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Maneuver Warfare Theory: C r e a t i n g  a  T a c t i c a l l y  
Unbalanced F l e e t  Mar ine Force? by Major  G. S. Lauer, 
USMC, 44 pages. 

The a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  maneuver wa r fa re  t heo ry  as 
t a c t i c a l  d o c t r i n e  w i t h i n  t h e  U.  S. Mar ine Corps has 
been a  con ten t i ous  i ssue  f o r  severa l  years .  The 
Mar ines adopted t h i s  t heo ry  f o r  i t s  t a c t i c a l  d o c t r i n e  
i n  ? 9 8 8 .  The ourpose o f  c n i s  monograph i s  t o  examlne 
t h e  soundness o f  t h ~ stheory  through an a n a i y s i s  o f  i t s  
l o c i c .  

The maneuver war fa re  t heo ry  p resen ts  an i n a u c t i v e  
l o g i c a l  argument. The theo ry  takes  a s u b j e c t ,  o r  
c l a s s ,  ' m i l i t a r y  v i c t o r y  i n  b a t t l e , '  and th rough  a 
process o f  a n a l y s i s  p rov ides  back ing a s s e r t i o n s  about 
some events  o f  t h i s  c l a s s  suppor ted by p r o o f s  
( b a t t l e s ) .  From t h e  a s s e r t i o n s ,  t h e  argument makes an 
i n d u c t i v e  ' l e a o '  t o  a  conc lus ion ,  o r  a s s e r t i o n ,  about 
a 1 1  such events .  

The conclus;on,  o r  i n d u c t i v e  leao,  reacnea by t h e  
t neo ry  i s  t h a t  f u t u r e  b a t t l e s  a r e  t o  be won tn rough  t h e  
d i s r u p t i o n  o f  t h e  enemy's d e c i s i o n  c y c l e ,  rhrough 
maneuver, and n o t  through p h y s i c a l  d e s t r u c t i o n .  Tne 
back ing a s s e r t i o n s  which suppor t  t h i s  conclusion a r e ,  
I n  essence, t h a t  smal l  f o r c e s  can c o n s i s t e n t l y  w in  
a g a i n s t  l a r g e r  f o r c e s  u s i n g  a  maneuver wa r fa re  s t y l e  o f  
war fa re .  T h i s  s t y l e  o f  wa r fa re  emphasizes d i s r u p t i o n  
caused by f a s t  tempo, o r  movement w i t n i n  t h e  enemy's 
d e c i s ? o n  c y c l e  t o  d l s r u p t  h i s  v iew o f  r e a l i t y .  
F i g h ~ ; n g  i s  i n c i b e n t a l  LO v i c t o r y  oecause t h e  t a r g e t  i s  
t h e  enemy's mind ana noL h i s  p n y s i c a l  a e s t r u c t l o n .  The 
Prussian/German army i s  t h e  p r imary  and most impo r tan t  
p r o o f  o f  t h e  maneuver wa r fa re  t n e o r y .  

Th i s  monograph r e f u t e s  t h e  maneuver war fa re  zheory 
by demonst ra t ing t h a t  r n e  bacKing a s s e r t i o n s  and p r o o f s  
a r e  n e i t h e r  souna nor t r u t h f u l  enough t o  war ran t  m e  
conc lus ion  o r  i n d u c t i v e  leap.  The c r i t e r ? a ,  B i d w e l l ' s  
F i v e  F a l l a c i e s ,  demonstrate t h e  unsounaness o f  t h e  
back ing asse r r l ons .  A counter-example, t h e  methoas and 
i n t e n t  of t h e  Prussian/German army, r e f s t e s  t h e  p r o o f  
t h a t  r h ~ s  army p r a c r i c e d  a  maneuver s r y l e  o f  war fa re .  

F i n a l l y ,  t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  U n i t e d  S ta tes  
Mar ine Corps l i s  i q  t n e  unbalanc ing o f  i t s  f o r c e  
s t r u c t u r e  caused by adop t ion  o f  t h i s  t heo ry  as t a c t i c a i  
d o c t r i n e .  Ths tnoory  i s  unsound as a b a s ~ son which t o  
~ u i l dt a c t i c a l  a o c t r i n e ,  wnicn i v  t u r n  d r i v e s  unsound 
f o r c e  structure d e c i s i o n s .  
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I: . Jrntroductj.oj 

Th i s  monograph cons iders  t h e  t a c t i c a l  e f f e c t  on 

Un i ted  S ta tes  Marine Corps d o c t r i n e  and f o r c e  s t r u c t u r e  

o f  t h e  adopt ion o f  t h e  maneuver war fare  style o f  

w a r f i g h t i n g .  The Marine Corps adopted t h e  maneuver 

war fare  style o f  w z r f i y h t i n g  as d o c t r i n e  i n  F l e e t  

Marine Force Manual ( FMFM- .~  1 '  and de f ined  t h i s  s t y l e  

as : 

Haneuver warfar-e is a w a r f i g h t i n g  ph i losophy 
t h a t  seeks t o  s h a t t 3 r  t h e  enemy's cohesion 
through a  s e r i e s  o f  r a p i d ,  v i o l e n t ,  and 
unexpected a c t i o n s  which c r e a t e  a t u r b u l e n t  
and r a p i d l y  d e t e r i o r a s i n g  s i t u a t i o n  w i t h  
which he cannot cope.: 

Further-, FMFM-1 draws a d i s t i n c t i o n  between a  maneuver 

style o f  war fare  and an a t t r i t i o n / f i r e p o w e r  style o f  

war fare ,  and de f i nes  t h e  a t t r i t i o n  style as: 

Warfare by a t t r i t i c n  seeks v i c t o r y  through 
t h e  cumulat ide d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  enemy's 
m a t e r i a l  asse ts  by s u p e r i o r  f i repower  and 
technc l ogy  .' 

Th i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  f i r s t  appeared a f t e r  t h e  Vietnam 

war as usea by a group o f  l o o s e l y  assoc ia ted ana l ys t s ,  

known c o l l e c t i v e l y  as t h e  Defense Reform Movement, an0 

t he  d i s t i n c t i o n  was accepted as a use fu l  academic 

dev ice t o  s tudy t h e  fundamental na tu re  o f  modern war.' 
I 

The t e r m  maneuver as d e f i ~ e d  above emphasizes t h e  use 

o f  d i s r u p t i o n  of the e w z y  f c r c e  i n  b a t t l e  as t h e  means 

t o  v i c t o r y . :  The terms f i r epower  and a t t r i t i o n  as 

de f ined  above emphas ize t h e  d e s t r u c t ~ o no f  t h e  enemy i n  



t ~ a ~ t l ; .z s  the  ineins +-a v le to ry . :  Imp1 l c l t  i t :  these 

d e f i n i t i o n s ,  as we l l  as the  Marine Corps adopt ion o f  

the  maneuver s t y l e ,  i s  the  no t i on  t h a t  d i s r u p t i o n  

creates a  g rea te r  e f f e c t  on the  enemy than the  e f f e c t s  

o f  des t ruc t i on . !  

I f  a  maneuver doc t r i ne  a l lows combat fo rces  t o  

'buy '  more on the  b a t t l e f i e l d  through d i s r u p t i o n  than a 

f i repower doc t r i ne  'buys'  through d e s t r u c ~ i o n ,  then 

f o r ce  s t r u c t u r e  can be modi f ied  i n  two ways. F i r s t ,  we 

can reduce t h e  heavy f i repower  systems t o  a minimum as 

the  Marine Corps i s  p lann ing  w i t h  the  f o l l o w i n g  

proposed f o r ce  s t r u c t u r e  changes: 

1 )  E l im ina t i on  o f  two F/A-18 squadrons; 
2 )  Reduction o f  the  M I A 1  tank buy by h a l f ;  
3 )  Removal o f  se l f - p rope l l ed  a r t i l l e r y ,  155mm 

and 8- inch, from the  a c t i v e  t o  reserve 
f o r c e ; 

4 )  No procurement o f  t he  M u l t i p l e  Launch 
Rocket System (MLRS); 

5 )  Changing D i r e c t  Support (DS) a r t i l l e r y  t o  
105mm from 155mm." 

Second, we can l i g h t e n  the  e x i s t i n g  fo rces  t o  increase 

t h e i r  t a c t i c a l  m o b i l i t y .  The Marine Corps has 

accomplished t h i s  by reducing the  combat se r v i ce  

support  (CSS) u n i t s  and inc reas ing  the  s i z e  o f  t he  

a
i n f a n t r y  b a t t a l i o n . '  Maneuver war fare theory ,  when 

app l i ed  as t a c t i c a l  doc t r i ne ,  c a l l s  f o r  a f o r ce  

s t r u c t s r e  l i g h t  i n  f i repower  and possessing great  

..,,,
t a c t i c a l  mob i ! i t y .  ' 

Does the  adopt ion o f  maneuver warfare theory ,  as 



+ - - + :  coc t r ; ! i e ,  l ead  ro t h ?  c reas70n  o f  a i ac l i : a !  i,,LaL,,cal 

imbalanced f o r c e  o f  combined arms i n  t h e  F l e e t  Mar ine 

Forces? I n  t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  t h i s  s tudy ,  t h e  t a c t i c a l  

l e v e l  i s  t h e  Mar ine E x p e d i t i o n a r y  Force and below; 

n o t i o n a l l y ,  t h i s  f o r c e  c o n t a i n s  one d i v i s i o n ,  one a i r  

wing,  one s e r v i c e  suppo r t  group, and one commano 
., 

e ierne:,:. Since W ' "  Mar ine Corps s t r u c t u r e,+,I, f o r c e  

has been based on a ba?anced f o r c e  o f  l i n e  i n f a ~ t r y  ana 

combined s u p p o r t i n g  arms; balanced t o  b e s t  p r o v i d e  t h e  

mob i l e  t a c ~ i c a l  f o r c e s  necessary t o  w in  i n  a  

cont ingency o r  e x p e d i t i o n a r y  c o n f l i c t .  

The f i r s t  assump t~on  o f  th ;s  s t u d y ,  then ,  i s  t h a t  

the  c u r r e n t  F l e e t  Mar ine Force s t r u c t u r e  rep resen ts  a 

compromise as a con t ingency  and e x p e d i t i o n a r y  combined 

arms f o r c e ;  b e s t  desc r ibed  as " : i g h t  enough t o  g e t  

t h e r e ,  and heavy enough t o  w i n . "  The second assumption 

i s  t h a t  t a c t i c a l  maneuver war fare  t b e ~ r ys ~ g g e s c ss 

b i a s  towards s m a l l e r ,  l i g h t e r  f o r c e s ,  w i t h  fewer 

f i r e p o w e r  asse t s ,  f o c u s i n g  on maneuver f o r  v i c t o r y .  

These assumpti.2ns a s s i s t  i~t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o g  o f  t h e  

s tudy  and i n  de te rm in ing  t h e  re levance  o f  t h e  s tudy  f o r  

t h e  Un i t ed  S t a t e s  Mar ine Corps. 

T h l s  s tudy  w i l l  address t h e  adequacy and 

co r rec tness  o f  t h e  maneuver wa r fa re  t heo ry  and t k e  

&~ a c t i c a l  i m p l l c a z i o n s  o f  t h e  conc lus ion  drawn f o r  i n e  

f u t u r e  o f  t h e  Un i t ed  S t a t e s  Mar ine Corps. k b r i e f  



history of Lhe roots af i h ~concept of maneuver warfare 


and its modern development as a theory of war will be 


presented. The logic of maneuver warfare theory will 


be examined in detail. The application of the theory 


as doctrine will also be presented. 


The maneuver warfare theory presents an inductive 

logical argument. The theory takes a subject. or 

class, and, through a process of analysis, der i ves 

backing assertions about some events of this c 1ass 

supported by proofs. From the assertions, the argument 

makes an inductive 'leap' to a conclusion, or 

assertion, about a77 such events. Based on the 

inductive logical argument of the theory, this analysis 

will key on the assertions and proofs which lead to its 

conclusion." The criteria used to evaluate the 

assertions are "The Five Fallacies," as presented by 

R.G.S. Bidwell and summarized as follows: 


1 )  Miniaturism or David and Goliath Fallacy; 

2) The Magic Weapon Fallacy; 

3) The Chess Fallacy; 

4) The Bloodless Operation Faj,,l acy; 

5) The Passive Enemy Fallacy.'' 


