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War in the Persian Gulf:! Glimpses of the Indirect Approach

Save Basil Ligddell Harit libed war in bhe dessrt. He devotsod mors

sce o the Morth Afeilcan campaigne than bo any obher aspect of W IX

ivy Mis seninal work

He took oride in the fact that ooes of

of desert warfare, Field Marshal Tewin Rommel,

wae a student {of scrite? and & master of the indirect apgoeoach. The

TN

ITesraelis, who comsidered Heorl & latter-day prophet on o wasr, macde ool

wee of the indivect approsch 1o the Sinzi. D

warfare, for Hart,

combiined the best

P
!

spects of mechanized combat with Y000 B obisct-

lesson iv the subktlety and variety of the indirect asporosch” CHael,

With this iy mivcd, it wouwlad seem fitting to

determine whether the latest desert warriors -~ Lhe American

coramanders in DESERT STORM —-— smplied any of Ceplsin Mart’'s military

at e

=

theory Lo thelr campaion olamming and comb

torreak ing . This

. b

hecomes &an @ven move intriguing proposition when youw considder that

dt

it
&

3

HEH

of these officers are graduates of the variouws senlor el

S b

H

zrd fhad ample time to be introduced o Heoot's strategy of the indircect

approact . The purpose of the fol lowing essay, then, iz to look for

evidence of the wuse of the indirect appeosch in the Persian Gulf War

. Wy

anc to critigue Hert's militavy thowught wsivg this conflict

a basis

Tor amnal VELE.

The Grand Strategy

Lidaell Hart wowld have looked wpon the grend strategy developed



Ly the Bush Administration with appeobkstion. The politicsl obijsctives

were clearly stated aond limited in nsture. Furthermore, the

were matched o mezoanse in oa manner calculated to avoilad otk economilc

grd political exhaustion o the part

]

of Washington., The military
commanders werae left, by and lasrags, o ply their fLrade without
interference as lomg as they staved within the political framewosrlk for

the conf

= lict sstablished by the policymalk

Fresident Bush and hie political advisorsg arrived at these “truths” as

s resuit of the itter lessons learned from bhe Viebnam ssperience

than threough any deeﬁ study of Hsrt or any olbher wmilitzey theorists.
ITnterestingly, though, the intellectual molivalicn at work here seems
amazingly similar between the President and the British strategist.
Hart wished to avoild a repetition of WW 1 Bush to avoid any
repetition of Vietnzon.

Im particuwlar, Hart wouwld have applaudsd the dndivect methoo
that was wssd to dmplement this grand strateay. Fast behavior woulol
rave led Saddam Hussein to sapect the U5, 88 a “"conservative

power, o adopt a defensive and wnidlatersl spproach in deal ing owith

the problem of Iragl aggression in Huwail. irgton conted Lo

oursus the more tortuous and unespected course of building an

Ldomres Band

irmternational coalition under the aegls of the United M
denloving eizeabde militery fovces half & world away Lo be wused in
gilecting Ivaq from Huwail if need be. Baghdad found dtzelf condemned
viot Just by the West, but by the entire global communmity . Trag was
commletely lsolated economically, militarily and diplomatically . Mo

succor was forthooming from Moscow. Effective sppeals to the




von-al igned movenent or even o albher cadical Srab regimes had been
largely ehwtof{ by Washington’ s moves in the intevnstional arena. A
mador pevehologioal Rlow had been dealt Irag before the actual
fighting even began.

In may waves Hart's unique contribwtion to strategic thouwaht is
Fis emphasis on the lmportance of those factors surcouwndivg war

termination and the need for effecting a juwst zond lasting peacs. In

4, Zir Basil would have found WS graond strategy somewhat
disturkivg. Ssddam was left with few face saving alternatives to war,

Wl

He was, in effect, handed av ultimaton, soatictiacd’ @ ladolesr down was

desigred &g & very short and hwmiliating one . Further, it ig nol clear

that the S0 hhas set in motion the forces that will secure & "bhettlter

meace” iv the region ooy that will serve ite interests in the lomg run

o T will return to this dsswe v greater detadl din my conclusion 0.
Mart clearly understood that "acoquisitive” states like Irag and

7

Pl ly? leanders like Hussein respond only o countervailing force.

