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COMMOMN REFERENCE: Cassino (February to May 1944)

TYPE OPERATION: Dffensive. DNelibarate Attack, Mountain
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OPPBEING FDORCES: Rllied: 1S5th Army Groun

New Zealand Coros
g New Iealtanc mavision
4t Indian RDivision

& RPolish Coros
Sth Hresowa Division
Sd Carpathian Division

(Other Allied Divisiowms v
supodrtaing roless)

German: XIV pPanzer Corng

9@ Panzer LGrenacirer Divisaion

Ll Mountain Coros
1st Parachute Rivision
(Cther German Divisions in
supporting roles)

SYNDPSIS: Following the failure of the U5 Z4th Division
assault on Monte Cassino, the provisional New Zealarnd Corps
relieved the US forces. The New Zealand Corps, i1n the
Second EBattle of Cassino (February 15 - 18, 1944), conducted
an assault, suppomrted by aerial bomb wrdment. [ha aasrial
pombardment cestroved the monastery, but the assault failed.
The Third Battle of Cassirey (March 1S - 23, 1944), aliso
conducted by the New Zealand Coros, was suoported by a tank
assault and by the most massive close air support attack
attempted to date in the war, The close air suoport
destroyed the town of Cassin: but the assaults failed. With
Cassino blociting the road to Rome, Alexander recroubped his
1Stn Army Group, heavily weiphted his main effort arnc
launched a full-scale surorise assault between CTassino ang
the sea. The Fourth Battle of Cassind> (May 11 - 18, 1844)
was but a small action in this 15th Army Brouo Assault. The
Oxlen took Cassina on 1B May 1944,
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The Second, Third, and Fourth

Battles of Cassino

Cassinc, sc costly in human
life arnd suffering, ... was 1in the
end little more than a victory of
the human spirit; an elegy for the
commar: saldiers a memorial to the
defirnative horror of war and the
curiously perverse paradoxical

nobility of battle. (1) k

INTRODUCT ION

The struggies whicn raged around the town and mountailn
of Cassins during the first five monthns of 1944 are
collectively calleg "The Rattle of Cassino." They could
have beer, but were rot, called "The Cassino Campaign, " for
there were four distinct battles, In each of these
assaultsz, the allies attempted to capture the tawn and
meurtalrn of Cassives and the Germans (na longer a combirned
Germarn ard Italiarn RAx1s) attempted to stop them.

The Battle of Cassingo was one of the most controversial
pattles of the Second World War. Throughout histary,
battlec which have beern faught according to plarn have
recei1ved but cursory coverage unless they glorified some

rnati1onal learier, Controversial battles, an the olher hand,

have beer 1rntensively arnaly:zed by many. Cortroversial




1 )}

battles 1nclude those which failed to accomplish thear

abjective, those which should rever have been fought, those
which should have been fought differently than they were,
and those which toaak unnecessary and heavy casualties.
Cassino 16 controversial 1n all of these poinls.

The Rattle of Cassirno has beer Intensively analy:zed.
The bombing of the monastery of Monte Cassinoe, an exercilse
1n strategic air power only briefly touched in this paper,

ensires that the name of Cassin> will be long remembered.

That bombing decisiorn 18 nat withiv cur purview, for cur
analysis examines only the graund fighting at Cassino, a
series of battles which are contraversial ernough in their
awn rioht.

wnile the Rattle of Cassinc appears to have peen
strategically insignificant to the cutcome of the war, the
capture of Cassina was politically sigrnificant. While the
lessons of Cassino appear not to have been appreciatecd
guring the war, there are lessons which are applicable to

the fumy of today.

SOURCE DATA

The scope »f this study begirns after the completion of

the firat battle, aralyzed by Major Curtis et aira 1n a CGSC

battle aralysis (&), The bombing of the monastery was the

operaing of the seccrd battle. The decision to bomb, made

[t




during the course of that first battle, is not analyzed in
this paper.

Information is readily available on the second to
fourth Cassino battles, but is more limited than that
available for the first battle. The first battle was fought
by American divisions, so American source data is readily
available. The later battles were fought by allied
divisions; their source documents are rot as readily
available as are the American documents. Only limited
histories and operations orders for a few of the units are
available in the Cambined Arms Research Library (3).

Since the Battle of Cassino was so controversial, there
are many books available to the researcher. These secondary
sources were written about the battles several years after
their occu%;nce. The books which cover the second thraugh
fourth battles are written primarily by officers who served
in the Commorwealth or Polish divisions during World War I1j
most of these authors themselves fought at Cassino. Most of
the books were written mainly as documentaries to either
fuel the fire of controversy or to Justify the necessity for
the fight at Cassino. It can fairly be said that most of
the authors "have an ax to grind." While some of the books
are fairly straight forward accounts of the fighting, many
make Jgudgements and provide military and political
assessments.

While the writers of many of the books guestion the

necessity for ever fighting at Cassing, all agree on the



bravery of the combatants on both sides. The authors not
only havae a common assessment of Caseino, but they use the
same sources (at least, those which acknowledge their
sources cite common sources). The informatiorn available in
these books is, therefore, largely redundant. Only the
particular acts of hercism chosen to illustrate the fipghting
are different.

Books writtern about the Italianm Campaign summarize the
fighting around Cassina adequately for most purposes.
Although the battle was fought by allied, as well as US,
soldiers, the history‘of the US Army in World War I
pravides gquite satisfactory coverage of the battle (4) (D).
Those books written specifically about Cassine contain a
wealth of detailed information, but most of it is
repetiticus. Where paragraphs of this study cite but one
reference, there are usually three to five books which
support the facts as reported. Somehow, the agonies of a
New Zealand soldier fighting across mud and rubble seem much
like the suffering of an Americar or Indiann or Polish
soldier fighting across the same or reighboring hill. In
the end, it is hard to remember what is different between
thedir acoounts.

Merhaps one asﬁect of Cassing which has not been fully
svaiuvated, and which will rnot be analyrzed in this study,
womers From the revelations about ULTRA. - In the light of
LR dnformation now lonowrn ta have been ayailabla ta the

Al Tl strategic commanders, one oan orly ask how able were

/.



the generals who sent their mer up the frigid muddy slopes
to death? An urnanswered, and row unanswerable question, is
whether the replacement of US forces with British
Commorwealth (New Zealand and Indian) forces was a purely
political move by General Clark, a commander privy to ULTRA

information on German troop locations.
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THE STRATEGIC SETTING

The BRattle of Cassino was part of the Italian Campaign
of World War I1. (Map 1--Strategic Setting). The situation
in Italy at the begirming of 1944, found the Germans
entrenched in defersive positions within Italy, an occupied
country which only shortly before had beeri their ally (8).
Germany was on the defensive on all fromts anmd Hitler was
determined to hold every foot of occupied territory. The
German Army, under Field Marshal Kesselring (of the
Luftwaffe), was dug in across Italy alorng the Gustav Lire,
the pivat of which was Cassinog held by the 392th Panzer
Grenadier Division under General Baade (7). On a strategic
defensive, the Germans could take only limited offerisive
actior in Italy, but were determined to exact maximum
penalties from the allies in Italy as they moved rorth (8).

During the second, third, and fourth battles of
Cassino, the German army was apposed by the Allied 15th Army
Group containing forces of Great Britain, New Zealand,
india, Poland and Frarce with US forces in reserve and
support roles. Both sides were well traiﬂed,'well led, and
well equippad and included units already battle hardered in
previous engagements. As exceptions to these
jeneralizations, the allied forces had little recent
training or experience in mountain warfare and both sides

e localized supply problems.




By this time in the war, the allies had seized the
strategic offernsive. The allied ratiorale for invading
Italy was to open a second fromt, or as the 15th Army Group
commander, General Rlexarnder, put it, the Italiarn Campaign
was "a great holding attack" to siphon of f German reserves
and prevent their use in France and Russia (9). Political
considerations among the allies played a major role in the
strategy of the Italian campaign, for the capture of Rome
pricor to the invasion of Fravice was deemed an essential
political aim by British Prime Minister Winston Churchill
(1?3 . He argued, as always, for peripheral attacks against
the "soft underbelly of Eurape" (11). The American Joint
Chiefs reluctantly agreed to this British view, but
approached the Italian campaign warily lest it begin to
grain resources from the invasion of Frarce. (In fact, the
Americans placed the Italian campaigri third in their list of
pricrities after Operation OVERLORD and Operation ANVIL.)
These differing strategic mindsets would eventually deoom the
Italian campaign to & grinding war of attriticon as landing
craft and precious divisions were stripped from RAlexander's
forces to support higher pricorities (12).

The Battle of Cassirm canrot be seen in perspective
without comsidering Operation SHINGLE, the landing at PAnzio.
The original allied decision to land rnear Rome was made on 8
Noavembary 19473, The original coresept called for only a amall
larndivy with a linkup by Fifth Army, anticipated to have

ceenpier forward positiooco- at Frosinorne by then.,  The



combivned forces were ther to drive rorth and capture Rome.
Slow progress through the Bernhard Line defernses during
1943, and the approachirng departure of most of the Italian
theater’s landing craft to support the OVERLORD and ANVIL
landings, changed the concept (13).

Prime Minister Churchill had pushed hard for another
amphibicous larndirng since December 1943, and felt that the
"stagnation" on the Italian front was "scandalous." The
political considerations were extremely important to him, as
the Italian theater would be the only one in which British
(racre properly, Commorwealth) forces would predominate after
the buildup in Frarnce. Churchill firmly believed that Rome
sheould not be sacrificed today for the Frernch Riviera
(Operation ANVIL) tomorvow (14).

The result of this political pressure for an amphibious
landing south of Rome was that Operation SHINGLE came to be
the focus of the Italian campaign rather than a supporting
effort, Az noted above, the Arzio landing originally was to
take plaee.wheﬂ Fifth Army had reached Forsinone. This still
had not happerned by mid~JénuaPy, sn, to get the operation
moving, the size of the landing force at Anzic was increased
significantly from a reinforced division to the VI (US)

e . Operation SHINGLE, which included the first attack
o Cassing, was laurnched on 22 January 1944, osternsibly to
sreat the stalemate at the Bustav Line and open the road to
Rome.  The Americans landed at Anzio evern Lthough Fifth Army

was mawhere rnear Frosinone (19).,
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Thus, & strarge reversal had taken place. Instead of
the Anzic larnding being supplementary to and conditional
upon the advance of the main forces of Fifth Army, the
allied attacks against the Gustav Livne had to be mairnctained
to hold the German reserves south of Rome and keep them away
from the Arnzio beachhead. The allies at Cassino thus had to
keep attacking in the terrible Italian winter even though
from an operaticnal standpoint it would have beern better to
wait out the worst af the winter before attackirng the Gustav
line.

The Battle of Cassiro took place rnear the tawn of
Cassing, a key position on the Gustav line. (Map 2-—Winter
Stalemate). Cassing controlled access to the Liri Valley
south of Rome by sitting astride Route &, a major highway to
the eternal city (17). Mountains in the area rise abruptly
and offer mutually supporting positions to the defender.
This was as evident to the defending Germans as it became to
the attacking allies. Much of the attention of both sides
was focused on Monastery Hill, & 1708 foot mountain, the
site of Monte Cassino, mother abbey of the Benedictine
order.

The fighting at Cassiroy which proved to be the most
grueling of any during the war irn southern and western
uarape, was osternsibly to apen Route & to Rome. The battle
i the Face of Monmte Cassino everntually came to be an end in

iteelf for attacks had to be pressed all alovng the fronmt in

11




an attempt to relieve pressure on the precarious Anzimo
heachhead (18).