Further, the study will present a detailed analysis of 


one proof from the theory for verification of the 


assertions. Finally, the study will present the 


implications for the United States Marlne Corps which 


result from the adoption of the maneuver warfare 


theory. The study begins with a look at the h:scory of 




-
:-r..>,;._ deveiopme!;: o f  t h e  maneuver war fa re  t heo ry .  1 91 5  

i s  v i t a l  t o  an unders tand ing  o f  t h e  t heo ry  of maneuver 

war fa re ,  and i t s  c u r r e n t  prominence f o r  d i scuss ions  o f  

t a c t i c a l  d o c t r i n e .  

11. Development of Maneuver.:W.arfare Theqry 

Secur ing n a t i o n a l  p o l i c y  o b j e c t i v e s  by m ! l i t a r y  

f o r c e ,  when c a l l e d  upon, i s  t h e  purpose o f  t he  Mar ine 

corps.14 The a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  Mar ine Corps t o  f u l f  i11 

i t s  n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y  purpose i s  d i r e c t l y  r e f l e c t e d  i n  

i t s  s t a t e d  t h e o r y ,  t a c t i c a l  d o c t r i n e ,  and f o r c e  

s t r u c t u r e .  The adequacy and co r rec tness  o f  t h e  

conc lus ions  drawn f rom t h e  maneuver war fa re  t heo ry  w l l l  

have a  d i r e c t  impact  on t h e  f u t u r e  composi t ion and 

e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  t h e  Mar ine Corps i n  p u r s u i t  o f  

n a t i o n a l  p o l  i c y  o b j e c t i v e s .  

The f i r s t  o f f i c i a l  s ta tement  accep t i ng  t h e  

maneuver wa r fa re  d o c t r i n e  f o r  t h e  U . S .  S ta tes  Mar ine 

corps appeared i n  OH 6-1 "Fundamentals o f  Combat" i n  

Jan 1988."  
. ?  

The acceptance o f  t h i s  t heo ry  as d o c t r i n e  

represen ts  t h e  v i c t o r y  o f  t h e  defense re fo rmers  over  

t he  perce ived  American d o c t r i n e  o f  f i r e p o w e r / a t t r i t i o r ? .  

The Mar ines a r e  t h e  f i r s t  s e r v l c e  t o  f u l l y  accept  t h i s  

d o c t r i n e ,  which has as i t s  r o o t s  t h e  d i v i s i v e  debate 

ober t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  f a i ; u r e  i n  Vietnam. 

The pe rce i ved  d e f i c i e n c i e s  i n  American m ~ l i t a r y  



p o l i c y ,  and .cha f a i l u r e  o f  t h a t  p o l i c y  t s  adapt t o  he 

o v e r a l l  dec l i ne  i n  American power and in f luence,  drove 

the  debate over theory  and doctr ine. ' '  The general l y  

accepted term which descr ibes those associated w i t h  

t h i s  e f f o r t  i s  t h e  "defense reform movement. - 1 7  A 

cen t r a l  theme t o  the  .defense reformers-. j .s. .a-sbj.ft  in.;. 

the emphasis i n  m i l i t a r y  d o c t r i n e  from a t t r i t i o n  t o  a 

maneuver s t y l e  o f  warfare.  The defense reform 

movement, then, presents war as e i the r .one  i n  which 

a t t r i t i o n  o r  maneuver i s  t h e  key t o  v i c t o r y . "  The 

concept o f  v i c t o r y  through maneuver has been paramount 

a t  var ious  per iods  o f  m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y .  

Sun Tzu was the  perhaps the  f i r s t  t o  s t a t e  what i s  

one o f  the  c e n t r a l  asse r t i ons  o f  the  maneuver theory .  

"To subdue t h e  enemy w i t hou t  f i g h t i n g  i s  the  acme of 

s k i l l  ."?'Sun Tzu wrote a t  a t ime o f  v i r t u a l l y  

continuous war i n  China. He speaks throughout She A r t  

of War o f  maneuver as t h e  key t o  v i c t o r y .  "Thus a 

v i c t o r i o u s  army wins i t s  v i c t o r i e s  be fore  seeking 
". 

b a t t l e .  "'' 
The bas ic  asse r t i ons  o f  the  maneuver theory which 

seek t o  avoid b a t t l e ,  and which seek t o  use s k i l l f u l  

maneuver t o  p revent  b a t t l e  bu t  t o  ga in  v i c t o r y ,  a re  

present i n  Sun Tzu. The avoidance o f  b a t t l e  preservec 

the  army. S k : l l f u l  maneuvering coulc  prevent  a b a t t l e  

w i t h  an apponent u n w i l l i n g  t o  r i s k  h i s  own army i n  a 



d j s d n , . ~ e. Destr-uccion of the c-nemy arl:!:d 

was not the key to victory. Disruption caused by 

speed, surprise, and deception were the keys to 

preserving your army and attaining the surrender or 

withdrawal of the enemy. 2 2  Thus avoidance of battle 

was in the best interest of the state as destruction.-of 

the eremy army in Sattie m ~ g h t  also weaken your own 50 

an unacceptable degree. Preservation of the state was 

synonymous with the preservation of the army, so the 

best way to preserve both was to avoid the test of 

battle." This idea has been prevalent at various 

periods of military history, most notably the 

eighteenth century. 

Since World War I, armies and nations have sought 

to avoid the slaughter associated with the attrition 

caused by the firepower used in battles such as the 

Somriie and Verd~n. L~ddell Hart is the name most 

clearly remembered as the earliest and most eloquent 

modern opponent of attrition.24 J.F.C. Fuller is 

another British officer associated with the o p p o s ~ t ~ o n  

to attrition and the search for an alternative 

doctrine.'! The German and French Armies also sought 

to find a way out of the impasse that produced the 

stalemate and resu?ting zttrition of the Western Front 

of W W I . 2 5  

She common theme of these officers was zo return 




r n t i  1 i c y  atic dec is i ve  maneuver t o  warfare as an 

a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  the mass bloodshed o f  the  F i r s t  World 

War. The means de r i ved  by t h e  Germans, du r ing  W W I ,  and 

recommended by L i d d e l l  Ha r t  f o r  the  B r i t i s h  army a f t e r  

W W I ,  was i n f i l t r a t i o n .  I n f i l t r a t i o n  was a  means t o  

- . produce. .,- . ,.. a  pene t ra t i on... . . , .  i n. . t he.. enemy. .. ., defensive. . .. . - - .. . f r o n t.. - ..- .-. -- .,.-

which soughc t o  i s o l a t e  and bypass the  enemy 

s t rongpo in ts .  Preceded by a sho r t ,  in tense a r t i l l e r y  

barrage, s p e c i a l l y  t r a i n e d  fo rces  conducted the  

i n f i l t r a t i o n  i n  small  numbers. These small groups 

moved q u i c k l y  i n t o  the  depth o f  t h e  enemy defense 

fo l lowed by l a rge r  fo rces  t o  reduce s t rongpo in ts  and 

widen the  breach. F i n a l l y ,  l a r g e  mobi le format ions , .  

would pour through the  gaps, moving qu i ck l y  t o  prevent  

t h e  fo rmat ion  o f  cohesive deep defensive l i n e s .  27  

L i d d e l l  Ha r t  coined the  phrases 'man-in-the-dark' and 

'expznding orr rent' t o  descr ibe  the  ac t ions  o f  the  

fo rces  conducting these types o f  operation^.^' 

While L i d d e l l  H a r t  saw i n f a n t r y  as the  means t o  

conduct these operat ions,  F u l l e r  saw the  tank as the  

best  means t o  r e t u r n  dec i s i ve  maneuver t o  war, and 

converted L i d d e l l  Ha r t  t o  t h i s  view as we1 1 L idde l  1 

Har t  be l ieved i n  the  need f o r  a  smal l ,  p ro fess iona l ,  

mechanized army r e l y i n g  on speed and maneuverabi l i ty  as 

t h s  means t o  
-, 

v i c i c r y . "  Mobi le  war was the  key t o  

avoid ing the  carnage and stalemate o f  W W I .  

- --.,.. .. 




- . . ; s ! ' ~ , ~ ~ c t i o nto WI:,  oy thes? w r  I Zers a!:: 

t h e o r i s t s ,  r e s u l t e d  i n  a  demand f o r  a sma l l ,  h i g h l y  

mob i le  B r i t i s h  army. T h i s  smal l  army would f u l f i l l  

seve ra l  o f  t h e  d e s i r e s  o f  these re fo rmers .  F i r s t ,  a 

smal l  army would be u n s u i t a b l e  f o r  combat on t h e  

European c o n t i n e n t .  Second, a smal l  army would n o t  

s u f f e r  t h e  tremendous l csses  o f  W W I .  Able t o  w 7 n  

w i t h o u t  severe casua ; t ies  and used i n  t he  t r a a i t i o n a l  

B r i t i s h  method o f  a  c o l o n i a l  f i r e  b r igade ,  t h e  B r i t i s h  

army would n o t  be s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  a 

f u t u r e  war on t h e  c o n t i n e n t . "  k s i m i l a r  r e a c t i o n  t o  

t h e  s ta lemate  and z t t r i z i o n  c f  t n e  Vietnam War l e d  t c  a 

aemana f o r  r e fo rm  o f  t h e  Un i t ed  S ta tes  m i l i ~ a r y .  

I n  t h e  p e r i o d  :975-1977, persons associazed w i t h  

t h e  defense re fo rm movement such as Senator  Gary H a r t ,  

W i l l i a m  S .  L ind ,  Edward Lut twak,  Stephen L .  Canby, 

j e f f f r y  ?ecc,rd. and G O ~ Q aoyd, amoqg many o rhe rs ,  Segzr 

a  s e r i o u s  d e l i n e a t i o n  o f  what i s  now meant b y  t h e  

t heo ry  of maneuver and theo ry  o f  a t t r i t i o n / f i r e p o w e r .  

T!;e l ead ing  proponents of d o c t r i n a i  changa oy t h e  U .  S .  

m i l i t a r y  t o  a  maneuver s t y l e  o f  t a c t i c a l  war fa re ,  and 

away f rom t h e  perce ived  emphasis on an a ~ t r ? t i o nsc:/ le 

o f  t a c t i c a :  wa r fa re ,  have been i u t t , ~ a k ,  L i n d ,  Canby, 

a6d Boyd. T h e i r  percepz ion o f  t h e  r e s u i c s  35 z3e 

" 'a 'nz:~V I - . ,  - . .  %'a,-. 1 5 ~  z sty:,:= s e c a r z - . ~ c , ~  acqem co of 

thaocy o f  raoeuver and a t!:eory o f  a t t r i + . : c r ,  f :  rssowsr .  



Tksy +scaSi:shed i nas€  two t h e o r l e s  as ospos+ tes  ~h;;h 

d e f i n e d  t h e  debate.32 I n  t h e  v iew o f  these w r i t e r s  and 

t h e o r i s t s ,  t h e  Vietnam War was l o s t  due t o  an adherence 

t o  a t t r i t i o n / f i r e p o w e r  and would n o t  have been l o s t  i f  

t h e  m i l i t a r y  had f o u g h t  u s i n g  a  maneuver s t y l e  o f  

? 7
warfare. " "  I n  p a r a l l e l  t o  t h e  B r i t i s h  debate a f t e r  

W W I ,  mass armies,  suppor ted by massive f i r e p o w e r ,  

caused o n l y  s ta lemate  and mass bloodshed. 

H i s t o r i c a l l y ,  then,  t h e  c u r r e n t  maneuver versus 

f i r e p o w e r / a t t r i t i o n  debate has i t s  p a r a l l e l  i n  t h e  

post-WWY debate i n  B r i t a i n  over  t h e  s i z e ,  compos i t ion ,  

and d o c t r i n e  o f  t h e  B r i t i s h  armed f o r c e s .  The B r i t i s h  

d e s i r e  t o  never aga in  be i n v o l v e d  i n  i a r g e  s c a l e  grouno 

combat i n  post-WWI Europe, and t h e  American d e s i r e  t o  

a v o i d  l a r g e  s c a l e  m i l i t a r y  e f f o r t s ,  such as r e q u i r e d  i n  

Vietnam, a r e  s i m i l a r .  Both p e r i o d s  produced w r i t e r s  

ar;d cheoris:s who quest ioned t h e  s t y l e  o f  war fare  

p r e v a l e n t  i n  t h e i r  p e r i o d .  The q u e s t i o n i n g  o f  these 

i n d i v i d u a l s  l e d  t o  debate, and, i n  some cases, r e f o r m  

o f  t a c t i c a l  d o c t r i n e .  

