
-CSI BAmTT nnIOK 15r

CASSINO

Combat Studies Institute

LIBRARY
UAMCFr LEAVENWOMH KMit. E)TIC

~CCE$SION ELECT E I
*APP,77'.O'Df) -LT FrP 7-

COMBAT
STUDIES

4 INSTITUTE
9 4-CGSC-3262

4 85
- 3SN34X3 1N~4V,4ýi3AOD,1LV Q3:ZOQQt~d5h



t L

- .. -r L; .. .. .r'kC C

4f

DTICSELECTE
MAR 27 1985J



PETAIO PGOV ACCVSSIC64 NO. 3. pECI~Ir.NTS CATALCG NULMVER

.J -:~~,Battle Analysis: Caissino, The S. TYPE OF R.EPORT 6 PERIOD COVLERE

Second, Third, and Fourth Batt1us, 13 Feb-18 May StdnPae
h-ý4, Offensive, Deliberate Attack, MotintainStdn ae

(Combined). 6. PERFORMING ORG. RP.EoRT tiUV.BER

-&-J Aliim, Cherry, Glassner, Hagan, 8. CONTRACT OR GRANT NU.EER(t)

.Heinz. Huffman, McBride, Gober, Moberg, Perez-
Castillo, Peterman, Peterson, Smith., Stewart,-

Te tteh-Charw~y ________________

0-* PE-FO-1ING ORGANiIZATION NAME AND ADDRESS 1 0. PROGRAM ELEW ENT, PROJECT. TASKC
* AREA & %ORK UNIT NUMBERS

IUSACGSC, Combat Studies -Institute, ATZL-SWI
Fort Leavenworth, KS 66027-6900%

!1. C:N-R.LLING OFFICE NAME AND ADDRESS 12. R EPO RT. DAT E

USACGSC, Combat Studies Institute, A.TZL-SWI 23 May 1984

Fort Leavenworth, KS' 66027-6900 13. NUMBER OF PAGES

100
74 -Z, Z R! s G AG E4 Y 1%A4 E A ADOR ESS(I! dtIfeoeni from CoxirofrGIAg Office) IS. SECURITY CLASS. (of th!; repcrf)

UNCLASSIFIED
ISe. DECL ASS) F1CATION/ D~WN GRAZING

SCW.EDULE

~'~\FDFOR PUBLIC RELEASE:

Dlstribution Unlimited.

.7 tIc' STAT Erx (of the absg,.ct awil.redin Block 20, it diffureut fromn Report)

.. S;.PPLFJJ.E.,TARY NOTES *0

* ,C~ ~- , . r.Lf S,. ide if receaa. j e e ri..:! V ack nm~ber)CI

Iiistory, Battle Analysis, Case Studies, Military Operations, Tactical Analysis,CI

taCICS, 'Military Tactics, World War II, Cassino, Deliberate Assault, Mountain>
>.-rfare, Winter, Infantry..<

* ~Cl

~~&- pep sid it n f* I ,c~ewsw', Ic'.njilr by block nimiber)

%-'i1½ulng tfie fai~lure of the US 34th Division assault on Monti Cassino, the pro- c

;.tsc'znl ew. Zealand Corps relieved the US forces. The New Zealand Corps, in the
Sc'cond b~attle of Cnssino (Feb 15-618, 1944), conducted an issault, supported by

n'r~lbombard-ment. The aerial bombardment destroyed the monastery, but the

*-u~.ltfailed.' The Third tittle of Cassino (A'arch 15-23, 1944), also conducted
::cv '.awid~v Corps,' watq supported by a tank assnult and by the most rossive

r ~u~r'~t.: :a;ck -'LtLt',ptLud to date in 1-bc war. The close aIr upt
I ~ 'ii t ns' a-n1 tý' fn led'. With CnFshlo bohil h



, to Rome, Al1%*nnde•"r reg•roupod his 15th Army Group, heavily weighted his r...n:

eOffort and .launchod a full-scale surprise assault between Cassino and the sen.

The Fourth BaLtie of CaSSino (May 11-18, 1944) was but a small action in Lhis 15LI

Army C roup Assault. The Poles took Cassino bn 18 May 19414. of , ,;

t~ Bes Availabl Copy) '

• ~ .. ... . . ... . . . . .I--." -

I.

t.

WI

ee

8est Available Copy



CASS I NO

The Second, Third, and Fourth Battles

13 February - 18 May 1944

Offensive, Deliberate Attack. Mountain (Combined)

Opoosing Forces: Allied: 15th Army Group
New Zealand Corps

2d New Zealand Division
4th Indian Division

2 Polish Corps
5th Kresowa Division
3d Carpathian Division

(Other Allied Divisions in

supporting roles)
German: XIV Panzer Corps

90 Panzer Grenadier Division
LI Mountain Corps

Ist Parachute Division
(Other German Divisions in

supporting roles)

Prepared by: Section 15, Staff Group A

MAJ Donald F. Gober
-MAJ Georoe R. Allin MAJ Harley Moberg

-J jC. S4leve Cherry MAJ Juan A. Perez-Cast illo
MAJ)'C---ig H. 'Glassner MAJ Arnold W. Petevman
MtJ;GAn- J. AJaman MAJ Craig A. Peterson
"A-J-j-l-e E. leinz MAJ Edwin K. Smith
MAJ Daniel R. Huffman MAJ Michael R. Stewart
MAJ Samuel McBEride MAJ Seth K. Tetteh-Charway

23 May 1984

Submitted to the Combat Studies Institutel U.S. Army
Commarnd and General Staff College, in partial fullment
of the requirements for subcourse P651, Battl.e Analysis.

3est Available Cop
" opy .. . ' . .... .



NN.

-ABSTRACT

COMMON REFERENCE: Cassino (February to May 1944)

TYPE OPERATION: Offensive. Peliberate Attack, Mourtain

(Cowbi ned)

OPPOSING FORCES: Allied: 15th Armyv Grou:)
New Zealand Corme

Ld New. Zeala Division
4t" Indian, D•%ivi iovi

2 Polish Cores,

5th Kresowa Division

3d Car oathiAn Division,

(Other Allied Divisions i,

s,.,oDort IE, r ,le I )
German: XIV Panzer Cnroi

90 Panzer Grenadier Dlivisio'n

Ll Mountain COr.S
Ist Parachute Division

(Other German Divisions 0,

support irng roles)

SYNOPSIS: Followinro the failure of the US 34th Division

assault on Monte Cassino, the orovisional New Zealand Corps

relieved the US forces. The New Zealand Corps. in the

Second Battle of Cazsino (February 15 - 18, 1944), conducted

an assault, supoorted by aerial bomb irdment. rhe aerial

DoMoarOrnent cestroyeo the monastery, but the assault fai led.

The Third Battle of Cassirno (March 15 - I2. 1944). also
conducted by the New Zealand Coros, was suoported by a tank
assault and by the most massive close air support attack

attemoted to date in the war. The close air suoport
destroyed the town of Cassino but the assaults failed. With

Cassino blocking the road to Rome. Alexander reEr:,uoed his

15tn Army Group, heavily weighted his rmair, effort and

launcheo a full-scale surorise assault between Cassirno and

the sea. The Fourth tattle of Cassino (May 11 - 16j 1944)

was but a small action in this 15th Arnmy Grouo Assault. The

%o!Qw took Cassino or. 18 May 1944.

