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weapon, in reducing the duration of war, reduces the
incomes of the monopolies, then the pertinent groups
of monopolists will, of course, be for a long war..

Therefore, as a result of economic reasons and
partly because of the aspirations of groups connected
with military production to preserve the commanding
position which they hold in the economy of a country
like the USA, the theory of an extended war receives
wide, circulation. This theory ties in well with the 7*

necessity of keeping colonial and economically weakly
developed countries under the threat of war and even
to thrust Wars upon them.

The interests of the progressive forces of the -\
world dictate a different approach. The Material •
prerequisties for the victory of the socialist world %.
over the capitalist world by peaceful Means have 	 \
already been created. Consequently the progressive
forces are keenly interested in avoiding.war. But
if war becomes inevitable, the new world, naturally,
must strive to keep war losses to a minimum and
consequently should do all possible to keep the
war short and, in any case, to finish the decisive /phase of the war prior to substantial atmospheric
contamination over large areas;

• ri •

he -mature'TOfthe-.course•of the- initiarlperiod -
of a war and the.tasks-of.thWarmeCforceev-in 
nuclear/missile war.::'.:.in examining thesequestions
we start from the_propositiOnthat the 1ëáding'
capitalist states 'are preparing for a n*lear;yOrld
war, in . which:they:will . strive for a decisive result
at all costs. 'I'i:technical timed, sUch'sCdecision
means the inevitable use of" themost 'powerful nuclear
and other weapons against which the other side must
use no less powerful destructive weapons within
certain time limits to gain the victory. •

Before the age of nuclear/missile armaments it
was considered that the direct manifestation of war
was armed conflict between two opposing armies of
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peoples, of states, or of social classes. Contemporary
technical means of warfare, as N. S. Khrushchev pointed
out, dictate a different concept of thr"fffilcal
process of war itself. For a number of economically
powerful and heavily populated states which are,
however, small in territorial size, the war can end
in their complete defeat and even destruction before
the main part of the armed forces of these countries
can enter into action. For the USA, the situation is	 \
somewhat different. The disruptiairbf their potentialies
for resistance will require more time and weapons and,
obviously, it will be difficult to avoid some strikes
from their side. In these circumstances, strikes 	 \
in the enemy's industrial rear, and on his political '.
and administrative centers acquire an overwhelming •
significance. Powerful strikes, capable of disrupting.
(or liquidating) the economy and the organized control
of the country and the army, will naturally undermine
the base of military activity and the existence of the
armed forces.

Concurrently, strikes must be made on the necessary
number of strategically active (or potentially active)
targets (bases, launching pads, naval vessels) from
which the enemy can launch nuclear weapons at our
economic and politicaI-c6HIers. In these case's the
strikes'could . be made_with .bOmbs, of 10 çjields.
Giventhe440.44-tiOii:'44:00"*PprOpriatii2b7oWii1
aild -fheiiierchniCiffy correct Use, it' ie./364E41AS' 	 -
to indicate tentatively the quantity of nuclear
weapons required. We 'realize that defining our views
on just this point in concrete terMs can'beitotit •
vulnerable for a number of reasons. But,Hthe".....importance
of the problem demands this concrete definition, it
requires a point of departure. In our opinion, even
a mistake of 2-3 times in this case should not be
embarrassing; it is important to show the possible
nature of the process based on actual material.

Analysis of data published in foreign literature
indicates that for a world war about 200 bombs from
1-2 mgt to 15-20 mgt and about 600-900 bombs from
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10 to 30 kt (for strikes on nuclear weapons targets,
if there are 300 as is reported in the press) are
needed,.‘ -

It would seem that a total of 1,000-1,100 nuclear
strikes are not many for a world war and all these'
deliberations may appear to be unfounded. However,
it should be remembered that a similar number of
strikes (chiefly by hydrogen bombs of the type
detonated at Bikini) is capable of creating radio-
active contamination (higher than 600 r) of an area
of about 2 million sq. km . and contamination of over
50 r of an area of about 20 million sq. km . (This
does not allow for the enemy's detonations of 	 .
nuclear weapons.) Moreover, hundreds of thousands
of kilometers will be devastated by shock waves and
flash radiation. This fact necessitates a very
careful approach to the use of megaton bombs in
general, and particularly in Europe, where population
density is extraordinarily high.

Apparently, however, the use of nuclear/missile . \
weapons under technically optimum conditions may not
require such a quantity of megaton bombs for
destruction of the NATO bloc.

. Therefore; it appears that just ,a fe#Aiiin	 -
powerful nuclear bursts will be the primary dç,
decisive factors affecting . the Outcome Oetheviar-	 -
and that they will be made in the first hoUriOind
days of the war. It follows that the initii1:periOd
of a war becomes its decisive period, the period in
which the armed forces solve the primary technical
problem of the war - to liquidate the enemy's--.
capability to use nuclear/missile weapons, toundermine 
his will to fight and to weaken decisively his forces 
and means.

