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ABSTRACT

THE ARDENNES - 1944: AN ANALYSIS OF THE OPERATIONAL DEFENSE, Evy
Major Francis M. Cain III1, USA, 51 pages.

This study examines the nature of the defernse at the operationmal
level aof war by amalyzing the Battle of the Bulge in December 1944
wusing the concepts of blitzkrien arnd "wel" defense. The monogeaph
begins by discussing the influerce of defersive theory an the
aperational concepts of blitzlrieg and '"web" deferse. The German
covcept of blitzkrieg ivncorporates Clausewits's theory of the
offense by emphasizing suprise, speed, and concerntratiocn at the
decisive polint. The counter to the blitzkrieg offernse 1s found 1n
COL F. 0. Miksche’s ocorcept of "web" defernse. This corncept
incorporates Clauvsewitz’s theory of the defernse by emphasizing the
advantages of tervain, time, arnd counterattack.

The Battle of the Rulge proavides an excellernt example of a "web"
defense pitted against a blitzkrieg offernse. The German blitzkrieg
ivi the Arderves 1vn 1944 failed for many reascons: 1) Armay Group B
did ret concentrate its strength against the most vulrmerable
section of the Allied live; &) The rugged Ardermes terralin could
he easily defended agalnst attacks by mechanized forces; 3) Hey
Rmericarn commanders (Eisernhower, Gerow, and Middletorn) guickly
raecognized the value of holding zeveral key road junctions (5t.
Yith, Malmedy, Rastogrne, Maorche, and Rochefort) which dominated
movement through the Ardernnes;  4) The RAllies held the shoulders of
the Gevrmarn pernetratiorn; ) The Allies guickly corncentrated armored
and motorized units to blunt the Germanm penectraticny and &) [Rrmy
Group B lacked operaticral reservese and adequate logistic support.
The analysis of the Qrdernnes shows that the defense is i1ndeed the
stronger form of war and that a "web" deferse can be employed
eftoctively against a blitzkrieg aoffense.

The Ardernnes provides an excellent example of marvy important
German operational concepts which are veory simalar bo Hoviet
offernsive coscepts. The use of COL Otto Skorvzeny's 150tk Pancer
Firigade 15 very similar to the anmticipated Soviet emplayment of
Spetosraz units into NATO ¢ vear area. Derman panzes divislons were
emploayed 1v oa role similar o Soviet Operational Manewver Droogs
(OMGH . The Allies effectively wsed o "web' defernse to countey
thaese threabs,

T HATD s bo defeat a Soviel oattack withoot cecogb oo oo Lhe noe
af e Vo wesnans, b omush o adopt o a o viab o oonmeal coreal ds e s e

coocent s VWebh" defence o eucrh a concept.
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a' ABSTRACT
nh
ﬁﬁ THE ARDENNES - 1944: AN ANALYSIS OF THE OPERATIONAL DEFENSE, By
o) Major Francis M. Cain III, USA, 51 pages.
b
* .
O : This study examiries the nature of the deferse at the operaticrnal
level of war by arnalyzing the Battle of the Bulge irn December 13944
:ﬁ' using the concepts of blitzkrieg and "web"” deferse. The monograph
ﬁ% begins by discussing the influence of defensive theory on the
4@ operational concepts of blitzkrieg and "web" deferise. The German
:*:c: cancept of blitzkrieg incorporates Clausewitz's theory of the
O of fernse by emphasizing suprise, speed, and corncentratiocn at the
decisive point. The counter to the blitzkriepn offernse is found in
A COL F. 0. Miksche's coricept of "web" deferse. This concept
::J incorporates Clausewitz’s theory of the deferise by emphasicing the
;; advantages of terrain, time, and counterattack.
h; The Rattle of the Bulge provides arn excellent example of a "web"
defernse pitted against a blitzkrieg offernse. The Germarn blitzkrien
:ﬁ in the Ardermes in 1944 failed for many reascrns: 1) Army Group B
(X did rnot concentrate its strength against the most vulnerable
:¥ section of the Allied linej; &) The rugged Ardewnres terrain could
S8 be easily defended against attacks by mechanized fovces; 3) Mey
N American commanders (Eisernhower, Gerow, and Middleton) guickly
. recognized the valuwe of halding several key road jurnctions (5t.
.\f Vith, Malmedy, Bastogrne, Marche, and Rochefort) which domirnated
N movement through the Ardermes; 4) The Allies held the shouwlders of
= the Germarn penetrationi 3) The RAllies quickly concentrated armcred
j% and motorized units to blunt the Germarn peretratiorn; and &) Army
4] Group B lacked operational reserves and adeguate logistic support.,
The arnalysis of the Arderrnes shows that the defense is indeed the
ﬁﬁ stronger form of war and that a "web” deferise can be employed
: : effectively against a blitzkrieg offense.
%
b\ The Ardernes provides an excellent example of many important
'Q\ German operational corncepts which are very similar to Saviet
affensive concepts. The use of COL Dtto Skorzeny'’s 152th FParnzer
:& Brigade i3 very similar to the anticipated Swoviet emplayment of
5? Spetsrmaz units intoc NATO's rear area. German parnzer divisiorns were
tﬂ employed in a role similar to Soviet Operatiornal Maneuver Grouns
a0 (OMG). The Allies effectively used a "web" defernse to counter
3o these threats.
I If NATO is to defeat a Soviet attack without rescrting to the use
:wx A of rnuclear weaponms, it must adopt a viable operational defensive
.;: concept. "Web" defernse is such a concept.
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SECTION I

INTRODUCTION

Attack and deferise have beew, and probably always will be,

the tw2o basic forms of fighting. They permeate each others; an
attack that 1is successful develaps into pursuit, but if
unsucecesstul  or only partially successful, it develaps inmto a
defense. A defense, 1f successful, develaps into counterattack,

or if urnsuccessful develops into retreat.®! The point is that
warfare, like a pendulum, always swings from orne extreme to.the
other. Warfare is a system which is seldom in equilibrium, and
therefore almost rever at rest, but constantly changing as rew
techrologies are developed and riew techniques and procedures  are

adopted.

A large portion of Carl von Clausewitz's classic treatise, On

War, is devaoted to a discussion of the relaticonship between the
wffernse and the defernse. The German concept of blitzkrieng
incorporates Clausewitz’'s theory of the offernse by emphasizing
surprise, speed, and concentration of materiel and fire power to
defeat the eremy at the decisive paoint. The counter tao a

blitzkrieg offerse is fourd in COL F.O0O. Miksche?s® corncept of

"web" defernse which ircorporates Clausewitz’s theory of defewnse
by emphasizing the advantages of terrair, time, and
counterattack. The blitzkrieg ard "web" defernse concepts are
firmly based on Clausewitz’®s teachings and have beern applied,

with varying degrees of success, by various armies across almost

the entire spectrum of conflict. Analysis of & battle which

ll}liéﬁr*éﬁi
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o pitted a blitzkrieg offerse against a "web" defernse may provide
insight into Clausewitz's theoretical corncepts and how they might

be applied today. Ivn many respects, the World War 11 Ardernes

cperation (also known as the Battle of the Bulge) is an ideal

;ﬁ; historical event for such an analysis. The purpose of this
%g paper, therefore, is to gain insight into the operational deferse
kg' by analyzing the Ardermes operation of December 1344, using the
rf! concepts of blitzkrieg and "web" defernse.3
gk' Except for a lack of close air support, the German affensive
&W in the Ardenrnes is an excellent example of blitzkrieqg. Althaough
ﬁ:‘ the Allied defernse begarn as a rigid, forward defense, it was
‘EE quickly transformed into a classic "web'" defernse. Thus, the
;;' confrontation betweern German amd Allied armies in the Ardernves in
1 : December 1344 praovides uws with a textbook example of the
}ﬁg application of Clausewitz’s theory of the defense against his
kﬁ theory wof the afferse, and presents us with arn excellent
«3& historical example to test the validity of Clausewit:z's thearies.
:Eﬁ The Ardernres was the largest sirngle cperation ever fought by
ir the U.S. Army. Over 600,000 Allied soldiers fought, and some
‘{: 75, 000 became casualties. The aperatiocn eventually invalved two
o
gﬁ Allied army groups consisting of three armies, severn corps, and
W
JJ: nineteen divisions. Forty years later, its conduct 1s sti1ll
::Q: extremely controversial. As one of the most intense and
{$§ hard-fought operations of World War 11, the Ardermes provides a
‘Tﬂ good example of the nature of war between mechanized forces. As
ey such, the Ardermes exhibits marny of the characteristics we carn

s
ﬁ% expect to see 1w a future mid- to high—intensity conflict.,
X
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Analysis of the Ardernes should provide today’s soldiers with &
better understanding of the nature of war betweernn mecharnized
forces and insight into the conduct of the defernse at the

aperational level.

