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nthusiastic welcomes greeted each unit at the approach to

the first firing position. Much was expected. .. these

were the best of the best. Each platoon would have to
display expert teamwork and a great deal of confidence in the
quality and performance of their tank system under a scenario
of realistic combat actions. The CAT competition requires firing
at machine gun and moving main gun targets, from both
statmnarx 2posutmns and on the move. Point values, tutalln? a

ssibl 600 points, are assigned to all targets. Tabulation

af acquisitlon and engagement time is also factored. Just as in
battle, first round hits are a plus. Each crew must have
confidence that engaged targets have been hit. Wasted ammo

means a possible loss of bonus points.
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Action was spirited and scoring
among competi nc? British, Be ‘?ian,
German, Dutch, anadlan an
units was very tl ht. These scores
were mtentw monltored by a team of
international judges. Going into the
final day, the German 124th Panzer
Battalion forged ahead of the pack
with 19,690 points, 1,400 more than
the closest competitor.

The pressure was on the 1st
Platoon of Company D, 4th
Battalion 8th Ca'vallz, the last
competitor of CAT '87




~ Quality Competitors

Tabulation of scoring had been completed just before the closing
ceremony began. Scores of the final run of the 1st Platoon, 8th Cavalry
posted. CENTAG was announced as the overall CAT winner,
but the high platoon score was still in doubt. Everyone knew the last
rformance by the 8th Cavalry in their Abrams Tanks was agoocdone . ...
t was it good enough to pass the seemingly insurmountable German
score? The announcer proclaimed what everyone was eager to hear, “The
.. from CENTAG.... the ist
Battalion, 8th Cavalry.” The somewhat formal atmosphere of this awards
ceremony erupted. The Americans in their M1s had done it!

were not yet

platoon .. latoon, D Com

Through some impressive team interaction and quick thinking, the ist
Platoon finished with 20,490 points - a display of flawless teamwork and
precise system operation.

The top gun accomplishment of the 8th Cavalry, combined with the
performances of American 3/64th and German 124th Panzer teammates,
helped make CENTAG the victor in CAT '87. The 8th Cav in their M1 Abrams
Tanks provided the winning edge for this world class event, setting new
standards for tank gunnery. The men and women of General Dynamics Land
Systems Division are proud to have produced the tanks that made this
victory possible . . . and salute the crews that made it happen.
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‘The 3/64 Armor, Company A, had the third h
CAT competition, an impressive gunnery pe nce.
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The 2/66 Armor, Camrany D, led team NORTHAG in consistency of
performance, with all 2/66 platoons firing over 17,000 points, amassing a
team high 51,829 points.

The commander of CENTAG took great pride in accepting the CAT
Trophy on behalf of his German, U.S. and Canadian CENTAG teammates.
But none seemed to savor the moment as much as General G. Otis, the
Commander of the U.S. Army Forces, Europe, as he presented the high
platoon award to the 4th of the 8th Cavalry.
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