The Battle of Cassino can be divided into four separate
battles. The first battle, an adjunct to Operation SHINGLE,
was corducted during the severe Italian winter from 17
Jarary 1944, to 11 February 1344. (This battle was the
sithject of Magor Curtis' 1983, Battle Analysis). The first
Rattle of Cassino consisted of attacks by the US 34th and
I6th Infantry Divisions to secure the key terrain of Monte
Cassing and the town of Cassino. These attacks was
unsuccessful. The US 34th Infantry Division, under the 11
(Ug) Corps, a part of the US Sth Army commanded by General
Mark Clark, crossed the Rapido River arnd mourted an uphill
assault into a German infantry force of comparable strength
cocupying well fortified positions dug into Monte Cassinc.
Or 11 February 1944, the first battle for Cassino ended with
the firal assault of the US divisions being repulsed. With
twoy of its regiments already devastated by the Rapide River
crassing fiasco, this repulse marked the end of the line for
the US 36th Infantwy Division and the II (US) Corps in the
Cassine battles (137,

The second battle of Cassinc (Operationn AVENGER)
cccurrad from 15 through 18 February 1944, with the allied
assaulits conducted by the New Zealand Corps under Gerneral
Bernard Freyberg. The third battle (Operation DICKENS)
oczurvred from 195 to 23 March 1344, and was once again

conducted by the New Zealand Corvrps. Because the allied

1@
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combatants were unchanged, some authors refer to the second
ard third battles as a single lonpg drawn—cut battle of
attrition with two assaults. The Germans, who changed
combatants betweew the second and third battles, combirned
the first and second battles into one and called the third
their "Second Rattle of Cassino.

The fourth and fimal battle, a part of Operation
DIADEM, occurred from 11 to 18 May 1944, arnd was conducted
by the 13th (BR) Corps and the Free Polish forces (the &
Polish Corps). ‘

Urnder the 135th Army Group flag, the four battles of
Cassino invalved US, British, Frernch, Indian, Folish and New
Zealand troops (20). Enemy units were part of the German
1@th Army and consisted of an elite parachute division,
trained mauntain troops and a number of Fanzer Grenadier
regiments (21). (See Appendix 1--Strategic Forces

Available).

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

During all of the battles for Cassino, weather played a
significant role. Gererally speaking, it was cold, wet, and
miserable until the fourth battle. The waterlogpned Liri

Valley, through which the allies had to mareuver, was in an

almost continwsus state of flaod, The allies aperating in
this flaodplain and on the sides of the mountain were

ewposaed o the elements while the Germans, occoupying
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deferisive cositions, were somewhat sheltered from the
ravages of weather. Sickness brought on by too much
exposure o wet and cold claimed as many allied casualties
as wounds (22). Orne author described the scene in the
following marnner:

"The battleground had been reduced to

a universal grayness of a fortified moun—

tain wasteland proatected by a moat of nud,

marsh and flood”" (23).
During both the second armd third battles, E-wheel drive
veh.cles were useless. The wet weather restricted movement
ivm the valley tao men, mules, and the limited 4-wheel drive
vehicles available. By reducing the more heavily mechanized

allies toa mule and foot mobile infantry, weather served an

equalizing rale which helped the defencing GCermans while
limited visibility degraded allied air superiority (24).

Ail military aspects cof terrain favored the German

TR

deferder who tood maximum advantage of time to further

1mprave wpon the niumerous advarntageous features alreaay

1
orovaided by nature. The Germans, coccupying the high ground, é
had excellent observation of the allies, struggling through 1
the flooded Livi valley within rarnge of Germar artillery or i
attacking up the steen sides of Morastery Hill. ;

“recedirig the first battle, the Germans nad *aken

acvantage of caves and depressions ta build covered bunkers

which blerded intco the hillsides. Additional weeks of

preparation made these bunkers evern strornger arnd better

14
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concealed while bombardment conmtributed to disguising them
(25) . The allied aerial bombardment of the monastery
preceeding the second battle produced incredibly convoluted
ruins which the Germans then used to their maximum
advantage. They had also evacuated the town of Cassino and
rebullt it 1nto a series of strongpoints (26).

Besides praducing hiding holes for dismounted German
inifantry to fight from, the allied bombardment added
wbstacles ta the mud and rubble which dismounted the
mecharmized allies and made Cassirno a fight between
dismounted infantry. The Germars skillfully added mines and
englreer obstacles to the natural and bombardment created
obstacles, further slowing the allies (27).

Ac rnoted before, the Germans scarted the battie
accupying the key terrain, Skillful fighters, they
positioned their nutwfally supporing defensive positions to
contiral all averuwes of approach. Of course, from the
begivyming «f the battle, their very cccupation of Cassino
controlled Route €, the allied favored axis of advance on
Rioine. Just as it was the German occupatiory of strategic key
terrain which, combined with the allied drive on Rome and
attempts ta relieve Anzio, caused the battle to be fougnt,
s 1t was their occupation of tactical key terrair which
contralliec the avernwes of approach and made the alliiedg
attacks faii.

The second battle for Cassiv wase fougnt betweern the

New Zealarnd Corps (an element of the Allied Sth Army) and
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the Germarn X1V Panzer Corps. While German World War II
Caricer Divisiuns were combilined arms divisions, by this time
1im the Italian campaign, the XIV Ranzer Corps was Ranzer 1in
name anlyy 1t had beern reduced to 1nfantry (Farnzer
Greradier) and mourtain troops with only a handfull of
armored vehicles,

The Aliied 5th Army was fighting on a broad front. The
allied forces available on the Cassino massif as of 15
Semuary 1344, were the New Zealand Corps, consisting of the
2¢ New Zealand Divisicon and the 4th Indian Division
supported by the US 11 Corps Artillery (28). A French
Expeditionary Corps arnd elements of the II (US) Corps
(recently relieved at Cassino) played rio significant part in
the secund battle.

After the bloady, costly failure of the American 34th
and 36th Divisions to secure a breakthrough at Cassino, it
fell to the allied divisions to assume the responsibility
for achievirig the breakthrough. With the failure and
withdrawal «f the Americarn units, the 4th Irdian Division
arnd anc New Zealand Divisiuns, ariginally i1rntended to form
the &xplaortation forces to fallow the succegses of 11 (US)
Corps, had beewn hastily thrown together in the form of a
tenooarary New Zealand Corps (83). Thelr mission upow
committmert was to breakcout into the Liril Valley and also to
capture Cassiri, As wi1ll be seern, these missicrns became

matudlly exclusive 1n light ot the @xisting weather,

terrain, supply status and eviemy disprositians. Similarly
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the timing of this second phase battle for Cassino was
heavily influerced by the cperatioral goal of conducting
actions to take pressures off of the Anzio beachhead. Time
¢id riot allow for the adequate accumulation of forces and
material to accomplish the mission.

The New Zealard Corps relieved the {1 (US) Corps 1n the
Cassina sector between 12 and 1S February 1944, They came
1imto the battle at full strenpnth, lacking oanly grenades and
wortar cartridages.

Facing the New Zealarnd Corps were elements of the
Germarn XIV PRPavizer Caorps consisting of the 3ath Fanzer
Grernadsier Division, the 15th Fancer OGrenadier Divisiown, the
44th Hoch and Deutschmeister Infantry Division, and the 5th
Mountair Division.  The 30th Fanzer OGrenadier Division took
the brunt of the fighting at Cassina during both the first
aria second battles (2Q).

The second battle was fought by apposing forces which
were relatively equal i1n strength,. The allies had air
superiority which they failed to use effectively at Cassino
because of committmernts at Rnzio snd because the aircraft
which they were using were noet suited to the task at
Cassirn. The alliec clear supericority 1rn tanks was negated
by the mud which restricted tanks to roads, by the German
uze <f onstacles, and by German contreol of avenues of
appraoach. The Germans cccupled well-prepared pasiticong on

very cefercible terrarn from which they wore able to uce

y-r
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machine guns, mortars, and grenades to their advantage in

the conduct of the deferse.

The allies possessed a technological advantage in terms
of airpower and tanks. Two significant attempts were made
to capitalize on the airpower advantage. Frior to the
second battle the allies used strategic bombers to drop
about 602 tens of bombs on the monastery (31). This effort
marked the first time in the war that strategic bombers were
used in & tactical role in support of ground troops. Prior
to the third battle, a similar strategic bombing destroyed
the town of Cassino. ARs observers watched Cassing beirnpg
levelled in the bombivg attack, they were quite confident
that rno German defenders would survive. Their confiderce
was shortlived; however, as the Germans repulsed each allied
attack.

To a certain extent, the bombirng negated the allied
acdvantage in tanks. In the second battle, tanks were held
in reserve to exploit the success of the infantry. But the
terrain, rainy weather, and rubble from the bombing all
combirned to prevent the most effective use of tanks. Narrow
roads and huge craters did rnot allow the tanks to work in
corgunction with the infantry.

Durirg the course of the three bhattles the Germans made
very effective use of mortars, which they used to attack
targets iv ravires, on reverse slopes and behind walls. The
terrain arnd allied reliance on heavier guns made precision

prrmery against similar German targets more difficult.
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German units in Cassirnc were supplied primarily by
trucks from 1@th Army supply bases riear Fraginone or RAguila-
Sulmona, located approximately forty kilometers vorthwest
and eighty kilometers north of Cassino respectively. Rail
lines from northern Italy to these bases were often
interdicted by allied aircraft. Although damaged rail lines
were guickly repaired, the Germansg relied orimarily on
trucks, cperating at night, for resupply. If daylight
movemnent was required the Germans used sometimes very
circultous routes orn secondary roads.

Although supply ecornomy was necessary, adequate supply
was ot & limiting factaor for the Germans. Defensive
positions had beern prestocked with adequate food, water and
ammuritt ion. Stocks were replenished during lulls 1n
fighting. Weapons loasses were often campernisated for by
using Italian weapons. Artillery weapons were repaired at
shops set up very clase to the front.

Allied supplies were sufficient down to corps level.
However, di1fficulties existed in getting supplies to units
telow division level. Supplies were particularly critical
for units fighting 1n the mountains above the taown of
Cassirio, Vehicles could not riegotiate rnarrow mourntain
trails sa men and mules had tao carry supplies up the side of
the mountairn. These resupply parties were sften i1nterdicted
by Germarn machivie gun and mortar fire. Durang the third
battie, units located on isclated positions such as on

Hoangmarn'a Hill (2oant 4323) had to be resupplilied by air.
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Cuite often, air—dropped containers rcolled down the mountain
side 1nto German hands. Inadequate routes to forward
positicns alsco hampered efforts ta provide medical support
and ta evacuate casualties.

Allied inability to supply the units in the mountains
adversely affected the tactical cperations of these units.
Of particular riote was the fact that a lack of grenades in
the seccnd battle, a deficiency directly attributable to the
difficult resupply situaticn, severely hampered the tactical
effectiveress of those units and firalliy caused the
Commorwealth forces to abardon the battle.

Duri1ng the course of the three battles there was »ften
very little command and covtrol betweern brigade level and
platoans, Most of the fighting was done by company,
platoorn, or squad elements, Units became intermingled.
Incividual 1mitiative was the key to achieving tactical
suCCess.

Nllied inte.ligerce efforts (below the ULTRA strategaic
level) gsuffered pricor to both the second and fourth battles
as the rnewly arrived units did not have sufficient time to
send out pauirols to determine German positiorns. At company
level, allied units had a very paoor kriowledge of German
defensive positicons and were contirnually surprised by
effective fire coming from well-camouflaged locations. On

the other si1de, the Germans had excellernt tactical

intelligerce ocn allied positions (to 1viclude artillery
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locatiorns) everr though their strategic intelligence and
crder of battle intelligerice were defective.

The Germar defensive effort was cornducted from
positions that took months to prepare and were desigrned in
detail with great attention given to gun positions and lines
af fire. Vigorous counterattacks with accurate mortar and
artillery fire were used to guickly recapture grournd lost to
the allies. Mirnes and obstacles were effectively used to
restrict allied mavements, Reinforcements were moved
quickly from pasitian to pasition 1n vesnponse to allied
erforts. Rlthough the terrair around Cassino was inherently
very defersible, the Germarns did an excellent job of
creating a defersive system that was virtually impregnable
(Z2).

In gereral, the allied troops had excellent physical
conditior. and morale, although the New Zealand Corps was in
much better conditiorn for the second battle than for the
third. Sirce the allied forces changed during the three
battles, the speciiic condition of the alliese will be
addressed i1n each battle’'s discussion, The Germans of the
0th FPanzer Greradier Divisicr had beeri mauled in the first
hattle of Cassirnc, but were still tough fighters and held
the duminant terrairn. Well prepared deferisive plans
countributed to the morale cf the Germarn defenders.