This mancgraph examirnes the nature of defernse and offerse by
discussing the influerce of offernsive and defensive theory on the
operational corcepts of blitzkrieg and "web" defense. Next,
these aperational corncepts are evaluated through the study of the
the Arderres in December 1344, focusing orn significant actions at
corps  through army group level. The paper concludes with  an
assessment of the implicaticns of blitzkrieg arnd "web" deferse
fore future wars betweern large, mechanized forces, and recommends
alternatives to some of the U.S. Army’s current operaticnal

concepts.
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SECTION II

THEORY OF OPERATIONAL DEFENSE

Theary of the Offense

Since the defernse interacts with, and is aften a reaction
toy, the offernse, we will begin cur study of the operaticnal
deferise by first examining the theory of the aoffense. Clausewitz
tells wus that the offense is important, because it is the
decisive form of war. Defernse by itself will rizt defeat the
ernemy; only throuagh the affernse can arn army achieve victory.

Clausewitz’s theory of the offence states that because the
attacker initiates the aoffense he is able to choose the location
arnd time of his attack. Thus the offense often achieves surprise
at both the tactical and strategic levels. But Miksche reminds
us that surprise can alsc be technical. Techrical surprise 15
achieved by emplayirng rnew or different weapons or tactics against
which the defernder has rot had time to  prepare an  adeguate
deferse. Both Clausewitz and Miksche agree that ari  important
complemert to surprise is speed. A surprise attack fallowed by a
rapid advarce keeps the defernder off balarce. Surprise allaows
the attacker to gain the initiative; speed allows him to keep it.
Thus the deferder is rever able to recover fraom the initial blow.
He carnrnot regain control of the situationm arnd will be umable to
reposition his reserves effectively or to establish rew defernsive
lines. Irn modern warfare, speed and surprise are represented by

mareuver. =

I
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The other important aspect of the offerse is material
superiority or concentration. Only by means of superior strength
carnn the attacker overcome the advantages which accrue to the
defender. Ta be effective, material supericrity must be
achieved 1locally and corncentrated for a thrust against a weak
point.®  In madern war material superiority anmd corncentration are
achieved by firepower. Thus firepower is the complement of

maneuver.

Concepts of German Blitzkrieg
Development of the blitzkrieg can be traced to Clausewitz's
principle of 'thrust-point" or concentration of force aimed at

seekirng cut the weakest point of eremy resistarnce. Later, Count
Alfred wvaon Schlieffen, Chief of the German Gereral staff from
1831 tao 1306, added the rniction of the battle of encirvclement.

Schlieffen believed that armies should canstantly strive for &

decision on  the enemy flarnks or rear rather tham by attacking
frontally. These two caoncepts were used to develop the German
storm trooper or "Hutier" tactics of World War I which were used
effectively in the firal German offersive of 1918. With the
development of mechanized forces in the interwar years, the

Germans further refired the concept of blitzkrieg.”?
The Germarn blitzkrieg was an operational concept which
derived its basic prirnciples fraom Clausewitz!s theory of the

of fense. The aobjective of blitzkrieg was to destroy the ernemy by

the complete ernvelapment of the flarnks and rear of his position.
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’%i The creators of blitzkrieg reccgnized that large, maodery  armies
i would riot have open, undefended fianks. Therefore, a flank had
(R
AT
ﬁ_ to be created. The attacker would have to breach arnd pernetrate
QQ"
&% before he could envelop the deferder. This led to the search for
_ weak points. @
o)
g
:iﬁ Once a weak point had beenn located, the attacker
_— concentrated aoverwhelming combat power in the form  of a
Sy

3
:my mechanized, combined arms team consisting of  armor, infantry,
Wt
étd artillery, engineers, and aviation to pierce the weak point and
o create a gap in the defernder’s lines. Thvaough this gap flowed
)
zi) additional forces which then rolled out to envelop ernemy
)
L3 positicos from the flanks and rear. Finally, reserves were

g committed rapidly intoc the gap to help widen the breach and
o ‘
#% maintain the momentum and speed of the attack. Surprise,
0%
&5- concentration, speed, ard initiative were the keys to victory.?
oy The advantage of the German blitzkrieg concept is that it
1
: 2 places the defender on the horns of a dilemma. He is confused.
3
433 His attentior is diverted everywhere at once. In his attempt to
‘14 react, the deferder’s fronmt line units are tied down everywhere,
-;'
?: while his reserves are spread out to cover the greatest rumber of
)

> avernues of approach. Therefore, the defernder carrmcot concentrate
D% his forces at the decisive paint. He is chaopped-up and destroyed
¥
ol piecemeal by the attacker. e
A8
%)
ﬁd, Thecoretically, a blitzkrieg attack could rupture evernn the
:vq strongest defernse; no defernder should be able to withstamd a
Wty
w: blitzkrieq. However, for the deferder, all is not  lost.  Both
R
o)
o
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Clausewitz and Miksche agree that even though the aofferse is  the

decisive form aof war, the defernse is the stranger form of war.

pun ¥
»

4 In other words, a defender who properly applies the prirvrciples of
o

$ the defernse should be able to defend successfully against evern a
0

(

L )¢

’ blitzkrieg offerse. Next, we will examine the theory of the
Y

: deferise to determirne why it is the straonger form of war, and how
3 to employ it successfully against a blitzkrieg.

\.

"

:‘ Theor f De e

*

W

§

In classic Clausewitzian theory, the defernse is the stronger

form of war. The purpose of the defense may be ta preserve

.

combat power, to gain time, to occcupy terrain or to protect the

b

" deferder’s center of gravity. If the afferise were the stronger
3 form of war, there would noat be a need for the defernse sirnce its
3 primary purpose 1s preservation. If the aofferse were the
) stronger form of war, armies would only want to attack, since
%‘ riothing could be gairned by deferse. Only the stronger army can
i

f; employ the weaker form, offernse, to achieve decisive results; The
\

': weaker army chooses the stronger form, defense, for the lesser
; goal of preservation, *?

& EBecause the deferse is primarily passive, the defenrder
- enjoys the advantage of explaoiting any mistakes made by the
f; attacker. The defense also derives advarntage from terrain.
:; Terrairn usually conceals and protects the defernder while the
l; attacker, at some point, must expose himself to the deferder at
i: the point of attack. 1=

-

&)

s 7

3




¢ Initially, surprise benefits the attacker because he is free
to strike at any point along the deferisive line. However, ance
the attacker has committed himself, the deferder is then able to
surprise the attacker by the strength and direction of his
counterattacks. It is through the use of well-timed and directed
counterattacks that the defense robs the offerse of i1ts last
remaining advantage -~ initiative.,*?