The l e a d i n g  re fo rmers  i n  B r i t a i n ,  L i d d e l l  H a r t  and 

F u l l e r ,  argued a g a i n s t  t h e  need f o r  l a r g e  armies u s i n g  

a  f i r e p o w e r  i n t e n s i v e  d o c t r i n e .  F u r t h e r ,  they  argued 

& :  t h e  bes t  way t o  avo id  such carnage i n  t h e  f u ~ u r e  ~ r ~ a t  

was a r s t u r n  t o  ? smal i  army wi3n a new ooc t r - t ?e  basad 

:: 
on maneuver and t h e  i n d i r e c t  approach.' I n  t h e  U n i t e 2  



.>- ;L~S,  m e  lzhu:  n g  r e f o r c e r s  a sna: le t - ,  more~ t i . ~ +  

mob i le  armed fo rces ,  u s i n g  a  maneuver-sty le t a c t i c a l  

doc t r ine . ' '  The goa l ,  as i n  B r i t a i n ,  i s  t o  a v o i d  

a t t r i t i o n  war fare  and i t s  a t t e n d a n t  c a s u a l t i e s .  

The c e n t r a l  argument o f  t h e  defense re fo rm  

movement l a y  i n  t h i s  r e a c t i o n  t o  t h e  f a i l u r e s  o f  t h e  

v ie tnam War and what was w i d e l y  vlewed as a  sense;ess 

l o s s  o f  l i f e .  The re fo rmers  sought  a  method f o r  sma l l  

fo rces  t o  d e f e a t  l a r g e r  f o r c e s  i n  b a t t l e  w i t h o u t  hav ing  

t o  pay t h e  p r i c e  i n  c a s u a l t i e s .  

The goa l s  o f  t h e  defense re fo rmers  can be 

d i s t i l i e d  t o  t h e  i dea  t h a t  s m a l l ,  a f f o r d a b l e ,  and 

a r o f e s s i o n a l  armed f o r c e s  u s i n g  t h e  maneuver szy ;e  of 

wa r fa re  can f i g h t  and w in  i n  a  s h o r t ,  d e c i s i v e  war. 

F u r t h e r ,  t h e  defense re fo rmers  base t h  i s  b e l i e f  on t h e  

i d e a  t h a t  t h e  American peop le ,  and t h e  Congress, w i l !  

o n l y  acceoc, and oay f o r ,  t h e  r e l a t i v e 1y smc: 1s r  

presumabiy more capable  armed f o r c e s  p o s s i b l e  w i t h  a 
". 

maneuver s t y l e  o f  warfare. ' '  A b a s i c  b e l i e f  o f  t h e  

defense re fo rmers  i s  t h a t  Amer?ca cannot  f j e l d  l a r g e  

f o r c e s  any longer  and must accep t  t h e  s m a l l e r  f o r c e s  

more i n  tune  w i t h  p o l i t i c a l  and budgetary  r e a l i t y .  I n  

s h o r t ,  s m a l l e r  i s  bo th  more a f f o r d a b l e  and p o l i t i c a l l y  

acceg tab le .  in o rde r  +or  these  smai l e r  f o r ces  zo w in  

2ga:nst i s c g i r  f o r c e s ,  t n e  m i l i t a r y  f o r c e s  r u s t  aczeo t  

3 t 5 c t i c a 7  d o c t r i n e  whjch ;na&es i t f e a s i ~ l e= c r  s:-a:l 



f o r c a s  t o  c o n s i s t e n t l y  w in  a g a i n s t  l a r g e r  armies.  The 

maneuver wa r fa re  t heo ry  proposes t h a t  d o c t r i n e .  The 

d e t a i l s  and d o c t r i n a l  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  t h e o r y  o f  

maneuver wa r fa re  a r e  t h e  s u b j e c t s  o f  t h e  n e x t  s e c t i o n .  

111. Maneuver Warfare Theory 

John Boyd i s  t h e  c h i e f  t h e o r e t i c i a n  and f a t h e r  o f  .. 
maneuver wa r fa re  theory . "  Boyd d e r i v e d  a  t heo ry  o f  

c o n f l i c t  based on obse rva t i on  o f  a i r - t o - a i r  combat 

between Mig-15 and F-86 f i g h t e r  a i r c r a f t  d u r i n g  t h e  

Korean War. Dur ing  f i g h t e r  combat, t h e  F-86 f i g h t e r  

c o n s i s t e n t l y  o u t f o u g h t  and outmaneuvered t h e  Mig-15. 

Boyd observed t h a t  t h e  cause of t h i s  d i s p a r i t y  was due 

t o  seve ra l  f a c t o r s ,  i n c l u d i n g ,  t h e  b e t t e r  t r a i n i n g  of 

F-86 p i l o t s ,  t h e  F-86 was a  more power fu l  a i r c r a f t ,  and 

t h e  F-86 was e a s i e r  t o  c o n t r o l  i n  f l i g h t .  F-86 p i l o t s  

observed t h a t  t h e  f a s t e r  t r a n s i t i o n s  o f  t h e  a i r c r a f t  i n  

combat, combined w i t h  b e t t e r  p i l o t  s k i l l s ,  caused t h e  

Mig-15 p i l o t s  t o  p a s s i v e l y  g i v e  up b e f o r e  be ing s h o t  

down. 

Boyd a t t r i b u t e d  t h i s  pass i ve  r e a c t i o n  o f  t h e  Mig- 

15 p i l o t s  t o  t h e  a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  F-86 p i l o t  t o  go 

through a  c y c l e  o f  obse rva t i on ,  o r i e n t a t i o n ,  d e c i s i o n ,  

and a c t i o n  (OODA), f a s t e r  than  t h e  Mig-15 p i l o t .  

Unable t o  overcome t h e  tempo of t h e  F-86 i n  cornbar, t h e  

Mig-15 p ? l o t  l o s c  c o n t r o l  o f  h i s  environment ano was 

beaten psycho log i ca l  1y  b e f o r e  be ing  sho t  down.'' 
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i s  processed, i s  t h e  key t o  unders tand ing t h e  

a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  Boyd theo ry  o f  c o n f l i c t  t o  maneuver 

war fa re  t heo ry .  Boyd observed t h a t  i t  was t h e  a c t  o f  

go ing through t h i s  d e c i s i o n  c y c l e  a t  a f a s t e r  r a t e  than  

your enemy which presented him w i t h  a s e r i e s  o f  

d i s r u c t i n g  eve? ts .  I t  i s  t n i s  d i s r u p t : o n  o f  The 

enemy's d e c i s i o n  which 3cyd be l i eved  t o  be t ne  key t o  

v i c t o r y  and t h e  essence o f  t h e  maneuver s t y l e  o f  

war fa re .  JG 

Boyd conducted some h i s t o r i c a l  research and 

b e ? i e v e d  t h a t  he found t h i s  same phenomenon t o  Se aT, 

work i n  c e r t a i n  s i g n i f i c a ~ t  b a t t i e s  o f  ground conbat .  

I n  these b a t t l e s  i t  was apparent  t o  Boyd t h a t  t h e  

v i c t o r ,  who was o f t e n  outnumbered, won th rough  t h e  

psycho log i ca l  d i s r u p t i o n  o f  h i s  opponent. The v i c t o r  

- 3  these S a t t l e s  m p a r e n t l y  was cyci;.cg t3 rough  zhe 

d e c i s i o n  c y c l e  a t  a f a s t e r  tempo than  t h e  1oser ,  

p resen t i ng  t h e  l o s e r  w i t h  an eve r - i nc reas  no number c i  

un:ont ro l lab le  situations w i t h  wh:ch t h e  oser  c o u l d  

n o t  cope. The d i s r u p t i o n  o f  t n e  l o s e r s  p ycho1og:cal 

c o n t r o l  o f  events  and environment caused t h e  v i c t o r y .  

?hysic i? l  c e s ~ r u c t i o n  was n o t  a cause c f  c e f e a t .  1: 

9G::d d r s c r i  bec t h e  f-ndamentai t a c t i c a l  a c t i s n  



i r t i as oas i s  LO ib.eep o r  ga:r? 
i n i t i a t i v e  as w e l l  as shape and s h i f t  t h e  
main e f f o r t :  t o  repea ted l y  and unexpected ly  
p e n e t r a t e  v u l n e r a b i l i t i e s  and weaknesses 
exposed by t h a t  e f f o r t  o r  o t h e r  e f f o r t ( s )  
t h a t  t i e - u p ,  d i v e r t ,  o r  d r a i n  away adversary  
a t t e n t i o n  (and s t r e n g t h )  e lsewhere.  

F u r t h e r ,  Boyd descr ibed  t h r e e  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  

c o n f l i c t :  a t t r i t i o n  wa r fa re ,  maneuver c o n f l i c t ,  and 

moral c o n f l i c t .  30yd f u r t h e r  descr ibed  what he 

b e l i e v e d  t o  be t h e  essence o f  each and t h e  aim o f  each 

which a r e  summarized as f o l l o w s :  

A t t r i t i o n  wa r fa re  aim: Compel t h e  enemy t o  
sur render  and sue f o r  peace. 

A t t r i t - i o n  wa r fa re  essenc.e_: D e s t r u c t i o n  t o  
break t h e  enemy's w i l l  t o  r e s i s t .  

Mane.uver con-f 1 ic t  ai.m: Generate many non-
coope ra t i ve  c e n t e r s  o f  g r a v i t y ,  as w e l l  as 
d i s o r i e n t ,  d i s r u p t ,  o r  ove r l oad  those  t h a t  
adversary  depends upon, i n  o r d e r  t o  magni fy  
f r i c t i o n ,  s h a t t e r  cohesion,  produce 
p a r a l y s i s ,  and b r i n g  about c o l l a p s e .  

Maneuver c c n f l i c t  essence: D i s r u p t i o n  t o  
break enemy w i l l  t o  r e s i s t  us ing  ambigu izy ,  
decep t ion ,  n o v e l t y ,  f a s t  t r a n s i e n t  maneuvers 
and main e f f o r t  t o  ach ieve  d i s o r i e n t a t i o n ,  
s u r p r i s e ,  and t h e  shock o f  p a r a l y s i s .  

Moral  c o n f i i c t a ~ :  To des t roy  t h e  moral 
bonds t h a t  p e r m i t  an o rgan i c  whole t o  ex is^. 

Moral  c o n f l i c t  essence.: To c r e a t e ,  e x p l o i t ,  
and magni fy  f e a r ,  a n x i e t y ,  and a l i e n a t i o n  i n  
o r d e r  t o  generate  many non-cooperat ive 
c e n t e r s  o f  g r a v i t y ,  as w e l i  as s u b v e r t  those 
t h a t  adversary  depends uoon, thereby  magni fy  
i n t e r n a l  f r i c t i o n . 1 3  

M?.neuver war far+,  then .  i n  r e l a c i o n  zo S O ~ C ' sihecry of 

c o n f l i c t ,  f i t s  ve ry  c l o s e l y  i n t o  t h e  two areas o f  



processes as the means to victory, maneuver and moral 


conflict. 


Selecting examples of historical battles in which 


the victor was generally inferior in strength, Boyd 


found some common important characteristics. The 


assertions which Eoyd creh from h;s historicel examples 


as oroof can be summarized as follows: 


1 )  Consistent victory by smaller forces; 
-numbers less important since the aim 

is to disrupt enemy's mind. 
2 )  Tactical victory is caused by 

psychological disruption; 
-	 Disrupfion is caused by speed (tempo) 

of movement, surprise, and 
decep~ion. 

3) Destruction is :ncidental LO vjctcry.il 

Boyd cited the German Army and its method of war, 


which received the name "Blitzkrieg" from western 


journalists, as the most important and primary Tocern 


-roof of tne appiication of h:s toeoretical 


observations.L 3 He noted the following 

characteristics: 


1 ! Use o f  ~&werxu_r?ict,(ma::: effort) conceps 
to focus, shift forces, and harmonize 
operations at all levels. 

2) Intelligence, reconnaissance and 

stratagem emphasized to unmask and shape 

patterns of the enemy. 


3) Initial surorise coupled with fast 

tenpo/fluidity of action. 

