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The Critical
Component to
Maneuver Warfare

Justice as maintained in spiritual fithess
by CAPT Dwight Horn, USN, CHC

thical decisions in war can be

made in gray areas whereas ac-

countabi iity for them is always

black and white. This is the
challenge for maneuver warfare.! ‘The
battle lines are not drawn; the targeting
of the enemy can be frenetic; and the
objective is always to disrupt the men-
tal and physicai stability of the enemy
through unconventional attacks. That
necessitates firing upon opposing forces
in situarions where rules of engagement
often fail to specify the just act, and
where seconds are paramount to achiev-
ing mission success. This sort of asym-
metrical engagement can quickly fail.
What begins with moral ambiguity can
devolve to moral indifference, and then
any righteous objective is lost. Victory
gets subsumed by moral defear.

To maintain virtue in war, justice
must be sustained.? It is only through
that process that the good is preserved,
allowing humans to flourish in their
created purpose. It enables those whose
rights are violated to be restored to
goodness, and it stops violators of righ-
teousness to ideaily bring them back
into a proper relationship with their
own true virtue and integrity. For as
much as humanity is endowed with
equal rights to life, liberty, and happi-
ness, that must be protected for all.

Yet, here is where the challenge starts
for war and for those who ﬁght in It
Without Ciearly identifying the just
cause for war, but instead, connecting
combatants to that effort only through
policy, doctrine, and mission assign-
ments, the overall effort corrupts. Or-
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ders will most certainly be executed to
fight and kill, but often at a grave cost
to the souls of those involved and to the
detriment of the mission.

The Vietnam War should be a clear
lesson. Numerous books and articles
show the atrocities committed through-
out that conflict. One investigation on
a stealth unirt called Tiger Force that
carried out the asymmetric warfare, like
that which can be expected in a fight
with North Korea or China, shows how
casily immorality can arise and corrupt
both the mission and unit engaged.

In this case, it started when the sol-
diers of this unit, not guided by justice,
went beyond the front lines to find and
kill the enemy. What they found, how-
ever, in the execution of the mission was
that they could not easily discriminate
between opposition forces and civilians
(villagers or farmers). They physically
locked alike, dressed alike, and it ap-
peared too that non-combatants were at
the least sympathetic to the enemy and
at most complicit. Once that determina-
tion was made, the mantra became “kill
anything that moves,” as one book on
Vietnam that uncovers corruption in
this war is entitled.?

For Tiger Force, this meant “[w]e
would go into villages and just shoot
everybody. We didn’t need an excuse. If
they were there, they were dead.™ Rules
of engagement were set aside as was any
just cause for war or justice altogether:

Remember, out in the jungle, there
were no police officers. No judges. No
law and order ... Whenever somebody
felt like doing something, they did it.
There was no one to stop them. So we
watched and didn’t say anything. We
turned the other way. Looking back,
it’s terrible. We should have said some-
thing. But at the time, everybody's
mindset was, Tt's QK5
Moral ambiguity brought moral
recalibration, which in turn brought
moral turpitude. While that strategy
rnight seemn to work in war for those
inclined (i.e., the ones who seck petty
justiﬁcations for malfeasance like mur-
der, rape, theft, or desecration of the
dead), the vanity of that mindset will
one day reveal itsell.® Veterans will come
home, doing their best to forget unlaw-
ful deeds, but the memeories will end-
lessly bobble to the surface, plaguing the
conscience with incessant guilt as was
reported on Tiger Force: “What's clear
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is that nearly four decades later ... Tiger
Force soldiers are deeply troubled by the
brutal killing of villagers.”” That is the
power of morality to cripple the soul
and the dire need to ensure thar a just
cause defines the activity of maneuver
warfare.