Since, in thecoretical terms, anly the offernse cavi achieve
decisive results, the deferder carn only defeat the attacker by
launching his cwn offerse:s the counterattack. Therefore, the
counterattack must be an integral part of the defernse. The aim
of the counterattack 1s to destroy the attacker's center of
gravity. The more combat power that can be corncentrated against
the enemy’s center of gravity, the more decisive the

counterattack will be. At the operational level, the ernemy army

Py

becaomes the center of gravity, which must be destroyed. *#

Arixther bernefit which accrues primarily to the defernder is
concentric attack. In modern war with large armies spread over
wide fronts, the attacker can seldom emplay concentric attacks
until he has peretrated the defernder’s main defersive lire. The
defernder, hawever, can employ concentric attacks agairnst the
’ attacker as soorn as he begins to peretrate the defernder’s

positian, The advantages of concentric attack are psychological
irn that, by placing a force in the attacker’s rear or threaterning ' )
arn  expaosed flank, the defernder may cawse the attacker to fear
that he is being cut off from the rest of his forces. Cornicentric

attack alsa often achieves surprise since the attacker's
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attention is usually rnot focused in the direction from which the
attack comes. Finally, the deferder has the advantage in that a
concentric attack may catch the attacker's forces in a crossfire
or  evernn physically cut them of f  from follow—on and  support
forces.

Practically speaking, the theoretical principles of the

defense may be applied to geveral different circumstances and

used to develop different defernsive coricepts such as forward
defense, defense irn depth, mobile deferise, or "web" deferse. T
be applied successfully in Western Eurcpe against a
blitzkrieg—-style offernse, a defernsive corcept must be able to
resist infiltration, deferd against the irnevitable rolling cut of
the attacking force, restrict the flow of the attacker’'s

reserves, and decisively defeat the attacker’s concentrated main
ef fort. Considering the defernder’s advantages of surprise
through counterattack and terrain, the theocretical corncept best
suited for a deferse in Westerrn Eurape against a blitzkrieg-style

offernsive is the "web" deferse.

"wgb" Dgtgns!

The "web" style defernsive concept was first articulated by
Miksche irn the early 1940s as the modern shield to protect
against the moderrn sword of the blitzkrieg attack, 1S A
successful "web" deferse against a blitzkrieg is cornducted 1in twao
phases. In the first phase, a series of mutually supporting

strong points arrayed in depth is used tao delay and attrit the
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attacker. In the second phase, the defender launchess a
large—-scale counterattack to defeat the attacker.®

The first factor in the "web" defense is depth. Depth is
achieved by placing a number of zones or lines of defernse cre
behind the other. Thus the attacker breaches ore defernsive lirne
only to be confronted with ancther. Successive defernsive lires
slow and constrict the movement of the attacker. The offerise is
robbed of speed and prevented from aufrollern or rolling out tao

attack the defenders positions from the flank or rear.1?

%:. The second aspect of the "web" deferse is the presernce of
Mi strong points or islands of resistarice. These defernsive
‘;ﬁ positions are arrayed in depth and capable of fighting in  any
j?f directionr. They are capable of fighting indeperdently even when
il swurrounded. The purpose =f the strong points is to delay and
EEJ attrit the attacker. Because these strong points are arrayed in

N
%% depth onm the battlefield, the attacker is forced to fight a
ﬂ?: number of isclated battles simultanecusly. His main thrust is
ég“ broken up into smaller thrusts as the attacker loses
Eﬁs concentration, 18
t?i Combirned arms operations are just as important in the
;ﬁ| deferse as in the offerse. Strong points are marmned rot only by
v
;i, infartry, but also by armar and engirneers with adeguate artillery
7 and aviation support. During the first phase of the defernse,
.
;é; these forces launch local counterattacks into the flarks and rear
?& of the attacker. These local counterattacks slow amd attrit the
%ﬁ attacker. Instead of attacking the flanmk and rear of the
E? deferder, the attacker rnow finds that his flanks and rear are
)
R
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being attacked. This forces the attacker to further disperse his
forces in an attempt to defend against these local
counterattacks. ¥

The defender is now well on his way to achievivig his first
objective of delaying anmd attriting the attacker. Strong points
alsoy cut the attacker aff from his follow-on  forces, such as
reserves and logistical support. Without the rapid commitment of
reserves, the attack guickly loses its momentum and the
initiative begins to pass to the deferder. =<

The “web" defernse aoffers protracted resistance, gaining
time for the defender to identify the main attack and
concentrate his armored reserves for a large—-scale counterattack.
It is this large-scale counterattack, "the flashing sword of
verngeance", into the attacker’s center of gravity that twrns the
tables in favor of the deferder and decisively defeats the
attacker. Rzles are riow reversed and the attacker becomes the
defender. RAlthough the attacker rnow receives all the bernefits of
the deferise, he is deep in eremy territory, on unfamiliar ground,
and cut—-off from his reserves and support units. He must now try
to gain time and avoid a decisive defeat by either establishing a
hasty deferise o falling back ori a more defersible position.

Thus we see that the offernse and deferse 1nteract. The
offerise begins with an attack but ends as defernse, while the
deferise begins by defendirg arnd ends by attacking. Having
discussed the thecretical basis of blitzkrieg and "web'" deferse,
we will rnow examine the application of these covicepts in a major

World War II aoperation— the Ardermes in 1344,

11
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SECTION III

THE ARDENNES-1944

By December 1344, the ARAllies had regained most of  the
territory which had been cccupied by Nazi Germany. In Western
Euraope severn Allied armies approached Germany on a broad  fraont.
The outlook on the German side, however, was not so bright, and
Hitler was determined to act decisively while German industry was
still praoducing war materiel and morale at home was reasconably
high. After analyzing the situation, Hitler decided to attack in
the West, ot of the Ardernnes. Antwerp would be the firnal
objective. This would allow the Germans to disrupt the Allies?
supply flow and destroy all forces niorth of the
Rastogrne—-Brussels—-Antwerp lire. Such a blow would also severely
strain the Arnglo-~-American alliance.®?

The Germarn offensive began at 0330, 1& December 1344, as aver
2,000 artillery pieces began an internsive barrage along the
Ardermes front from Monshau to Echternach. As an economy of
force measure, LTG Omar N. Bradley’s 128th Army Group manmed the
rugged Ardermes with only six divisions organized into two covps.
American divisions were deployed in & rigid, forward defense with
little depth and no operatiocnal reserves, ®®

The German offerisive was conducted by Field Marshal Walter
Model?’s  Army Group B consisting of two infantry and tw>  parnzer

armies. The schwerpurikt (main effart) of the offersive was Sixth
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Fanzer Army. Its mission was to break through the Allied lire
narth of 4the Schrnee Eifel (see Map 1) and thrust towards the
Meuse River with four 88 panzer divisions, After seizing
crossing points along the Meuse betweern Liege and Huy, Sixth
Panzer Army would drive forward to the Albert Carnal between
Maastricht and Arntwerp. The peretration of the infantry
divisions through the rugged terrain of the Hohes Vernn would  be
supported by an airborne opération to seize kgy crossroads and
bridges. %>

Fifth Parnzer Army would break through the Allied lirne seizing
the key road junctions of St. Vith, BRastogne, and Marche, Cross
the Meuse between Anderme and Givet, and thenr, push on  through