Because of the rnature of the battles, effective

leadership was fnost often displayed by small-urnit leaders.

Small groups, often isclated from their rormal command and
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control elements, took the i1nitiative to seize a key
[ ]
position. Counterattacks began immediately as & result of

small-urit initiative. At this lower level of leadership,

both sides had rnumercus incidents of courage and bravery.

U wited P'eess I'hote

Smoke rises from the town of Cassino during
shelling by Fifth Army artillery in February

1944, shortly before the bombing of the
Maonastery, which can be seen atop Monastery Hill
in the background. Castle Hill is at right.
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THE SECOND EATTLE

(15 to 18 February 1944)

The secord Battle for Cassino was begun on 135 February
1344, only three days after the failure of the first battle.
The staff for the New Zealand Corps was formed just prior to
the attack which initiated the second battle. Members of
this staff were taken largely from the 2nd New Zealand
Division and had very little opportunity to settle 1n and
work together as members of a corps staff. Their removal
from the €d New Zealand Division left that division with a
depleted staff.

An essential part of the New Zealand approach was to
use massive bombing and artillery preparation prior to the
assault. This technique failed because the Germans were
well dug—in and because of pooi: air—-ground coordination.

The bombirng of the monastery was conducted before the ground
troops were ready so the ground assault occurred too late to
capitalize orn any advantage from the effects of the bombing.

Lt Geri Sir Bernard C. Freyberpg, while experienced ard
possessing an excellent reputation, was untried as a corps
commander, having spert most of his time as a division
commander. Freyberg was characterized as strong-minded,
aggressive, energetic, and coptimistic. He was concerned
about the welfare of h1s soidiers and wary about rieediess

loss of lafe,
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The real leadership and staff weakness of the New
lealand Corps lay at the division level. c¢d New Zealand
Division had a riew commander and a largely riew staff at the
segicrning of the second battle. {(The New Zealano Corps
staff had been formed from 2d New Zealand Division key
persormel). This turmoil and 1rvexperierce at the highest
level provided very little inspiration or guidance for lower
level units. Fiecemeal commitment of units and poor
coordination of unit actions probably resulted in part from
iriexperiericed leaders at division and corps level (33).

The New Zealand Corps was unfamiliar with the type of
mountain and urbarv fighting required ivn the Cassira sectar.
fast experiernce had riot prepared the corps for this type of
combat and there was no time to train before the attack on
15 February. Once cormmitted, units were more concerned with
survival against the elements and the evemy thar with
trainirg. The New Zealand Corps arrived urprepared for this
type of fightirng, was committed too guickly to battle and
was forced to hang on to positions until exhaustion forced
eventual withdrawal. With so little time available before
their first battle, the New Zealand Corps attempted to
follow the American tactics that had very nearly succeeded
in the first battle fur Cassinc.

The commarnder of the rewiy formed New Zealarnd Corps,
Gereral Freyberg, chose a course of action dictated by the

oraomise of aerial bHombardmernt. The ability to destroyv

deferises thruugh aerial bombardment had riot beevi proven—--it
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was a new thecory (35). Urder circumstances that would try
an experierced corps staff, Freyberg’'s staff was new to
corps work, unfamiliar with each cother, and painfully
inexperienced. As 1f this were not enough, the first battle
for Cassino erded on 12 February 1944, and the new unit and
new staff started the second battle for Cassinc on 15
February 1944 (36). Time was rot an ally of the newly
created New Zealand Corps.

The caurse of action settled upon by Gerneral Freyberg
and his staff was feasible——~all things considered. The New
Zealand Corps had only two divisions—-—-the 2d New Zealand and
the 4th Indian Division. They would follow the basic plan
the Americarns had used in the abortive first battle of
Cassirc with orne major addition—~—-the promised support of the
Air Farces. The Air Forces were to pave the way, 1t was
thought, so these divisions could achieve victory with
miviimuam casualties. The use of airpower was to make up for
the lack of adequate plarmirng time. Besides, it was asked--
what deferises could remain after the 15th Army Group Alr
Force had unleashed its bomber, fighter and fighter-bombers
o the orie mile square fortressof Cassino (37)°?

The plan for Gerneral Freyberg’s two divisions to
conduct a giant pilrncer movement. (See Map 3). The Fourth
Indiar Division was to gain the high ground, attack through

t..e salient which had beern held by the Z4th Division, move

from the rnortheast to capture Morastery Hill and the Abbey




upon it. At the same time, to the south of the town, the
New Zealand Division was to secure a bridgehead over the
Rapido River and then link up with the Indian Division at
the foot of Movnastery Hill. Following the capture cof
Cassirno and clearing of Route €, a mobile force (Combat
Command B of the US 1lst Armor Division, held in reserve)
would be launched up Route 6 to Rome (38).

The over confidence in the untested Rir Force was sao
prevalent that it was felt that the Cassino mission would
take only a short time. After bombing Monte Cassinoc, it was
thought the air forces could concentrate their full support
over the threaterned Anzio beachhead. This army
overconfidence arnd inexperience was illustrated in the fact
that the Fifth Army did rnot even think about telling
Freyberg of the bombing until too late for his staff to
coordivete the bombing at Cassino with the grournd attacks of
the two divisions of New Zealand troops. As it happened,
the coordination was rot made and the positive effects of
the bombing were rnot exploited, for the ground troops were
not ready to attack at the same time as the air strike was
made against Monte Cassino (39).

Additicnally, the issue of the Monastery of Cassino
itself bears mentioning. A building of tremendous
higtorical significarnce, 1t sat atap Morastery Hill, totally
dominating the terrain for miles around, and overlooking the

approach to the Liri Valley and Highway 6. vhethor the

German troops actually occupied the mornastery or merely the
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hills and terrain upon which it sat, has been debated since
the battles. The guestion of the actual location of German
troops is of historical significance, but the belief of the
allies that the Germaris were in the mornastery i1s key to
whether the cdestruction of the monastery was jJustified. In
terms of the mission given to the New Zealand Corps, (i.e.
to capture Cassing) and in view of the pressure for mounting
the offersive in support of Anzio, there seem to have been
few alternatives to the allied forces other than an
immediate attack.

Physical condition and morale on the allied side were
excellent prior to the second battle. Both the New Zealand
and Irndien Divisicns had excellent fightirng reputations
earvied in battles in North Africa. The New Zealand Division
had very good esprit de corps and possessed a feeling of
being elite. The Indian Division had a proud tradition and
was very professional. However, reither division was

trained i1n mountain warfare.
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The plans for the second battle of Cassino were not
much different from the attempts made earlier by the US 1I
Corps. (See Map 4). Essentially, the attack consisted of a
pincer mavement with the 4th Indian Division attacking the
Monastery Hill from the rear (the North) and the 2nd New
Zealand Division attacking in a westward direction across
the Rapido River at the base of the hill seeking to break
through intc the Liri Valley (41).

The efforts of the American Divisions had gained a
foothold (although far less secure than the New Zealand
Corps was led to believe) along the high ground northwest of
the moriastery, along terrain which has become known as
Snakeshead Ridge. After successfully seizing the monastery,
the 4th Indian Divisiorn was to continue down the hill to
secure Highway 6 (42).

The morniastery, whether occupied in force by enemy
soldiers or merely by observers was in such a commanding
positicon that it was the opinion of the New Zealand Corps
that it must be neutralized if the attack were to succeed
(432). The experierices of the Americari Divisions attested to
this fact.

It was decided that the anly way in which to accomplish
this was through the use of heavy bombers. Controversy over
the wbombing of the morastery existed then and cuntinues to

this day; however, the bombivig of the monastery was indeed
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incorporated into the fire plan of the 4th Indian Division
(44) .,

Corcurrently with the attack by the 4th Indian
Divisior, the 2nd New Zealand Division would attack along
the railway causeway, sei1ze the railway station and
subsequertly capture the Roman Theater in the vicinity of
the westward turn of Highway 6 into tne Liri Valley. Success
would afford the opportunity to the tanke of the lst US
Armored Division to drive into the Livi Valley and up
Highway 6., The capture of the rai1lway station was seen as
key far 1t would allow the improvement of the railroad
causeway and proavide a conduit for following tank forces.
The plan for the New Zealanders to link up with the 4th
Ingi1an Division along Highway &, would, 1T sucrcessful, cut
off and 1solate the defenders of the town of Cassino itself.
Evern if the 4th Indian Division attack failed to capture the
morastery and sweep down toa Highway 6, the capture of the
railway staticom and the subsequent capture of the road
jurniction ard area arcound the Roman Theater would essentially
cper the Liri Valley to the allies (although leaving them
subgject to observation and indirect fire) (43).

While this plan had 1ts share of risk, 1t appeared to
be the crne with the most charnce of success. The Germans had
fiooded the raiver valleys and to attempt actions across
these *+loaded lowlarnds woald likely result in as little and
coetly cuccess as haa the Americarn river crassing aperation

(48)., Nevertheless, this plar was riot without its own
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T1E dB. There had been sufficient time for the enemy to
create significant obstacles along the rai1lroad embankment,
to have blown the bridge over the Rapide and to have
emplaced 11 other imaginative obstacles along the route.

(See Map 9). The key to the success would be the rapid and
effective overcoming of these obstacles, and yet advance
along such & narrow avenue would subject the attack to delay

1f the obhstacles were not breached 1v a timely manner,
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MOUNTAIN BATTLEFIELDS
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Snakeshead Ridge, mountain approach to Monastery Hill.
Sevently yards separated foraard troaps of both sides here.
American, British, Indian and Polish infantry who succes-
sively ocenpied Snakeshead had to be maintained by mules
and porters making round journeys of 14 miles each night.
Allied positions were overlecked by enemy from three sides.
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EXECUTION

Beginning with the relief of the Americarn units on
Snakeshead Ridge, the 4th Indian Division encountered great
difficulties. Contrary to the unit lccation information
provided by the American headquarters, the 4th Indian
Divsion found the realities of the situation on the ground
to be quite different and significantly less advantageous.
Expecting Point 593 (Cavalry Mount), a domimant height along
Sriakeshead Ridge, to be in American hands and to form a
secure startpoint from which to launch their attack toward
the moriastery, the 4th Indian Division found it to be in
German harnds (48). The Indiarns had to bitterly fight to
capture Foint S33 and the ruins of a medievel fort upon its
heights. Furthermore, the Indians fournc that the existing
Americar poasitions were little more tharn forward cutposts
and the build~up of the supplies with which to begin tne
attack would have to be made uwver treacherous mourntain
trails urisuitable for vehicles. Logistics became dependernt
upon mule trains to traverse the seven miles distarce from
the allied front to the supply trains (49). This was a
slow, laborious process which left the Divisiorn critically
short of vital ammmunitiorn supplies (rm2xtably mortars and
grenades) with which to laurch an attacic agairnst a
determined eremy haolding domiviating tervain (S0 . The

attack of the Divisiorn was to be further haspered by Llne




untimely loss to seriocus illness of its commander, Gorera
Tucker (31).