1. If enemy atomic targets are greater in number, or
if these targets are specially concealed, then the
number of small-yield bombs can be increased somewhat.
Such an increase on the radiational situation in the
world .../Tio or three words missink:7.
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The second period of war, undoubtedly protracted
in time, will evidently consist of liquidating the
resistance of military organisms still extant, of
rendering immediate all-round aid to victims and of
reconstructing the economies and state systems of
the appropriate countries.

In this period, considering the scale of destruction,
reconstruction work will require extended and enormous
efforts by the socialist countries and the enlistment .
of-large masses of peoples, possibly numbering in the
millions.

It appears that during this period, the principal.
role will be played by the ground trOops,-aviation,.
and navy.

One can proceed from a different concept, according
to which the primary tasks of a future world war will -
be resolved by ground armies on fronts in coordination
with strategic missile troops, aviation, and the navy;
to achieve victory it is necessary to destroy the
enemy's armies and to occupy his territory; strikes.
by the strategic missile troops deep in the enemy rear
will play an important but subsidiary role. This would
mean that we underestimate the potential of powerful
multi-megaton nuclear bombs and of long-range missiles;
that we will have.tocreatejen.q.,0,th9.4dartd000.91..„
yield nUclear'bOM.bOOKCaj*rgSli4Mbe.0400rstApnal-,'
tactical missile' Units;'0SiiitSiO'Varii4i0-040'0POSIf:'
troops and a multi-Million man'armylind:000- -	 -
on an extended war with the inherent consequences
economic overstresi'Snd Of losses Many.tiMesgre*ter
than the losses of World War II.

•

A third concept is also possible. Keeping aside,
in a technical and practical sense, the principal
and decisive role of strategic missile troops, to
maintain powerful ground and interacting and inter-
dependent air and naval forces, which, like the ground
troops would be saturated with operational-tactical
missile units and constantly perfecting (by type of
troops) their combat and auxiliary equipment.
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This is a cautious concept calculated to finish
the war in the shortest possible time, but if
unsuccessful in this, to be prepared to wage an
extended war with the maximuil efforts of all the
forces and means of the country and of coalitions
of countries.

Past experience teaches us that at the beginning
of all great wars, the opponents seriously over-
estimated their own strength and underestimated the
enemy's strength. Moreover, not a single war ever
went the way it was planned.

It is possible that in the course of a war a
situation can arise in which the strategic missile
troops of both sides will turn out, for various
technical reasons, to be not entirely reliable, .
that they will only partially fulfill their tasks,
and that the decisive effect will not be achieved.
In this instance, during the time period necessary for
the restoration of the combat capability of the strategic
missile troops for the Eurasian war sector, the role of
the ground troops and of aviation will become decisive.
The role of the navy will also increase, particularly
that of ubmarines. From this point of view, the
third concep a are to be the most acceptable,
despite the fact that it leads to a substantial

burden of
beginning Of War and4reihpiiesei an eVenliharber
increase with the initiation - of war.

At the same time, if war is thrust upOU us, we
must be so prepared that the strategic missile troops
can send sufficiently powerful strikes in the first
minutes to paralyze the enemy countries and armies
and to deprive him of his nuclear/missile weapons.
The operations of the other types of troopis during
the initial period of war must be coordinated with the
operations of the strategic missile troops and be
subordinate to them.	 -

r'
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From all that has been said it is obvious that
the nuclear/missile weapon is primary and decisive
in the present period fo time; for this reason the
strategic missile troops have become the primary
and decisive type of troops, with all the consequences
ensuing from this fact. The situation is somewhat
different as concerns the quantitative side of the 	 •
question. The primary and decisive type of troops
need not be and indeed will not be the most numerousi'
The ground troops and the pyg_troops will be more
numerous

The new means of warfare, as was said earlier,
bring upon the scene other-types of troop formations -
medical-sanitation and reconstruction_formations - 	 . ./
whrarlmVe-every reason to be mass formations, and 	 -to be formed and undergo training on territorial //
principles. In our opinion this question requires /
very profound investigation.

Until the recent past, ground troops were
legitimately considered as the primary type of armed
forces, since they carried out the principal tasks
of war, which amounted to the total defeat of the
enemy's armed forces and the taking Of his territory.
Now, when the forms of war, are changingind,its

• , principal tasks will evidently not be deadeiOn
fronti in direct engagements of Opposineiraei, but
rather in the interiors of countries, the- giound troops
cannot carry out the principal task of war independently.

In addition to the usval resources of 'combat materiel,
the ground troops have missile equipment with a limited
radius of operation. With these means of armament, the
ground troops can neither withstand the strikes of
strategic missile troops nor protect the country from
these strikes. At the same time, the ground troops
must be regarded as forces which, together with the
air forces are capable of assuring victory in all
circumstances.

maim 1.3(a)(4)
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Taking into account the possibility that megaton
bombs may be used on the battlefield, it is necessary
to make an all-round evaluation of the existing
organization and the current combat formations of
ground troops and of their suitability for nuclear/
missile war.