Dinmant and the Sambre River, inta the Brussels area west of

"Antwerp. Fifth Panzer Army was also responsible for  protecting

Sixth FPanzer Army’s socuthern flank. In the saouth, Severnith Army
would protect the southern and scuth-western flamk by  breaking
through the Allied 1lire and establishing a defenmsive lire
Gedirme-Libramont -Medernach. In the rorth, Fifteenth Army would
protect the Meuse crassings and contain Allied foarces 1n the
Roermond-Liege area east of Eupen. In additian to support from
Luftwaffe, artillery, flak and engineer units, Army Group B had
orne division in reserve. An additonal tern divisions were held 1in
OK West reserve. Five aof these were eventually committed to the

affernsive, =4
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Although the German attacks of 16 December achieved total

ot
ﬁ%g surprise, they failed to reach their first day’s ohjectives. (see
jgﬂ Map &) In the North, Sixth Panzer Army's LXVII Corps failed to
%%‘ break through the 33th Infantry Division. In the I SS Corps
gsf sectaor, 12th S8 PRanzer Division was committed to assist  the
$$ breakthroaugh by LXVII Corps, and 3vrd Farachute Division made
5?; little headway agairnst the 14th Cavalry Group. Waitirng to exploit
)
’; 3rd Parachute division’s breakthrough, 1st 85 Farnzer Division
k% became entarngled irn a tremendous traffic jam. In Fifth Farnzer
gfi Army’s area, LVIII ard XLVII Panzer Corps were delayed by two
E% regiments of the 28th Infantry Division which established
ﬁfi company—size strong points at key road junctions. In the south,
, Seventh Army’s four Volks Grenadier divisions made little
i}S pragress against a regiment of the 28th Infantry Division, a
3; battalion of the 9th Armored Division and a regiment of the 4th
3& Infantry Divisiaon.®S

:i GEN Dwight Eiserhcwer and LTG Bradley were attending a
ﬂ] conference at SHAEF when they were informed of the German attack
fﬂ in the Ardermes. Bradley thought the Germans had launched a
§5 spoiling attack, but Eiserhower immediately recogrilzed 1t as the
W main German attack. Conisequently, he made three very i1mportant
K decisions. Because 12th Army Group had no reserve, the SHAEF
% reserve (XVIII Airborne Corps with the 82&nd and 101st  Airborrne
L

e Divisions) was ordered from its refitting area at Reims to the
‘Q Ardermnes. 10th Armored Divisian, out of the lire irn Third Army
O
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: sector, and 7th Armored Divisiong, from Ninth  Aroy, were alsao
 £ ordered to move ta the threaterned area. =<
.
o The next day, 17 December, with only limited information
2 abcut the tactical situation 1in  the Ardermes available,
¥
ég Eiserhower decided on his operatianal concept for dealing with
l. the German attack. He decided that the Germawn peretratiocn must
: be held short of the line Luxemnbourg City-Sedar— Meuse
.L  River-Liege. Reserves would not be committed piliecemeal. All
& available combat uriits, including ergineers and antiaircraft
{N artillery, would be used to delay the ernemy as long as  paossible
S while regerves were brought up and corncentrated.
AN
iﬁ 17 December was a frustrating day for the Germars. In the
.;‘ North, VvV Corps commnader, MG Robert W. Geraw, realized the
)Q seriousness of the situatiom, and pulled the 939th and ond
ii Infantry Divisions back intao a strong deferisive pasition along
. Elsenborrn Ridge. In the center, Hampfgruppe Feilper, a strong
5 combined arms task force from 1 S8 Panzer Division consisting of
'j ninety—-twa  tanks, a panzer greradier battaliorn, a light. flak
.; battalion, an artillery battalion, and two engivieer companies,
z untarigled itself from the traffic jam behind 3»d Farachute
éi . Divisian, braoke through the fraont line, and was exploiting the
g gap between V and VII Corps by driving towards the Meuse. Late
wi | that day, the 7th Armored Division arrived 1w St.Vith, while
- Combat Cammand B (CCER), 10th Armored Division arrived just i
g time to shore up the southern shoulder. After resisting heavy
f‘.
",
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attacks throughout the day, the 28th Infarntry Division was forced
t> withdraw, leaving the »oad to Rastogrne open. (see Map 3)

On 18 December, 1st Infantry Division arrived in V Corps to
help stabilize the northern shoulder. Kampfgruppe Feilper
continued i1ts advarce but was seriocusly delayed by combat
engineers from the Sist and 291st Engineer Combat Battalions
marnming roadblocks at key river corossing sites across  the Salm
and Ambleve Rivers. GEN Eiserhower alerted the last units
available to him, the 11th Armored, 17th Airborrne, and British
&th Airborne Divisions in England to move to the Contirent.

Ori 19 December, V Corps began to gain the initiative with the
arrival of the 30th Infarntry and 83nd Airbor-rne Divisions. These
urits blocked Kampfgruppe Feiper’s last route to the Meuse. Iv
St.Vith, the 7th RAD held out against increasing pressure. In the
center, MG Troy Middletovr, VIII Corps Commander, used four combat
engirneer battalions augmented with remrnants of the =8th ID tao
delay the German advance towards Bastogre at Wiltz. Urnder heavy
attacks from XLVII Parnzer Corps, the delaying force withdrew from
Wiltz an  the night of 18 December. But by thern Rastogre was

sccupied by the 101st Airborre Division and CCA, 10th AD. (see

Map 4)
19 December was arncther critical day Fizers Allied
decision—-making. At a major commanders!? meeting i Verdun,

Eiserhower reminded his commanders that the Germans could nat be

allowed to cross the Meuse. It was also decided that Fatton's
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Third Army woiuld absorb VIII Covrps and attack raorth to relieve
Bastogrne between 22 and 232 December. Mearnwhile, &th Arny Group
would extend its flanmk north to cover the gap caused by Third
Army pulling two of its three corps cut of lire forr the attack
riorth. Eisenhower’s averall corncept was to hold the nrnorthern
shoulder while he counterattacked ivn the south.,

By 20 December Rastogrne was almost completely surrounded  and
the 7 AD at St. Vith was alsc threaterned with erncirclement. (see
Map S Because 12th Army Group's headguarters was established
south of the pernetration, the German advance would soonm cut the
direct lirne of communication with Fivst Army headguarters located
in Spa. In additizn, the only remaining major allied reserve was
21st Army Group’s XXX Corps. Eisenhower decided that his best
course of action was to attach First and Ninth  Armies to
Mont gamery?’s E21st Army Group while Bradley’s 13th  Army Group
wonld remair in control of Third Army.

Morntgomery visited First Army headgquarters later that day and
made two important decisions. First, he approved Hodge's
disposition of V and XVIII Corps. Secaond, he directed that MG
Lawton Collim’s VII Corps headgquarters be pulled fram the linre
riorth  of Euper and used to lead a large scale coumtérattack.
Nivth Army would move its boundary scocuth to include the VII Corps
divisions left in place.

On &0 December, 3th Infantry and CCE, 3rd Armored Division

arrived in the rurth, while the Fuehrer ERegleit Brigade
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EAR (equivalent to a small panzer division) was committed 1n A
SN

Qfﬁ renewed attack by LVIII Corps to take St. Vith, By &1 December,
AN

&dﬁ First Army’'s stubborn deferise of Elsernborw Ridge and 5t. Vith was
?; beginning to pay dividends. Frustrated by Sixth Farnzer Army's
g;; inability ¢to achieve a breakthrough, Field Marshal Gerd wvaon
:5’ Rundstedt, Commander OB WEST, shifted his schwerpunkt fraom Sixth
{f to Fifth Fanzer Army. Later that day a strong rampfgruppe  from
ii& 116th Panzer Division reached the Durthe River at Hottor, but was
) 3 v

35“ repelled by a reinforced company of the Sist Engirneers.
i:ﬁ Mearwhile, the 84th Infantry Division began arriving at  Marche.
{%; Late that rnight, 7th AD firnally withdrew fraom St.Vith.

