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 Strategic Deterrence Joint Operating Concept


Purpose.   To provide a brief synopsis of the Strategic Deterrence (SD) Joint Operating Concept version 0.2 dated 25 September 2003.  

Synopsis of the Central Idea:  Ends, Ways, and Means

Strategic Deterrence is the prevention of aggression or coercion by adversaries that could threaten vital interests of the United States and/or our national survival, by means of decisive influence over their decision making. The SD JOC seeks to influence capability development by describing how a Joint Force Commander will plan, prepare, deploy, employ, and sustain a joint force to achieve strategic deterrence objectives through 2015.  The goal is to decisively influence the strategic deterrence center of gravity of potential adversaries:  their decision-making calculus.
· Adversary perception of the benefits of a course of action

· Adversary perception of the costs of a course of action

· Adversary perception of the consequences of restraint (i.e., what will happen to them if they do not take the course of action)
These “ways” are the tools for implementing effective strategic deterrence and they contribute to the “end” of strategic deterrence by:

· Denying Benefits 

· Imposing Costs
· Inducing Adversary Restraint
Military strategic deterrence efforts must integrate all three “ways” and must be synchronized with the application of the other instruments of national power (economic, informational, diplomatic) so as to convince adversary decision makers that in taking an action they will:

· Fail to achieve the benefit they seek 

· Incur severe costs that outweigh perceived benefits
· Suffer a worse outcome than had they opted not to take the action the U.S. seeks to deter
The military “means” of the SD JOC fall into two categories:

Enabling “means” include:

· Global Situational Awareness  

· Command and Control

· Overseas Presence

· Allied Military Cooperation and Integration

Direct “means” include:

· Force Projection



· Nuclear Strike

· Active and Passive Defenses

· Global Strike

· Strategic Deterrence Information Operations

· Inducement Operations

· Space Control

Risks

· Strategic Deterrence is critically dependent on adversary perceptions and logic of rational self-interest
· Overwhelming U.S. conventional superiority will not by itself provide effective strategic deterrence.
· Ability to respond to enemy technological breakthroughs is of critical importance.

· Dependence on advanced technologies creates vulnerabilities adversaries will try to exploit
Description of the Military Problem

· Multiple, less well-understood adversaries
· U.S. military supremacy not a guarantee of deterrence success
· Asymmetry of Stake undercuts credibility of U.S. threats
· Must overcome Asymmetry of Stake with Asymmetries of Power
Summary

Due to rapid development of heretofore-unseen threats, our approach to Strategic Deterrence and its attendant capabilities must change. As deterrence is in the mind of the enemy, our focus must be adversary perceptions. Not limited to the narrow scope of DoD efforts, SD is a synergistic process, comprised of the totality of our national resources and capabilities. The SD requires seamless coordination between the DoD and outside organizations if it is to be made viable.








