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BACKGROUND & SCOPE

» Preparation of officers to apply principles /A\
of manoeuvrist approach? |

Input

* |s the teaching sufficient for principles to
manifest in learning outcomes?

Processing  Increased Russian threat requires revising

current practices.

Outcome

UNCLASSIFIED 2




ESTONIAN PERCEPTION

e Level of war
e Tactical echelons

e Curriculum &
teaching of
manoeuvrism

Bypassing main

positions

Attacking Critical
Vulnerabilities

Using tactical
possibilities

Flexibility

Avoiding unnecessary fights

Agility

Bold and Decisive

Adopting Mission Command

PRINCIPLES OF
MANOEUVRIST APPROACH

Identifying and supporting
the Main Effort

I_Raising and maintaining
a reserve

Implementing
the Combined Arms approach

Compensate
weaknesses

Create dilemmas

By LtCol E. Aija
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RESEARCH METHODS

Lecturer’s interviews

3 x semi-structured interviews

* Past & present & future of
teaching

* |nductive

* Complete coding guidelines
and selection of other

sources

Student assignments

40 x Bn COM decisions 12 x Bn OPORDs as staff work

* Qualitative content analysis of text and graphics

* Clear meaning component as a coding unit either explicitly or
latently




RESULTS (1) INTERVIEWS

a mindset, a way of thinking, a philosophy
of “how to beat the enemy with minimal
resources”

a way of fighting that assumes
exploiting opportunities, initiative,
creating confusion /.../ taking huge
risks, causing a mess etc

What do we mean by ...?

“..itis supposed to be rather
common sense in the military”

To go beyond the theory! How to teach?
Case-studies from history

Solving tactical problems
Wargames, Etc..
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RESULTS (2) CONTENT ANALYSIS OF STUDENT ASSIGNMENTS

Code Decision exercises (40) Operation's orders (12)
"0" "1 "2" "0" "1" "2"
Tempo 16 10 14 4 8 0)
Surprise 18 7 15 7 3 2
Pre-emption 23 13 4 3 8 1
Momentum 17 15 8 3 4 0
Simultaneity 18 6 | 16 2 sl 8 2
Exploitation /AO/ ~ 0 0 11 1 | o—
Avoiding cuIminationK 37 1 2 3 7 2
— | )/




RESULT (3) CONTENT ANALYSIS OF STUDENT ASSIGNMENTS

Category Code Decision Operation's
exercises (40) orders (12)
IIOII ll1ll ’"_22— nmen II1II ll2ll
5 Attacklng”. only crltlcalé . e }
Avoiding vulnerabilities /
unnecessary é\
fight Under.mlnmg enemy's will an \{ 1 1 8 4 y
cohesion |
Comp!ementary usage  of , 26 | 12 0 5 | 10
CUER e Creating a dilemma by 1 18 | 21 1 1 | 10
Combined Arms
Identifying and | _ . . . _— T
supporting Main Raising and maintaining ( 35 1 4 0 0o | 12
Effort reserve \\ //




CONCLUSIONS

* Necessary to teach more effectively because...

* Go further from the theoretical teaching — more effort on
processing the way of thinking, diversify student tasks (both
defensive and offensive actions etc)

 Work on the outcome: elaborate the principles of assessment and
grading
(what does it mean to perform on minimal or excellent level?)
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Thank you for your attention!
Questions? ldeas?

4 Karl-Erik.Kirschbaum@mil.ee

SR Ulle.Saalik@mil.ee



mailto:Karl-Erik.Kirschbaum@mil.ee
mailto:Ulle.Saalik@mil.ee