B EDL I OGRAPHY:
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The Second, Third, and Fourth

battles of Cassino

Cassino, so costly in human

life and suffering, .. . was in the

end little moore than a victory of

the human spirit; an elegy for the

comr•icr soldier-; a rmemor8ial to the

definitive horror of war and the

curiously perverse paradoxical

nobility of battle. (1)

INTRODUCTION

ihe struggies whicn raged aroun•d the town and mountairn

of Cassinlo during the first five months of 1944 are

collectively callec "The Battle of Cassino." They could

have been, but were not, called "The Cassino Campaign, " for

there were four distinct battles. In each of these

assaults, the allies attempted to capture the town and

ruritair -,,f Cassirx, ard the Gernmans (no longer a combined

German arid Italian Axis) attempted to stop them.

The battle of Cassio-, was orle of the most controversial

battles .f the Second World War. T-hrouh-hut history,

battiec: which have beer. fouqht according to plan have

r'eceived but cirs':ory coverage unless they pl ,orifxed Somrne

r, -,, . ] flari -. cntr, tr,,v~rs ia} 1 battle,. -,r, the .o-ther hand.

have beer, intensively analyzed by many. Ccntrc, verse al



battles include those which failed to accomplish thI.ir

ob.ject ive, those whiunh should never have beern fouqht, those

which should have been fought differently than they were,

and those which tooso unnecessary arid heavy casualties.

Cassino is controversial in all of these pcint.•t.

The Battle of Cassino has beer, intensively analyzed.

the bombirng of the nmonastery of Monte Cassrino, an exercise

in strategic air power only briefly touched ir, this paper,

ensures that the name of Cassino will be lonc remembered.

That bombing decision is riot within our pur-view, for our

analysis examines only the ground fighting at Cassiro, a

series of battles which ar•e contr,oversial enough in their

own r-iaht.

While the Battle of Cassinc appears to have oeen

strategically insignificant to the outcome of the war, the

captur-e of Cassino was politically significant. While the

lessons of Cassinro appear not to have been appreciated

auring the war, there ar& lessons which are applicable to

the Army of today.

SOURCE DATA

The scope of this study begins after the completion of

the first battle, analyzed by Major Curtis et alia in a CLSC

battle arnalysis (2). The bomribing of the monastery was the

ooernirg of the seccrd battle. The dec isior, to bomib, made



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 not as readily

available as are the American documents. Only limited

histories and operations orders for a few of the units are

available in the Combined Arms Research Library (3).

Since the Battle of Cassino was so controversial, there

are rmany books available to the researcher. These secondary

sources were written about the battles several years after

their occurrence. The books which cover the second through

fourth battles are written primarily by officers who served

in the Commonwealth or Polish divisions during World War II;

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 rmost of

the authors "have an ax to grind." While some of the books

are fairly straight Forward accounts of the fighting, many

make judgements and provide military and political

assessment s.

While the writers of many of the books question the

necessity for ever fightirng at Cassino, all agree on the



bravery of the combatants on both sides. The authors not

only have a common assessment of Cassino, but they use the

same sources (at least, those which acknowledge their

sources cite common sources). The information available in

these books is, therefore, largely redundant. Only the

particular acts of heroism chosen to illustrate the fighting

are different.

Books written about the Italian Campaign sumrmarize the

fighting around Cassino 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 II

provides quite satisfactory coverage of the battle (4) (5).

Those books written specifically about Cassino contain a

wealth of detailed information, but most of it is

repet it ious. 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 American or Indian or Polish

slc.dier fighting across the same or neighboring hill. In

the end, it is hard to remember what is different between

t, h .: r iacc,"Dunt s.

1'erhaps one aspect of Cassino which has not been fully

evaluated, and which will not be analyzed in this study,

.r.us fro:'r,m the revelations abo:,ut ULTRA. In the light of

9;1 " r' f infrmatiron now knlzwrn to havre been available to the

0 rat c ct mrr, caetC, on, e can, only ask how able were

4



the generals who sent their rnern up the frigid muddy slopes

to death? An unanswered, and now unanswerable question, is

whether the replacement of US forces with British

Commonwealth (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 Battle of Cassino was part of the Italian Campaign

of World War II. (Map i--Strategic Setting). The situation

in Italy at the beginning of 1944, found the Germans

entrenched in defensive positions within Italy, an occupied

country which only shortly before had been their ally (6).

Germany was orn the defensive on all fronts and 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 along the Gustav Line,

the pivot of which was Cassinoheld by the 90th Panzer

Grenadier Division under General Baade (7). On a strategic

defensive, the Germans could take only limited offensive

action in Italy, but were determined to exact maaxirnurn

penalties from the allies in Italy as they moved north (8).

During the second, third, and fourth battles of

Cassino, the German arrily was opposed by the Allied 15th Army

Group containing forces of Great Britain, New Zealand,

.rndia, Poland and France with US forces in reserve and

support roles. Both sides were well trained, well led, and

well equipped and included units already battle hardened in

previ,-,us engagements. As exceptions to these

3•e•-alizatiors, the allied forces had little recent

traiiringa or experience in mountain warfare and both sides

Siccali ze-~d ~supply problerms.

7



By this time in the war, the allies had seized the

strategic offensive. The allied rationale for invading

Italy was to open a second front, or as the 15th Army Group

commander, General Alexander, put it, the Italian Campaign

was "a great holding attack" to siphon off German reserves

and prevent their use in France and Russia (9). Political

consideratiions among the allies played a major role in the

strategy of the Italian campaign, for the capture of Rome

prior to the invasion cf France was deemed an essential

political aim by British Prime Minister Winston Churchill

(10). He argued, as always, for peripheral attacks against

the "soft underbelly of Europe" (11). The American Joint

Cniefs reluctantly agreed to this British view, but

approached the Italian campaign warily lest it begin to

drain resources from the invasion of France. (In fact, the

A'mericars placed the Italian campaign third in their list of

priorities after Operation OVERLORD and Operation ANVIL.)

These differing strategic mindsets would eventually doom the

Italian campaign to a grinding war of attrition as landing

craft and precio-,us divisions were stripped from Alexander's

F,-,rces to support higher priorities (12).

The Battle of Cassino cannot be seen in perspective

without considering Operation SHINGLE, the landing at Anzio.

ThE original ailied decision to land near Rormie was made on 8

Nr, vc,:rmber 1043. The original concept called for only a small

1,nd.rriq with a linkup by Fifth Arrmy, anticipated to have

, ;•jr: Fr:,rwaw. posit i. ,.!- at Frcsrionr% by then. The

'3



combined forces were then to drive north and capture Rome.

Slow progress through the Bernhard Line defenses during

1943, and the approaching 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

amphibious landing 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

(more properly, Commonwealth) forces would predominate after

the buildup in France. Churchill firmly believed that Rome

should not be sacrificed today for the French Riviera

(Operation ANVIL) tomorrow (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. As noted above, the Anzio landing originally was to

take place when Fifth Army had reached Forsinone. This still

had not happened by mid-January, so, to get the operation

mloving, the size of the landing force at Anzio was increased

significantly from a reinforced division to the VI (US)

C77, p- . Operation SHINGLE, which included the first attack

Dr, Cassino, was launched on 22 January 1944, ostensibly to

''eak the stalceriate at the Gustav Line arid open the road to

Roxilt'. The Americans landed at Arnzio even th'ough Fifth Army

v)A F Y'10-wh I.'" riECalr' Fros i, n:orne (15).

9
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Thus, a strange reversal had taken place. Instead of

the Anzio landing being supplementary to and conditional

upon the advance of the main forces of Fifth Army, the

allied attacks against the Gustav Line had to be maintained

to hold the German reserves south o:f Rome and keep them away

from the Anzio beachhead. The allies at Cassino thus had to

keep attacking in the terrible Italian winter even though

from an operational standpoint it would have been better to

wait out the worst of the winter before attacking the Gustav

line.