The relief of the forward Rmerican units an the Ridge
began on 11 February 1944, but, in view of the difficulties
already mentiorned, was rnot completed until the early morning
of 14 February. It would require arcther two days until the
secand brigade of the 4th Division (the 7th brigade) would
be in position behind the first (the Zth Brigade) (5&).
Origirnally, Gereral Freyberpg had ro interntion of rushing the
offerisive, sirnce he was aware of the difficulties heing
encountered by boath the &nd New Zealand and the 4th Irndian
Divisions. His intentions to allow adequate time (i.e. the
leéth of February) for logistical buildup and preparation
were, however, foreshortened by the pressures being
gervierated by the status of the beachhead at Arnzioc (T3). By
the l4th of February, intelligence expected a major
countercffernisive by the Germarns at Arnzio (S4). The allied
high command saw a pressing veed to initiate immediate
action along the Gustav lire to inhibit the German
capabilities at Anzio, The agreed uwpon air support for the
bombivig of the moriastery begar to be drivern by the
exigencies of Arnzio and riot by the tactical cornditions at
Cassino. Thus the possibility existed that Cassirng would be
bombed iwv acceordarce with Air Force aircraft covstraints,
but that the &d New Zealand Corps wouid vt be abile to

immediately exploit the sheoerk effect of bombing (a key

ingredient of Freyberg’'s argument for the boambricg of the




monastery) (53). Ivn fact, whern the weather forecasts for

the 15th of Feuruary projected acceptable weatner, the
combination of good weather arnd the anticipated rieed of air
support at Anzic in the inmediate future dictated that the
air missions over Cassivio be flowrn on that day (56). Thus
the date was set rnowithstarnding the fact that tactically the
2nd New Zealand Corps (particularily the Indiaw Division)
was riot yet prepared. The bombing began at @932 orn the 13th
and came as a surprise as much to the allied wunits or the
ground as to the Germans (S7). While it proved to Ge a
spectacular display, there was rot much time for

observat ior. With the bombing underway, the surprisec chain
of command had to begin to feverishly alter the original
plans for attack in order to exploit as guickly as possible
the shock effect of the bombing (58).

Originally the concept of the cperatiarn for the 4th
Indian Division envisioned the forward establishment of 1ts
7th Brigade as a combinaticor base and assault force, through
which would successively furmel first ite own batlalions
followed by those of the Sth Brigade. The 1l1th Erigade,
wolld, due to the terrain situation (i,e. extremely riarrow
tfront and tortuocus supply LOC’s) be utilized in the role of
porters to insure adequate supply of the 7th and Sth
Brigades (593).

The view of the battlefield and cornsequertly the
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diztated that hill 893 would have to be secured before any
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further movement onto the monastery proper would be
feasible. (See Map 5. Point 533 was in fact salidly held
by the German troops and was well covered by fire fram
supporting positions on adjoining terrain. Iri corder to
exploit the bombing of the monastery, the 7th Brigade had to
attack as scon as possible. However, sirce the hills
offered such dominating observatior a daylight attack
appeared tc be a fruitless endeavor and the allies chose a
night attack. With this time lag between the baombing ard
the ground attack the Germans were able to cvercome the
impact of the bombirng. Further, because the German
positions on Foint S93 were dangercously close to the 7th
Brigade position (as close as 70 yards) allied artillery
support for the attack was naot feasible (£@).

Sivice the previocus days had been spert primarily
findirig and reoccupying Americari positions and methodically
building their own logistic support there was precious
little time for 7th Erigade troops to cornduct active
patrolling and reconaissance of the eremy positions.
Because of the urncertainty of exact ernemy dispositions and
the rnarrow, hard, and rocky terrain which mace stealth in
movement virtuwally impossible, the 7th Brigade’s lead
battalicr (the 1st Royal Sussex) decided to attack on the
night of 15 February on a oane company (actually two glatoor)
front., After moving only SO yards tocward Point 5332, these

elements erncountered heavy machine gun fire coupled with

effective greriade usage which halted the attack 1in its

e bl BSR4 A A S A R R e R S )

PRI § S A S )

Ll.uERT




tracks and frustrated every effort to maneuver ard gain
point 593. The night ended with the withdrawal of the
company. Close support weapons (i.e. grenades) available to
the 7th Brigade were of irsufficient quantity, evern thaugh
the grenades of the following units were collected and
passed to the lead elements in contact. ARgain the
dominating observation offered by the terrain left the
battalion rno choice but to withdraw s as rnct to be trapped
In unterable positions with the coming of daylight (&1).

The morning of the 16th brought both the news that the
Garman counteroffensive had begun at Amziono and the order to
resume efforts to seize the monastery again that rnight. In
light of the previous night’s unsuccessful attack, the nrnew
plan was to conduct main and supporting attacks on point $33
with a reinforced company (B Company (%)) on the south side
of Paint 593 and a company mirus (R Company (-)) on the
riorth side, A third company (D Company) loaded with
ammunition would rush forward upon seizure of Point 923
helping to consclidate the hill and repulse the expected
counter attack. The battalion reserve would consist of the
remnants of C Company depleted which had made the firat
attack on the previcus night (63).

The rneed for close support weapons had become paterntly
obvicus irn the first attack, and an emergericy reguisition
for grerades was made early o the 16th. In fact, the
attack was delayed several times that riight in anticipation

of grernades arrivirng by mule trair. Whern the attacit began
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at midnight of 16& February, the number of grerades which had
arrived was only half the rnumber requested (£3).

Since artillery preparation of 8393 could riot be used
again due to the proximity of the frierdly forces to the
objective, artillery would neutralize the adjacent hill
positions which supported 593. Hill 575 was one such
position, bDut placing effective fire upon it posed its owrn
problems, in order to targebt S75 from the artillery
positions in the valley, some 1500 feet below, the shells
hac ta traverse the ridgeline leadivng from the 7th Erigade
positions to point S33. Sinice the attack route along
Srviakeshead Ridge was anly several meters lower thar Doirnt
S739, the shells would barely clear the heads of the
attacking Indians. Errors in elevation could be costly, and
1 fact proved to be jJust that, as short rounds fell amid
friendly trocps (E4).

As the attacking formations began to assemble along
their line of departure, some friendly artillery fire
intended for Point §575 impacted alaong the Srakeshead ridge
and produced friendly casualties among the twa leading
companies. After a hurried recrganization, the attack
nroceeded. As o the previous rnight, it was stallied by
machire gun fire after advarncing approximately S0 yards.
The force making the supporting attack erncountered two deep
and precipitous crevices rict shown on their maps (and

urikviowrn due to their havairng vo time to corduct

recornmnalssance’., Uriable to rocede furtirer they were
9 Y




relegated to providing supportivng fire only. The mair
attack force maneuvered under fire and succeeded in
attaining a foaothold on point 593, but was urable to
dislodge the determirned ernemy from their prepared positions
even with harnd to hand combat. With the supportirng attack
force taking heavy casualties, the reserve force (Company O
(-)) was committed 1n a reinforcivg role to Company A.
Similarily, with the mainn attack rurning cut of amnunition
and momentum, Comparny £ was committed in an attempt to turn
the tide. However, they too were halted both by the
crevices erncountered by Company R/ arnd by witherirng cross
fire. As o the night of the 13th the attack failed.
Inadequate quantities of grenades contributed in ro small
measure to this failure. The tw> unsuccessful attacks haa
cost the lead battalion (lst Royal Sussex Battaliorn) 12 of
15 afficers and 16& out of 313 mer, and rernderec it cambat
ineffective (69).

With the 1lst Rayal Sussex Battaliorn na longer
effective, ard Mornastery Hill arnd the surrounding terrain
sti1ll firmly irn German hands, another attack was plarned for
the night of 17 February 19344, This plan called for arcother
battalion of the 9th Brigade, the 4th EBattalier of the &th
Rajputaria Rifies, tw pass through the decimated 1st Royal
Sussex Hattalicrm ancd take point 593, The remnants of the
15t Royal Sussex would follow up ard continuve westward alang

R [N
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the idge to capbture hill 444, This action was to begiv ob
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172402 hours and would be followed at 18Q@2105 by twx other
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battalions irn a direct assault across the slopes and ravines
upon the noanastery. These twa battalicons, the lst of the
2nd and the l1st of the 9th Gurhkas, would have a difficult
and treacherous route, but were felt to be the best suited
forr this due to their Himilayan background. The 4th
Division's two reserve battaliorns were given the portage
mission to irnsure adequate amm:initicon and supply support of
the attacks (&6).

Simultanecusly with the 4th Division attack on Foint

2293 and Monastery Hill, the 2d New Zealarnd Divisiorn iwn the )
valley would send the £8th (Maori) Battalian along the

railrsad embankmernt to capture the railrcad statiaorn,

abdials

Follawing closely beliivnd the 28th Battalion would be a
company of sappers to rieutralize the (2 obstacles which the
Germans had executed alorng the embankmernt route. The

engirieer tasks were critical so that tarks and anti-tank

T T SR TN

guns could livk up with and support the leading infantry by

)
’ daylight of the 18th. Thus the erectiorn of bridges across '
both the Rapida and a caral were deemed critical, sirce to ;
R expect the leading i1nfartry to hald the railvcad stationm
throughout the next day without tank and anti-tarmk support !
woiiilc be 1viviting disaster, The combination of weather and ;
’ German flooding of the valleys forcec tne allies to accept ;
the restrictive approach along a narrow front, orcrne to |
bttt lenecks (£7).
The attack =f the 4th Fattalicrm of the 6th Ragoutana

Rifles alovrig Srniakeshead Ridge to captuwre point S332 nel a
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fate similar to the attacks of the previous twa nights. The
two Gurkha battaliuns moved out toward Monastery Hill with
the 1lst of “he 9th Gurkhas inmediately to the left (scuth)
of the 4th BRattaliorn of the 6th Rifles and the lst of the
2nd Gurkhas to their left. Both encountered rough going,
the lst of the 9th Gurkhas being pinned down by fires from
point S33 and the supparting hills. The 1lst of the 2d
Gurkhas headed for Monastery Hill along an axis which would
traverse hill 45@, (See Maps 4 and 9). They moved
relatively uwnopposed until they reached the ravirne at the
bottom of the northern slope of Mornastery Hill where a belt
of scrub vegetatiorn awaitec them. Nearivng this vegetation
they came under an intense grenade attack arnd dashed forward
for the anticipated shelter of this vegetation lire, only to
find that it was irn actuality a thorn thicket, i1ngenicusly
interwovern with barbed wire, and booby trapped with anti-
personrel mives. This cbstacle was effectively covered with
flarking and slightly rearward machirne gurn fire. With the
flashes produced by exploding anti-personmnel mirves pointing
the way, the Gurkhas were easy targets to the German
flanking fire. The lead elements of the battalion were
decimated ard the virtual curtain of machivie gun filire coining
from the slope of Momastery Hill prevented tihe follawing
companies of the battalion from making any further headway.
fis had occcurred before, the attack alorng Srnakesheac Ridge

met witn fierce deferders ang, nolwithstarnding the efforts

=wf the attackers, was stymied. The oniy differerce bHelween
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this attack and those preceedivng it was that the forces
which met defeat were three battalicns instead of the one
company or aone battaliorn which had previously been repulsed
there (68).