5 )  Concentrate szrsn:th against weak~ess. 
5 !  Deientra'i zed comnand :xi th wide fraacm of 

action . for  suSordi nace lsaders. 
6 ) Superjor %obi :e comn~:?icationst3 1231c:?." 

ccntrol and shift ~ - ~ ~ ' y ~ ~ e r ~ n & .  
,!Yivimum logistics tai: .-' 



Scyd statsc!  c:!at zi i- .  purpose of German r.perat!ons w&s 

t o  d i s r u p t  the  enemy and t h a t  t h i s  psychologica l  

d i s r u p t i o n  was the  cause o f  v i c t o r y .  41 

With the  above theory as basis ,  W i l l i am  L ind ,  i n  

h i s  book The Maneuver Warfare Handbook, descr ibed the  

s p e c i f i c s  o f  t he  t a c t i c a l  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h i s  theory .  

L ind  prov ided a  l i s t  o f  p r i n c i p l e s ,  mental re ference 

p o i n t s  ( techn iques) ,  and t o o l s  through which the  

t a c t i c a l  u n i t  commander cou ld  success fu l l y  apply Boyd's 

p r e s c r i p t i o n  t o  seek the  d i s r u p t i o n  o f  the  enemy's 

cohesion as a  f i g h t i n g  fo rce .  L i n d ' s  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  t he  

t a c t i c a l  maneuver warfare doc t r i ne  are:  

1 )  Decen t ra l i za t i on  o f  command. 
2 )  Accept confus ion and d i so rde r  as the  

n a t u r a l  s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s .  
3 )  A l l  p a t t e r  s ,  rec ipes ,  and formulas 

a re  t o  be avoided. 

The mental re ference p o i n t s  ( techn iques)  f o r  the  

a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  the  t a c t i c a l  maneuver warfare c o s ~ r i n e  

are:  

1 )  Mission-type orders.  
2 )  Use o f  Schwerpunkt o r  f o r c e  o f  main 

e f f o r t  t o  focus f o r ce .  
3 )  Use o f  sur faces and gaps. Use recon 

t o  p u l l  schwerpunkt through gaps a ~ d  avo id  
the  enemy's sur face o f  f r o n t  l ine. ' -

The t o o l s  o f  t a c t i c a l  maneuver war fare d o c t r i n e  are :  

1 )  Use f i repower  on ly  as suppression t o  
he lp  a u n i t  maneuver. 

2 )  Use o f  countera t tack  as essen t ia?  
t o o l  t o  ob ta i n  dec is i ve  r e s u l t s .  

3 )  Ma in ta in  s t rong  rsserve.  
4 )  Command and con t ro l  . system OXed on . 

monit o r i  ng ."' 



L i n d ' s  v iews cn L a c t i c a l  maneuver war? a re ,  3aseo 

on t h e  Boyd t h e o r y ,  a r e  bes t  summarized by L i n d  

h i m s e l f .  

. . .  o b j e c t  ( o f  German maneuver) i s  t o  s h a t t e r  
t h e  enemy's o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  and mental 
cohesion by c r e a t i n g  unexpected and dangerous 
s i t u a t i o n s  more r a p i d l y  than  he can deal  w i t h  5 :
them. 

Z e c a ~ s e  t h e  o b j e c t  i s  7 o t  t h e  p h y s i c a l  
d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  opponent 's  men and 
equipment b u t ,  r a t h e r ,  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  h;s 
mental cohesion and w i l l ,  a  maneuver d o c t r i n e  
p e r m i t s  t h e  o f f e n s i v e  f o r c e s  t o  a v o i d  r a t h e r  
than  seek t a c t i c a l  engagements. 5 2  

Maneuver war fa re ,  c o r r e c t l y  understood,  
o f f e r s  hope t o  an army t h a t  must expec t  t o  
f i g h t  outnumbered. Aga ins t  ~ h y s i c a l  s u p e r i o r  
f o r c e s ,  an attrition c o n t e s t  can have o n l y  
one outcome. S t i t  maneuver warfare makes 
p h y s i c a l  s i z e  and s r r e n g t h  l e s s  impo r tan t .  A 
l a r g e  and power fu l ,  b u t  s lower  and more 
clumsy, f o r c e  can f a l l  v i c t i m  t o  a  smal l  
f o r c e  adept a t  maneuver as h i s t o r y  has o f t e n  
shown. 

The theo ry  o f  maneuver uses i n d u c t i v e  l o g i c .  

An ana:ysis o f  t h i s  l o g i c a l  c o n s z r u c t i c n  p rcv ides  t n e  

c l a s s ,  a s s e r t i o n s ,  p r o o f s ,  and t h e  conc lus ion  o f  t he  

maneuver wa r fa re  t heo ry .  51 

-Cl .ass :.- ... M i l i t a r y  v i c t o r y  i n  b a t t l e  

A s s e r t j x s :  
1 )  I n f e r i o r  f o r c e s  ach ieve 


c o n s i s t e n t  v i c t o r y  i n  b a t t l e .  

2 )  V i c t o r y  i n  these b a t t l e s  i s  d u e  

t o  psycho log i ca l  d i s r u o t i o n  o f  enemy mental 
balance,  v iew,  and c o n t r o l  o f  r e a i i t y .  

3 )  Maneuver o f  f o r c e s  on t n e  
b a t t l e f i e l d  i s  t ha  means t c  t he  e?S si 
d i s r u p t i o n  a?3 n o t  t he  apz l  i c a r i o n  o f  
t'? reocwer . 

4 i  The sgeea o f  mareuber i i + ~ o o l  
c rea tes  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  d : s c u c ~ i c n by  



iilovl rig more qu: i l i?  y ( i n s i de )  the  enemy 
dec is ion  cyc l e .  

5 )  F i g h t i n g  (combat) i s  i n c i den ta l  
t o  v i c t o r y .  

Proofs: 
- Leuctra 
- Cannae 
- Marathon - Prussian/German Army 

- Leuthen 
- German i n f  i1  t r a t i o n  t a c t i c s  

o f  1916 o f fens ives  
- Po!and 1939 
- France 1940 
- Russia 1941 

- I s r a e l  1956, 1967, 1973j5 

Conclusion: ( I n d u c t i v e  Leap) - The cause o f  

v i c t o r y  i n  b a t t l e  i s  the  d i s r u p t i o n  o f  an enemy f o r c e  

through maneuver t o  i n t e r r u p t  h i s  dec is ion  cyc l e  and 

h i s  percept ion  o f  r e a l i t y .  

Therefore:  V i c t o r y  i n  f u t u r e  b a t t l e s  i s  t o  be 

sought, no t  i n  the  phys ica l  des t r uc t i on  o f  the  enemy, 

bu t  i n  t h e  d i s r u p t i o n  o f  h i s  cohesion t o  a c t .  

The essence o f  t a c t i c a l  maneuver war fare down t o  

the  squad l e v e l  i s  t o  avoid b a t t l e  and t o  seek the  

d i s r u p t i o n  o f  enemy fo rces  r a the r  than t h e i r  phys ica l  

des t ruc t i on .  Subject  t o  the  eva lua t ion  presented i n  

the  nex t  sec t ion ,  the  essence o f  maneuver war fare 

theory p r e d i c t s  v i c t o r y  i n  b a t t l e  through psychologica l  

d i s r u p t i o n  v i c e  phys ica l  des t ruc t i on .  

I V .  Ana lys is  and E-vahvtjgn 

The prev ious sec t ions  have presented t n s  h i s t s r y  

ana theory o f  maneuver war fare.  i n  t h i s  sec t jon  the  



primary ques::on of the ~hss:s c i  1 i be snswered. 71;s 

validity of the argument is the basis of the analysis 


and evaluation section. This section will analyze the 


correctness of the conclusion or inductive leap of the 


theory. First, the technical aspects of this 


refutation will be presented. Second, the criteria 

will be erpla?ned and the relevance of tne criteria 

determined. Third, the backing assertions w?ll be 

compared to the fallacies for historical validity, 

and one proof will be examined in detail to determine 

the correctness of the backing assertions as they 

pertain to that proof. With this as the road mao for 

analysis, the evaluation w : l l  seek to answer the thesis 

question as it pertains directly to the theory of 

maneuver warfare. 

"The validity of an argument deoends on jts 


adherence ~o the standards of good form--deductive. 

." 

inductive, or other--which govern it. , . :c  An inductive 

argument can be refuted by showing that its inductive 

leap is unwarranted. This is a method of aatacking tne 


move from backing assertions to conclusions. Another 


method of refutation is to attack the backing 


assertions themselves, and by showing at least one of 


them to Se false or uncertain is to prove tne argument 

.. 

, :~:s:?::pd,thougi-, r:ot < nval d .:7 

As s*own in the previous sectyon, c?e :neory ?as i 



v a l i d  l o g i c a l  gxonstructlon i n  t na t  i t  adf ier is ~o L n a  

c o r r e c t  form f o r  an i nduc t i ve  argument. This  sec t ion  

w i l l  r e f u t e  t h e  theory by a t t ack i ng  the  Packing 

asse r t i ons  i n  two ways. F i r s t ,  B i d w e l l ' s  F i ve  

F a l l a c i e s  w i l l  be the  c r i t e r i a  t o  judge the  backing 

asse r t i ons  f o r  h i s t o r i c a l  and t h e o r e t i c a l  correctness 

i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  the fundamental nature o f  war. Sscond. 

the  Prussian/German army example used as proof  o f  che 

asser t i ons  w i l l  be used as a counter-example t o  r e f u t e  

t h e  proof  o f  these asser t ions .  

B r i gad ie r  R .G .S .  B idwel l  presented "The F ive  

F a l l a c i e s :  Some Thoughts on B r i t i s h  M i l i t a r y  Th ink ing"  

t o  the  Royal Un i ted  Services I n s ~ i t u t e  i n  February 

1967.  B idwel l  descr ibed "The F ive  F a l l a c i e s "  as 

s u b s t i t u t e s  f o r  the  "genuine laws o f  war,"  which 

d i s t o r t e d  B r i t i s h  m i l i t a r y  t h i n k i n g  between W W I  and 

T i  
W W I I  and again a f t e r  WWI1."- The f i r s t  f a l l a c y  

presented was 'm in ia tu r i sm '  o r  the  'David and G o l i a ~ h '  

f a l l a c y . 5 9  Th is  f a l l a c y  i l l u s t r a t e d  t h e  school o f  

thought which sought t o  avoid a  l a rge ,  o f f e n s i v e l y  

capable army, which could f i g h t  i n  another con t i nen ta l  

war. Cer ta in  authors espoused t n i s  f a l l a c y  i n  t h e i r  

w r i t i n g ,  i n c l ud i ng  such well-known w r i t e r s  and 

t h e o r i s t s  as L i d d e l l  Ha r t ,  J.F.C. F u l l e r ,  and T . E .  

Lakrence: and sought t o  prevenz a reps?.; a i  3r;zi3!, 

lnvo'vement i n  a  con t inen ta l  war on the  order  o f  W W i .  
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army of t h e  s i z e  of t h e  o l d  c o l o n i a l  army. The smal i  

c o l o n i a l  B r i t i s h  army, ' t h e  t h i n  red  l i n e , '  possessed 

an h e r o i c  reco rd  o f  v i c t o r i e s  over  l a r g e r  n a t i v e  

f o r c e s .  

The second f a l l a c y  was t h e  'Magic Weapon' 

fa1  lac:/ .  i: The magic weason ,was any wespon .dnich ,was 

t h e  key t o  a l l o w i n g  t h e  sma l l ,  p r o f e s s i o n a l  army t o  

d e f e a t  any l a r g e r  f oe .  P r i o r  t o  W W I ,  ' t h e  t h i n  r e d  

l i n e '  o f  B r i t i s h  s o l d i e r s ,  as descr ibed  a t  t h e  b a t t l e  

o f  Badajoz (181P), Water loo ( 1 8 1 5 ) ,  and Mons ( 1 9 1 4 ) .  

was t h a t  magic weapon. A f t e r  W W I ,  t h e  tank became t h e  

m g i c  weapon by which a  smal l  B r i t i s h  army cou la  defeas 

a l a r g e r  c o n t i n e n t a l  f oe ,  a l t hough  t h e  B r i t i s h  army was 

never a l lowed t o  b u i l d  t h e  numbers o f  tanks  d e s i r e d  by 

t he  And aga in  a f t e r  W W I I ,  a new magic 

weacon anpeared :n che form of  c a c t i c a i  nuc lear  

weapons. which gave promise o f  a l l o w i n g  a t i q y  

p ro fess iona l  army t o  f i g h t  on t h e  c o n t i n e n t  aga in ,  i f  
..., -

reauired . .- i he magic weanon negated t h e  need f o r  

l a r g e ,  expensive armies and h e l d  o u t  t h e  promise o f  

v i c t o r y  a t  sma l i  c o s t  i n  b lood  and t r e a s u r e  

The t h i r d  fa : lacy  !s  t he  'Cness' f a l i a c y .  



su;.pr-i< c ,.- - tii? co.icantr-ated a t t ack  on separate .. 
f r a c t i o n s  o f  the  enemy, i n f i l t r a t i o n ,  and so 
on, i s  t o  g i ve  one 's  own s o l d i e r s  the  bes t  
poss ib le  chance i n  the  dec is i ve  combat t h a t  
must be the  cu lminat ion  o f  manoeuvre. The 
'chess' f a l l a c y  e levates  the  manoeuvre t o  the  
dec i s i ve  f a c t o  as i f  wars were won by 
shadow-boxing. k 3  
The f o u r t h  f a l l a c y ,  the  b loodless opera t ion ,  i s  

r e l a t e d  t o  the  t h i r d . "  This  fa1  lacy  speaks t o  the  

idea t h a t  b a t t l e s  can be won w i thou t  f i g h t i n g  

Clausewitz best  addresses the  t r u e  nature  o f  war when 

he s ta ted :  

Kind hearted people might ,  o f  course, t h i n k  
t he re  was some ingenious way t o  disarm o r  
de feat  an enemy w i thou t  too  much bloodshed, 
and might imagine t h i s  i s  the  t r u e  goai o f  
the  a rc  o f  war. Pieasant as i t  sounds, i t  i s  
a f a l l a c y  t h a t  must be exposed: war i s  sucn a 
dangerous business t h a t  the  mistakes which 
come from kindness are  the  very worst ."  