"The Battle of Cassino took place near the town of

Cossino, a key position on the Gustav line. (Map ,--Winter

Stalemate). Cassino controlled access to the Liri Valley

south of Rome by sitting astride Route 6, 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, a 1700 foot mountain, the

site of Monte Cassino, mother abbey of the Benedictine

order.

The fighting at Cassino, which proved to be the mrocst

gruelring of any during the war in southern and western

Euro::pe, was ostensibly to open Route 6 to Rome. The battle

up the face of Monte Cassino eventually came to be an end in

itself for attacks had to be pressed all along the front in

ii



an attempt to relieve pressure on the precarious Anzio

beachhead (18).

The 9attle of Cassino can be divided into four separate

battles. The first battle, an adjunct to Operation SHINGLE,

was conducted during the severe Italian winter from 17

January 1944, to 11 February 1944. (This battle was the

sutbject of Major Curtis' 1983, Battle Analysis). The first

Battle of Cassino consisted of attacks by the US 34th and

3t-th Infantry Divisions to secure the key terrain of Monte

Cassino and the town of Cassino. These attacks was

unsuccessful. The US 34th Infantry Division, under the II

(US) Corps, a part of the US 5th Army commanded by General

Mark Clark, crossed the Rapido River and mounted an uphill

assault into a German infantry force of comparable strength

.:ccupyirg well fortified positions dug into Monte Cassino.

Or 11 February 1944, the first battle for Cassino ended with

the final assault of the US divisions being repulsed. With

two of its regiments already devastated by the Rapido River

crossing fiasco, this repulse marked the end of the line for

the US 36th Infantry Division and the II (US) Corps in the

Cassino battles (19).

The second battle of Cassino% (Operation AVENGER)

occurred from 15 through 18 February 1944, with the allied

assaults conducted by the New Zealand Corps under General

Bernard Freyberg. The third battle (Operation DICKENS)

,-,c-:urred from 15 to 23 March 1944, and was once aqain

,-r:iducmted by the New Zealand Corps. Because the allied

12



combatants were unchanged, some authors refer to the second

and third battles as a single long drawn-out battle of

attrition with two assaults. The Germans, who changed

combatants between the second and third battles, combined

the first and second battles into one and called the third

their "Second Battle of Cassino."

The fourth and final battle, a part of Operation

DIADEM, occurred from 11 to 18 May 1944, and was conducted

by the 13th (BR) Corps and the Free Polish forces (the 2

Polish Corps).

Under the 15th Army Group flag, the four battles of

Cassino involved US, British, French, Indian, Polish and New

Zealand troops (20). Enemy units were part of the German

10th Artmy and consisted of an elite parachute division,

trained mountain trioops and a number of Panzer Grenadier

regiments (21). (See Appendix 1--Strategic Forces

Available).

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

During all of the battles for Cassino, weather played a

significaint role. Generally speaking, it was cold, wet, and

miserable u.ntil the fourth battle. The waterlogged Liri

Valley, thr-ough which the allies had to maneuver, was in an

mIr¶c, scontinuous state o, flood. The allies operating in

f-.'ii floodplAir, anrd on the sides of the mountain were

f.?;i'rjý#'d ttc' the elerment e while.c the G3ermians, occupyring

1.,!



defensive rositions, were somewhat sheltered from the

ravages of weather. Sickness brought on by too much

expo.sure to wet and cold claimed as many allied casualties

as wourds (22). One author described the scene in the

foIl ow .)ng mnna n er,

"The battleground had been reduced to

a urn iversal grayness of a fort if ied moun-

tain wasteland protected by a moat of mud,

marsh and flood" (23).

Durin'r, both the second and third battles, 2-wheel drive

veh\cles were useless. The wet weather restricted riovement

in the valley to men, mulues, and the limited 4-wheel drive

vehicles available. By reducing the more heavily mechanized

all ies to mule arnd foot mool le infantry, weather served an

equalizing role which helped the defending Germans while

liriited visibility degraded allied air superiority (24).

A1 miilitary aspects of terrain favored the German

defender, who took maximum advantage of tine to further

improve upon the numerous advantageous features already

pro-vided by nature. The Germans, occupying the high ground,

had excellernt ob5ef-vation of the allies, struggling through

the flooded Liri valley within range of German artillery or

attacking up the steeo sides of Monastery Hill.

,recedirg tne first battle, the Germans had laken

advantage of caves and depressions to build covered bunkers

'4hlch bierided into the hillsides. Additional weeks of

preparatl ion ri:adc these bunkers ever, strorger arid oetter

14



concealed while bo-mbardiment contributed to disguising themi

(25) . The allied aerial bombardment of the monastery

preceeding the second battle Produced incredibly convoluted

ruijiris which the Gerrrans then used to their- maximum

advantage. They had also evacuated the town of Cassino and

rebuilt it into a series of strongpolnts (•6).

Besides producing hiding holes for dismounted Gerhman

infantry to fight from, the allied bombardment added

obstacles t., the mud and rubble which dismounted the

riecharized allies arid made Cassino a fight between

dismcourted irfaritry. The Ger'mans skillfully added mines and

ergireer obstacles to the natural and bombardreent created

obstacles, further slowing the allies (27).

As noted before, the Germans s-carted the battle

occupying the key terrairn. Skillful fighters, they

p,-citi,-Dred their mi.4tlally supporing defensive positions to

cortr-ol all avenues of approach. Of course, froim the

begirrning cf the battle, their very occupation of Cassirno

conritrol led Route 6, the allied favored axis of advance onr

R,-Ime. Just as it was the Gerrar, occupation of strategic key

terrain which, combired with the allied drive on Rome and

attempts t,-, relieve Anzio, caused the battle to be fought,

so it vjas their, occupatior, of tactical key te-rrain which

.jrntri:.lled the averuLes .:,f approach and made the ali iea

attacfRs fali.

-he 5eccrd battle for Cassinc,. was fougnt between the

New Zealand Corps (an element of the Allied 5th ArPmy) and

15



the German XIV Panzer Corps. While German World War II

Parzer Divisjcris were coombined arms cdivisioris, by this time

in thle Italian campaign, the XIV Panzer Corps was Panzer in

name ornly; it had beer, reduced to infantry (Parzer

Grenadier) and mountain tr-oops with only a handfull of

arrmored vehicle-,.

The Allieid 5th Army was fightrng on a broad front. The

allied forces available on the Cassino massif as of 15

eV'uary 1944, were the New Zealand Corps, consisting of the

2.d New Zealand Division anrd the 4th Indian Division

'upoorted by the US II Corps Artille;-y (28). A French

Expeditionrary Corps and elements of the II (US) Corps

(recently relieved at Cassino) played no significant part in

the s.ccrd battle.

After the bloody, costly failure of the American 34th

and 36th Divisions to secure a breakthrough at Cassino, it

fell to the allied daivisiors to assume the responsibility

for achieving the breakthrough. With the failure and

withdrawal of the American units, the 4th Indiar, Division

and .rd New Zealand Divisions, originally intended to form

the exploitatlor, forces to follo, w the successes of Ii (US)

Corps, had been hastily thrown together, in the forrm of a

te-wotrIar-y New Zealand Corps ('9 * Their mission upon

coimrittment was to breakout into the Liri Valley and also to

Eapt;ire Cassir,.. As will be seen, these missions became

rutuailly exclusive in light or the existing weather,

ternainr, suprcly statu.s and enemy dispcsit ions. Simi larly
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the timing of this second phase battle for Cassino was

7h-,Avily influenced by the operational goal of conducting

actions to take pressures off of the Anzio beachhead. Time

Cid rt atl-w fo.r the adequate accumulat ion of forces and

iraterial to accomplish the missiorn.