‘ﬁi (see Map 6€)

:ﬁ VII Corps headquarters arrived on 22 December and the Britich
:i? 292 Armored Brigade moved into blocking positiocns along the Meuse
;:J sonth of Dinant. In the south, III Corps launched its
;ﬁi counterattack towards Bastogre with three divisions, two
é% infantry and orne armored.

JF? The remnants of 7th Armored Division withdrew across the Salm
‘fﬁ River behind the 8Znd Rirborne Division on &3 December as I 55
Ez Farizer Corps rernewed its attempt to break through XVYIII Alrborrne
1€f Corps. Additional reinforcements began to arrvive in the form of
j3 Znd Armored Division, Despite the ircrease in Allied strergth,
is‘ the Germans still had four panzer divisions (2d, =@d S5, 116th and
L;y Fanzer Lehr) prabing towards the Meuse. &2 December was alsc
‘;ﬁ the first clear day ard aircraft from IX and XXIX Tactical Air
=
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g Cammands inflicted severe 1losses on &nd and  116th Fanzer
iﬁ Divisions., (see Map 7)
e

1 Although the Allied live had stabilized by &4 December, it
A was nat a continuwous line but rather a series of strong points at
-

EE key road junctions and river crossings. Mot gomery decided to
;ﬁ withdraw XVIII Airborre Corps from its exposed position along the
£ Salm River as Germarn panzer attacks contirnuwed to make progress
:i towards the Meuse.

: Ea
fg By &% December, the schwerpunkt of End Farnzer was only six
A kilometers from the Meuse at Dimant while the lleth and &nd S5
N3

Si Fanzer Divisions were making strong supporting attacks towards
:3 Namur. Collins realized that despite Montgomery’s guidance to
.- haold div;sions for & planrned counteraffersive, crily a  strong
3; lacal counterattack conld stop 2nd FPanzer’s drive for the Meuse.
Sﬁ He thernn ocrdered 2nd Armored Division to counterattack into the
;g! flank of Znd Fanzer Division. The counterattack was successzful,
EEE and &rnd Farnzer was stopped at Celles. Mearwhile, armther  of
.j Calling? divisions, Zrd  Armnored, also laurched a local
;f counterattack to stop 2nd 55 Parncer’s drive to Namur. (see Map 8)
i; By && December the German offersive had ground to a halt.
fi Iricreasing ARAllied strength, relentless attacks by fighter

bombers, and a severe shoyrtage of gasclive had sapped the Germans
': of their strerngth. At dusk on 2& December, leading elements of
IIT Corps? 4th Avmored Division brake  through to Rastogre. =7

Although days of hard fightinmg still  remaired, the Germans®
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.ES‘ forward momentum was checked, and all along the live, German
%& divisions began going over to the deferisive. The Allied lire had
"::13: held.

wgl Montgonery's S1st Army  Group  launched its large scale
ggg counteraffensive on 3 Jaruwary 1945, His decision to attack the
5F{ rnose of the German salient rather thanm to drive from  the
;ﬁ% shaouwlders deep into the German rear has proved extremely
§§: controversial, The result was a slow, grirding offernsive which
.ﬁﬁA gradually pushed the Germans ocut and restored the original Allied
ffﬁ deferisive positions. (see Map 9) While Montgomery’s advarnce on a
'gﬁ broad front caused the Germans further losses in men  and
‘igf material, several parizer units were able to disergage and
g?' withdraw from the salient. By 7 February 1945, the ARllied lirne
;.§ was restored and seven Allied armies were again poised  on
ﬁg; Germany’s borders ready to launch the last phase of the war in
5 ? Western Europe: the crossing of the Rhine and the advarce intao
{ l the heart of Germany. (see Map 10)

ﬁg; i SECTION IV

ﬁgl DEFEAT OF THE GERMAN BLITIKRIEG

R Failure In The Ardennas

s

f:i The German attack in the Ardermes contaived all the
m?: ingredients for a successful blitzkrieg. Yet the attack failed.
k‘x Why? The purpose of this section is to examime the reasons  for
bR
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this failure in terms of the theoretical corncepts discussed in
Section II,

The first reason for the Germarn Arvmy’s defeat in the Avrderines
was the failuwre of Armny Group B to concentrate i1ts strength
against weak points. Although on an operaticnal level Fifth and
Sixth Fanzer Armies attacked the weakest porticorn of the Allied

line, tactically, Sixth Farnzer Army’s schwerpurkt was directed at

the strongest porticon of First Army’s positicons in V. Corps’
sector where 2d Infantry Division was actually attackirng through

the 99th Infantry Division. Had the German schwerpunkt been

shifted south where VIII1 Coarps was defending a csixty—-five mile
front, the attack could have achieved much more significant
results.

Arcther reasaorn for German failure was the tremendous
advantage the Ardernes terrain gave to the deferder. With its
steep river valleys, narraow twisting roads and thick forests, the

Ardernnes consists of some of the most rugged terrain in Western

Eurape. Irn December 1344, off road vehicle movement was limited
to anly a few mobility corridors which  ran perpendicular to the
German axis of advance.¥® GSince roads were easily blocked at

stream crossings and in villages, small units were able to delay
larger, more powerful units for long pericds of  time. Because
of f road movement by large armored forces was so restricted, road
juncticons daminated movement through the Ardenrnes and were key to

controlling the Arderrnes. =@

&1
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ﬂ'} Key American commanders, such as Eiserhower, Gerow and
:E% Middleton, gquickly recognized the value of these road junctions
:k? and established strorng points at each orne. Operatiocnally, these
:2’ strong points acted as a "web" defernse by delaying and attritivng
i%j attacking German forces and separating attacking forces from
:? their reserves and logistical support. Delays at St. Vith,
AN Malmedy, Bastogne, Marche, and Rochefort disvupted the momertum
4
%t: ard timirng of the German offernsive, giving the RAllies time to
&l
MJV react, bring in additiocnal reserves and establish a Ccoherent
;é: deferisive line in fronmt of the Meuse. Throughout the battle the
2
_Siﬁ Germans never controlled more thanm four of  thirvteen key road
.gi; Jjurnctions, 3@
“xE. In additicon to holding these key raad.junctions, the Allies
ggz were also successful in haoalding the shoulders of the peretraticon.
ﬁg: EBecause the Germarns were uriable to widen the peretration, the
::’ flow of men and materiel into the gap was severely restricted.
: ﬁ‘ The Germarns were also unable to rall cut and envelop ARllied units
:jﬁ o the flanks.
’C: Ferhaps the biggest reason for the Berman failure was the
iﬂ? rapid Allied reaction to the German attack. In dealing with the
\i; German' threat, the Allies displayed tremendous mental and
?; physical agility. A review of the history of World War II shows
;S; that the Germawn blitzkrieg was only successful against commanders
':5 who did not uanderstand the dyrnamics of modern war and  armies
@i which were rat equipped to wage 1t. Foland in 193293, Frarce iv
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1940, and Russia in 1941-48, are examples. Irn the Arderres in
1344, this was nrot the case. Senior  commanders, such as