Equipping combatants to protect
spirituality involves an examination of
Why and how the mission is executed
and how that aiigns to the moral con-
science. Yet, here is where another cen-
tral issue is encountered. The purpose
for war at the highest levels can quickiy
become focused strictiy on poiicy inter
ests, even as strategic military doctrine
states: “War is sociaiiy sanctioned vio-
lence to achieve a political purpose.”®

Numerous phiiosophicai theorists
have contributed to this amoral ground—
ing for conflict.”? If this is accurate in
itself, though, which we know in-
tuitively that it is not, Adolph Hitler,
Hideki Tojo, Sadaam Hussein, Osama
Bin Laden, and others like them did
nothing “wrong” when they atracked
other countries, enacting their own
poiiticai or theocratic ends. They were
using lethal power to conquer oppos-
ing wills as on the surface national
and military strategic doctrine appear
to outline: War is a state of hostilities
that exists between or among nations,
characterized by the use of military
force. The essence of war is a violent
clash between two hostile, independent,
and irreconcilable wills, each trying to
impose itself on the other. Thus, the
object of war is to impose our will on
our enemy. The means to that end is
the organized application or threar of
violence by miiitary force.10

It seems, however, that Americans,
especiaiiy those in the DOD who are
defenders of moral values, do not fun-
damentally support this approach to
walr. Though unquestionabiy guided by
poiicy, it is certain that war must be es-
tablished and continuousiy grounded in
4 just cause; it must have a moral foun-
dation. To execute poiicy that requires
lethality, there must be a just purpose
or else it is murder, the unwarranted
taking of life.

War, therefore, should only be un-
dertaken to protect or reestablish moral
goodness:
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It is the final act to restore every aspect
of goodness through the rightful ex
ecution of lethal power and for the ul-
timate realization of humanity existing
in its proper interrelationships. That,
and that alone, is the reason to kill.1!

"T'his, then, is what needs to drive stra-
tegic, operational, and tactical activity
at its core.

The Korean War is an example
where engaging in conflict for poiiti—
cal purposes leads to confusion and
disaster for those who fight. The start
of the war delivered the just cause:
stop communism.!? That message was
aiready steeped in American culture as
the Cold War raged on. The intense
fear that communism would overtake
the world, known as the “Red Scare,”
generated hysteria throughout Ameri-
ca.'? All manner of propaganda spoke
to this. There was no need, therefore,
to convince the democracy to rise and
go to war after North Korea, a puppet
communist regime of Russia, invaded
South Korea. The righteous will to
bartle that malign force, which denied
basic freedoms and rights, seemed fully
justified. Even Superman, a paragon
for justice, joined the Army to get in
the action (November 1959 comic se-
ries, issue #133). It was a noble cause
and as President Harry S. Truman
said:

‘Ifwe let Korea down, ... the Soviet[s]
will keep right on going and swallow
up one [place] after another.” The fight
on the Korean peninsula [is] a symbeol
Ofthﬂ giobai Stl’uggiﬂ thWCﬂH east Elnd
west, good and evil 14

About a year into the fight, though,
when many thousands of rniiitary
members had died and the engage-
ment appeared more difficult than as
first imagined, Truman in concert with
the United Nations changed direction
and offered a poiiticai directive for the
conflict: focus on reestabiishing the old
38th paraiiei that divided the North
and South prior to the invasion. That
became the “cause” for the fight: politi-
cal conciliation, not justice.

What a disaster it was. The military
morale declined. Combatants could not
understand Why they were ﬁghting for
a Whoiiy nonsensical geographic line
instead of giving their lives to uphoid

goodness against the reprehensible
threat of communism.?

The senior military officer, leading
the fight in Korea, GEN Douglas Ma-
cArthur, USA, was equally frustrated
and dispirited. He wanted to squash
communism throughout Asia; winning
this war and not aiiowing the battle to
end in a stalemate of wills. He argued
this position to President Truman, but
in the end, MacArthur was fired. It was
not his last word on the matter, though.
He was invited to give an address to
Congtess on his views. Thisisa portion
of what he stated:

The Communist threac is a global one.
ItS SU,CCESSfU,i Hdvance iﬂ one sector
threatens the destruction of every other
sector. YOLI cannot prease or Other—
wise surrender to communism in Asia
without simultaneously undermining
our efforts to halt its advance in Eu-
rope. ... [It] has become aggressively
imperiaiistic, with alust for expansions
and increased power normal to this
type of imperialism.1
MacArthur wanted to find justice.
Destroying Communism and whar it
represented was that righteous cause.
To redirect the cause for war and make
it a poiiticai agenda was fooihardy in
his view. It would corrupr all for which
warriors fought. Tt would defeat their
purpose and leave them feeling defeated.
It would also betray their impassioned
will to defend those in need; in this
case, those in South Korea who were
dependent upon America. MacArthur
spoke to this as well in his address to
Congress. He said,

Of the nations of the world, Korea
alone, up to now, is the sole one which
has risked it all against communism.
Thﬂ magniﬁcence Of thﬂ Courage and
fortitude of the Korean people defies
description. They have chosen to risk
dea(i’l rati'lﬂr ti’lan Slavery. Their [HS(
words to me were ‘Don't scuttle the
Pacific’7
Unquestionably, MacArthur, in not
being able to ﬁght o expei all threats
of communism and ensure himself the
freedom of the South Koreans, must
have thought that he had “scuttled the
Pacific,” abandoning the just cause.
When there is a fight for justice,
combatants will rise. They will de-
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fend moral goodness. It is instinctual
to them. But when that cause for war
becomes a political agenda, an imagi-
nary line, or if it is lost altogether, con-
fusion can instantly arise. Warriors can
begin to wonder why they are dying
in battles when no one seems to care,
when there is no moral cause. This,
then, can make them lose sight of jus-
tice itself, thus undermining goodness
through vengeance, indifference or a
callous disregard for humanity. It can
even cause them to feel self—justiﬁed in
defiling corpses, torturing prisonets, or
shooting any Caught in the conflict.18
In this state too, anget, disillusion-
ment or apathy can drive emotional
states, corrupting hope for rationality.
These kinds of things have happened
in every war but particularly in those
where a just cause was not identified
and maintained as the sole reason for
the mission.

To prepare warriors for war, and
particularly for mancuver warfare,
where small fire teams by necessity are
heavily armed and operating with great
autonomy, training needs to focus on
three elements that center on morality.

The first is the just cause for war.
Success is not simply “steel on target.”
Warriors must know why they are in-
volved in killing. How does the strate-
gic, operational, and tactical mission
align with justice? How does an air
strike on a hostile position, a multi-
role anti-armor anti-personnel weapons
system fired to disable a ship in port,
or other activities, which disrupt, im-
mobilize, and destroy the enemy serve
the strategic and moral purpose of war?

We must give warriors clarity on
these issues. For if the just cause for
war becomes the basis of training for
all combatants, their activity in war
and return home can become a cause
for celebration, not self-condemnation.
They can avoid moral injury and find
joy in having served the cause of justice
nobly.

Second and flowing out of the first
is that the success of maneuver war-
fare hinges on training that establishes
moral leadership. It is not enough to
lead by positional authority asa result
of rank or assignment within a group.
Those in charge must operate out of
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a conscience that is sensitive to moral
values that sustain goodness.

Leaders must be able to take the rules
of engagement and know how they link
to broader intuitive values of honor, in-
tegrity, and righteousness. They must
have the courage and clarity of pur-
pose to defend what they believe to be
morally right, even in situations where
others would not. Would leaders, for ex-
ample, stand against those in their own
unit who commit maleficence? Would
these leaders abort a critical mission if
it seems that a few innocent civilians
would be targeted? Would leaders give
the call for fire at a fishing vessel that
is being simultaneously used as an en-
emy command post? These issues invite
complexity of moral calculation and
judgment, discerning who is the enemy,
who are non-combartants, and who are
hostages in a situation.

Without developing these kinds of
leaders, the goodness of the unir, its
mission, the chain-of-command, and,
ultimately, the national cause for justice
can casily be ruined. My Lai and Abu
Ghraib are but two examples where it
all went wrong, defiling the overall in-
tention of warfare.

Success is not simply
“steel on target.” War-
riors must know why
they are involved in
killing.