The New Zealand Corps relieved the 11 (US) Corps in the

Cassino sector, between 1 and 15 February 1944. They came

into, trie battle at full strength, lacking only grenades arid

IdirtSC acartridges.

Facirng the New Zealand Corps were elements of the

German XIV Panzer Corps consisting of the 90th Panzer

brenradier Division, the 15th Panzer Grenadier Division, the

44th Hoch and Deutschriemster Infantry Division, and the 5th

Mc,untain Division. The 90tr Panzer 5renadier Division took

the brurnt of the fightinLg at Cassino during both the first

arnc second battles (30).

The sec.-,nd battle was fought by opposing forces which

were relatively equal in strength. The allies had air

superiority which they failed to use effectively at Cassino

because of committments at Anziz, i nd because the aircraft

which tney were usmna were not suited to the task at

Cassino. The allied clear superior)ty in tanks was negated

by tue rlOd which restricted tanks to roads, by the German

use of o, stacies, and by German control of avenues of

appr'ach. The Germarns c'-ccupied well-prepared posit ions or

•.try cafa'iblc tcrran frotm w-.hticth thcy w-'re able to- usc
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machine guns, mortars, and grenades to their advantage in

the conduct of the defense.

The allies possessed a technological advantage in terms

of airpower and tanks. Two significant attempts were made

to capitalize on the airpower advantage. Prior to the

second battle the allies used strategic bombers to drop

about 600 tons of bombs on the monastery (31). This effort

rmlarked the first time in the war that strategic bombers were

used in a tactical role in support of ground troops. Prior

to the third battle, a similar strategic bombing destroyed

the town of Cassino. As observers watched Cassino being

levelled in the bombing attack, they were quite confident

that no German defenders would survive. Their confidence

was shortlived; however, as the Germans repulsed each allied

attack.

To a certain extent, the bombing negated the allied

advantage in tanks. In the second battle, tanks were held

in reserve to exploit the success of the infantry. But the

terrairn, rainy weather, and rubble from the bombing all

cormbirned to prevent the most effective use of tanks. Narrow

roads and huge craters did not allow the tanks to work in

c-,rinjunction with the infantry.

During the course of the three battles the Germans made

very effective use of mortars, which they used to attack

t.arqets in ravines, on reverse slopes and behind walls. The

terrain and allied reliance on heavier guns made precision

•;,trnery against similar German targets more difficult.
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Geroan units in Cassino were supplied primarily by

trucks frorwi 10th Arrmy supply bases near Frasinone or Aquila-

S u lror, a, located aDproxirmiately forty ki lometers northwest

ard eighty kilometers north of Cassino respectively. Rail

ilr~es frc.r, r~crtherr, Italy to these bases were often

irterdicted by allied aircraft. Although damaged rail lines

were quickly repaired, the Germans relied orimarily on

trucks, operatirng at night, for resupply. If daylight

roc.verer,it was required the Germans used sormietirnes very

circuitous routes or secordary roads.

Although supply econoray was necessary, adequate supply

was r,.:.t a limiting factoir for the Germans. Defensive

zcsBiti,_,rs had been prestockea with adequate food, water and

arnri,•urit iorn. Stocks were replenished during lulls in

f fi tlr, ig. Weapons losses were often compensated for by

using Italian weapons. Artillery weapons were repaired at

shops set up very close to the front.

Allied supplies were sufficient down to corps level.

However, difficulties existed in getting supplies to units

bel., w divisiocnr, level. Supplies were particularly critical

fci- units fightinrg ir. the mountains above the town of

Casir. o. Vehicles could not negot iate narrow rnoun, tain

t• •il 1 o 5, •er, and rmules had to carry supplies Up the side of

the riouritair. These resupply parties were often interdicted

tby Ger-rlar, fachirie rur, and roortar fire. During the third

battle, uriits located or. isolated positions such as or,

ý',r,,-,foans-s Hill (P.:-irt 435) had to. be resupplied by air.
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Quite often, air-dropped containers rolled down the mountain

side into German hands. Inadequate routes to forward

positions also hampered efforts to provide medical support

and to evacuate casuait ies.

Allied inability to supply the units in the mountains

adversely affected the tactical operations of these units.

Of particular note was the fact that a lack of grenades irn

the second battle, a deficiency directly attributable to the

difficult resupply situation, severely hampered the tactical

effectiveness of those units and finally caused the

Commonwealth forces to abandon the battle.

During the course of the three battles there was often

very little command arid control between brigade level and

platoons. Most of the fighting was done by company,

platcocn, or squad elements. Units became intermingled.

Individual initiative was the key to achieving tactical

success.

fllied inteiligence efforts (below the ULTRA strategic

level) suffered prior to both the second and fourth battles

as', the newly arrived units did not have sufficient time to

send out patrols to determine German positions. At company

leve&, allied units had a very poor,, knowledge of German

defensive posit ions and were continually surprised by

effective fire ccrninq from well-camouflaged locations. On

the other side, the Germans had excellent tactical

intelligence orn allied positions (to include artillery



locations) even though their strategic intelligence and

order o-f battle intelligence were defective.

The Gertman defensive effort was conducted from

positions that took months to prepare and were designed in

detail with great attention given to gun positions and lines

of fire. Vigorous counterattacks with accurate mortar and

artillery fire were used to quickly recapture ground lost to

the allies. Mines and obstacles were effectively used to

restrict allied movements. Reinforcements were moved

quickly fror position to position in response to allied

efforts. Although the terrain around Cassino was inherently

very defensible, the Germans did an excellent job of

creating a defensive system that was virtually impregnable

c32).

In general, the allied troops had excellent physical

condition and morale, although the New Zealand Corps was in

riuch better condition for the second battle than for the

third. Since the allied forces changed during the three

battles, the spec-L;1c corndition of trie allies will be

addressed in each battle's discussion. The Germans of the

90th Panzer Greradier Division had beer, mauled in the first

battle of Cassino, but were still tough fighters and held

the dcOrJ riarnt terrain. Well prepared defensive plans

ccrntributed to the morale cf the German defenders.

Because of the nature of the battles, effective

leadershin was most ,_0ften displayed by small-unit leaders.
t

S•al I groups, oftern isolated from their norm~al cormandr and
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uc:ntrol elements, took the initiative to seize a key

P ~P.-.s it i Z.ra. Coun~terattacks begane irmmediately as ir. resulit of

snmall-unit initiative. At this lower level of leadership,

bo~tm sides had rnumerous in~cidents cof courage and bravery.

I -'O

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

1944, shortly before the bombing of the
Monastery, which canO be seen atop Monastery Hill

- in the background. Castle Hill is at right,
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THE SECOND BATTLE

(15 to 18 February 1944)

The second Battle for Cassino was begun on 15 February

1944, only three days after the failure of the first battle.

The staff fow 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 in and

work together as members of a corps staff. Their removal

from the 2d 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 arid because of pool- air-ground coordination.

The borabing of the monastery was conducted before the ground

troops were ready so the ground assault occurred too late to

capitalize on any advantage from the effects of the bombing.

Lt Geri Sir Bernard C. Freyberg, while experienced arnd

possessing an excellent reputation, was untried as a corps

commnarder, having spent most of his time as a division

cormmanrder. Freyberg was characterized as strong-mrinded,

aggressive, energetic, and optimistic. He was concerned

about the welfare oft lis soldiers anri wary aoout needless

icsý of life.
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The real leadership and staff weakness of the New

Zealand Corps lay at the division level. ad New Zealand

Division had a new commander and a largely new staff at the

Legir':ring of the second battle. (Fhe New Zealano Corps

staff had been formed from 2d New Zealand Division key

personnel) This turrmloil and inexperience at the highest

level provided very little inspiration or guidance for lower

level units. Piecemeal commitment of units and poor

coordination of unit actions probably resulted in part from

inexperienced leaders at division and corps level (33).