The f i f t h  f a l l a c y ,  the  passive enemyK6, i s  a l s o  

r e l a t e d  t o  the  t h i r d  f a l l a c y  and speaks t o  the  idea 

t h a t  maneuver can somehod induce an anemy t o  a u i t  w i t h  

l i t t l e ,  i f  any, f i g h t i n g .  

Why should i t  be assumed i n  the  face o f  a l l  
m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y  t h a t  good t rooos whose 
headquarters has been captured o r  
neu t ra l i zed ,  whose supply l i n e  has been c u t ,  
and who have been out f lanked o r  surrounded, 
o r  who have been faced w i t h  some novel form 
o f  war, w i l l  tamely g i ve  in?c!  

The a p p l i c a t i o n  of these c r i t e r i a  t o  the  maneuver 

war fare theory w i l l  determine whether o r  no t  che theory 

f a l l s  ,v ic t im t c  espcus :~q  these ' subs t l cu i es  +o r  the 

t r u e  laws o f  w E r . '  The sohncnsss o r  t r u t h f u l n e s s  o f  
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i n c o r p o r a t i o n  o f  these f a l l a c i e s  as f a c t s .  

A l e g i t i m a t e  ques t i on  may be asked as t o  t h e  

re levance o f  these c r i t e r i a  t o  t h e  modern t heo ry  of 

maneuver war fa re .  The re levance l i e s  i n  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  

p a r a l l e l  presented e a r l i e r  between t h e  r i s e  o f  t h e  

maneuver t heo ry  a f t e r  L',etnam and the  B r i t :  sh 

exper ience a f t e r  W W I .  I n  t h e  exper;ence descr ibed  S y  

B i d w e l l ,  t h e  f a l l a c i e s  were used t o  j u s t i f y  a smal l  

army, w i t h  l i t t l e  o f f e n s i v e  c a p a b i l i t y ,  r e l i a n c e  on t h e  

magic weapon o f  t h e  tank ,  and t h e  i n tense  d e s i r e  t o  

avo jd  t he  Slocdshed o f  WWI. These f a l l a c i e s  can be 

seen 3s a pr i :nary  c o n t r i b u t ' n g  f a c t o r  ~ n  t h e  

unpreparedness o f  t h e  B r i t i s h  n a t i o n  t o  f i g h t  Nazi 

Germany i n  1940." I n  t h e  end, r e a l i t y  p r e v a i l e d ,  

though n o t  i n  t ime  t o  p reven t  t h e  l o s s  o f  most of t h e  

army's eq:u:oment a t  Dcrnk'rh. F o - i c w ? r : ~C>ni<; rt., t r : e  

B r i t i s h  b u i l t  a l a r g e  army capable o f  t a k i n g  on t n e  

German Army i n  o f f e n s i v e  b a t t l e .  The B r i t i s h  n a t i o n  

again  faced the  r e a l i c y  o f  a  major  war w i t h  t h e  

a t t endan t  major  l i s t s  o f  c a s u a l t i e s .  

The f a l l a c i e s ,  then ,  p r o v i a e  a r e a l i t y  check t o  

v e r i f : /  t h e  a s s e r t i o n s  o f  t h e  maneuver war fa re  zneor;f 

a ~ a i n s t  t h e  r e a l  , xo r la  o f  modern t a c z i c a l  ccmoa:. The 

f,;: : ! : ; \N<~C r.aal$ ar.3 zna!ys:s w i  i! or;.ser.; 2 s i  - e c t  

compar? scn bezweetl zhe oack: ! 3 9  a s s e r t !  ons o f  The 
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mhneuber t l .~sory w I t k  tne fa1 lacy( its; 1 t embraces. 

Each assertion is followed by the given proof (battles) 

and each fallacy or group of fallacies is followed by 

historical proofs as counter-examples. The table is 

fol lowed by discussion of the assertions and fa1 lacies 

and addresses the soundness or truthfulness of the 

Sacking zssertlons to the maneuver warfare theory in 

the context of the Prussian/Gerrnan Army. 

ASSERTIONS EXAnPLES FALLACY COUNTER-EXAMPLES 

I n f e r i o r  f a r c e s  Prussian!Gerran Y i n i a t u r i s n  ;ranee 1914 
c z n  w ln  l r r y  l i 5 7 - 1 9 L 5  Poi?nd 1929 
c a ~ s i s i e n t : y  i n  -1euEben l i S 7  : ? 3 d C ~  
l a t t l e  usla; -1912 C f i ? n s : i f s  R U S S ! ~;91' 
~ ~ F ? C Y E ~  i:iagd : 3 2r a r i a r e  2 2 ; :ncraa 
:?!Is -'?LO :r;?:2 ,.". :: : 1 3 3 : q  'I:; 

-I$:! ?;$$;a . .:ye.:rLj$l: 
C ? ? r - Y i s t d l z  1915 

1;:: 

The initial assertion of the maneuver theory to be 


evaluated is the idea that smaller forces can 


consistently win against larger forces using a mansuvar 

".-. -.st?1e o f  >warfare."' ~ n sfallacy of m<niacurisn aroii~s 

djrectly to this assertion. The oroof which wili be 



evd; Lar;.o i s  c i : r ;  r"rus;i an/'Ger:~an army ar;d : t s  b2:t i2 

performance and c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  d u r i n g  t h e  p e r i o d  1 7 5 7 -

1945. The purpose f o r  s e l e c t i n g  t h i s  p r o o f  l i e s  i n  t h e  

ex tens i ve  documentat ion,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  f o r  t h e  modern 

p e r i o d  o f  b a t t l e  i n  World Wars I and 11. F u r t h e r ,  t h i s  

p r o o f  i s  t h e  bedrock o f  Boyd's t heo ry  o f  c o n f l i c t  and 
-. 

the  theory  o f  maneuver war fa re . "  

I n  t h e  case o f  t h e  German army i n  W W I I ,  t h i s  

a s s e r t i o n  can n o t  be demonstrated as t r u t h f u l .  The 

German army i n  Poland v a s t l y  outnumbered t h e  P o l i s h  

Army. I n  France 1940, t h e  German army was rough l y  

equa: i n  s t r e n g t h  t o  t h e  combined A i l i e d  armies.  I n  

Russia,  t h e  German army was aiways i n f e r i o r  i n  

s t r e n g t h ,  and except  f o r  t h e  spec tacu la r  e a r l y  

v i c t o r i e s ,  was never a b l e  t o  overcome t h e  v a s t  Russian 

s u p e r i o r i t y  i n  men and equioment. As t h e  war 

pragressec ano t h e  sscond fron: %as opened l n  F'aiCe i l -

1944, t h e  numer ica l  and q u a l i t a t i v e  advantage o f  t h e  

a : ! i es  crushed t h e  German arny by 7945. 

The p o i ~ t  o f  us ing  t h e  Garma- exoer ience i s  t o  

demonstrate t h a t  numbers counc rega rd less  o f  t h e  
.. 

d o c t r i n e  o r  s t y l e  o f  wa r fa re . '  The a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  

smal l  good armies can d e f e a t  l a r g e  good armies 

cons :s ten t l y  a: t h e  t a c c l c a l  l c v e i  i s  noc supco r tab le  

sy, t he  t q i  s p r o o f  o= maredver d c c t r ;  ne. 

? h i  i r :porcance c i  th ;s  p c i n t  canno: be 



;,,,,er-enlpnasi zsd. i h c ;  i1:ea o f  t h e  i n f e r i a r  f o r c e  

d e f e a t i n g  a l a r g e r  f o r c e  u s i n g  t h e  maneuve;. c t y i e  o f  

wa r fa re  i s  c e n t r a l  t o  t h e  Boyd thec i y . "  A key 

f ounda t i on  o f  t h e  maneuver t h e o r y  i s  t h e  s h i f t  f rom 

r e l i a n c e  on number-s and f i r e p o w e r / a t t r i t i o n  which a  

d o c t r i n e  based on maneuver p rov ides . j 3  T h i s  s h i f t  f rom 

r.?':ance on f i r epower  and numbers t o  maneuver i s  o n l y  

v a l i d  i f  maneuver can be proven t o  demonscrate a 

g r e a t e r  impact  on t h e  b a t t l e f i e l d  than  t h e  numbers 

i m p l i e d  by t h e  f i r e p o w e r / a t t r i t i o n  t heo ry .  I n  t h e  case 

o f  t h e  German army, t h e  Germans sought t o  b r i n g  

numer ica l  add f i r "?9w.er s u p e r i o r i t y  t o  bear wherevet- 

p c s s i b l o ,  wile-her o n i y  a t  che p o i n t  o f  d S C i ~ i o n .  as i n  

France and Russia,  o r  o v e r a l l  as i n  Poland and t h e  

Bal kans. 

The German General Waldemar E r f u r t h  wro te  a book 

+rlsl  J!ed Sur;; .: is.s.  ir!ilch was oubl  ?s?-ed i n  Engl i s n  :r? 

::1933 .  I n  a  s e c t i o n  addrass ing Da tc le .  ne s t a t e d  chac 

i n  o r d e r  t o  ach ieve  a  d e c i s i v e  v i c t o r y  i t  was necessary 

t o  ach?eve an ir icreo";ble ( E r f u r t h ' s  e m ~ h a s i s )  numer ica l  

:j
s u g a r i o r i t y .  The a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  sma l l  f o r c e s  can 

c o n s i s t e n t i y  d e f e a t  l a r g e r  f o r c e s  u s i n g  a  maneuver 

s t y l e  o f  ,dayfare cannot be demonstrated as t r u t h f u l  

u s i n g  t h s  German Army o f  World War I1 as p r o o f .  

T.., . , - r.c.:n.?.;!; ,!.,a a s s e r t i o n s  w i ?  1 be a; ;b r~s jed  as 3 

br!:?:ed s e t .  Tnese s s s e r t i o n s  a r e  sunmarizea as 



Tempo i s  t h e  means t o  ach ieve  disruption 
o f  t h e  enemy. 

D i s r u p t i o n  i s  t h e  means t o  d e f e a t  an 
enemy. 

D e s t r u c t i o n  i s  i n c i d e n t a l  t o  v i c t o r y  
which i s  due t o  t h e  d i s r u p t i o n  o f  t h e  enemy's 
d e c i s i o n  cyc.l.e, which i s  caused by t h e  tempo 
o f  maneuver. '' 
.. -l n  maneuver war fara ,  tempo i s  a  weapon, o f t e n  t h e  

most po+erfb;  weapcv. . . . i t  ; s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  n i  gi? l y 

impo r tan t  i n  s u s t a i n i n g  tempo t o  a v o i d  unnecessary 

b a t t l e s ,  b a t t l e s  where v i c t o r y  r e a l l y  does n o t  do much 

..i?
beyond caus ing  some a t t r i t i o n .  Th i s  s ta tement  by 

W i l l i a m  L i n d ,  c l e a r l y  demonstrates t h e  maneuver war fa rc  

t heo ry  asser t ;ov  k h l c h  t h e  'Magic weanon' fa:;ac:/ 

addresses. Tempo, t r a n s i a t e d  as moving more o u ~ c k l y  

than  your  opponent th rough  t h e  d e c i s i o n  c y c l e ,  seeks t o  

avo id  b a t t l e .  " The avoidance c f  b a t t l e  means t h a t  

t ? i s  ou i ck  mousment a r cu ro  o r  tn rough  an er7emy w i l ;  !IS: 

be i n t e r r u p i x d  by any o iooc !e t t :ng .  The a v o ~ d a n c e  o f  

b a t t l e  anci bloodshed c i e a r l y  dzmsnst ra tes  t h e  maneuver 

wa r fa re  t heo ry  a s s e r t i o n  which t h e  ' b l o o d l e s s  

o p e r a t i o n '  f a l l a c y  adoresses.  