Thie significantly complicates the akility fto achisve an effective

negotiatesd] peacs . Harl, however, never sabisfaclorily

Lyvems thi

3]

cli lemma of the desirability of negotiated pesce and the level of force

required o ring Yhkercbarvians” and “fanatics? to heel.

The Air Campaign

The opening battle for victory in the Persian Guwlf he

gkhies over Huwait zowd Irag on 17 Janwary 199710 Hart, an early

propovent of ailr power, would bhave founad much o Bis Liking in bhe way

[N



this campaion wae conducted. The sir war had the effect of

pavohologically dislocating the Iraagis as well ze causing ssreious
phvelcal damage to Irag’s command and control nodes, infrastructure
ard owar production-related facilities. Moresover, this was accomolished

WwBing precislon-guided weapons andd rwles of engagensnt that sttempted

toe Limdit the amouwnt of collateral damage CHavt, I believe, wouald have

AppErlauded hoth theee elements of the W S, air campaigni.

The adr war was hiaghly successful, in large pard, because it

s
Pl
i
'

il

directed against & line of lessl resistance and because it skillfully
plaved on Aral fears of Western technological invincibility . The Iragl

alv defense was clearly a weak link in Baghdaco’s wmilitaey chain. For

Coalition forces ailr power wWE

Clear and perhEps strangth

Furthermore, the drabs, psyoehologically speaking, suffer from arn
inferiority compl

when Lt comnes to the teckommlo af  the West -— and

v
gspecially as it regards American weapomry . The ailv campaiogn, as it
wnfolded, ssploited thie techrmological advantage it wavse that left fhe
Traoi military ot only phyeically battered, but psyohologicoal ly
clemoral ired and awed at the magnitude of Coalition effort. Thos is
amply detsiled in comments wmade by Iragl officere and soldiers whio

unclerwent intevragation.

It could be argued that the aar war had alreacy ated the
Ivaogi military before a single Coalition soldier stepped-off to Lhe

attack . But this only serves to drive home how swuccessful the

Coalition air campaign was in dislocating the ernemny. Hart wonld wabke

the case that the hallmarck of a0 effective strategy is tb It b ns

moes whiok in turn

abowt bhattle wider the most advantageous circoumns



should reduce the level of fighting vegquired to vesch a decision. The
pacth for the guick and easy victory on the ground had been preparcved by

the "julitew” klow the Iragiz veceived from the airv.

The Ground War

Oy the ogrownd and al sea Iran was faced with 2 Coalition

strategy thet presented The pevchological and phvsicsl probklem of

dealing with & variety of plausible slternative obhiectives. These

included an amphibious assault from the Gulf, & direct

ault =gsingt

the k7

oo am attempt at envelopment theouwgh the desert orn the Dragil
force’'s vight flank . The combirned effects of the air campaigo,
activity in the enemy’s ilmmecdiate fromt and ths Lheeat of amphibious
assault tended to fix the eveny’'s forces in the ETOD This, in Lurno,
sel the stage for a very successful and devastating envelopment

movement which cutofi the buwlk of I

a0 i foreoes from their bhase of

cpevations around Baghdad, To total, it was a classicsl mxle of =

Ydhispersed advance with distributed adm Y The result was clear: the
Tragl army was defeated and routed in shovt order . The Traogizs, already

peyehologically dislocated and demcralized, put up

=t antd-clima

Lance that the ground wae seemedd alno

There are aspects of the ground war which would b

e odwver Hart

pause for thought. The large size of the arournd foro

s o@mployed

carmot, at least on the face of 1il, be considerved the mirimum

Ve e Lo

mary o achieve the military objective ——- in fact, aguite the

cortrary would sapoesr Lo be brwe . One cowld, however, argue that the



gize and composition of the Comlition forces, which imcluded a not
insignificant number of Avabk soldiers, only added to the sernse of
pevohological dislocation fellt by the Yragis. Further, the enemy did

not disperse his forces in reaction o Coslition grouwnd force

movenents, but remained comcentrated. This could, paracos

doelly, e
.

axplained by the overall effecltivensss of the indirect approsch in

peyvehnlogically paralyzing the enemy.