The New Zealand Corps was unfamiliar with the type of

rmounrtain and urban fighting required in the Cassino sector.

Past experience had not prepared the corps for this type of

coimoat and there was no time to train before the attack on

15 February. Once committed, units were more concerned with

survival against the elements and the enemy than with

training. The New Zealand Corps arrived unprepared for this

type of fighting, was committed too quickly to battle and

was forced to hang on to positions ntrtil 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 for Cassino.

The ccrmmarder of the newly formed New Zealand Corps,

General Freyberg, chose a course of action dictated by the

or,-mise o-,f aerial hrombardment. The ability to destroy

defenses through aerial bombardment had not beer, proven--it

24



-HE SECOND DA-TLE SETTING

Pam ADRATI.SE

Tr A vetwo su~ln FDIV-R-p

-+

Rome TNTH AR

tistftkola 3 ( 4)



was a new theory (35j). Under circumstances that would try

an experienced corps staff, Freyberg's staff was new to

crcrps wr:.rk., unfamiliar with each other, arid painfully

inexperienced. As if this were not enough, the first battle

for Cassino enided or) 12 February 1944, arid the new unit and

new staff started the second battle for Cassinio on 15

FebruLar'y 1944 (36). Time was riot an ally of the newly

created New Zealand Corps.

The course of act ion settled upon by General Freyberg

and his staff was feasible--all things considered. The New

Zealand Co-_rps had only two divisions--the 2d New Zealand and

the 4th Indian Division. They would follow the basic plan~

the lnmericanis had used in the abortive first battle of

Cassirtc. with one major addition--the promised support of the

Air- Forces. The Air Forces were to pave the way, it was

thou-,.ght, so these divisions could achieve victory with

rnirimum Casualties. The use of airpower was to make uip for,

the lack. of adequ.ate planning time. Besides, it was asked--

what defenses could -remairn after the 15th Armny Group Air

Force had unleashed its bomber, fighter arid fighter-bombers

crthe c-ne mi le square fortressof Cassino (3-7) ?

The plan, for General Freyberg"'s two divisions tc'

corduLct a g iant pincer m~ovement.t (See Map 3). The Fourth

Indian Division~ was to gain, the high ground, attack through

t.,e salienit which had beer, held by the _34th Division, move

from the nort h east to capture Monastery Hill arid the Abbey

as



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 Monastery Hill. Following the capture of

Cassino and clearing of Route 6, a mobile force (Combat

C':mmand B of the US 1st Armor Division, held in reserve)

would be launched up Route 6 to Rome (38).

The over confidence in the untested Air Force was so

prevalent that it was felt that the Cassino mission would

take only a short time. After bombing Monte Ca.sino, it was

thought the air forces could concentrate their full support

over the threatened Anzio beachhead. This army

overconfidence and inexperience was illustrated in the fact

that the Fifth Arrmy did not even think about telling

Freyberg of the bombing until too late for his staff to

co-,ordinate the bombing at Cassino with the ground attacks of

the two divisions of New Zealand troops. As it happened,

the coordination was not made and the positive effects of

the bombing were not exploited, for the ground troops were

not ready to attack at the same time as the air strike was

r'ade against Monte Cassino (39).

Additionally, the issue of the Monastery of Cassino

itself bears mentioning. A building of tremendous

historical significance, it sat atop Monastery Hill, totally

domnlating the terrain for miles around, and overlooking the

approach to, the Liri Valley and Highway 6. Whcthcr the

German troops actually occupied the monastery or merely the
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hills and terrain upon which it sat, has been debated since

the battles. The question of the actual location of German

troops is of historical significance, but the belief of the

allies that the Gerrarmas were in the monastery is key to

whether the destruction of the monastery was justified. In

terms of the mission given to the New Zealand Corps, (i.e.

to capture Cassino) and in view of the pressure for mounting

the offensive in support of Anzio, there seem to have been

few alternatives to the allied forces other than an

•mrrnediate attack.

Physical condition and morale on the allied side were

excellent prior to the second battle. Both the New Zealand

and Indian Divisions had excellent fighting reputations

earned 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 Drofessional. However, neither- division was

trained in moounrtain warfare.
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PLANS

The plans for the second battle of Cassino were not

much different from the attempts made earlier by the US II

Corps. (See Map 4). Essentially, the attack consisted of a

pincer movement 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 into the Liri Valley (41).

The efforts of the American Divisions had gained a

f.:othold (although far less secure than the New Zealand

Corps was led to believe) along the high ground northwest of

the monastery, along terrain which has become known as

Snakeshead Ridge. After successfully seizing the monastery,

the 4th Indian Division was to continue down the hill to

secure Highway 6 (42).

The monastery, whether occupied in force by enemy

soldiers or merely by observers was in such a commanding

position that it was the opinion of the New Zealand Corps

that it must be neutralized if the attack were to succeed

(43). The experiences of the American Divisions attested to

this fact.

It was decided that the only way in which to accomplish

this was through the use of heavy bombers. Controversy over

the bombing o-f the minrabLtery exiti.d therm arid curiL irmunz tu

this day; however, the bombing of the monastery was indeed
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incorporated into the fire plan of the 4th Indian Division

(44).

Concurrently with the attack by the 4th Indian

Division, the 2nd New Zealand Division would attack along

the railway causeway, seize the railway station and

subsequently 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 tanks of the Ist US

Armored Division to drive into the Liri Vz.lley and up

Highway 6. The capture of the railway station was seen as

key for it would allow the improvement of the railroad

causeway and provide a conduit for following tank forces.

The plan for the New Zealanders to link up with the 4th

In•ian Division along Highway 6, would, if successfui, cut

o, ff arnd isolate the defenders of the town of Cassino itself.

Evern if the 4th Indian Division attack failed to capture the

ronastery and sweep down to Highway 6, the capture of the

railway station and the subsequent capture of the road

junction ar•d area around the Roman Theater would essentially

o.per, the Liri Valley to the allies (although leaving them

subject to observation and indirect fire) (45).

While this plan had its share of risk, it appeared to

be the one with the most chance of success. The Germans had

flooded the river valleys and to attempt actions across

these floc.:ded lowlands w.,atld likely result in as little and

costl-y success as has the Americar, river% crossing operation

(46). Nevertheless, this pla, was rcot without its own
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riS_><s. There had been sufficient timne for the enemy to

create signi ficant obstacles along the railroad embankment,

to have blown the bridge over the Rapido and to have

eriplaced 11 other imaginative obstacles along the route.

(See Map 5). The key to the success would be the rapid and

effective overcoming of these obstacles, and yet advance

alonrg such a nar'row avenue would subject the attack to delay

if the obstacles were not breached irn a timely manner.

I|
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Map 5 (47)
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EXECUT ION

Beginning with the relief of the American units on

Snakeshead Ridge, the 4th Indian Division encountered great

difficulties. Contrary to the unit location information

provided by the American headquarters, the 4th Indian

Divsion found the realities of the situation or, the ground

to be quite different and significantly less advantageous.