Eisenhawer, Pattorn, Mormtgomery, Bradley, Gerow, Middletanr, and

Czllins, understood the dynamics and tempa of modern war. They
understood the recessity of preventing the German’s initial
tactical peretration from being exploited into operational and
strategic success. Urilike the Foles in 1939 and French in 1940,

they reacted guickly to close the breach anmd bring up reserves.
Eiserhower, Fatton, Middleton, Gerow, arnd Collins immediately
recogriized the significarnce of the German offernsive. All made
critical decisions a&lmost immediately which transformed the
Allied 1line fyrom a rigid, forward defense to & dynamic  and
flexible "web" defense. These decisions established the rature
o2f the deferise and decisively influenced the autocome of  the
battle. Eiserhower i1mmediately started reinforcements moving
toward the area. These four divisions played an impootant  role
in containing the German pernetraticrn. Later he gave control  of
the nrorthern half of the Bulge to Montgomery. This decisioon
improved ARllied command and control within the battle area and
alsao  irncreased the reserves available (21st  Army Group’s XXX
Covps). FPattorn anticipated the German offensive. His early

plarming for a counterattack to relieve Rastogrne diverted Fifth

Fanzer Army’s attertion and resowrces away from its drive to the
Meuse. Middletarn quickly recognized the value of holding key
road junctions and the southern shoulder of the pernetratiorn. He
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&y orgarnized combat support units to plug gaps and haold key areas as

i%? long as  possible, thus gaining time for the 101st Airborre

ﬁﬁ; Division to occcupy Bastogrne and for Fatton’s 111 Corps to lauwnch

?‘; its counterattack. In the north, Gerow identified the key

Ezg defersive pzsition of Elsenborn Ridge. This strong defensive

::J terrain stopped Sixth Farnzer Army’s drive before it really got

.ﬁﬁ started ard played a key role in restricting the German break-

1$J thraugh. Durin the first day of fightin Collins reacted

d,. g g 1 Y g g,

3& immediately without orders to send reinforcemernts to V Corps.

\tx. These units, 1st, 9th, and 30th Infantry Divisions, were

E;a' instrumerntal irn blocking Sixth Panzer Army and reinforcing the

oﬁ; rnortherrn shoulder. Later, Collins disobeyed Maonmtgomery?!s orders

?;: and launched lacal counterattacks by the @d ard  3vd  Armored

:ég Divisions which finally bhalted the German advarce to the Meuse.

nt Fhysical agility was alsoc important. All Allied divisicons

fwf were fully motorized. Infantry divisions could travel as far and
.

;js as fast as armored divisiaons. This mobility differential between

:ﬁé Germarn and Allied units gave the Allies a tremendous maobhility

i'f advantage. Because the BGermans failed to apply sufficient

gza pressure along the Allied line to fix units on the flarnks, AT

2-f ard infarntry divisions were pulled out of lire 1in areas as far

{E& away as 00 kilometers from the Ardermes and concentrated 1w

'ii the battle area 1n a matter of hours.

'i‘ The worganization of Allied combat units alsoc  facilitated

&T. agility. Divisions were rapidly moved from ore covps to ancother !
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and evewn corps headquarters were moved from one area to  ancther
and passed from ane army to arncother, This organizatianal
flexibility allowed senicr commanders to transition rapidly from
a rigid forward defernse to a dynamic "web" deferse and quickly
to recrganize to maximize combat power, Additiorally, the
ability of wmany combat support units, such as engirneers and
antiairecraft artillery, to fight as infartry was instrumental in

delaying German units long encough to brivg up Allied reserves and
establish a coherernt deferse.

A final reascrn for the German failure was their lack of depth
and logistical support., Ornly limited aperational reserves were
available at Army Group B and OK West, arnd these were committed
piecemeal and too late to iﬂFIUEﬂCE the cutcome of the offernsive
decisively. Lack of adequate logistical support  was  ancther
problemn. The Gerwmarn Army could not make good materiel losses in
tanks arnd other heavy equipment. Recause only a limited ruamber

of  recovery vehicles were available, damaged eguipment, which

could  have been repaired, was abandorned o the battlefield.
Artillery ammunition and fuel were also in  short  supply. In
fact, ‘German plarnrers were cournting on using captured stocks  of
Rllied fuel to maintain the offersive. Artillery ammunition was

in such short supply that most artillery battalions begarn  the

cffernsive with onmly two £to fouwr days supply on hand 1nstead of

the required fifteeri days supply.
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Superiority of the Defanse

)
£ Rased on oauwr historical example of the Ardermes in 1944, we
N can conclude that the defense is indeed the stronger form of  war
k]

: and that a "web" deferse can be employed effectively against a
. blitzkrieg offerse. In the Ardennes the ARllies used all aspects
4 of the classical "web" deferse as described by Miksche. Although
¢
3 they halted and everntually reduced the German penetraticn, the
" Allies failed to achieve a decisive victory. Because the ARAllies
t attacked the nrnose of the peretration instead of conducting an
; enveloping attack fraom the shouwlders, the majority of German
L panzer urnits were able to withdraw from the salient to fight
A again.

r.

o Ore aspect of the battle which mitigated against an
‘3
4 enveloping attack from the shouwlders of the pernetraticrn was the
? easily deferded terrain of the Ardermes. Orice the German offense
g halted and went over to the defersive, all the advarntages of the
Y deferse, including the advartage =f terraiwn, accrued tao the
3 Germans, nat the Allies.

[

o
N
i
of
4

X

3

.<
D
L
I
iy
k/

‘ cE
s

‘!n"" ' .‘ AT At AT A L "N - ‘v -~ v ~" ~ L
‘.ll. A R -I‘\ -lal 5 ‘.\ . q"\f 1"’\ o IR ]




S8ECTION V

OPERATIONAL DEFENSE AND AIRLAND BATTLE

As F.H. Vigor and others have pointed out in recent years,
the Saoviets are the irheritors of German blitzkrieg theory.
Soviet ground forces are organized, trained, and equipped ta
fight a maobile, fast moving battle. The Saviet theory of war is
based primarily own the philoasaophies of Lenin and Clausewit:z.
Sirice the German view of war was alsao based largely wig)

Clausewitz's teachings, we should rnot bhe surprised at  the

remarkable similarity between German and Saviet blitzkrienq
theory. 31
The Soviets have spent a considerable amount of  time

analyzing German blitzkrieg theory and practice during World War
II, and have found it lacking in several areas.?** What Vigor
calls "Saviet blitzkrieg theory" recogrnizes these flaws. Hav irg
abscorbed these lessons and incorporvated charnges in military
capability brought about by rnew techrnzlaogy, the Soviets have
developed their own version of blitzkrieg thecory. The basic
terets of Soviet blitzkrieg theory are tos

} ) Establish unified doctrine, trairning, ard equipment
throughout the force.

&) Secure complete mastery of local air space.

b
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k' 3) Achieve surprise at the strategic, osperational and
tactical levels.
R 4) Coricentrate coverwhelming supericrity of wmen and
i material on principal axes aof advance.
&3 S) Maintain a high speed of advarce.
) &) Strike before the enemy’s forces are fully mabilized.
1518 7) Obtain close coordirnation  between their three
BH services.
- 8) Stockpile, in advarce, sufficient ammunnition and
S8 equipment to last the whole campaign.
>

&5 9) Conduct airbovre landings in the ernemy rear to seirze
\ key aobjectives and transportation networks.
E} 10) Hit the eremy an initial and simultanecus blaw  cover
2 the whole depth of his position, primarily with missiles.

11) Employ a pre—-plarred program of  disruption and
sabotage in the eremy’s rear.
0\ The Saoviets have refined and added to Germarn blitzkrienq
theaory. It must be expected that irn any war begun by the Soviets
S against NATO, these prirnciples would be vigorously applied in an
ol attempt to achieve an erwwhelmihg defeat of NATO as guickly as

} prssible.*2
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The Ardennes and the Modern Battlefield

There are many parallels between the Ardernnes in 1944 and the
expected rnature of a confrontatiorn between NATO arnd the Soviets
in Western Eurcope today. The Ardermnes provides valuable insight
into the nature of future war. The first aspect that the
Ardermes has irn common with the modern battlefield is  that it
represents the nature of war between large mecharized forces.
The battle clearly shows the complexity of confrontations between
highly mobile armies. *«

The secaond important aspect, as discussed earlier, iz that

the Ardernnes represents the conduct of a successful deferse 1+

Westerr Europe. More specifically, the battle shows haow  an
operational "web'" deferise could be used to defeat a BSaoviet
blitzkrieg offense. The Ardewriries is an excellent example of a
rnon—-linear battlefield. Because of the dense terrain, large

formations tended tao break into small, isolated units  fightirg
riumerous viaolent engagements. It was & battlefield dominated b,
confusion in which rnaormal command and control relationships were
almost impossible to maintain. Only the iwnitiative of  rmuamaroon .

commanders at various levels saved the day.