While this sequerce was occurring above the valley
floor, the 2nd New Zealand Division, lead by the 28th
(Macri, Infantry Battaliorn, attempted to advarnce along the
railway embankment to seize the railway station, and key
terrain slightly beycrd (the raurdhouse and & hillack),
Scheduied for 2133 hours on 17 February 1944, the attack of
the 28th Infantry BRattalion was to proceed fyom the Rapidao
lirne with AR and B Companies leading the main attack arnd &
diversionary attack being mace toward the town. At H+12 the
artillery preparation lifted and pricrity of fire switched
to cournterbattery fires and engagement of flank targets.
The lead companies soon ran into urcleared mine fields and
took heavy mortar fire, which caused the advarce to taxe
longer thar expected. By approximately 240Q hours the
station had beern coverrun by B Company and riumercus prisoners
taker, but because A Company was delayed aiong a heavily
protected traibutary of the Gari arnd was urable to capture
the roundhouse and hillock, B Company was unable to seize
1ts secondary objective, a cluster of houses riaorthwest of
the statior. The situation remaivned uncharnged throughout
the rniight (£3),

The key to the success ot tihls attar lay not only with

the success of the leadirng infantry battaliorn but with the
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rapid success of the engineers in overcoming the riumercous
obstacles emplaced along the causeway and coening it for the
remainder of the Division as well as the follow-or tarks of
the 1lst US Armored Divisior. The erigineers had a difficult
and tight schedule to meet at best. They were further
impeded by the early delays which were erncountered by the
tactical forces. These delays begarn with shelling dwing
the building of the bridge cover the live of departure/line
of contact over the Rapido, as well as the confusion caused
wv: thne passage of the 28th as 1t moved forward into ats
start posi1tions. Instead of being ready at 21Q3 hours, the
pridge was first ready at 2315 anc it was rot until 18Q5SvR
that the main bridoe was comnpleted. By leap frogging
elements the erigirneers cleared mines, powoby traps, and the
demalished rail line, bridged the wet gaps of the Rapicoc and
a caral, ard bridged dry gaps in the embarkment. In total,
they created riearly ore mile of pathway for the following
tank arnd anti—-tarnk forces (7@). Yet by first light the
engireers had faller short of the objective, since cbstacles
il arnd 12, both cry gaps, were yet to be overcome. With the
break of day, the enpineers were rot orderec to continue,
and the infantry holding the statiorn were toid they would
nMave to nold unti1l darkness of the comirng riight would ewable
the reiratiation of the engineer effort (71). With the
station area erposed to the commanding cbservation of
Moriastery Hill anly S@@ yards to the wast, the decision was

made to lay an artillery smoke screern to w2bscure the ares
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from enemy observatiorn. This was contirued throughout the
day. At approximately 1528 hours the Germars launched a two
pronged counterattack which was accompanied by two tanks
moving in from the wnorth, The smokescreen which earlier in
the day had provided the New Zealanders protection was naow
used to advantage by the Germar caunterattaking forces (72D,
Unable to offer effective resistance to the tarks, the New
Zealanders suffered unanticipated losses and retreated
across the Rapido river at about 1602 hour on the 18th of
February (73).
RESULTS/CONCLUSION

The rnet results of these attacks were tenuous footholds
at the base of point 593 and the forward slape of the ridge
line formed by points 458 to 445, ard a bridge over the
Rapido. The cost in lives had been high. The second battle
took its toll on the allies, but evern more devastating were
the effects of weather. Forward urnits in inadequate
shelters suffered from the harsh wet winter weather. Front-
lire units endured about 60 casualties per day, most due to
severe exposure or exhaustion. Criticism has beer leveled
that these actions failed because they were attempted iwn
Diecemeal fasinion. While this has some validity in view of
the fact that the 4th Division made its initial attacks with
first one company and then one battalion, in view of the
circumstarnces ekisting at the time, it is doubtful that this
criticism is totally fair. The &nd New Zealarnd Corps had

not wanted to attack before the vnight of 16 Febhruary 1944,
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which wauld have eriabled the 4th Division adegquate time to
build 1ts supply base s that 1t could lauvch a proper
attack. Pressure fram above, the insistance for action to
relieve the pressure at Anzio, the "premature and
uricocrdinated” bombing of the monastery on the 15th, the
flooding of the valley by the Germans, the weather and
terrain all bore on the viecessity of timing of the attacks
and the decision tao attack ailang narecow axes. Tawing All
things 1vto cornsideration, there does rnot apnear to have
beern much altermative to the attempts at pernetraticor mace by
the Ind New Zealard Corps. The fturtner sigrnificarce of
these battles 15 their dramatic 1llustration that uncer
proper coanditiorns and wlith praper preparation, the
acvarntapes which mechanization, matuvization and aivr power
brairg to a force carn be riegated. In such circumstarces, the
most elemerntary weapor, the soldier arnd his ri1ifle, is stiil
of saiornlficant 1upart (74). The recessicty for air/ground
coordiviation and the importance of erngireers to the success

of a combined arms cperaticons are patertly obvicus.
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THE THIRD BATTLE

(15-&3 March 1344)

The secornd battle of Cassinc (AVENGER, 15 to 138
February 1344) arnd the third battle (DICKENS, 15 to &3 March
1244) are sometimes regarded as a sirgle battle with two
assault phases. The third battle was fought ocver the same
ground 1n similar weather anc by the same allied fighters as
was the secaond. (Sr2e Map €--The Third Battle). The German
forces charnged; the lst Parachute Divisiorn replacing the
depleted 90th fFanzer Grenacdiers at the end of the second
battle, While the second battle had begun with aerial
pounding of the marastery, the +hird begarn with aerial
bombardment of the town of Cassimo. The Third battle was
more oriented orn the tcown of Cassiva tharn on the hill mass
with the mornastery.

The weeks betweer the second arnd third battles were a
time of attritior with the Germans receiving almost
corntinaal pounding by artillery and air and the allies
taking daily loses fraom trenchfoot and exposdare. Durivig the
pause between attacks, the contirnuwal pounding by artillery
ard air made the Cassinc battlefield look like a World War I
rio—mans lard betweer the trerchegs (7€).

The plar for the 3d Battle of Cassins was appraoved by

Gereral Rlexander very saon after the failure of the &d
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Battlie for Cassino. Strategaically, rnct much was changed

petweerr the two battles. The missicrn remained the same--to
ease pressure on the Anzio bridgehead by diverting German
troops to Cassino, The same paliticel pressures were still
being used to force the issue. The combinied Chiefs insisted
that the pressure agairnst Anzio must be relieved; Churchill
was adamant that the Americarn and Russian allies should see
that the Italiarn campaian had rot detericorated i1nto an
ineffective battle of attritiaorn, And, of course—-—-Rome was
st1l1l a valued prize (77).

Gerieral Frayberg's corps had beer mauled ivn the second
battle and ne was determined to ensure that the thaird battle
was vt going to be a replay. Faced with the same prablems
ne had during the first battle—-—-the horrendcocus weather, the
inexperiernced staff, the impregriable cabstacles and
urfriergly terrair that offered limitecd offernsive option—-
he begant plarmirng the 2d Fattle for Cassino (78).

The gerieral corcept of the battle was to withdraw the
allied troops to a 1,000 meter safety lire and ther to use
S0 medium bombers to provide three ard orne half hours of
saturation bombardment of the town of Cassino itself. The
New Zealarnd Division wauld push past the southerr face of

Morte Cassino along Route &, (See Map 7—--The Town of

Cassirnog) .
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The Indian Division would link up with the New Zealand
Divisiecri riorthwest ~f the monastery and complete the
encirclement. 1f successfuil, this course of action would
give the allies a large bridge head over the Rapido River
and an entry into the Liri Valley (73).

The &d Battle ended orn 18 Feb 1944. The 3d Battle plan
was approved on 20 Feb 1944. There were many pressures on
the allied Gerierals who were irnvolved ivi the plarnning and
tine was cornsidered to be a commodity in short supply.
Corsequently, 1t 1s viot surprising to find the approved plan
was ore which could be put 1nto effect quickly. The plan
again relied heavily on the Strategic RAir Forces' untested
ability to saturate a small target area (140@ by 400
meters). Geriera: freyberg haoped that such a bombardmernt
wonld limit casualties withirn his New Zealand Corps; he was
still painfully aware of the effect of heavy casualties on
his tiny naticr. The overall deperncerce orn the Qir Forces
to remove the defenses of Cassiro and demoralize the ernemy
was the same as 1t had beern for the 2d Battle——-a depernderce
that proved to be overly optimistic (81).

Ov the BGermari side of Monte Cassins some chariges in the
uriits ceocurred but the mission remaines the same--defend at
all costs. Field Marshall Hesselring chose Gerieral
Heidrich's 1lst Farachute Division to relieve the S@th Fanzer
Grernadier Division which had suffered severely arnd was

urgently in rieed of rest. Gerieral Baade’'s J0th Divaisior was

relieved ang three Farachute Brigades took over the Cassiro

!
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town, Monastery Hill and Foint 893, the Calvary Mount. 15th

Panzer Grernadier Divisiorn remaived irn occupatiorn of the
Rapido sector while the 71st Infantry Division was to be
used as a piecemeal reserve (82). The elite saldiers
reflected the cocky, aggressive attitude of their conuwander,
Lt BGeri Richard Heidrich. He set high standards and drove
nis men hara. Heicrich conveyed to his soldiers a
passessive attitude about Cassiro and also an attitude of
aggressiveness arnd calm urnder pressure. The cther German
uriltts 1nvolved were of similar mettle.

As previously stated, the plan for the 2d Rattle
(Operatiaor DICKENS) was appraoaved on 20 Fedruary 1344, with a
planmed executiorn date of 24 February 19344, It is hard to
believe but the weather, already terrible, got sigrnificantly
worse before the &4th of February so the apartior was
post povied. Without favorable weather, any plan which
deperded on the Air Force for victory was doomed. The
weather in February and early March was so bad all aircraft

were agrounded ((83).

THE BATTLE

The third pbattle begar as plarmed, alioeit much later
thar the original plarn had calied for. Gereral Freyberg,
relieved of the reed to attack, at any cost, prepared plans

which calied for at least three successive days withaut rvain

(34) . It took until the 7th of March before this criterion




was met, but the airfields were so sogoy that it was the
15th before the bombers could take aff. Durirnig the weeks
betweer the second battle and the third battle, the
artillery, less hampered tharn the air force by rain and
srnow, had continued to pound the Germars on Cassina (8%)

Wher the weather cleared sufficiently, the Air Forces
bombed the town of Cassino from Q838 to 1202 hours on 15
March 1944, Durirng this preplarmned strategic boamber strike,
1,184 tons of bombs were dropped on the town of Cassing,
irta an area romivially 1,402 by 420 meters. Only abaut half
of the bombs actually hit the target area, but they were
sufficient to ensure that rno buildivigs were left standing
(aithouagh the rubbie and brokern wall still provided
excellent cover and concealment for the Germans). Mary of
the bombs which missed the towrn of Cassino fell nearby (some
or allied gun positionsg), but one group of bompers actually
bombed the wraoarg town (Venafro) -- about tervi miles fram
Cassino (86) Fallowing the bomber strike, fighter bombers
were on call during the aftewvrncon (87).

After the bombing attack, the &6th Erigade (New
l{ealarnc) advarced, as per plarn, orn the rnorth side of the
town of Cassinz behind artillery preparatory fires. The
Z5th Battalion, previously withdrawn a kilometer, led the
way into tne town and met fires just a few nurdred meters
beyord their earlier positions. (88) Mearwhile., the Gth
Brigade (NZ) fired into the towrn from the left flanx

(southeast). The plan of the day called for the obhject:ive,
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Castle H1ll (poirvt 193), to be takern during the first phase

of the operation ("Ouisliing®). This first phase was to be
completed by 1420 houwrs, twa houars after the completicnr of
the bombing. (89) Ps &5 Rattaliorn entered the town fraom

the rnorth, they encountered brisk firve from the ruins of the

U USRI, § P

town, 1iv particular from Castle taill. The combination of

rubble, smoke, and dust made observation extremely

difficult, so the New Zealarnders were unable to effectively

TR T

si.erce the Germar: marksmer with either cirect ¢r 1ndirect

fires. Addivng further to the problems of the allies, their

tarnks were urabie to follow the 1nfantry due Lo the rubble

in the streets, a praoblem about which Colornel Mack of the

-

X1l Air Support Command had warrned Gereral fFreyberg
(3@) (91). Radiw nets falled about 1302 hours and enemy P
snipers shot both messergers and wiremern, making

commuriications virtually rori-existent. The same enemny fires

from the ruirs and from positions on the hilisice kept the

-
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engireers from coming forward to clear the rubble whaich
bhlocked tanks and slowed the i1nfantry. Because

reinforcements were slow to arrive and because of the poor

re

commuriications, the ai:lies were unable to seize the Foint
425 (-langmarn's Hi1ll) cefewrises. The tbattle for tne town of
Cassiriy poameo down into nouse by house (actually ruobie
mase by 1 vubbie masse) clieaicinn of the towr, This bkattle
vecame a matter cof platoon and scuad operaticns with

1ineffective communications,. [t seemed tnhat the Germans

rewmtilltratec as fast as the ruin was cleared (3&).