Expecting Point 593 (Cavalry Mount), a dominant height along

Srnakeshead Ridge, to be in American hands and to form a

secure startpoint from which to launch their attack toward

the monastery, the 4th Indian Division found it to be in

Gerrilan hands (48). The Indians had to bitterly fight to

capture 'oint 593 and the ruins of a fledievel fort upon its

heights. Furthermore, the Indians found that the existing

American positions were little rmore than forward outposts

and the build-up of the supplies with which to., begin tile

attack would have to be made over treacherous mountain

trails unsuitable for vehicles. Logistics becarme dependent

upon rmule trains to traverse the sever, wiles distance fromr,.

the allied front to the supply trairns (49). This was a

slow, laborious process which left the Division critically

short of vital aroirmunit ion supplies (ro, itcably cr-,'-rtars arnd

grenades) with which to launch an attack against a

determined ererny holding dorilinating ter'r-ainr (50O) T. I"

attack of the Division was to- be further- hamp,<ed by te
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tunt imely loss to serious illness of its commander, G,.-:ýeral

Tucker (51).

The relief of the forward Amnerican~ units car the Ridge

began on 11 February 1944, but, ir, view of the difficulties

already mentiorned, was niot completed unt il the early mrn''ring

of 14 February. It would require another two days unttil the

second brigade of the 4th Division (the 7th brigade) wculd

be in position behird the first (the 5th Brigade) (52).

Originally, Gereral Freyberg had rio intention Of rUshing the

offensive, since he was aware of the difficulties being

enco'untered by both the a'nd New Zealand and the 4th Indian

Divisiors. His intentijonas to allow adequate t ime (i.e. the

16th of February) for logistical buildup and preparationm

were, however, foreshortened by the pressures being

generated by the status of the beachhead at Anzioi (5I3). By

the 14th oaf February, irntelligerce expected a majo--r

counLtrteroffens5ive by the Germans at Anz io (54). The allied

high command saw a pressing need to initiate immediate

actionr along the GuIlstav lire to in~hibit the German,

capabilities at Anzio. The agreed upor air Support for- tile

bomabing of the monastery began to be driver, by the

exigercies o~f Anzio arid rot by the tactical c-:riditioris at

Cass ino. Thu~s the possibility existed that Cass~iro wolilld be

bombed in acco:rdance with Air Forc~e aircraft 2:rit,

but that the 2:d New Zealand Corps w1ou1t3Ld ro.:t be at'iLe t.:.

immediately exploit the shock. effect o:f tuorbirG (a key

ingredijent c-f Fr'eyberg' s- arg'.tiert frthe bomrhi r:ý of t-he
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mionastery) (55). In fact, when the weather fo2,recasts for

the 15th of Feuruary projected acceptable weathier, the

combination of good weather and the anticipated need cf air,

support at Anzio in the immediate future dictated theat the

air missions over Cassiro be flown o.n that day (56). Thus

the date was set nowithstariding the fact that tactically the

2nd New Zealand Corps (particularily the Indian Division)

was riot yet prepared. The bombing began at 0930 onr, the 15th

and came as a surprise as rmuch to the allied urnits or the

ground as to the Gerrmans (57). While it proved to be a

spectacular display, there was riot much time for-

observat ion. With the bombing underway, the surprised chairn

of command had to begin to feverishly alter the or'iinail

plans for attack. in order to exploit as quickly as possible

the shock effect of the bormbing (58).

Originally the concept of the operatior, for the 4th

Indian Division envisioned the forward establishment of its

7th Brigade as a combination base and assault force, through

which would successively funnel first its own battalions

followed by those of the 5th Brigade. The 12th Brigade,

would, due to the terrain situation (i.e. extrermely narrow

front and tortuous supply LOC's) be utilized in the role c-f

porters to insure adequate supply of the 7th and 5th

Brigades (59).

The view of the battlefield and consequently the

coc Pt .:.'I t lE .i , CPe ra u iCi i.t"Erii Y.H a 1zC of '-,e _.i - - --

diotated that hill 593 would have to' be secured before any
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further movement onto the monastery proper would be

feasible. (See Map 5). Point 593 was in fact solidly held

by the German troops and was well covered by fire from

supporting positions on adjoining terrain. In order to

exploit the bombing of the monastery, the 7th Brigade had to

attack as soon as possible. However, since the hills

offered such dominating observation a daylight attack

appeared to be a fruitless endeavor and the allies chose a

night attack. With this time lag between the bombing and

the ground attack the Germans were able to overcome the

impact of the bombing. Further, because the German
I

positions on Point 593 were dangerously close to the 7th

Brigade position (as close as 70 yards) allied artillery

support for the attack was not feasible (60).

Since the previous days had beer, spent primarily

finding and reoccupying American positions arid methodically

building their own logistic support there was precious

little time for 7th Frigade troops to conduct active

patrol l ing and reconaissance of the enemy posit ions.

Because of the uncertainty of exact enemy dispositions and

the narrow, hard, and rocky terrain which made stealth in

movement virtually impossible, the 7th Brigade's lead

battalior (the 1st Royal Sussex) decided to attack on the

night of 15 February or a one company (actually two plato, on)

front. After moving only 50 yards toward Point 593, these

elements encountered heavy rmachine D,.ur, fire coupled with

effective grenade usage which halted the attack in, its
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tracks and frustrated every effort to maneuver and 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 insufficient quantity, ever, though

the grenades of the following units were collected and

passed to the lead elements in contact. Again the

dominating observation offered by the terrain left the

battalion no choice but to withdraw so as not to be trapped

in untenable positions with the comning of daylight (61).

The morning of the 16th brought both the news that the

German counteroffensive had begun at Anzio and the order to

resume efforts to seize the monastery again that night. Inr

light of the previous night's unsuccessful attack, the new

plan was to conduct mair, and supporting attacks or point 593

with a reinforced company (B Company (-:-)) or the south side

of Point 593 and a company minus (A Company (-)) on the

north side. A third company (D Company) loaded with

ammunition would rush forward upon seizure of Point 593

helping to consolidate the hill and repulse the expected

counter attack. The battalion reserve would consist of the

remnants of C Company depleted which had made the first

attack on the previous night (62).

The need for close support weapons had becortie patently

obvious in the first attack, and an emergency requisitiori

for grenades was made early on the 16th. Irn fact, the

attack was delayed several times that night in anticipation

of grenades arriving by mule train. When the attacI4 be~ar,
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at midnight of 16 February, the number of grenades which had

arrived was only half the number requested (63).

Since artillery preparation of 593 could not be used

again due to the proximity of the friendly forces to the

objective, artillery would neutralize the adjacent hill

positions which supported 593. Hill 575 was one such

position, but placing effective fire upon it posed its owrn

problems. In order to target 575 from the artillery

positions in the valley, some 1500 feet below, the shells

had to traverse the ridgeline leading from the 7th Brigade

positions to point 593. Since the attack route al.onrg

Srakesnead Ridge was only several meters lower thar, Pcirit

575, the shells would barely clear the heads of the

attacking Indians. Errors in elevation could be costly, and

in fact proved to be just that, as short rounds fell amid

friendly troops (64).

As the attacking format ions began to assemble along

their line of departure, some friendly artillery fire

intended for Point 575 impacted along the Snakeshead ridge

and produced friendly casualties among the two leading

com panies. After a hurried reorganization, the attack

roceeded. As on the previous night, it was stalled by

machine gun fire after advancing approxirately 50 yards.

The force making the supporting attack encountered two deep

and precipitous crevices not snown on their rnaps (and

unknown due to their having no t ime to conduct

recornnaissarce) . Unable to procede further, they were
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relegated to providing supporting fire only. The miairt

attack force maneuvered under fire ard succeeded ir,

attaining a foothold on point 593, but was ut-able to

dislodge the deterrrined enemy from their prepared p.o, sit ions

even with hand to hand combat. With the supporting attack

force takina heavy casualties, the reserve force (Company C

(-)) was committed in a reinforcing role to Co:mpany A.

Simri lari ly, with the main attack rurinirg out of armuni t ion

and momentum, Company C was committed in an attempt t c, turn,

the tide. However, they too were halted both by the

crevices encountered by Company A ard by withering cross

fire. As or, the night of the 15th the attack failed.