The i n s i s t e n c e  by t h e  maneuver wa r fa re  t heo ry  t h a t  

a qu i ck  ,xovement a r o u n l  o r  chrough an enemy, avoiding 

D a t t : e ,  e l e v a t a s  t h e  maneuver t o  :he c e n t r a l  p ? a s e  ; n  

' c hess '  f? i  ~ ~ c i r e s s s s  a s s e r ~ i , z r l .  L X C!,?c?.c : ~ i r l : ~ ,  LPIS 

'7.-



",.A-. s t a L i s ,  , ;'?11eu\,er ri!-,:t:s % y G  c y c 1 I t ? ~che e[;emy, s~ ::;?; 

c o n s i s t e n t l y  f a s t e r  th rough  however many OODA Loops i t  

takes  u n t i l  t h e  enemy l oses  h i s  cohesion-- u n t i l  he can 

no l onge r  f i g h t  as an e f f e c t i v e ,  o rgan ized  f o r c e .  "" 

F i n a l l y ,  "sometimes, a Boyd Cycled enemy pan i cs  o r  

becomes pass ive .  T h i s  i s  an i d e a l  outcome f o r  t h e  

v i c t o r ,  because a panicked o r  pass ive  enemy can ba 

a n n i h i l a t e d  o r  cap tu red  aE t h e  lowes t  c o s t  i n  f r i e n d l y  

c a s u a l t i e s .  . . .t h e  b a s i s  o f  v i c t o r y  was . . .one s i d e  

Boyd Cycled t h e  o t h e r .  '"' The a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  

' p a s s i v e  enemy' f a l l a c y  i s  c l e a r l y  demonstrated by t h e  

above passage. The i m p l i c a t i o n  i s  p l a i n  t h a t  an enemy 

w i l l  l o s e  cohesion and q u i t  when faced wich a f o r c e  

u s i n g  t h e  maneuver s t y l e  o f  war fa re .  8 2 

With  t h e  above d i s c u s s i o n  as a bas i s ,  t h e  p r o o f  

c i t e d  f o r  t h e  a s s e r t i o n s  o f  tempo, d i s r u p t i o n :  and 

avoidance o.? a a t t l e  through maneuver, w i  11 be d i s c ~ d s s ? ~  

as Lhey app ly  co t h e  German army. 

The f i r s t  and most impo r tan t  q u e s t i o n  which must 

be asked i s  what i s  t h e  i n t e n t  o f  German t a c t i c a l  

maneuver? The maneuver wa r fa re  t heo ry  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  

German army seeks t o  d i s r u p t  t h e  enemy th rough  t h e  

h i g h e r  pace o f  i t s  movement. Boyd s t a t e d ,  



and t h e  avoidance o f  b a t t l e ,  was n o t  o n l y  what t h e  

Germans in tended,  b u t  t h e  r o o t  cause o f  t h e i r  t a c t i c  

v i c t o r i e s .  L i n d  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  German army i s  t n e  

o n l y  coun t r y  i n  t h l s  cen tu ry  t o  i n s t i t ~ t . j g _ n _ ~ i . z . e  

..-::i21iauver war fare :  I he Gsrma!; army r-ema'l ns LL3e s i  n g l  

he1 i - ~ o i ~ , t n e n t e d  casa of ins r ;  t uc iona !  iz a t i o q  o f  

maneuver war fa re .  "" The documentat ion f o r  t h l s  

a s s e r t i o n  i s  l a c k i n g ,  however. 

The search f o r  German i n t e n t  i s  b e s t  conducted 

Yhrough Germar documents k n i c n  conveyed t h e i r  rent 

through o rde rs  o r  interviews. Ifthe  German army 

p r a c t i c e d  maneuver war fa re  i n  t h i s  cen tu ry ,  then German 

documents shou ld  demonstrate t h e  p r a c t i c e  of 

d i s r u p t i o n ,  tempo, and avoidance o f  b a t t l e  as key 

. &. C lausewi tz ,  a l thougn he was pub ;~shed i n  1835 

a f t e r  h i s  death and d i d  n o t  come t o  p u b l i c  prominence 

u t ~ t i l :he e?der Moytke 's  s ta tements  f o i i o w i n g  the 
.. 

Austro-Prussiar !  War o f  1856:', i s  t h e  l o g i c a l  p l a c e  t o  

beg in  t he  search f o r  German i n t e n t  and p r a c t i c e  o f  war.  

C l a u s i w + t z  c l e a r l y  s t a t e d  tne pr imacy o f  

http:instit~t.jg_n_~i.z.e


Siri~ply rT~e descructlon ot his ro r r ;es ,  :~i-jecrii: 
by death, injury, or any other means--either 
complete1 or enough to make him stop 
fighting..& 
How are we to counter the highly 
sophisticated theory that supposes it 
possible for a particularly ingenious method 
of inflicting minor direct damage on the 
enemy's forces to lead to major indirect 
destruction; or that claims to ~roduce, by 
means of limited but skillfully applied 
Slows, such paralysis of the enemy's forces 
and his will-power as to constitucs a 
significant shortcut to victory? . . .We do 
claim, however, that direct annihilation of 
the enemy's forces must always be the 
-dominant con~ideration.~~ 

,!8isThe destruction of the enemy's forces 
admittedly the purpose of all engagements. 


Alfred Count von Sch;ieffen is best remembered f3r  

:he famous plan of attack used as the basis for the 

German invasion of France in August, 1914.  The views 

of this officer carried great credibility within the 

German army long after WWI. At the time of his tenure 

a s  ihe Chief o f  r n e  German Great General Sraff, ne 

'*rote a iecter concerning his views on the purposs of 

battle. In this letter of 18 September 1 9 0 9 ,  he 

stated, "the battle of annihilation alooe is the 

i rable battle. ..c.2 

German regulations of this period reflect che same 


iseenze on the annihijation of the enemy forces as 


puroose of bacclt. Tne 1 9 i 0  nanba? 'Pr-inciolea of 



2 r n st. r r o u n d 1 , o r ,  under 
c e r t a i n  circurnscances, e n c i r c l i n g ,  present  
a n n i h i l a t i o n  as t h e  p r i c e  o f  v i c t o r y . "  

Concerning t h e  i dea  o f  a v o i d i n g  b a t t l e ,  i t  i s  

u s e f u l  t o  no te  t h a t  a l l  German sources cons idered f o r  

t h i s  s tudy  noted t h e  requ i rement  f o r  a n n i h i l a t i o n  o f  

t h e  enemy's f o r c e s  as t h e  o b j e c t  o f  b a t t l e .  Colmar von 

der Go l t z  i n  1906 s t a t e d ,  

The a t tempt  t o  f r i g h t e n  t he  enemy 
s u f f i c i e n t l y  t o  cause him t o  submi i  t o  ou r  
w i l l ,  by s imp ly  moving masses o f  t r o o p s  o r ,  -
-as a  w e l l  known w r i t e r  o f  t h e  p resen t  
cen tu ry  has expressed i t, - ' t o  g a i n  a v i c t o r y  
w i t h o u t  b a t t l e ,  through t h e  mere power o f  
maneuver,' w i l l  no l onge r  accompl ish i t s  
purpose.:' 

F d r t h a r ,  Sigismund voc S c n l i c h t ~ n g ,  w r i t i n g  111 7697-99: 

b e l i e v e d  t h a t  t h e  f i n a l  o b j e c t i v e  o f  a l l  o p e r a t i o n s  was 

t h e  b a t t l e . "  

I n  t h e  1933 v e r s i o n  o f  T r u p ~ e n f u h r u n s ,  t h e  purpose 

;:o f  b a t t l e  i s  t o  seek t h e  annih: i a t y o n  o f  t he  enemy. 

Th i s  manua served as t h e  b a s i s  o f  German c a c t i c s  

throughout  W W I I ,  as w e l l  as t h e  model f o r  t h e  U . S .  

Army's FW 00-5, Operat ions,  o f  i939." As f u r t h e r  

evidence o t h e  con t inued  and significant emphasis 

p laced  on seek ing b a t t l e  and t h e  p h y s i c a l  d e s t r u c t i o n  

o f  t h e  enemy, two au thors  o f  t h e  i n t e r w a r  years were o f  

importance, Waidemar E r i u r ~ hand H e i ~ z  Guaerian. 

, ,.h n l i e  naneuver x e ~ f a r e  t h e o r i s c s  s ~ c has ~ ; n a ,  

c u t t w a k ,  and Ficyci c;3e Guder ian 's  ~ o o i c ?&~;3r Leaas:, 



2 s  a primary source of their proof of the German use oi 

maneuver doctrine, an important counter-example is 

Guderian's article entitled 'Armored Forces.' Written 

in 1937, Guderian described the most important 


component of the mobile attack by tanks as the effect 


of its fires, i.e., the effect of the destruction of 


tile enemy by f ire.E6 Further, he descr~ bed the moral 


effect of a tank attack as produced by the effect of 


the actual fires, or the destruction of the enemy by 


fire." Thus, Guderian, cited as a primary proof of 


the practice of maneuver warfare by the maneuver 


theorists, believed that the moral dislocation of the 


enemy was 'bought' as the result of his destruction by 


fire and not the other way around. 


Waldemar Erfurth wrote a study of the concentric 

movement of large units for the purpose of producing an 

encirclement baztle. Erfurth's Concentric Action of 

Seoarate Armies, written in July 1939, is imporzanr; for 

several reasons. First, he emphasized that the 

concentric movement of armies sought as its goal the 

battle of annihilation, in accordance with the 

tradition of von ~ c h l  ieffen ." Second, as an example 

of the fallacy of miniaturism, he stated the absolute 

requirement for superior strength in numbers and fires 
, ...

required LO move large units a e e ~  in an enemy rear:- 


Finally, Erfurth ind~rectly demonstrates cne errcr made 




br  3e1,i ,;,,+q .;i,& y j ,  c i t e s  as prcc;f o f  ~.:.rie;:.~e,-

warfare t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  t h e  i n f i l t r a t i o n  t a c t i c s  used 

i n  1918. I n  h i s  s tudy ,  and i n  t h e  w r i t i n g s  o f  t h e  

o t h e r  o f f i c e r s  s tud ied ,  no ment ion i s  made o f  t h e  

i n f i l t r a t i o n  technique as t h e  p recu rso r  o f  

' 3 l i t z k r i e g . '  

This connec t ion  bei,deen 1 n f ; i t r a i i o n  tactics and 

t h e  German p r a c t i c e  o f  maneuver d a r f a r e  i s  most 

impo r tan t  as p r o o f  o f  t h e  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  t h e  Germans 

a v o i d  b a t t l e ,  seek ing t o  avo id  t h e  enemy f o r c e s  i n  

o r d e r  t o  g e t  i n t o  t h e  r e a r  f o r  t h e  purpose of 
..-

d i s r u p t i o n : - V n  f a c t ,  t h e  German method o f  war i n  

WWiI was a c o n t i n u a t i o n  o f  t h e i r  t r a d i t ! o n a l  meihod of  

war. 

The Germans recogn ized . two  methods o f  war, 

p o s i t i o n a l  war (Stellungskreig) and a  war o f  movement 
... 

'SQk.- . - . ,  .--,. , " ,  ,, ,-- 2 . . ( ~ ~ a ~ \ r e  Gernan conduct  o f  i g  I .  war 

t r a d i t 1 o n a ; l y  emphasizea t h e  n e c e s s i t y  t o  f i g h c  a dar 

o f  movement. A l l  German maneuver was conducted w i t h  

cha t  thoughz i n  mind. E r f u r t h  c i t e d  o n l y  examples of 

wars o f  movement such as those conducted i n  1866 ,  1 8 7 0 ,  

i 9 1 4 ,  1915-77 on t h e  Russian f r o n t ,  and he 1918  

,,,,
o f f e n s i v e s .  