Coritirnuous operations is ancther important aspect. The 7tk
Armored Division  fought conmtinucusly for six days to deny  the
Germans the use of the vital road and rail networle arcund 5t.

Vith. EG Bruce C. Clarke, Commander, CCA, 7th Armored Divisioe,

W W R W W Wy
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was so exhausted after several days of conmtinuous fighting that
I}
. he rode away from the Salm River tied irnto his jeep so he  wonld
»
L rot fall out as he slept!'®= Fatigue may have been arn  important
: factor 1n Feiper’s critical decision to delay his  advarnce for
. almaost twelve hours 1n front of  Stavelat, giving the 20th
t
Infaritry and 82d Airborrne Divisions additicnal time to move  into
. the battle area and establish blocking positions across [Peiper’s
‘ path.
1
Y
‘ Mogst 1mportantly, because of the relaticrnship betweern German
and Soviet blitzkrieg theory, the Arderrmes pravides an excellent
example <of many 1mportant Germar cperaticnal corncepts which  are
very similar ta Saviet offersive corcepts. The first is the use
of COL Otto Skorzeny's 150th Parmzer Brigade to cause confusion
: arnd  panic  1n rear areas. By using captured and simulated
Ameri1car eguipment marmed by Erglish speaking Germans irn American
5 url Forns, Siorzeny®s men caused a disproportionate amownt of
confusion on the RAllied side. The use of . commando  wnits  to
capture key aobjectives arnd tramsportation rniodes is very similar
i to the anticipated GSoviet employment of Spetsmaz units  inta
» Nt s rear., 2
Ar ever more 1mportarnt parallel between German anmd GSaviet
. operatior 1 corncepts  was  the Germarn employmernt of panizear
4 divisions in a role similar to the Saviet employment o f
. Oper at1onal  Marewuver Groups (CMG)Y . 37 The OMG 13 a highly }
: sigrnifircant Sovaiet cperatiornal mechanmism for the rapid defeat  of
-
<
)




3
o NATO. The Soviets believe that NATO can best be defeated by
¢
Q erupting these highly mobile groups at high speeds intzx NATO' s
3: rear, bypassing certers of resistarce, peretrating rapidly, and
" crumbling NATO’s deferises from within, 3@
‘j During the Arderres, all German panzer divisions functioned
;5 as OMGs by attempting to drive to the Meuse.arnd beyond as gquickly
3 as possible, igrnorivg flamks and bypassing centers of resistance.
L
23 Forturnately for the Allies, their "web'" deferse strarmgled most of
z; these OMGs by depriving them of their mobility. Farizer Lebr,
A which furnctioned as a second echelon of  XLVII  Fanzer Cuovpsz,
E became ertangled irn Bastaogrne’s deferisive web. Similarly, Fuehrer
'? RBegleit Brigade of LXVI Corps became entangled in  5t. Vith's
) defensive web. Stiff resistance along Elsenborv Ridge by V Corps
{5 forced the committment of 1&2th S8 Fanzer to clear the ridge, thus
3 diverting 1t from its raole of securing Meuse River orossing
O sites. The entire II S5 Farzer Corps, which functiored as =a
-
‘: second echelon of Sixth RPanzer Army, was dernied sufficient room
"
f ts  maneuver, and became trapped betweeri. Elsernborv Ridge and
: St. Vith.
o8
': Only four Germarn parnzer formations achieved arny measuwcable
;, success. These were 1st 5SS, =d, =d 85, and 116t FPanzaer
N Divisians. The ocnly successful panzer formation  from  Sixth
?: Panzer Army was lst 38 Parnzer Divisiorn’s Kampfgruppe Feiper which
&' perietrated aver fifty kilometers behind Allied lirves. 2d Farnzer
g‘ Divisiorn of XLVII FParzer Corps achieved the most success 1n Fifth
2
0‘ “
e,
e
- 31
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FParnizer Army’s area by advancirng ninety kilometers, while 116&6th
Fanzer Divisicrw, XLVIII Farnzer Corps, was almost az successful. 27

The firnal major parallel between the Ardenres 1n 1944 and
Westerrn Europe today is the nature of the terrairn. To a very
large extent, the derse fuorests and steep river banks which
restricted German movement and strerngtherned Allied defernsive
prsiticons  in the Ardernnes have been replaced throughout Western
Ewrope with large, sprawling, urbariized terrairn. Froperly
reinforced, this terrain can provide a significant abstacle to

operational marneuver by Soviet forces.

SECTION VI
CONCLUSION

A review of the theories of the offense arnd defense arnd the
corncepts of blitzkrieg and "web" deferise show that theoretically
the deferise is the stronger form of war and that a "web" defernse
can be used to defeat a blitzkrieg attack. A study of the
Arderres in 1344 praovides arn histaorical example in which a "web”
defernse was used to defeat a blitzkrieg. Sivice the Soviets have
refirned blitzkrieg and adopted 1t tao their own usa, NATO should,
at least in theory, be able ta emplaoy a "wehw" defernse to defeat a
Soviet attack.

In his boaok, Soviet Blat-krieg Theory, F.H. Vigor cautlines a

scenarits for a Socvsiet attack on NATO. What 15 missing, howevar,




is an equally plausible scenario for a successful NATO defense.

NATO’s current deferisive strategy is forward defense. This
strategy 135 predicated on two realities. The first is the
political desire to deferd West Germany along its eastern border.
The second is the gecgraphical fact that West Germarny has little
operational depth, and that the most defensible terrvain is found
alung the eastern baorder. West Germany 1s never more thanm SO0
kilometers deep (fram east to west), arnd 3t 1ts rnarrowest point
is less thar 150 kilometers wide. #©

Field Marshal Erich vaon Manstein’s counterattack at the Third
EBattle of HKharkov (February -~ March 1943) required 300
“ilometers of mareuwver rvoom, almast twice the distance from  the

Inter-German border to Frankfurt, Therefore, the limitatiorns of

Eurcpean politics and geography make this type of defernze
impossible  for NATO. What is rneeded is a defernsive concept
capable aof slowing the Soviet advance, significantly attriting

their fuorces, arnd gaiwing time for a large.scale counterattack tao
defeat the Saoviets decisively and restore NATO'’s  territorial

integrity. The web defewnse provides such a concept.

A sceraria forr the successful employment of the "web" defernse
by NATO would be as follows: Durirng the iviti1al phace of the
Soviet offersive, mecharnized forces, which are alveady 10 place,

conduct a covering force operation. This wounld provaice time D

GCerman Teri1torial forces o manm 1slands of resistance 1 e lzan

terrain  behind the covering forces. Mearwhile light infanti-y
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units from CONUS could be flown in to reinforce these territorial
units. These islands of resistarnce wounld be located as  far
forward as possible and concentrated o major Soviet  thrust
lires.

Ornce these i1slands of resistarce were established, the
mechanized covering force would withdraw through them to assembly
areas in the rear. The purpose of the islands of resistarce
woitld be to delay and attrit Soviet forces. They would gain the

time necessary for NATO to form large scale counterattack forces.

These islands would pravide the shield mehind which mechanized
forces conld refit and regroup and additional mechanized
reserves, primarily RFOMCUS units, could be maved to Euraope. The

fimal phase would begin as NATO mechanized forveces launched lavge
scale counterattacks to destroy Sdviet forces. This i3 important

because only these mechanized forces can decisively defeat Soviet

forces.