Third, every petson involved in
warfare where taking a human life isa
necessity must uncover their spiritual
centeredness; namely, that place where
one through self-awareness operates in
positive relationship to others, the envi-
ronment, and the ultimate truth. This
comes through an epiphany, a tran-
scendent awakening, where people in
examining the meaning for life confront
truth about existence and find resolve
at a higher level about self-identity and
the purpose for life. It is an empower-
ing moment where people are no longer

bound or consumed by carnal pursuits
and egoistic agendas. They are rather
transformed and enlivened by a new-
found calling to define their existence
for a greater cause, aligning all things
oa righteous order.

This is the fullness of spiritual fit-
ness. It brings Vitality to wat. For out
of this place, warriors rise to kill with
confidence, assured that preventing the
destruction of goodness is their purpose.
For this they live and die, finding that
pinnacle moment of life where they
stand with electricity, excitement and
confidence as a force for justice.

Getting to this point is what warriors
need. Yet, it only comes when training
focuses not just on synchronizing the
body with the mechanics of war, but on
involving the spiritas well to orchestrate
the intersection of those mechanics with
the moral dimension.

This is the place for military chap-
lains. They ate the only ones in the Ser-
vices who speak to the question of why,
getting after the spiritual dimension.
They exist to align mission essential
tasks to spirituality. They are the ones
who challenge the mind and conscience
to consider not just the rules of war, but
why there are rules for life at all. They
challenge reasoning on issues that have
no scientific explanation: self-evident
truth that informs and orients mental
judgment and acuity.

Here, we indeed talk about morality,
but also metaphysical concepts such as
logic, axioms, infinity, causality, exis-
tence and non-existence, and the con-
science state. John Finnis, in his bool,
Natural Law and Natural Rights, speaks
abour the fundamental nature of some
of these kinds of truths in this way:

[i]n every field there is and must be, ac
some point or points, an end to deri-
vation and inference. At that point or
points we find ourselves in the face
of the self-evident, which makes pos-
sible all subsequent inferences in that
field.1?

‘Teaching about these ideas is a criti-
cal part of the chaplain’s role for war-
tiors. It prepares combatants to build a
coherent narrative about life, death, and
watr. It helps them to establish broader
petspectives about their vocation and,
ultimately, to facilitate spiritual fitness
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that elevates their caiiing to the apex of
service to country and faith.

Emasculating warriors and being a
nation at war with its warriors is what
happens when brave men and women
are sent to defend a narion and take the
lives of the enemy without knowing to
the depths of their souls what it is to
ﬁght and kill for justicc.20 Itcan quickiy
bring self~doubt and self-incrimination.
Veterans wonder Why they killed with-
out reason. Their inability to know can
lead them into darkness.

To prevent this and prepare for the
next major conflict, we must nurture
the spiritual and moral sensibilities of
those who ﬁght. We must heip war-
riors see how national strategy becomes
operationalized into tactical objectives
that are “inexorably intertwined” with
the reason for war: the just cause.?!

In many campaigns and at a great
cost, the military has been the means
of protection against all enemies for the
self-evident rights to life, liberty and
justice. It exists soieiy for that purpose
whether through deterrence or kinetic
engagement against forcign adversaries.
To continue in this calling, military
members need to be equipped in body,
mind, and spirit to be just warriors in
a just bartle for a just cause.

This is not something to be feared.
Warriors questioning their purposcand
reason for taking the lives of others be-
cause they were only told to do it are
crippled from the start. Though they
might follow orders to kill, there will
always be the discordant and damning
question in mind about whether they
were murderers.

Contrarily, righteous watriors con-
vinced of their righteous cause are the
most powerful weapons for truth. They
will not only kill the enemy but will
find their purpose and Cailing as noble
warriors who were Wiliing to rise in the
face of injustice, take on the enemy and
defeat them. It will be the celebration
of their lives and will define their ex-
istence beyond the day they die. That
kind of warrior is what makes maneu-
ver warfare successful above all other
considerations. It is the heart and soul
of victory for those blessed enough to
have that Cailing and execute it with

ﬁdeiity.
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