As history teaches, the combat formations of
troops and the corresponding organization of troops
change form depending on the means of combat, and
primarily on the decisive means, firepower. The
more effective the fire means of war, the more profound
the changes. Right up to the appearance Of nuclear/
missile weapons, to the degi*ee of the strength of
fire, combat formations have grown more and more
deeply.../No or three words missiUi7.

The tendency to thin out military formations N.
has increased in the "pitutrThe years under the
influence of nuclear/missile Operational-tactical
weapons, but contemporary organization of troops
(preserved from the pre-atomic period) and under- /-
evaluation of the new conditions of conducting war'
fetter and retard this tendency.

It appears that combat formations of ground troops
can become sufficiently vital and combat :ready through
'fulfillment of the following conditiois:41.

- increasing the combat independence (autonomy) of
all organizational levels (zveno) of troops, and
particularly of the low41. .r the tactical ones;

- increasing the firepower of tactical elements of
units and large units;

- substantial increase in the speed of moving of
troops;

- a sharp thinning out of personnel and equipment
in combat formations.
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Increasing the combat independence of all levels
(zveno) of the troop organism is possible by
weakening or eliminating the mutual dependence in
combat (but not cooperation) between organizational
elements (yedinitsa) of troops. The principles of
standardization of the means of combat and auxiliary
equipment, of organizational autonomy and of a
broad independence in carrying out combat missions,
must underlie army structure from the primary cells
(yacheyka) through all succeeding levels.

Organizationally, it appears advisable to create
units (chast) composed of interchangeable, uniform,
primary-tactical e/ements-(yedinitsa). The creation
of regiments of ground troops composed of elements which
have high firepower, arecompletely mobile, tactically.
independent, and low in pereonnel composition, and
which in case of loss can be easily replaced by similar
ones, must have a positive effect on the viability of
combat formations.

An increase in speed of movement can be achieved
by full mechanization of troops, which would increase
this speed by several times in cross-country, as well
as in road, movements. Movements of large combat
groups of ground troops by aircraft must become common
and be applied in the , very broadest dimeneions,

-
—e.

* * *

Existing military doctrines are built on the follow-
ing basic principles:

- a country's entire economy and the country as a
whole prepare for war beforehand;

- calculations are based on a protracted war and
on mass armies which will enlist the greatest possible
number of the healthy male and female population;

1.3(a)(4)
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- victory or defeat in war is decided on fronts of
opposing armies; the strength of armies is determined
in the final analysis by the viability and power of
the rear;

- the theaters of military operations are studied from
the standpoint of the decisive significance of frontal
combat of armies and in this 'connection, plans for
achieving war aims are worked out which take into
account the factors of time, space, forces and means;7.
the capabilities of enemies and allies are studied
in this same manner;

- . military operations are based on principles of
seizure of the initiative, concentration'Of maximum
forces and weapons on the main axis, on the' selection
of the most advantageous time for initiation of -	 -

operations and for delivery of the main strike;

- the achievement of the basic goals of war absolutely
presupposes the total defeat or destruction of armies
and the seizure of the most important parts or all of .
the enemy's territory.

In light of the new quality of nuclearkmissile
armament it can be said that the above-listed principles
of contemporary military doctrine are subject to . 	 •

_ radical'reviewome.of:tke'principle*WilLlose
significance entirely, others Will take:O00afferent •
content.	 •	 -•_	 .	 .

_
New doctrines must be built on the basis of the

potentialities of mass .nucleartmissile, andlr4dio7.
electronic means of warfare.. Their pririciples must
reflect a new approach, a new :understanding of the
dimensions of time, space, destructive forces, and
forces of resistance.

The new military doctrines must proceed primarily
from the principal and decisive role of nucleart
missile strategic weapons in war, and, consequently,
from the principal and decisive role of the type of
troops armed with these means of combat;

1.3(a)(4)
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Basic principles of the new doctrine could include
the following propositions:

- the contemporary power of the forces of destruction
is immeasurably greater than that of the forces of
creation;

- the nuclear/missile weapon is a mass type of \
weapon, is relatively economical, and, from the
combat point of view, it is the most effective; !

- the range of nuclearmuissile weapons ensures
their reaching any point on the globe; in this
connection, their accuracy satisfies practical
requirements;

- the theater of military operations is the entire
globe;

- the primary task of the armed forces in war (from
our point of view) should not be the seizure of
territories, but of depriving the enemy of the
possibility of using nuclear/missile weapons; in
case of necessity, temporary occupation is permissible;

/- a nuclear/missile war must be short-lived; its
/ active phase can be measured in days or weeks;

•	 . 	 g	 •

the time amiii of i war must be determined by
the power .of the nuclear weapons, and the intensity
and number of bursts which will not cause a dangerous
saturation of the atmosphere and of the surface of

•the globe or the expanse of our country, or allied
and noncombatant countries, with radioactive substances

In our opinion, investigation of the questions
connected with the elaboration of military doctrines
and a discussion of them within definite limits must
be considered the most vital necessity for contemporary
military thought. It is in this light that the
present article offers itself as a means of posing the
question. Moreover, it seems to us that the time has
come not only to exchange views on these, questions
through articles in journals, but also to cooperate in
every way in the creation of fuller works.
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