.-a 

,' No men?ior! i s  made o f  i h e  i n f i 7 t r a t i o n  

technique exceot  as a means t o  e f f e c t  a penetrac:on 

L i ? r G ~ ~ a i  a *;f ?ov3?snc coulC 5e cotid;;c;eC. :uhicn c a r  

Gzrnan Git-!era1 H e r ~ a n n  Ea'ck,  an s f t a n  cuosea o f f i c e r  



i!l rnsneuve( i: r c l e s ,  wl?i.n quss~ loned  a b w t  i n f 1 ; L r a t i c n  

t a c t i c s  as 'von H u t i e r '  t a c t i c s ,  s t a t ed  t h a t  he d i d  n o t  

know o f  such spec ia l  ized t ac t i c s . l o3  Fur the r ,  he s t a ted  

t h a t  he l ed  a  stormtrooper detachment du r ing  the  

o f fens ives  o f  1918, bu t  was unaware o f  any spec ia l  

s i g n i f i c a n c e  t o  the  t a c t i c a l  method employed.!@' Here 

again,  the  Eoyd theory f a i l s  t o  demonstrate a 

connect ion w i t h  the  theory o f  maneuver warfare.  German 

fo rces  conducted the  pene t ra t i on  a t t ack  on a broad 

f r o n t ,  and sought t o  dest roy enemy defensive fo rces  i n  

order  t o  p rov ide  the  paths through which mobi le fo rces  

would then a t t ack  t o  e n c i r c l e  and annihilate enemy 

format ions.  The Germans sought b a t t l e  t o  dest roy che 

enemy. 

As presented e a r l i e r ,  E r f u r t h  wrote t h e  book 

e n t i t l e d  Surpr ise .  I n  i t  he s ta ted ,  "The p r i n c i p l e  o f  
.,.

ann ih i ;a r ion  i s  the  fundamental law o f  war." ' "  rl' e 

emphasized the  in f l uence  o f  von S c h l i e f f e n  and Lhe need 

t o  combine s u r p r i s e  w i t h  super io r  numbers t o  achieve 

succass. Fu r the r ,  he s t a ted ,  

Consequently, on ly  the  commander has a  chance 
o f  winning a  dec is i ve  v i c t o r y  who, by 
s u r p r i s e ,  i s  ab le  t o  concentrate an almost 
i n c r e d i b l e  numerical s u p e r i o r i t y  a t  t he  
center  o f  b a t t l e .  Th is  s u p e r i o r i t y  must be 
so overwhelming t h a t  the  o rgan i za t j -m  o f  the  
enemy army i s  immediately crushed.'" 

;,:ziti. 5?,+ 6n?0!>2sis i s  cn numerics1 supe r i o r i c y  and zhs 

ssekicg o f  b a ~ t i et o  crush an enemy 



t , I :  cn+ .:ernla!: ; . , K ~  ; t i  s":.;$i':: LL 

d i s r u p t i o n  as t h e  means t o  a e f e a t  an enemy, then t h e  

ope ra t i ons  o rde rs  g i ven  t o  German fo rmat ions  must have 

r e f l e c t e d  t h ~ s  emphasis. Since German au thors  p r i o r  t o  

W W I I  d i d  n o t  suppor t  t h e  t heo ry  o r  p r a c t i c e  o f  maneuver 

war fa re  i n  t h e i r  w r i t i n g s ,  d i d  t h e  a c t u a l  ope ra t i ons  

, ~ r d ~ i - s ~  

I n  :933, t h e  ope ra t i ons  o rders  f o r  t h e  Po;:sh 

campaign s t ressed  t h a t  "The P o l i s h  Army would be 

dest royed i n  t h e  western p a r t  o f  Poland, and reserves  

would be prevented f rom m o b i l i z i n g  o r  c o n c e n t r a t i n g  t o  
.,-

r e s i  sr. t h e  t-srman ad';ance. " " '  These i n t e n t i o n s  h e r e  

c a r r i e a  aokn t o  che o r a t r s  f o r  t a c z i c a l  fo rmat ions .  

I n  1940,  t h e  concept o f  t h e  German Army High 

Command, OKH (Oberkommando des H e e r e s ) ,  was t o  c u t  o f f  

t h e  mob i le  fo rces  o f  t h e  A1;ied armies f rom t h e  

-,. -L , , - r ; ; : + l  ZoaS-, drlc Force 2 oa-,ci 5 ijf a!i!?i c,: i2~ ictq ! r j  !-:-, 5 

..., 
r e a r . "  Army G r o d ~A was t h e  'hammer' and A r m y  rJr.oup Y 

iC .2  
was :he ' a n v i l '  f o r  t h e  a tcack I n t o  France:. I n  

suooor t  o f  t h e  concepc o f  manibver war fare ,  ; < i ? l i a m  

L i n d  c i t e s  t h e  exampie o f  Guder ian 's  X I X L ~ Corps wnict- 

was tasked t o  c ross  che Meuse a t  Sedan, i n  May, 1940.  

