
Nuclear 
warfighting
The manouverist side of 
nuclear deterrence revisited



Nuclear 
Mythbuildin

g

Nuclear weapons do not hold military value

Will never be used 

Can only be used in Combined Armed 
Operations

A nuclear use would always alter the type of 
conflict

All are strategic



Nuclear 
Deterrence 

Rationality (Depending on 
the theoretical model)

Cost- Benefit analysis

One model to fit all 
employment scenarios



Credibility – the neglected part of the ‚triad‘

The possibility of 
victory 

A plausible nuclear 
warfighting 

doctrine

Political will to 
execute



Strategic vs. Operational and Tactical



Definitions of nuclear 
weapons

• Yield ?

• Employment method?

• Range? 

• Doctrinal thinking?



Weapon effects

Fireball 
(depending on 
employment 

method)

EMP Cratering

Overpressure Fallout
Psychological 

Shock



NATO 

'…NATO should be prepared to 
take immediate military action in 
the event of aggression, including 
nuclear weapons..‘

SACEUR  Gen Gruenther, 06 
October 1954, ‚Discussion of MC 
48‘



Pentomic Army and Manouverist Approach





Release procedures

Buttom up 

•Division 
commander

•SACEUR, SHAPE and 
NAC approves 

Buttom down 

•NAC, SHAPE 
approves SACEUR 
Strike Plan



NATO-
Nuclear 
Arsenal 
COLD WAR



Russian tactical doctrine



Nuclear signalling

• Potential use of nuclear weapons used as a 
tool

• Manouvre warfare also in the cognitive 
domain



Dual-Capable 
Russian 
missile 

coverage



Conclusions

Threat of tactical nuclear weapons a reality

Realistic interpretation of nuclear capabilties

Capabilites are not relevant without the proper political concept of 
a crisis