The real reed in Cassivna was for more troops to clear

ruins and prevent reoccupatian. Urbar fighting 1s &

marpowever internsive operatior, The reinforcemerts were not

forthacomivig and mast of the squads anc platoons withcrew Dy

midriight. 0f cowrse, the aerial bombardment had succeeded

1ve so pouncing the roads that the tanks were unable to even

get ciose to the towrn tor an hour after the 1nfantry had

invested 1t. in street fighting, the tank-i1nfantry team was !

fourd to De cecisive, but the rubble ir: Cassinc kept the

tariks from getting close encough to tne infanmtry to be

herofu: (23). 3
The story of the street fighting in Cassinge is &

collectinn of tales of small umit hercism and 1nability to

commurniicate with higher headguarteirs. The firet phase of

the attack nad as its cbiective the capnture of the Castle

=111, By 1645, the castle fort was in the hands <f D

Company, &£5tn Batt&ilon, DUt they were urabie to communicate

thelr suUCCESS anc s were rot relieved or reinforced, hence

the attack orogressed no further (940, These Yroops firnalilly

recoived ascsistance avout midnight of the 15th when the ‘

I1st/4th Essex arrivec. The Gurkhas arrived on the morning

of tne 16th anu by ;;rly attervrioor hao takern a foothald on

marnnman®s Hi1ll (Foont 433) (33). The ali:es ware riever able

to properiy re:nforce tnelr holc on these outpLsts which

were uncer almast contirval counteratiack by Heaidierich's

Jaratraadenrs.
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Mearwhile, down in the town proper, the reserve
battalion (the &6th) was rnot ordered to advance until 1725
hours on the 15th; they arrived in position in the mniddle of
the night. By this time, the weather had closed in,
producing an inpernietrable darkness. The attack had to wait
until dawrn when it was guickly halted by the Germans who
pinned the New Zealanders down all day on the 1léth (3&).

Where tanks were able to come forward, after heraoic
ergineer effort, they provided valuable fire support to the
infantry. Their armor protected radics proved to be even
more valuable than tﬁeiw guns, for the infantry radios were
almast worthless (97). House-to-house fighting continued
all day on the 16th with the Germans looking arnd shooting
dowrt from fortified positions on the hillside and
infiltrating the town. On the hill, point 236 was an
important German fire base which was almost impossible to
take and probably impossible to hold with the monastery
averlooking it (28). The allies hoped to used their tarks
ta hit the open German eastern and southern flanmk to take
the train station, clear the railway causeway, and bring
more tanks to bear on the Germans. Unfortunately, extensive
engineer effort was reguired to opern the pitted and rubbled
aporocaches to the tanks. A well coordinated combirned arms
effort was reguired to protect the ergireers while they
cleared the way for further tarks and infarntry advarce, butg

the effort aoolied was anythivng but well coordirated (99).




Mearwhile, the aerial bombardment had succeeded in
stopping the flow of supplies to the German forward areas
during daylight hours. The Germans felt, however, that they
were still able to move freely during the hour of darkness.
Had the battle gore on for days, the German supply situation
would have become critical. While the allied aircraft were
abie to continue interdiction of the lines of
communications, raids during the evening of the 15th had
kept the allied fighter—bombers off the German positions
during a crucial peria¢ (120).

Since the allies seemed to have failed throughout the
ertire day of the 15th to take the first objective (they did
not feel secure iv having only a few troops in the castle),
the original plans were superseded. Following a night of
light combat, on 16 March the allies continued their assault
on the hillside defenses. Rs mentioned above, the lst and
9th Gurkhas finally secured Hangman’s Hill by early evening
of the 16th. The allies found it impossible to completely
secure the town and hillside without tank support but tanks
were not able to cross the river without engineer support.
The erngireers were, as mentioned, hampered by eremy fire
called in from hidden and reveted observation posts in the
nills (1al),

Gereral Freyberg was convinced that the key to the
capture of Cassino was the town and not the morastery. On
the night of the 16th, the allies tried, without success, to

use their tanmks to support the infantry. The real allied




failure, though, was to continue trying to clear the town
with only three battalions; Freyberg thought that he had
enouch troops in the small area and refuc~d to thraw in
additional troops for street-to-street fighting. He used
his tanks around the periphery of the town where the ground
was more open (122).

The allies continued grueling peripheral tactics arocund
the edge of the town throughout the seventeenth and
eighteenth, Both sides took heavy logsses, but the allies
withdrew damaged units while the German paratroopers
reinforced with individual replacements. Heidrich would wot
allow his units to be replaced; in particular, he insisted
that his units remain commanded by paratroopers, even when
the urits had suffered grevious casualties (103).

By the 19th of March, the allies finally had encugh
tarks across the river to try an assault on the monastery,
by this time finally recognized as essential to the winrning
the the battle. Due to the mud and rubble, the tanks did
not prove to be as valuable as the allies had hoped, for
they were unaSle to accompany the infantry as closely as
desired. Mearwhile, the Germans had infiltrated troops into
the town of Cassino and were able to launch a counterattack
of their own on the 13th. The Germarns caught the allies at
the castle just before they were to attack uphill toward the
morastery. Viscicus seige fighting occupied the small
Germar and allied units invalved. The Germarns had the

allies airmed down ir the castle but were themselves pirmed




by tank fire from the edge of town and by artillery and
mertar fire (104).

The German counterattack failed, but it had blunted the
allied attack on the monastery. Irn the northwest, the
allies had prepared a tarmk thrust up Cavendish road,
Operation REVENGE, which was scheduled to hit the rear of
the movnastery just before the Burkhas and the Essex arrived
at the main gate. Operatiorn REVENGE was launched on
schedule in the hope that the German counterattack in the
east would have taken all German efforts. Operation REVENGE
was commanded by a British artillery colorel without tank
experience; it was, further, a pure tank cperatiocn without
accompanying infantry. The tanks proceeded up the road
slowly and with quite a bit of confusion as to what they
were doing. The German Zd/4th Parachute Regiment saw them
coming and was ready for them. The assault failed with 14
tanks destroyed or abandoned. From that time on, the
Germans enhanced their tank defenses and tank operations
necame much more difficult (125).

The 18th was a bad cday for the allies. In the first
place, their infarntry attack on the momastery had been
spoiled by a German cournter attack. Secornd, their armor
attack, Operatior REVENGE, had beer repulsed with great
lLozses. Further, it had become clear that the positions
whioh they held were indefersible, sirce they were rot
rutially supporting. The most oritical of these positions

4

~as the castle, which the Sth Indian Brigade declared could




not be held if it continued to be surrounded by Germans in
dug—iv pesitioves on the lower slopes. The loss of the

cast le would, it was believed by both sides, make holding
the town impossible. Finally, the allies were changing
their collective mivd as to whether the town of Cassino were
aceguate to lauvich an exploitation, aven if the allies
comtineed to hold on to every bit of ground (126).

Fighting ccouwrred around the castle for the rnext two
days as tha allies attempted to clear German positions and
the CGermarns resisted and counterattacked. Ferhaps the
greatest killer of Germans were the maivi guns of the tarnks
which pounded the German positioms with direct fire from the
2@8th on. However, by the evening of the 23d, the allies had
decided that the New Zealand Corps should stand firm without
further attacks until it could be vrelieved by the XIII Corps
of Eighth army (1807).

By the Z4th of March, the allied defenders alonng the
hillside were withdrawn and the allied assault was oaver.

The evacuation of Havngman’s Mill was achieved without any
allied casualties. The allies dug iv irn the tawn of Cassino
and contirneed to pound the German positions with tank and
indirect fire weaporns s effectively that the Germans did
not evern realize watil the &7th that the allies had

avacuated (16).




RES VTS /Caxf/Cé VS /ON'S

The Germarn parachute division had fought valiantly and
had taken heavy casualties. The allies, had they had troops
to attack again, mipht have beer able to defeat the Germans,
but Alexarnder had decided to recover, for the allies had
alsa fought valiantly and had taken heavy losses (109).

By the end of the third battle both divisions of the
New Zealand Corps were completely exhausted. Six battalions
had suffered excessive casualties while the Corps as a whole
lost over 0@ mer killed, wounded, or missing. German
defensive strength, hostile terrain, and winter weather
proved devastating for the condition and morale of the Mew
Zealand Corps and it was replaced in the line by the 2
Polish Corps,

The Germans too had suffered sigrnificant casualties
cdurivg the 2d and 3d battles. The four battalions of the
regiment holding Cassino had been reduced to a straength of
about two platoorns each. The division reserve, a battalion
from lst FParachute Regiment, was so exhausted that it could
riot retake Hangman®s Hill from the Gurkhas.

The allies had captured a bridgehead, but they did rot
use 1t again.e They held part of the town of Cassivne but
w2 e urable to capiture the rest. Whev the allies firally
byoke theogh the Gustav live, i1t was from the old X Corps
mridosinead that the successful assault was finally launched,
vink T Lhe Cassive bridgehead.  MAL11 that the third hattle
of Dencivo acensmplished was a battle mfrhttwitimw. In this.

Phowan saeeensfol, For i did destroy Germarn units ard cause




‘*ﬁ

the Germans to send additional units into Italy. That it
also wasted allied strength may be beside the point, for the

allies had more men and materiel than the Bermans (11d).

During this battle, the allies rever pressed any

advantages in the town where they became booged down in
street fighting. However, given the confused aims of the
bBattle and the desire that New Zealand casualties been kept
law, the battle was fought well. Given that the real
strategic purpose of the battle was to tie down German
trooaps, the thivd battle of Cassine accomplished its purpose

(1i11).
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THE FOURTH BATTLE

The Fourth Battle of Cassino was very different from
the first three battles. For one thing, the battle was
conducted in mid-May 1344, when the weather had warmed up,
(although the spring remained wet). A break in the rains
during May significantly helped the allies. The hillside
arnd rupbSle contirnued to be pounded by artillery and
ocassional air strikes and remained a morass of stone blocks
and mud. As May dwied'uut, however, the mud firmed up and
the going got better(113).

Prior to the fourth battle of Cassino, the allies
shifted the Sth and 8th Arwmy sectors so that they were able
at last to achieve a 3:1 ramerical advarntage in the Cassino
area. Allied forces available on 11 May 1944, were as shown
in Appendix 1.

Those units dirvectly affecting the German positions at
Cassine were the & Folish Corps (twa div;siows) from Bth
Army, the XIII Corps (four divisions) from 8th Army ang the
Fronch Expeditionary Qovps (FEC) (fouwr civisions) fraom Sth
Py See Map &). The allies were able to achieve
numerical superiority o this narrow front by using the Stn
Wit ish Covos in an ecomomny-—-of-force deferse in eastern
“taly.

Tvi this fourth battle foor Monte Cassive the Poligh 2d

Covrps conmarnded by Seneral Anders would be the maln actome.
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Sa, although there were nominally ten divisions in the
viginity, ornily two aivisiaﬂs were really committed at
Cassiro. The Polish Corps staff spent as much time and
effort as possible with their plan. Gerneral Frevbero gave
them much useful advice—~—- hard lessons paid for with New
Zealand and Indian Blood. Informatiorn glearned from
recormalssance flights and aobservations from vantape points
were all combined carefully to portray a more accurate
picture of the main Berman dispositions than the allies had
ever had(1l14). This picture, the Poles would fird, was
still incomplete. |

Germarm units opposing the allies were urnchanged from
the third battle. The battered lst Parachute Division
continued to take the bwunf of the front line fighting at
Cassirno. Devastated units were rebuilt rather than
replaced.

By the fourth battle, allied pressure at Anzic and
Berman concern about a second amphibious assault left ro
German reserves available for commitment to the Cassino
sector. However, replacements and recovered casualties
iﬁcreased unit strerngths in the 12th and 14th Armies from
33, G7EZ an L March to 365,616 on 1 May 1944, Althaough the
tet Parachute Division had received many reoplacements, at
vhe Lbegivming of the fouwrth battle, the allies had a decided
admerical advantage (3:1) in the Cassing sector.

UOpervaticon DIADEM, the plarn which included the 4th

attle of Cassing, had its the overall objective the caotuve




of Rome. The defeat of the Germarn forces at Monte Cassino
was but a part of the concentrated plan by General
Alexander. The weather had changed from freezing and wet
winter to mild spring, thus allowing the allies to exploit
their superiority in weapons and supplies and to make
maximum advantage of their air superiority. Another
differernce betweeri this and the earlier battles was the
amourit and guality of the plarming that went into the
operaticor. Gengral John Harding, Alexander’s Chief of
Staff, had a brilliant plan that for the first time was
coordinated, complete and had the command backing to be
supportable. For the first time, the allied staff work was
mrafessionally done. The final majgor difference was that a
deception operation had been plarnned and was to be executed
to perfectior. Alexander’s deception called for HKesselring
to believe that another amphibiocus landing was both
inevitable and imminent.