L i n d  g i v e s  t h e  c r e d ? t  f o r  success o f  che e n c i r e  

~~~~~~~gn t o  zhe tbre; Panzer d i v i s i o n s  o f  t n i s  Ccrzs.  

1 1 . 'r-m'i~r;rol;c v,o!> <;e;s: <assigr-,ectr: ;r,-,.,A - u .  -
Gr3i;e ' , A 3  j ,  of 7 i r j ; ~ h;c;aer:ar,'s i;iXcI; 2;rfi~ was c&r- , ,  



i d l i i a l n a d  a _I ~f--.,tal f i v e  Panzer d l  u ~ s i o n s ,  tnrz- .  

moto r i zed  i n f a n t r y  d i v i s i o n s ,  and one e l i t e  moto r i zed  

i n f a n t r y  reg iment  GrossDeutschland, organ ized  i n t o  

t h r e e  corps .  'I0 Rather than  t h e  narrow breakthrough 

f r o n t a g e  descr ibed  by Boyd and L i n d  i n  t h e  a n a l y s i s  o f  

t h i s  b a t t l e  as p r o o f  o f  t h e  p r a c t i c e  o f  maneuver 

war fa re ,  Army Group A 's  breakthrough f r o n t a y e  was 

approx imate ly  60 k m  wide. ' I i  F u r t h e r ,  W i l l i a m  L i n d  

c h a r a c t e r i z e s  t h e  d e c i s i o n  by Guderian t o  send h i s  

co rps  t o  t h e  channel coas t  a f t e r  t h e  breakthrough a t  

Sedan, as t h e  essence o f  t h e  maneuver wa r fa re  thought  

process.  
,.a

"' I n  f a c t ,  t h e  o r i g i n a l  o r d e r s  f o r  Panzer 

Group von K : e i s t ,  f rom Army Group ' A ' ,  a i r o c t e d  t h a t  

General von K l e i s t ,  who l e d  h i s  a t t a c k  w i t h  Guder ian 's  

co rps ,  advance t o  t h e  channel coas t  a f t e r  b reak ing  

th rough  a t  Sedan. l i l  

I n  1 Y L 7 ,  d u r i n g  t h e  aa lkan  campaign, che 

o p e r a t i o n s  o r d e r s  f o r  t h e  F i r s t  Panzer Group o f  Genera! 

von K l e i s t  were t o  a n n i h i l a t e  s t r o n g  enemy 

concen t ra t i ons  near che Yugoslav c a p i t o l  and t o  capcbra 

t h e  c a p i t o l .  i ' 4  Again i n  1941, t h e  o b j e c t i v e s  s e t  f o r  

t h e  a t t a c k  i n t o  Russ ia  s p e c i f i e d  t h e  enc i r c l emen t  and 

::5

d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  che Russian army:. These examples 

p o i n t  co t h e  oov ious l a c k  o f  emphasis p laced  cn  t h e  

a - : s r u p t i o n  of enemy f o r c e s  i n  sazc le  as a neans co 

a c n i e ~ a  v i c t o r y .  



faced with the possibility of conventional war in 


Europe with the Soviet Union, an attempt was made to 


capture the experience of officers of the former German 


Wehrmacht. As part of this effort, a series of 

lectures which included Generals Balck and von 


Mellenthin were conduccid in 1 9 7 3 .  During :he c~ut.se 

of a :ecture ccnductaa on 10 May i 9 7 3 ,  with Getierai von 

Mellenthin as the principal speaker, William Lind and 


John Boyd were able to question von Mellenthin on the 


purpose and intent of German tactical methods. The 


foilcwing quotes are pertinant to this study. 


Bi 1 ; !.i~?.d: Genera;, in the counterattzcks ycb 
discussed, you emphasized how the attenpt was 
always made to hit the Russian penetration in 
the flank or in rear. In your view, what was 
the decisive point of the counterattack? Was 
it the destruction that was inflicted on the 
enemy by firepower or was it the 
disorganlzatioti and disruption of h:s 
cohesion that kes caused by appear;ng 
suddsnly from an unexpected airection? 

-von Mellenthin: The main point was to destroy 
the enemy. ihe Russian does not 1?ke to be 
attacked by surprise--then he panics. As 
soon as you nave got a normal attack. bell 
prepared, and he has the opportunity to dig 
in, and so on, you have no chance. The oniy 
chance you have with Russian units is to 
attack them not from the front iine but frcm 
the rear or frcm the flank, tnerefore our a:.m 
was to attach the enemy b y  surprise and 
destroy him. 



i ! : 
-. 
i r e  a c t u a i  dec i  s i o t i  w i 5  ic; 

g e t  h im by s u r p r i s e  and des t roy  h i m ( o r i g i n a 1  
emphasis).  

Dav id  Keener: I ' d  l i k e  t o  f o l l o w  up on t h e  
q u e s t i o n  t h a t  B i l l  L i n d  asked a  few minutes 
ago, and t h a t  was 'What was t h e  e f f e c t i v e  
i ns t rumen t  o f  d e f e a t - - d i s r u p t i o n  o r  
d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  an enemy u n i t ? ' . . .  

von M e l l e n t h i n :  There i s  no doubt t h a t  t h e  
Russians succeeded i n  r e o r g a n i z i n g  c h e i r  
d i v i s i o n s  and groups very  q u i c k l y ,  and t h e  
o n l y  hope f o r  ds was noc t o  d i s r u p t  them, b u t  
t o  des t roy  them. That  was ou r  o n i y  hooe. 

John Boyd: General ,  on your comments r e l a t i v e  
t o  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  f o r c e s ,  a r e  you 
t a l k i n g  about every  element o r  a r e  you 
t a l k i n g  about t h e i r  o rgan i c  whole? Are you 
t a k i n g  any p r i s o n e r s  o r  a r e  you d e s t r o y i n g  
them as i n d i v i d u a l s ,  a n n i h i l a t i n g  them, 
k i l l i n g  them? I am t a l k i n g  about whsther you 
a r e  t a l k i n g  about your b a t t l e  o f  t he  C h i r  o r  
a r e  you t a l k i n g  about your o p s r a ~ i o n s  i n  
genera l .  

von M e l l e n t h i n :  I am t a l k i n g  about  t h e  b a t t l e  
o f  t h e  C h i r .  That  means t h a t . . .  

John Boyd: I'm r e f e r r i n g  t o  your n o t i o n ,  
d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  f o r c e s .  

von M e l l e n t h i n :  You know, you w i l  1 see i t  
when I desc r i be  ou r  b a t t l e s  a t  Zh i c o m i r ,  and 
so on. You see, always t h e  aim o f  ou r  tank  
corps  was n o t  t o  des t roy  t h e  s i n g  l e  man, b u t  
t o  des t roy  t h e  whole u n i t ( o r i g i n a  1 
emphasis) . "" 

I n  summary, then ,  B i d w e l l ' s  F i v e  F a l l a c i e s  a r e  

shown t o  be p resen t  i n  t h e  maneuver wa r fa re  t h e o r y  i n  

severa l  ways. F i r s t ,  t h e  t h e o r y  a s s e r t s  t h a t  smal i 

u n i t s  can c o n s i s t e n t ? y  defaaz l a r g e r  units by a f loo t ins  

a  maneuver war fa re  s ~ y l s  o f  f i g h ~ l n g .  T ~ t e  fa1 lac;( of 

m i n i a t u r i s m  i s  demonstratad by t h e  cjse o f  che German 
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war fa re  i s  des t royed  by t h e  v a s t l y  s u p e r i o r  f o r c e s  o f  

t h e  Russian and Anglo-American a l l i a n c e .  Wi th  t h e  

excep t i on  o f  t h e  spec tacu la r  e a r l y  v i c t o r i e s ,  no amount 

o f  t a c t i c a l  s k i l l  a t  maneuver, no e l e g a n t  movement, no 

c l e v e r  s t ra tagem,  ruse  o r  decep t ion ,  c o u l d  overcome t h e  

enorrcous auai  it a t ;  ve arid cjiiant; i a t i  ve a d g a n t a ~ er,f i;;e 

A i i i e d  Armies. 

Second, t h e  t heo ry  a s s e r t s  t h a t  t h e  use o f  tempo 

t o  cause d i s r u p t i o n  o f  t h e  enemy's d e c i s i o n  c y c l e  3s 

t h e  key t o  v i c t o r y .  The f a l l a c y  o f  t h e  magic weapon i s  

danonst rared oy t h e  German example. Througnout WWII 

hi Gerna'? a.rmy d e n ~ ~ n ~ t r a t e d  che a b i l i t y  t o  oumanauvar  

and s ~ r i k e  more q u i c k l y  than  any o t h e r  army i t  faced.  
!!; 

i n  t h e  f i n a l  judgement o f  war, t h e  t a c t i c a l  temoo o f  

t h e  German army c o u l d  do l i t t l e  t o  overcome t h e  

plurnei-i;s~ s u p a r i o r l ~ y  s f  Lhe A 1  i i s j .  

T h i r d ,  t h e  t h e o r y  a s s e r t s  cha t  d i s r u p t i o n  i s  t h e  

means t o  v i c t o r y  on t h e  modern o a t t i e f i e l d .  The cness 

f a i ; a c y ,  t h e  i a ; l a c y  o f  t h e  b l ood less  o p e r a t i o n ,  an@ 

t h e  f a l l a c y  of t h e  pass i ve  enemy a r e  demonstrated by 

t h e  German examale. The Germans s i m o l y  d i d  n o t  o e l i e v e  

i n  t h e  or imacy o f  mar,euver over  f i r e p o w e r ,  bua ;q t n s  

. . - -. .
suoet-7sr;cy o f  combinzd arms ope ra t i ons .  lP:a Germans 

,.: .>:, .;..b~ed oc?erzt;c)nj  f r r  C ) U ~ T J C S Bsf  d i j y r ~ c i : ? t . i  0.7 , ..- -,.*mi 

cna enany fo rcaa .  - ., ! ley  k e i i e k e u ,  and demonscrabaa by 



t : j e i r  3!..;7i.!-sa ~ l dcs : l cu i t ,  t i ? a t  w i r s  were won Sr ck~e 

a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  maximum v i o l e n c e  a g a i n s t  an enemy 

f o r c e .  The Germans s imp ly  never conv inced themselves 

t h a t  an enemy would p a s s i v e l y  su r render  when e n c i r c l e d ,  

and, t h e r e f o r e ,  drove t h e i r  a t t a c k s  home t o  des t roy  any 

e n c i r c l e d  f o r c e  o r  any f o r c e  which was i n  t h e  way o f  

t h e i r  GoeraZion. The Germans never avo ided b a t t l e ,  on 

t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  t hey  sought t h e  d e s t r u c t ~ o n  o f  che enemy 

a t  every  o p p o r t u n i t y .  

F i n a l l y ,  t h e  t heo ry  a s s e r t s  t h a t  f i g h t i n g  and 

c a s u a l t i e s  a r e  i n c i d e n t a l  t o  v i c t o r y  once t h e  

d i s r u p t i o n  o f  an enemy f o r c e  has been achieved.  Once 

again ,  t h e  chess f a l i a c y  and i t s  a t t e n d a n t  f a l l a c i e s  o f  

t h e  b lood less  o p e r a t i o n  and t h e  pass i ve  enemy app ly  t o  

t h e  German example. The German army demonstrated t h a t  

t h e  means t o  break t h e  enemy's w i l l  was t o  des t roy  him. 

Dest rucc ior ,  s f  she h i ; :  was sought th rougn  che Di3ys;cs; 

d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  enemy. 

I n  t h e  end, then ,  t h e  p r imary  p r o o f  o f  t h e  

maneuver ,warfare t heo ry ,  i l l u s t r a t e d  by t h e  use o f  t h e  

c r i t e r i a  o f  t h e  f i v e  f a l l a c i e s ,  c l e a r l y  i s  no p r o o f  a t  

a l l .  The German army and i t s  t a c z i c a l  i n t e n t  a r e  n o t  

c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  t a c t i c a l  maneuver t heo ry .  The n e x t  

secSion addresses t h i s  r e s u l t .  



V . C.q"clus 1011 

Based on the  above a n a l y s ; ~ ,  t h e  maneuver war fa re  

t heo ry  does n o t  reach a t r u t h f u l  conc lus ion .  The 

i n d u c t i v e  l eap  which t h e  t heo ry  makes concern ing t h e  

fundamental n a t u r e  o f  war, i . e . ,  t h a t  maneuver w i t h i n  

t h e  d e c i s i o n  c y c l e  o f  an enemy i s  t h e  means t o  h i s  

disruption ana t h a t  o i s r u p t i o n  i s  t he  means t o  i h e  eno 

o f  h i s  defsas,  i s  n o t  sound. The p r o o f  o f  che 

conc lus ion  o f  t h i s  s tudy  was demonstrated by t h e  

presence o f  t h e  F i v e  F a l l a c i e s  i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  Lhe 

a s s e r t i o n s .  F u r t h e r  p r o o f  o f  t h e  conc lus ion  o f  t h i s  

s tudy l i e s  ;n t h e  councer example o f  t h e  German army. 

Whi le t h s  German army ;s g i ven  as t h e  p r imary  ana mosc 

impo r tan t  p r o o f  o f  t h e  maneuver t heo ry ,  i n  f a c t  t h e  

German army cannot be shown t o  possess t h e  i n t e n t  o r  

exper ience i n  war which suppor ts  t h e  c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  

:hey p rc lc t i ced  a warleuver s ~ y ; eo f  *~arr a r e .  

How, then,  aoes t h e  maneuver war fa re  t h e o r y ,  wnen 

a p p l i e d  as t a c t i c a l  d o c t r i n e ,  c r e a t e  t h e  imbalance 

which i s  t h e  focus o f  t h i s  s tudy .  Mareuver war fa re  

t heo ry  demands t h a t  "For  Mar ine i n f a n t r y  t h e  p r imary  

meaning o f  FMFM-;, W a r f i g n t i n q ,  i s  a requ i rement  t o  
. ." 

c r a n s i t i o n  t o  l i g h t  i n f a n t r y .  ., ' 2  
F u r t h e r ,  weapons sucil 

as 155mm and l a r g e r  a r c i i l e r y ,  M ! A l  tanks ,  M V - 2 2  

Z s c r s > ,  F / A - 1 8 ?  , A V - a 6 :  an: ocher f i -epower  s y s c a s  a r s  

.. .,. 
o f  l i m i t e d  c r z i y i t y .  -. Given i c s  h;s-,ory s i n c e  dV'W;; as 



a balanced fcr-ce o f  1 i t i s  i n f a n t r y  m a  ~rjmt~:riecl 

suppor t ing arms, the  Marine Corps i s  t u r n i n g  t o  a f o r c e  

of l i g h t  i n f a n t r y  w i t h  l i t t l e  f i repower .  This  r e s u l t s  

i n  an unbalancing o f  an otherwise proven f o r ce  o f  

combined arms. The bas is  f o r  t h i s  unbalancing i s  

unsound. 

The theory  o f  maneuver war fare,  which the  Marine 

Corps has adopted as doc t r i ne ,  cannot be demonstrated 

as reaching a sound and t r u t h f u l  conclus ion based on 

i t s  asse r t i ons  and the  proof  o f  t he  asse r t i ons .  

V I  . Imp1ic a t ions 

The obvious i m p l i c a t i o n  f o r  the  Uni ted Sta tes  

Marine Corps i s  thac the  bas is  f o r  i t s  doccr ine i s  

unsound. While t h e  d iscuss ion  which t h e  maneuver 

war fare theory  has generated has served t o  r e v i t a l i z e  

t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  atmosphere o f  the  Marine Corps, l i t t l e  

;n j t s  doc t r i ne  has cnanged. N h i l e  OH 6-1 e x p l ~ c i t i y  

s t a t es  t h a t  the  doc t r  ne o f  the  Marine Corps i s  t h a t  o f  

maneuver war fare,  the  ac tua l  miss ion statement o f  the  

i n f a n t r y ,  f o r  example has no t  changed. Cur ren t l y ,  t he  

i n f a n t r y  miss ion rema ns " t o  l oca te ,  c l ose  w i t h ,  and 

des t roy  the  enemy by f i r e  and maneuver and t o  repe l  h i s  

, . ; 2 ;assau l t  by f i r e  and c lose combat. That miss ion 

statement does noc souna i i k e  a maneuver war fare 

rn? ss i on .  i more appropriate qaneuver warfare s c y ? i  

miss ion  mlgnt  be ' t o  l oca te ,  avoid,  and d is rupz  the  



d i s r u p t i o n  and counter-maneuver. '  

The U n i t e d  S ta tes  Mar ine Corps has a  1ong and 

g l o r i o u s  h i s t o r y  o f  v i c t o r y  i n  b a t t l e .  Marine 

o p e r a t i o n s  have always been h i s t o r i c a l l y  assoc ia ted  

w i t h  v i o l e n c e  and t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  enemy i n  

: , 'b a c t l e .  k i i l 7 a m  i i v d  d ismisses Mar ina Corps comoaL 

h i s t o r y  and exper ience as t h e  r e s u l t  o f  an a t t r i t i o n -
.." 

s t y l e  o f  t h i n k i n g  and f i g h t i n g . ' "  Perhaps, we i n  t h e  

Un i t ed  S ta tes  Mar:ne Corps would p r o f i t  f rom a  c l o s e r  

s tudy o f  our  own h i s t o r y .  From t h a t  h i s t o r y  would be 

found the  hard,  r e a l  lessons o f  215 years o f  f i g h t i n g .  

Mar ines have learnea t h a t  combat i s  a  d i r t y ,  

f r i g h t e n i n g ,  s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d  and bloody bus iness.  The 

r e a l  laws o f  war l i e  i n  t h a t  215 years  o f  exper ience.  

The d e c i s i o n s  s t a t e d  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h i s  

paper LO reouce t h e  f i r e p o h a r  asse ts ,  an3 t o  l i g h t e r  

Lhe f o r c e  i n  accordance k i t h  a  r e l ? a n c e  on a  aocz r i ne  

o f  maneuver, have been p u t  on h o l d .  Wi th  t h e  p rospec t  

o f  Gar againsL t h e  neagy f o r c e s  o f  I r a q ,  t h e  va lue  cf a 

balanced t a c t i c a l  f o r c e  once aga in  becomes v i t a l l y  

impor tan t .  The maneuver t heo ry  c a l l s  f o r  an 

u n r e a i i s t i c  imbalance c f  l j g h t ,  f oo t -mob i l e  i n f a n t r y  

w i t h  : i n ' - a b i l i t y  t o  employ :he racucfa, ~ ~ e a  combined 

-i s 1 ; 1 i i . I ,je ,:ot7iepis of aanetd$+-

a?u i l r e p o h a r  a r e  :nasaarao ly  :l!;he:j. To seaarace ;neT 



value of the maneuver theory. The Marine Corps force 


structure is balanced to provide a mobile tactical 


force which is capable of bringing the necessary 


firepower to bear to destroy an enemy. Brigadier 


Bidwell understood that all the stratagems, ruses, 


deceptions, and indirect approaches musc be For the 


purpose of giving the moving force the advanLage in the 


combat which is the ultimate aim of maneuver. Richard 


Simpkin, a proponent of the maneuver theory, 


nevertheless was drawn by his study to the following 


conclusion concerning the relative merits of the 


argumenc a b w ~  firepower versus maneuver: 


Thus, once fighting starts, attrition theory 
becomes complementary to manoeuvre, in fact 
an element in it. Put another way, manoeuvre 
theory 1 i terall y and figuratively adds a new 
dimension to attrition theory. 123 

While she maneuver cheory of war nas senerated an 


invaluable awakening of study and knowledge within the 


Marine Corps, we should never forget that no matter 


what theory we seek, our real experience teaches us 


that victory is bought in battle and in blood. No 


elegant and attractive theory which makes of war an 


elegant and bloodless social evenc can change our own 


experisnce ana combat history. 
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