+Reconstruction+medical attention+My heart goes

a lot of things Dedicated mission performance o

-Compliance

‘Ngo organizations with activities in Korea O

To be called ' the hope of reogan ’ @)

‘Continuous  trends in the situation and the level of O

destruction, residents capture local pabyeongjeon

‘Haitian government's active assistance and cooperation 0

-Reconstruction according to the priority activities by, 0

cooperation with the reogan 0

-Dissident armed forces resident activities to deal with a

chinhanhwa

‘Engineer element comprised of one battalion and scale O

deployment

Place to guarantee mobility, priority and work its O

implementation
Violent and implementing flexible work time adjustment

O
‘Organization headed by a Colonel 0
Intensive training central organizational damage repair and
reconstruction of trick considering
‘recovery and reconstruction mission engineer unit O
‘Marines, medical support unit organization, Marines, O
medical support unit organization O
‘A cholera prevention activities
T ” O
My heart goes mobile drilling equipment and drilling
Various aberrations, executive director until the city withdraw O
‘Short  period available preparations and training in (3 %
weeks.) of limitation o
‘A well-trained units in the specification, available early
adjustment by troops
) - O
-Full support to approximately 23.6 billion won.
-Corps  operations into peacekeeping forces mission of o)
stabilizing Haiti un
-Full support of the un, including the Security Council O
-Actively cooperate with Haitian government.
‘Into friendly and hostile residents after deployment @)
O
O:27 A0 x:1 O
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<Table 9> A comprehensive analysis of success factors

Legend : O Success A Usually x Failure
Analysis . . q
b Success indicators An Analysis of a success Evaluation
element
‘Clarity of mandate/Accomplished -Un as provided by the apparent election 0
Supporting team care one step for power agent
in
-Conflict resolution and control hot spot Western Sahara completed, a delegated order o
‘Minimize casualties for operational ‘Not applicable o
implementation ‘No casualties 0
-Provision of safety in political and armed forces -Dedicated evaluation mission by carrying out
in State party disputes excellent 0
-Secure the confidence of the Parties to the ‘Medical support, securing for refugees and local
‘dispute in activity PKO indigenous people
‘The exact situation to the local situation -Former local coordination group troops o
analysis
£ and information -Check out the geographical special quality 0
-Primary assistance of the State party disputes, awards
and agreement on a PKO activity special area many patient o
‘Number of troops PKO participation -42 primary care possible levels
) L -Active prevention, obligations to overcome
-An advantageous geographic setting in ) . . @)
) terrain and weather activities, preventive measures
operations ) .
and health inspection
T . o ‘The average temperature, rising to as high as
: f f
rTer\:iee V(v:urrent area of operations for the periodic 55° C for 45 ° C @)
‘Sand storm the worst weather conditions in
@)
Earth
-Effective leadership of the troops -Level organization headed by a lieutenant colonel @)
-Systematic command and control (unification) -Dental personnel integration organization, a O
medical officer
-Schedule forces training and rapid deployment -Mobility equipment, materials and shortages and A
T troops non—compliance
‘Troops safety and medical assistance system ‘Miopragia see in short training of professional A
‘The exact situation to the local situation health care workers
analysis and information -Limits communication to the lack of competence A
‘Deviant behaviour of many agents PKO (Sex of medical personnel
crimes, child abuse, drugs) ‘No deviant behaviour by the close of dispatch @)
-Our force of preparation and training will be . ) ) A
troops prep g ‘Extra preparation required professional
T ) ) characteristics required of consideration
‘A timely manner, appropriate enforcement L A
) -Un request in six months after deployment
deployment operation PKO
‘Enough financial support dTF
. -About 120 billion won enough the deployment of O
-Agreement about the legal status and rights of )
budget execution
the troops ) L
) . ) ) -Un as subordinate task team activities in @)
C -System international cooperation and aid
. ) - ) ) Western Sahara
‘Other countries public opinion, neighboring -Friendly public opinion to non—combat troops @)
mit(government, the National Assembly and the B & &
) } led by the un
media, resident)
Conclusion A total of 22 indicators O:17 A5 x:0 @)
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