The allies conducted a massive deception plan called
NUNTON to cornvirnce the Germarns that they were preparivg an
amphibious operation in the area around Civita Vecchio.
Indications were that the deceptior plarn worked and the
Germans were holding some of their reserves back in
anticipation of an amphibious landing.

Certain aspects of Alexander’s plans were deliberately
allowed o falli into German agents! Hands to accomplish this
necept 1ov. The deception was suceesstul, for Fleld Marshall

Hesselrang coneluded that the landing would oome in the La

1




Speyia~Leghorn area and disposed his forces aceordingly
(115).

The allies also corncealed the massive movement of
Erocns associated with the shift of the 8th Army into the
Cassiro sector. The Germarns believed there were six allied
divisions in the area around Cassirno when in fact there were
ter.

The allies were alsca able to pain detailed arnd up-~to—
date information on German artillery positions and
Nebelwerfer locations. Operation DIADEM bepgan on 11 HMay
1944, with the Germans completely deceived as to the time,
lacation, and strength of the attack.

There were four possible ways of attacking the
Movastery Hill, any of which would exact a heavy toll of
casualties. Three had been tried and had failed. General
Anders and his staff believed that the fourth might bring

the victory they sought (116).
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The course of action choser by the End Polish Corps for the
Fourth attack of Monte Cassivo called for a broad front
appraach from the rortheast. (See Map 9-—-Aners’ Flan of
Attack). The objectives were the same as the previous
battles and would be defended by the same Faratroop Division
commanded by Gernaral Heidrich. The Paolish divisions planned
to first seize Snakeshead Ridge and Colle Sant?! Arngelo. With
these heipghts secured they would overlook Route & and so
could threatew Heidrich’s flank iv the town of Cassino. The
4th Indian had madevsuch ar attempt in the second battle but
faced a different force ratioc and had attacked under much
more saevere weather conditions. Assisting in the plan the
Britigh 13 Corps would be making its major assault across
the Rapido to threaten the town from the West. Thronghaut
the plarming and concentration of forces the greatest
sacrecy and best camouflage was used to add to the deception

olan Gemeral RAlexander had desigred (118).

THE BRATTLE

On the 1lth of May 1944, the German defenses at Cassino
were still held by Heidrich’s men, well dug irn within their
dugouts on the hillsides and amid the ruins of monastery and
LW, These Gevmarns had a signiticant advarmtage over the
newiy arrvived Falish of holdivg ground whicoh had become
Tamiiiar o them cuwrimg the lovg wintor, The 1@d2th Mooumtalin
Rercimeat held the area arownd Castellone and the Colle Samt?

Firirges Loy, The Zo Parachute Reginent held Monte Cassine andg




the adjacent high ground and the 4th Farachute Regiment held
the town of Cassinc. Additional Germarn parachute units were
in reserve positicns alovg the reverse slope from Villa
Santa Lucia to the nmonastery (119).

The guestion for the Germars was not whether they could
hold ocut but rather for how long could they hold their
positiorns in the face of a detericrating strategic
aituation. The Bermar aobjective was to hold on until Bode's
Arny Group could disengape and withdraw to the Fuhrer Line.
The key would be the sucecess of their defense of the Liri
Valley (122).

Gevmarn intelligerce about the allies was scarce and
praovided them no help in determining allied intentiors. The
allied deception plan worked masterfully at both strategic
ang operational levels. For example, the GBerman forces did
ot krniow where the French forces were located o their
strength and were unable to discover the strength of the
PFaligsh units or be positive of their exact positionms (121).

Field Marshall HKesselwrinrnpg, foxed by the allied
deception plan, was so afraid of passible landings in his
rear that he corncentrated his mobile divisions near the
cmast in anticipation of the fabricated allied landings.

The German's lack of knowledge of allied intentions was so
nad that the Germans foresaw rno immediate attacks; irdeed,
MHesselring and gseveral of his senior conmmarders were on
weave when the allied attacks were launchead on 1& May 1944

(800
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In anticipation of the final assault on Cassino, the
Allied 15th Army Group had beern reorganized. The Polish
Corps had been brought forward to relieve the British 78th
Division riorth of the monastery. The British 4th and 8th
Divisions were preparing to assault across the Rapido River
at Colle Sarmt® Anpgelo with the BEritish 78th Division and 6th
Division to follaow (1E23).

The allied plan was for the Foligsh and British forces
to conduct a pivecer with a link—up at FPiedmornte on Route 6.
The Carnadian Sth anqvlst Divisions were available for
pursuit up the Liri Valley once the Germans were forced to
leave Lassino. The French were to make swprise
penetrations of the mountains in order to separate the
Germarn XIV Panzer Corvps from the German Mourntain Corps. The
Frerich would thern link up with the Carvadians in the Liri
Valley. The only US participation in the final assault
would ba that the 36th, 85th and 88th Divisions were
available to advance astride Rnute 7, far to the west of
Cassino, if needed (124).

The plan called for the Eritish to break through in the
Liri Valley, the US and French to threaten the German flanks
along Route € and 7, anmd the Poles to drive the German
parachutists from the Cassing massif. The expulsion of the
Germans from Cassivng wounld make the German positions in the
valley untemnable and so clear the way foorr the aother

advances, With the Germans falling back, the Poles would
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advarce, link up with the British forces at Route &6, and
continue to advance northwards (123).

The Polish Corps, under the command of General Arnders,
would advarce aleong the Monte Castellore feature to the pass
at the head of the re-entrant between Albaneta and Villa
Sarnt! Angelo. Simultarecusly with this advarnce, the Foles
would attack Point 593 and Albaneta and advance down the
ridge by way of point 569 and point 476 to take the rubbled
monastery. The Kresowa Division would seize Colle Sant?
Argelo ard the Carpathian Division would seize the other
obgectives (126).

Gereral Anders saw that the key to his success would be
to engage as many mutually supporting German positions as
presible at one time, denying the Germarns the berefit of
their mutual support. Anders plarmrned to thern rush
reinforcements forward to catch German counterattack forces
trying to retake defensive positions.

The first Folish assault was conducted orn the wnight of
11 May 1944, and the following day. The initial attack
failed to seize the objectives. This was partially due to
the Pole’s unfamiliarity with the terrain, partially due to
their encountering a minefield, arnd largely due to their
encountering twice as many Germars as intelligernce had led
them to believe were there. The Germans, heavily suoported
with artillery, were successful in counterattacking.
Further corntributing to the Polish repulse, the Palish

artiilery did rot support the pground troops as well as




desired, communications broke dowrn, and numerous technical
difficulties were encountered (127).

The RPalish Corps was ordered to hold ivn place, harass
the Germans with artillery fire, and improve their kriowledge
of their pasitions and the terrain. The Poles would wait
for the British to make praogress in the Liri Valley before
they attacked a second time. The second attack aof the
Ffourth battle was mounted ov 16 May by the Foles (128).

The German defenders had been weakened by the first
Ao &t tuek (and, of cowrse, by Five months fighting).
Further, the Germans had moved same of their forces from
Cassing into the Liri Valley to counter the British advarce.
Rdvancing against the reduced Germar defernses, elements of
the Polish Mresowa Division met with success and took the
Colle Sant’” Angelo defernses. The Germans counterattacked
but were stopped by Palish combived arms teams, for the
Foles had tanks with their infantry and the Germars had none
{(122).

The Polish Carpathian Division peretrated the mine
field iv front of Albaneta amd took point 593 between Monte
Cassino and RAlbameta. After seizing point 533, they could
rnot advarce further because of fire from poimts S05 and S575.

Despite severe losses and being considerably
outrumbered during the fourth battle, elements of the lst
Farachute Division withdrew from Cassine and the monastewvy
arndy whew tThese positions became unterable as a respult of

ol iied suecesses 1n the Lird Valley.
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Ly tne rnieght of 17 May, the Foles had control of Colle

Sanrnt? RArcel!a, Albaneta, anc point 5§33, On the mornaing of 18

May, elements of the Carpathian Divisiorn seized Monte

Casgivia, atter the withdrawal of mast of the German forces

chrenre, it was viot untail tne rext cay, 19 Mmay, tnat the last

German Farachute elements on points §75 arnd S@S surrercered.
On ¢ May, <~olisn Forces moved to link ud witihh the
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SIGNIFICANCE OF THE ACTION

The significance of the Battle of Cassirno must be
assessed in tactical, operational, and strategic terms. The
fact that there were four battles (assaults) and two
attrition efforts spread aver five months clouds the issue
at the strategic and operatiomal levels. What began as an
assault to support and link up with the Anzioc landirng forces
became an end in itself. What should have beern a simple
capture of a mountain became a key psycholopical step on the
road to Rome.

Tactically, the battle was a decisive victory for the
allies, for the Germans were expelled from the Gustav Line
and the Pdad to Rome was operned. Operationally, the battle
could have been decisive. The allies might well have driven
the Germarns up the Italian perminusula and ended the Italian
campaign. However, the victory at Cassino was not exploited
and the operation accomplished little. At the level of
grand strategy (or "visiom"), Cassiveo appears to have been
almost mearningless. It was but a sideshow to the carnage
taking place orn the Russian Frant ard the massive
preparations for Operatiorn OVERLORD. VYet, there is a
counter argument, for it may be that without a victory &t
Cassiva, the allies may wot have been willing to launch

OVERLORD.




How carn anyong doubt that Cassino was an allied
victory? After all, the allies expelled the Germans from
the town and heights. The Gustav Lirne was defeated. The
Germarn flank was turned. The Road to Rome was open. These
are clear measures of success in battle. They are, however,
only measures of tactical victory, for tactical victory only
contributes to strategic victory when the strategic goals of
the victor are served. The real gquestion is whether the
strategic goals of the allies or the Germans were better
served by the battle of Cassino.

trategically, the Germans knew what they wanted--they
wanted to keep the allies out of Germany. Operationally,
they wanted to slow the allied drive up the Italian
Perminsula as much as possible. The Gerneral Staff had, by
this time, no illusionms of defeating the alliesj even
Hesselring had but little hope of even stopping them from
taking Italy. The Germans wanted to hold the allies as long
as possible and tie dowrn as many allied troops with as few
German troops as could be mariaged. HKesselring started with
the goal of slowing the allies and he retairned that goal
urtil the end. He succeeded. The Germans held the allies
atv the foot of Monte Cassino for five months.  In the end,
tre Germans lost the battle of Cassiro and lost the war, but
the allies never reached Germany through Italy.  Therefore,
operationally and, to an extent strategically, the Germans

accomplicshed their goal at Casslino.
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In contrast to the clear German goals, the allies were
never really sure of what they wanted, either in Italy or at
Cassinc. At the Grand Strategy level, the allies were clear
in their intention--they wanted Germany to surrernder
urcanditionally. The allies, of course, won the war. The
wltimate guestiorn is whether or not Cassino contributed to
their strategic victory. It is upon the guestion of whether
Italy was strategically significant that the question of the
significance of Cassino founders.

Fyime Minister Churchill wanted the allied forces to
drive narth through ftaly into the "soft underbelly of
Eurape" while the Americans wanted to attack through France.
The Italianm campaigrn may have been cornducted for the
pzlitical reason of keeping the British happy, but it was
Justified as opening a front to convince Stalin that the
western allies were attackirmg and were not jJust letting
Ruesian soldiers die while the west waited. This political
irdecision permeated the Italian campaign and made the
guestiorn of strategy quite complicated.

The drive up the Italian boot was conducted almost as
ar. economny of force operation. PFolitical comsiderations
aside, the allies were tyivg down good German forces in
italy, thus keeping them away from the Russian Front and
pvertually keeping them away from Normandy where the allies
were planming their massive continental invasion. When the

drive up the Italiarn perminsula stalled at Cassinogy the
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allies believed that it was necessary to advarnce further so
as to draw in and tie down more Germans.