Jes such as these podint Lo an inherent problem of civouwlarity

ir Licddell Hsrt's strategy of the indivect appoeozch. Iy the estrems 11

can be srgued that whatever works on the battlefield i=z result of

i

acdopting this particular strategy . The subtlety and, st Limes, vague

nature of this concept can limit its usefulness

Conclusion

The Coalition strategy in the Persian Gulf War clesrly exhibited
mary many of the characteristics of Basil Liddell Harvt’'s indivect
approsch. These included attack alomng lines of least resistance)
development of plauvsible muwltiple ohjectives) conmcentration of

strength against weabkness; and, most lwportantly, exploitation of

gurprise and psychological advantage in orvder to throw the eneany

off-balance . DESERT STORM clesrly schiegved Hart's &im of war? ... to

subiue the eneny’'s will to resist, with the least silie Fameaon and

scomomic lose to ome's self ” (Bond, Ligdell MHardt, o 3920 T4 would

that conmsciously or otbtherwise Harvt’s thinking may have had somes

gffect on senior WS, military plammers and operstionsl commanders

Iny



I thank it ds worth noting that Ssddam Hussein {althouoh it
Fuighily unlikely he has sver read Mart) demonstrated that the incdivect
approach could pay dividernds for Baghdad as well . Hiz use of SCUD

miszsiles against Israsl was an ingenious attenpt to strike at

1

Comlition unity. It did divert some Coaliticrn military and politicsl

asgels . Fortunately, Washington was able Lo neutralize this effort.

Fivet, by depicting the S0UD attscks as yvet snother example of

dodam’ s ruthless irvresponsibility snd, then, thoeough the fortultous

success of the FATRIOT znti-missile system ( which lent further

craderice in Arab eves to the techrnologicsl wizacdry of the Wes
The darzzling success of our military operations, however, shouwld

not obscure the fact that it is by no means certain that the war

achlieved Hart'e greater goal of grand strategy, 1.&., & better pesce.

Belivgd the rvadsed sapectaticons that survround the Mideasst Peace

Comfarence in Madeid lie some other and less comforting results of the

war . The stalility of the region is by no means assured.

Husssin is etill in Baghdsd., The forces of REurdish and
Pave een unleashed anew. In the case of the Hurds this hae continuing

portertial spill-over effects foor Turkeyv and Irvam) for the Shoaa's, this

Sawdi Arabda and Lebamon, as well as, Irag. What effect a

comtinuing Western military presence in Sawdi Araibisz

future security of the Finadom and the House of  Ssud L

Dest, the Saudis have reacted to this turn of events in an ambiguous

K :

iom &bt worst, 1t has given Arabk conservatives and Islamic
fundamentaliste grist to grind against the momarcchy in Rivadb

oarlbticwlacly in regaerd to ites ability armd suitabhility Lo defend the
= 3 = 7

~d



Fioly shvines of Islam. The trestment of Jordae in the v

cont lict

does el speak glowingly of what kind of trestment former Arvab friends

of Waskington can expect under the "New World Oeder” ) Scditdional Ly,

the tragic reswults of the abortive wupoeizings in Irvag sowd our

restoration of an oppressive vuling family Lo powsre i Euawsit rad

unsettling moral questicons. War can indsed change political faots.

Higtory will tell whether we have, yel ags

wint ths war ovly tao losae

the peace in the end. Harlts lesson i s dmportant even if

pavadoxical one —-- war must always e waged with an eve on Lhe peace

7

Pt will follow.