Employment of a "web" deferse solves several of NATO's
praoblems in conducting & successful deferse. The firs is
NATO's lack of depth. A successful "web" deferise requives a
depth of only thirty to sixty kilomoters to be successfal.
Second, it dernies the eriemy two of his most i1mportant assets:

speed and mobility. Current Soviet doctrine is to bypass centers
of  resistarce, but they carmot continue to do s indefinitely.
OMGs will soon become strangled by their inability to nove.

Follaw—or forces will be jammed on road rnets and logistical umits

34
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will encounter increasing difficulties in brirnging up adequate
supplies.** The "web" defense alsa lessens the impact of NATO s
lack of operatiornal reserves by freeing mechanized forces so they
can be used decisively in a counterattack role.

If NATO is to defeat a Soviet attack without rescrting to
the use of nuclear weapons, it must adopt a viable aperational
defersive corncept, rather tharn rely on technical socluticns  and
riuwclear deterrerice. If Clausewitz is correct that the defernse is
the stronger form of  war, then by emplaying the correct
operational concept, NATO should be able tao sueccessfully defend

agairnst a Soviet attack. "Web" deferise is such a concept.
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N END NOTES
»
= tF.0. Miksche, Attack: A Study of Blitzskrieg Tactics (139430 3 EM
o
! Miksche, Attacks: 1. COL F.0O. Miksche was borrn in Czechoslavakia
arnd served as an artillery officer in the Czech Regular Army o
K) twelve years. Irn 13936, he resigred his commission and jolned bthe
: Spanish Republicarn Army. Ivn Spain he served as a battery and
4 battalion caommander and later as member of the Serneral Skafd  of
! the Sparnish Republican Army. After the outbreak of World Wawr 11,
he made his way to England and served with the free Czoech  fSieny
throughout the war.
*
: 2The operaticnal level of war fits between strategy ard tactics.
" It 1s the lirnk between tactical erigagements and the achisvement of
o strategilic goals. It is the conduct of the campaign by Lavge
units, like armies and army groups. (EM _100-5, Operations (Draft)
- u.SsS. Army May, 1986): 2-1 tao &-Z.
. “Carl wvon Clausewitz, O War (Edited and Translated by Michaesl
) Howard arnd Feter Faret) (1376): S45-547.
b
SMiksche, Attack: €-7; and Clausewitz, Orn War: S45-547.
ﬁ eMitsche, Attack: &-7.
> 7Johv R, Evglish, On Infantry (1384): 732-75.
aMiksche, Attack: 18-16.
N
b ?Ibi1d. : 1le-17.
. 1oIbid.
tiClausewirtz, Orn_War: 257-359.
- 121p1id.
L t3Ibid. . 357-371.
.
t4Ibid. : 3270, 391, 485-489.
j 1SErglish, Qn Infanmtry: 103,
"
¥ 16M)ksche, Attack: 8.
¢

t7Ibid. = 74,

18ipi1d. : 74, B7.

™ 19Ibid.
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=2ibid.: 73-74.
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“+Thomas E. Briess, Editorv, The Second Worid War: Eurcpe and the
Mediterrarear (The West Foint Series) (1384) : 363-370.

Telala &N

e |
»

==Griess, lhe Second World War: 378-3793.

:é} =3Jeart Paul Pallud, Battle of the Bulge: Ther_and Now (1984) :
e by
g% Z4rallud, Thern and Now: 3z-36. Army Group B reserve was the 79th
RN Volks Grenadier Divisian. OK West reserves eventually committed
to "Wacht am Rhein'" were: Fuehrer Beglei1t Erigade, Fuehrer
R Grenadier Brigade, 9th and 16€7th Volks Grernadier Divisians and 3rd
'}$ Fanzer Grenadier Division., Four other OK West reserve divisions
‘jg were eventually committed to Army Group G's Operaticorn "Mordwindg'.
Ko
hn #SGriess, The Second World War: 3Z78-3793.
K- 2&Russell F. Weigley, Eiserhower's Lieuternants: The Campaign of
N France and Germany, 13944-1945 (1381): 481.
~C
5ﬁ =7Weigley, Eisenhower’s Lieutenants: 445-538; and Griess, The
‘" Secord  World War: 372-388. The description of the events of
Battle <of the Bulge are condensed from these two sources.
vl
:x &aHugh M, Cole, The Arderrnes: Battle of the Bulge (U. 5. Airmy 1n
);- World War 11, Euwrcpean Theater of Operaticons) (136€9): 39-47. The
: 5 Ardernrmes offers three major averues of approach from the  Germarn
X ) frontier to the west. These avenues lead gernerally southwest from
. the frontier and exit saouth of Namur at  Givet, Libramont, and
?wg Virton respectively. In general, movement coross—country  1s
Adﬁ: limited, even in good weather; movement alorng the narrocw  valley
3& floors can be easily blocked at villages and bridges. The
) o compartmented terrain limits visibility and fields of fire.
The deferder has three natural deferisive positions between the
Meuse arnd the German frontier. First is the plateau at FRastogne
f}@ extending along & chain of ridges to Neufchateauw. Second is the
>, Ourthe River lirne. Finally, there 1s the rugged zorne rurnniag
'¥Q$ southeast from between Liege arnd the Moselle River, araund Malmedy
)1ﬁ arnd St. Vith and flanmked by the Qur and Sauer Rivers.
&?Cole, The Ardevnes: 45. Movement through the Ardermes 1s
S5Y dominated by thirteen major road junctions. Irn the nrortheast
%ﬁ# Mornischau, Malmedy, arnd St. Vith control movement thru the rugged
$$: terrain of the Hohes Venr. In the southeast movement can be
'$\$ contralled at Ettelbruck, Mersch, and Luxembouwrg,. Rastogrne,
Houffalize, Marche, ard Rachefort dominated movement im the
Ty riorthwest and  RArlon, Neufchateau and Libramont are vital road
{i jurnctions in the southwest.
gy
'ﬁﬁ‘ 220f thirteenn key road junctions, the Germans only captured four:
?ﬁf St. Vith in the nirtheast, Ettelbruck 1in the southeast, ard
48
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Houffalize and Rochefort in the rorthwest.
3ip . H, Vigor, Soviet Elitzkrieg Thecry (1983): i, &9.

3@yjigor, Blitzkrieg: SE-67.
aalpid.: 118-119.

A4«Gregory Fontenct, "The Lucky Seventh In the Bulge: AR Case Study
for AirLand Rattle" (Masters Thesis, USA Command and Gereral Staff
College, 1385): 137.

ISFontenct, "The Lucky Seventh'": 173, 178.

AeTames J. Schrieider, “The Retiarianm Operational Covicept "
(Foundatiocms of Military Theory, Course 1, School  of  Advarnced
Military Studies, UsA Command and General Staff College, 13347
1732.

A73chneider, "Retiarian Concept®: 156, 178-18&. The Operaticocral
Marneuver Group (OMG) is functionally a force of exploitaticor. The
basis for the OMG is the Soviet cperational concept of  “daring
thrust" in which highly mobile columns are launched through gaps
in the defenders’ lines to capture and destroy key onjectives deep
in the eremy’s rear. The Soviet concept for emplaying regimental
and division level OMGs is the same as the Germarn employment of
mobile Hampgruppe and panzer divisions during the Ardernmes in
1244,

AaCharles J. Dick, “Scoviet Operatiornal Concepts, Militarcy
Review €5 (September 19835): 42.

29Gchneider, "Retiarian Concept': 173-174.
“oIbid. 177.

“«tIbid.: 130.
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