Inadequate quantities of grenades contributed in no small

measure to this failure. The two unsuccessful attacks had

cost the lead battalion (Ist Royal Sussex Battalion) 12 of

15 officers and 162 out of 313 mer, and rendered it combat

ineffective (65).

With the 1st Royal Sussex Battalion no Ilo-nger

effective, and Monastery Hill and the surroundirng terrain

still firmly in German hands, another attack was plarined for-

the night of 17 February 1944. This plan called for ar.:ther

battalion of the 9th Brigade, the 4th Battalion -,f the 6th

Rajputana Rifles, to pass thro-,ugh the decimated Ist Royal

Sussex Battalion and take point 593. The remrn arnts. of the

Ist Royal Sussex would fol low up and continue westward along

the ridge to capture hill 444. Thiz acti.:r. uaz t-' bcgin c

17,'400 hours and w:,'uld be fo-llowed at 180215 by two Ather
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battalions in a direct assault across the slopes arnd ravines

upon the monastery. These two battalions, the ist of the

2nd and the ist of the 9th Gurhkas, would have a difficult

arnd treacherous route, but were felt to be the best suited

for this due to their Himilayan background. The 4th

Division's two reserve battalions were given the portage

mission to insure adequate arirnuntion arnd supply support of

the attacks (66).

Simultaneously with the 4th Division attack on Point

593 arid Monastery Hill, the 2d New Zealand Division in the

valley would send the 28th (Maori) Battalion along the

railroad embarkment to capture the railroad stat inr.

Following closely behind the 28th Battalion would be a

company of sappers to neutralize the 12 obstacles which the

Germans had executed along the embankment route. The

engineer tasks were critical so that tanks and anti-tank

guns could link up with and support the leading infantry by

daylight of the 18th. Thus the erection of bridges across

both the Rapido and a canal were deemed critical, since to

expect the leading infantry to hold the railroad station

throughout the next day without tank and anti -tank support

would be invit irng disaster. The combin ation of weather" arid

German flooding of the valleys forced the allies to accept

the restrictive approach along a narrow front, or,_re to

bottlenecks (67).

The attack of the 4th Battalion cf the 6th Raj'utna

Rifles along Srakeshead Ridce to capture po int 593 mr-t a
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fate similar to the attacks of the previous two nights. The

two Gurkha battalions moved out toward Mo-nastery Hill with

the 1st of the 9th Gurkhas immediately to the left (s,'uth)

of the 4th Battalion of the 6th Rifles arid the Ist of the

2nd Gurkhas to their left. Both encountered rough going,

the ist of the 9th Gurkhas being pinned down by fires frormi

point 593 and the supporting hills. The 1st of the `2d

Gurkhas headed for Monastery Hill along an axis which would

traverse hill 450. (See Maps 4 and 5). They moved

relatively urnopposed until they reached the ravine at the

bottom of the northern slope of Monastery Hill where a belt

of scrub vegetation awaited them. Nearing this vegetatio-n

they came under an intense grenade attack and dashed fcrward

for the anticipated shelter of this vegetation line, only to

find that it was in actuality a thorn thicket, ingeniously

interwoven with barbed wire, arnd booby trapped with anti-

personnel rmiines. This obstacle was effectively covered with

flankingp and slightly rearward machine gun fire. With the

flashes pr.oduced by exploding ant i-personnel mines pco-inting

the way, the Gurkhas were easy targets to the German

flanking fire. The lead elements of the battalion were

decimated and the virtual curtain of machine gun fire co;,iing

from the slope of Monastery Hill prevented the fc-ll lo-wing

companies of the battalion from makirng any further headway.

As had occurred before, the attack alongr Snakeshead Ridge

met witrn fierce defenders ano, rnocwithstarding tne efforts

of the attackers, was styrimied. The ornly di ffererne bet'wern
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this attack and those preceeding it was that the forces

which met defeat were three battalions instead of the one

company or one battalion which had previously been repulsed

there (66).

While this sequence was occurring above the valley

floor, the 2nd New Zealand Division, lead by the 28th

(Maorip Irfarntry Battalion, atterioted to advance along the

railway er,mbankrmiernt to seize the railway station, and key

terrain slightly beyond (the roundhouse and a hillock).

Schedu.ed for 2130 hours on 17 February 1944, the attack of

the 28th Infantry Battalion was to proceed from the Rapido

line with A arid B Companies leading the rwlain attack and a

diversionary attack being rmade toward the town. At H+10 the

artillery preparation lifted arid priority o-,f fire switched

to couriterbattery fires and engagement of flank targets.

The lead cormparies soon ran into uncleared wine fields and

took heavy mortar fire, which caused the advance to take

longer than expected. By approximately 'E'400 hours the

stat ion, had been overrur by B Company and rumerous pris:rlers

taken, but because A Company was delayed along a heavily

protected tributary of the Gari ard was unable to capture

the roundhouse and hillock, B Cociiparty was uriable to seize

its secondary object ive, a cIluster of hEouses rort hwest Cf

the station. The situation rerained urchanged thro.ughoct

the night (69).

The key to, the success ,-,t this attarl' lay riot only witi'

the success of the leading infantry battalion but with tve
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rapid success of the engineers in overcoming the numler'oCus

obstacles emplaced along the causeway and ,ooening it for the

remainder of the Division as well as the follow-or tanks of

the 1st US Armored Division. The engineers had a difficult

and tight schedule to meet at best. They were further

impeded by the early delays which were encountered by the

tactical forces. These delays began with shelling during

the buildirg of the bridge over the line of departure/li ne

of contact over the Rapido, as well as the cornfusion caused

:rn tne passage of the 28th as it moved foz, rward into its

start posit ions. Instead of being ready at 2100 hours, the

ridge was first ready at '2315 and it was nro until 180500

that the main bridce was completed. By lea, frogging

elements the engineers cleared wines, booby traps, and the

demolished rail line, bridged the wet gaps of the Rapido and

a canal, and bridged dry gaps in the embankmr,,enrt. In total,

they created nearly one mile of pathway for the followirg

tank arnd anti-tank forces (70). Yet by first light the

engineers had fallen short of the objective, since obstacles

11 arnd 12:, both dry gaps, were yet to be over-come. With the

break of day, the engineers were not ordered to contine,

arcd the infantry holding the stat ion were told they would

!have to hold until darkrness of the coming night would enable

the reiritiatior, o-,f the engineer effort (7N). With tne

stat ior area e):posed to the conand irng b0servatior of

Monastery Hill only 500 yards to tne west, the decision was

mace to lay an artillery srmoke screer, to obscure the are&
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from enemy observation. This was continued throughout the

day. At approximately 1500 hours the Germans launched a two

pronged counterattack which was accompanied by two. tanks

moving in from the north. The smokescreen which earlier in

the day had provided the New Zealanders protection was now

used to advantage by the German counterattaking forces (72).

Unable to offer effective resistance to the tanks, the New

Zealanders suffered unanticipated losses and retreated

across the Rapido river at about 1600 hour on the 18th of

February (73).