Cassine became a fixationm for both sides. To Hitler,
it was an area where his direction of "yield ro ground" was
being followed. To the allies, it was a place where their
drive north was held up. The allies had a pressing desire
to take Rome. In the end, they took Rome, but history has
neaver answered the guestion of whether the political goal of
taking Rome was decisive in the war. The question still
loams of whether the advarnce up the Italian boot was
meaningful.

Folitically, the victory at Cassivc anmd the capture of
Rome only partially pacified the British. Churchill favored
the advarce up the Italianm perminsula and the Combined
Chiefs poured blood and treasure into the advance. The
glory of the Empire was served with the blood of British,
New Zealander, Indian, and cther soldiers. However, the
vietory at Cassivno was not exploited, for men and equipment
were guickly withdrawn from Italy for the ANVIL advarnce into
southerrn Frarnce. From the allied viewpoint (largely an
Rmerican viewpoint), Cassirno had served its purpose.

The battle of Cassino {(and the entire Italianm campaign)
rad held German forces in Italy, thereby diverting them from
Novmandy and the Russian fromt (as a footrnote, the fighting
2t Cassino did help preserve the Anzio beachhead). The
camoaign had held open an active front to show Stalin that

the allies were fighting rather than nerely waiting for the
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Rusgsiang to bleed the Germans to death. Firnally, as
ment ioned before, the campaign mollified the British and
gave them a theater im which they were supreme.

The question of the value of Cassino is whether it was
cost effective. At the rumbers level of arnalysis, the
battle killed 2920 Germans versus 2102 allied troops. On
the other hand, it held dowrn only two German divisions at
the cost of ten allied divisions. Had the allied divisions
been needed elsewhere, the battle would have been a ret loss
to the allies. Since they were not immediately reeded on
other fronts (while tﬁe Germans were very much rneeded), the
question of the effectiveness of Cassino must be answered in
the affirmative. Cassirm was a cost effective (but bloody)
investment for the allies.

However, the allies lost the opportunity for pursuit
and armihilation which followed Cassirno. By withdrawing
troops for ANVIL, they failed to capitalize on their
investment. QObviously, the Combired Chiefs (in contrast to
Churchill) believed that Cassino had served its purpose; the
guestion remairis as to whether it helped either side achieve
its strategic objectives.

The shallow answer is that the battle of Cassino did
not help either side. The Italian Theater was of little
sigrnificarce to either side. For the Germans, Italy had
meased to be an ally and had become an ocoupied countiry.

The Germans had to hold the allies away from their southern

flark with ar ecoromy of force operation. For the allies
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(divided in coalition warfare), Italy was a sideshow. The
US had no intention of putting erough forces into ltaly for
it to be decisive. They saw Chruchill as chasing & wild
goose on the Italian perminsula. In the allied coalitiown,
it was the Americans who had the trump cards, and the
desires of the British were of less impact than those of the
Americans.

Seent in this narrow view, the battle of Cassinc might
be considered to be worthy of little study, famous solely
because of the loss of life and the destruction of the
monastery. It may aiéa be seen as anm example of how not to
run coaiiticon warfare--one of the reasons for the failure of
the allies was that they pulled troops of orne nation out of
the lirve and replaced them with strangers from ancother
nation.

In contrast to the narrow ("it was meanivgless") view,
some believe that the battle was primarily uéeful to the
Germans. After all, they did hald the allies on the Bustav
Lire for five months. Others argue that the battle was wmo-z
valuable to the allies, for the battle provided trainivng to
allied troops and staffs and, had the war gone differently,
it provided & potenmtial opering im the German lirnes which
couid have been exploited. The fact that the success was
ot exploited is seern as merely one of the fortures of war.

Given that the Germans lost amd the allies did rot
explait the battle, were any lessons learred from Cassino?

Tn the short term, few lessoms seen to have been learned.
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The allies waited until after the war to publish battle
books on mountain warfare which exploited Cassinc's lessons.
Subsequent fighting in mountains durivng the war showed that
the allies did rnot gairn much from the battle. Coalition
warfare may have profited from the lessons learned, but
similar problems plagued the allied commarders until the end
of the war.

Ivw the long term, Cassiro may offer some lessons to the
soldier of today. The Germans showed that a well dupg-in
light forece can hold a heavily armored force. At Cassino,
the Germans explnitedvthe terrain to take away from the
allies the advantage of mecharizatiorn. Cassirno displayed
sonie of the limits of armared and mechanized warfare; the
rubbling effect of bombs made mecharnized advarnce through the
town almost impossible. Although today we can use the
lessons of Cassirc to remove the advantages of mechanization
from the eremy in southern Germany, the allies had little
opportunity tao exploit this lesson in the Second Weorld War
(if they even recogriized the lessor, which is doubtful).

More thar anything else, Cassino revealed the futility
of mass bombardment against dug-in forces. Bombardmert was
irneffective whern it was rot followed up by immediate
assault; it had a shock effect but did not serve to nelp the
pround forces gain ground. Alas, ruobody seemed to pay any
attenticon to this lesson during the war. The Army Air Force
continued to preach the value of bombardmernt throughout the

end of the war, Following %the Secord World War, nuclear
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bombardment was long put forth as a sure way to defeat the
anemy. Today we are willing to point to Cassing as an air
pawer failurei the warriors of the time were vot.

The battle of LCassino is useful as an example of how
valuable a good deception plan can be. The first three
assaults failed, in part, because the Germans kriew fairly
well what the allies were doing. The fourtn assausllt was
supported by a good deception plan and it succeeded.
Although Cassina stands as an example of a good deception
plan, it is difficult to say that the allies learned
ariything from the suécesé of the action, for they were
already using effective deception plans.

The battle of Cassino starnds not only as an example of
how things can be done, but also as an example of how things
should rot be done. The battle is an example of how the
allied combatants lost sight of the principle of the
objective. Accepting that the tactical commanders were not
concerned with the strategic abjectives of the Italian
campaigr, we still must fault them for loosing sight of the
tactical objective. The tactical objective should have been
to open the road to Rome. This chjective was later served
by a breakthrough at a different point than Cassino. The
local commanders, however, got so wrapped up in the battle
that their objective became the destruction of the Germans
holding Monte Cassinco. They forgot that they wanted to open

the road and remembered only how to kill the enemy.
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This tactical fuzziness came because the allies were
unsure of what their aperational obgective was. The
Americans and British were rviever sure whether the
operational abjective was to tie down Germans (the American
view) or to destray Germams (the tactical commanders’
apparent view) or to drive up Italy into Austria (the
aritish view). Operational fuzzy mindedress led to tactical
indecision.

The German units were elite units. These forces held
well despite being in a no-win situation, rnormally a
demoralizivng affair. Today's Army is trying to bulld elite
units, such as the Rangers or the Light Divisions, which
will have espirit such as was shown by the German
parachutists. Cassinc showed how an integrated and
coordinated defense can hold against great odds. As a
currernt lesson, we may note that the Germans dug in for
months but the rext war in Eurcope may be fought rnot fram
Maginot line or Cassino type positions but from hastily
prepared firing points.

Among the many lessons of Cassing is that delay in
expluiting advantages (such as bombardment) will be paid for
in blood in the rext battle. We seem to have learned this
lesson for we are training Junior leaders to think for
themselves and to explait advantages. A similar lessom is
that the cornfusion of battle makes the place of small unit
leaders extremely important. We have an advantage in small

urit Jleadership,
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One of the failures of Cassino was the failure of
leaders to come forward to where the fighting was taking
place. Cassino showed that tactical cperations camnot be
effectively run from the rear and that the commanders must
go forward to know what their troops are facing.

The differing replacement systems used at Cassino had
significant impact on force effectiveness. The Germans sent
troops into Cassirnge as individuals and small units: shese
pecple had the advantage of learning from those who @ eore
already there. Allied coalition warfare, however, made
individual replacemerts difficult, so the allies replaced
ertire divisions with divisions fraom other countries. We
will fight a coalition war in Euwrape ard should remember the
lessons of Cassino.

In the end, the prirciples of war continue to apply.

At Cassino, the allies lost sight of the Objective and speut
nmonths fightivng attrition warfare to take a hill that they
could possibly have bypassed. We must remember Cassiro and
try to rot get trapped into forgetting the privciples of

war.
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AFRFENDLIX 1

STRATEGIC FORCES AVRAILABLE

Frios to the second battie the following forces were
availlable tc the Allied Sth Army and the Germarn XIV Fanzer

Corps:

New Zealard Corps
=d New /[ealarnd Division
4th Indian Divisiaon

fFrench Exneditionary Corps
Jd A.geriarn Division
od Moroccarn Divisaicon
4th Morcoccan Mountairn Division

GERMAN @

XIV Fanzer Corps
90 Farizer Grernadier Division
15 Fanzer Grenadier Divis.un
44 Hoch und Deutschmeirster Infantry Division
S Mountain Division

Foroces available for the third battle were:
RLLIED:

New Zealarnd Corps

cd New Zealarnd Divisicm

4th Indian Divisian

78th Eritish Division (reservej committed 1into
tawn of Cassingo mear the end ~f the third
pattle)

Compat Command B, 1st Armnored Division (US)
(reserve)

French Expeditioviary Coirps
Z2d Aigeriar Divisiaon
od Moroeccan Division
4th Moroccan Nountalin Division

91

¥

AaTEl R L R PEEERS . uln

o 4 e

2. 4 e



R o R SR A B L R S S S

GERMAN:

. XIV irarnzer Corps

‘ lst Parachute Division

‘ 15 Farnzer Greviadier Division
44 Hoch ung Deutschmeister Ivifantry Division
Sth rMaunmtairn Divisiom

Before the fourth battle of Cassino, the allies shifted
the Sth and 8th Army sectore 5o that they were able at least
to achieve a three to one numerical advantage irn the Cassirno
area. Rlliea forces availlable on 11 May 13944, were:

ALLIeD:

2

i
F
!

1Sth Army Group

Sth Arnmy
Frerch Expediticnmary Corps
lst Matorized Infantry Division l
=d Moroccarn Division
3d Algerian Division -
4450 Moraccarn Mouwnmtain Division 8
IT Corps (US)
85th Infantry Division
88th Infantry Divisiorn i

U L P 1

8tn Q?‘my .

S ¥alish Cerps »
Sth HKresowa Division
3d Carpathian Division A

XITI Caorps (BR) i
&th Armouwred Division
4th British Divasion
78th British Division
8tk Incian Division

X Corps
New Zealard Division [
2 Farachute Brigade ’

I Carniadian Corps (Arny reserve)

b 1 Infantry Division
f S Armoured Division

4 BGERMAN : !

LI Mountain Corps

15t Parachute Division

44 Hoeh und Deutschmeister Infarmtry Division

Sth Mourntailv Division

144tn Jaeger Divisiaon [
X1V Farnzey Corps
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|

71st Infantry Civisiaon :
4tn Infantry Division .
Hampfgruppe (orne recimernt from 3Q%th Infantry -
_ Divisicrn and ore regiment from (5th Fanzer i
i Grenadiaer Division) !
This list of strateg:io farces was comprled by B
cornsulting & number of sources. The fallawing saources wre ‘
nsed: A
<
i Graham, Daminich, Cassirng New York: BHallanmtirne Rooks, Incoe. |
1371. .
Smitn, £.D.7The Battles for _Cassini, New York: (Charles
Schraibrier’s Sorns, 1375.
Mmai1dalarny, Frec. The_ Battle <«f_Cassirno, Cambricoe, Mass.
The Riversice kress, 1957. -
| . Fatth Army Hiscany, 16 January 1944-31 _Marcn 1944, Flovence, |
Italy: L°®lmpranmta Fress, 1345, B
Fafth Army History, 1 Aprail 1344-4 June_ 1344, Florernce,
ltaly: L' lmpronta Fress, 1345,
Blumersar, Martaiv, gféhnnoﬂpp_gggglgg, Washingtory, DC:
usCrO, 1977, N N
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