RESULTS/CONCLUSION

The net results of these attacks were tenuous footholds

at the base of point 593 and the forward slope of the ridge

line formed by points 450 to 445, and a bridge over the

Rapido. The cost in lives had been high. The second battle

took its toll on the allies, but even more devastating were

the effects of weather. Forward units in inadequate

shelters suffered from the harsh wet winter weather. Front-

line units endured about 60 casualties per day, most due to

severe exposure or exhaustion. Criticism has been leveled

that these actions failed because they were attempted in

oiecerileal Fashion. While this has some validity in view of

the fact that the 4th Division made its initial attacks with

first one comprany arid then one battalion, in view of thQ

circumstances existing at the time, it is doubtful that this;

criticism is totally fair. The 2nd New Zealand Corps had

not wanted to attack before the ni ight of 16 February 1944,
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Wnich would have Priabled the 4th Divis;iori adequate titile tQ

build its supoly base so that it Could laurch a or.oper

attack. Pressure from above, the insistance for actiorn to

relieve the Dressure at Anz io, the "prerat ure ard

urcooradirated" bombirg of the mcnraster-y or, the 15th, the

floodina of the valley by the Gerrmans, the weather and

terrairi all bore or, the recessity of Liririg ,-f the attacks

and the decision to attack alorng narrow axes. Taking :ll

thrI, s irto coriSiderat lo,, there does rnot apovar to have

beer, much alterr, ative to the attempts at pe etaticr, roadce by

the 2rnd New Zealand Cotps. The further significarce o:,f

these battles is their dram.atic illustratiorn that urdnc

proper crditic, ris and with proper preparat ior, the

advartaues which mlecharli at ion, motorizat ion and air powwert

brirg to a force carn be reqated. Irn such circumstances, the

most elementary weanon, the soldier ard his rifle, is still

of siur, ficart impor-t (74). The rlecessitiy f'-,r air/ground

coordirat icn ard the imrot-tarce of engireers to the success

of a cu,:mbired arrms .-perat ionrs are Patently :-bvious.
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THE THIRD BAYTLE

(15-23 March 1944)

The second battle of Cassino (AVENGER, 15 to 18

February 1944) and the third battle (DICKENS, 15 to 23 March

1344) are sometimes regarded as a single battle with two

assault phases. The third battle was fought over the same

grournd in simnilar wEither and by the same allied fighters as

was the second. (Sre Map 6--The Third Battle). The German

forcer changed; the 1st Parachute Division replacing the

depleted 90th Panzer Grenadiers at the end of the second

battle. While the second battle had begun with aerial

pounding of the monastery, the *hird began with aerial

bombardment of the town of Cassino. The Third battle was

more oriented or, the town of Cassinro than orn the hill mass

with the monastery.

The weeks between the second and third battles were a

time of attrition with the Germans receiving almost

continual pounding by artillery and air and the allies

taking daily loses from trenchfoot and exposure. During the

pause between attacks, the continual pounding by artillery

I ard air made the Cassino battlefield look like a World Wjar I

ri--mans land between the trenches (76).

Thc plan: for the 3d Pattie .f Cassirt. was approved by

General Alexander very soon after the failure .,f the 2d
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Battie for Cassino. Strategically, riot much was changed

between the two battles. The mission remained the same--to

ease pressure on the Arnzio bridgehead by diverting Gerrman

troops to Cassiro. The same political pressures were still

being used to force the issue. The combined Chiefs insisted

that the pressure against Anzio must be relieved; Churchill

was adamant that the Arnerican and Russian allies should see

that the Italian campaign had not deteriorated into art

ineffect ive battle of attrit ion. Arid, of course--Rorie was 9
:1still a valued prize (77). ]

General Frayberg's corps had been mauled in the second

battle and Me was determined to ensure that the third battle

was not going to be a replay. Faced with the same problems

he had during the first battle--the horrerndous weather', the

inexperienced staff, the impregnable obstacles and

urifrienaiy terrain that offered limited offensive option--

he beoart planning the 3d Battle for Cassino (78).

Lhe general corncept of the battle was to withdraw the

allied trc.oos to a 1,000 meter safety line arid then, to use

500 medium bombers to provide three and one half hours of

saturation bo,:rnLardmert of the town of Cassino itself. The

New Zealand Division would push past the souther, face of

M,on,rte Cassino alonq Route 6. (See Map 7--The Town of

Cass I r.o)
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ThE Indian Division would link up with the New Zealand

Division northwest *-f the monastery and complete the

encirclement. If successful, this course of action would

give the allies a large bridge head over the Rapido River

and an entry into the Liri Valley (79).

The 2d Battle ended on 18 Feb 1944. The 3d Battle plan

was approved or 20 Feb 1944. There were many pressures on

the allied Generals who were involved in the planning and

tir•ie was considered to be a commodity in short supply.

Consequently, it is not surprising to find the approved pla-n

was one which could be put into effect quickly. The plan

again relied heavily on the Strategic Air Forces' untested

ability to saturate a small target area (1400 by 400

meters). General Freyberg hoped that such a bombardment

would limit casualties within his New Zealand Corps; he was

still painfully aware of the effect of heavy casualties on

his tiny nat icn. The overall dependence or, the Air Forces

to reriove the defenses of Cassino and demoralize the enemy

was the same as it had beer, for the 2d Battle--a depevdence

that proved to be overly optimistic (81).

Or, the German side of Monte Cassiro some changes in the

units occurred but the mission remained the same--defend at

all costs. Field Marshall Kesselrirg chose General

Heidrich's 1st Parachute Divisi,-,ro to relieve the 90th Panzer

Greradier Division which had suffered severely ard was

urgently in need of rest. General Baade's 90th Division was

relieved anr three Parachute Brioades took over the Cassl.ri'o



town, Monastery Hill ard Point 593, the Calvary Mount. 15th

Parnzer Grenadier Division remained in occupation o-f the

Rapido sector while the 71st Infantry Division was to be

used as a piecemeal reserve (82). The elite soldiers

reflected the cocky, aggressive attitude of their com•tmander,

Lt Gen Richard Heidrich. He set high standards and drove

his meen hard. Heidrich conveyed to his soldiers a

possessive attitude about Cassino and also an attitude of

aggressiveness arnd calm under pressure. The other German

units involved were of similar mettle.

As previously stated, the plan for the 3d Battle

(Operation DICKENS) was approved or, 2O Feoruary 1944, with a

planned execution date of 24 February 1944. It is hard to

believe but the weather, already terrible, got significantly

worse before the 24th of February so the ocPertion was

post poned. Without favorable weather, any plan which

depended on the Air Force for victory was doomed. The

weather in February and early March was so bad all aircraft

were orounded (83).

THE BATTLE

The third nattle began as planned, albeit much later

than the original plarn had called for. General Freyberg,

relieved cf the need to attack, at any cost, prepared plans

which tzalled for at least three successive days without ranrs

(64). It too, k until the 7th cf March befcore this criterion
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was met, but the airfields were so soggy that it was the

15th before the bombers could take off. During the weeks

between the second battle and the third battle, the

artillery, less hampered than the air force by rain and

snow, had cont inued to pou-tnd the Germans on Cassino (85)

When the weather cleared sufficiently, the Air Forces

bombed the town of Cassirno from 0830 to 1S0' hours on 15

March 1944. During this preplanned strategic bomber strike,

1, 184 tons of bomils were dropped on the towrn of Cassinc,

into an area nominally 1,400 by 400 meters. Only about half

of the bombs actually hit the target area, but they were

sufficient to ensure that no buildings were left standing

(aithzuo1th the rubble and broker, wall still provided

excellent cover andc concealment for the Germans). Many of

the bomibs which missed the town of Cassino fell nearby (sorle

on allied nun positions), but one group of bombers actually

Dcimbed the wrorng town (Venafro) -- about ten miles from

Cassino (86) Following the bomber strike, fighter bombers

were orn call during the afternoon (87).

After the bombing attack, the 6th Brigade (New

Zealanc) advanced, as per plan, or, the north side of the

town of Cassirno behind artillery preparatory fires. The

-5th Battalion, previously withdrawn a kilomteter, led the

way into the to:wn aric rmiet fires just a few nundred meters

bevor.d their earlier o,-,sitions. (88) Meanwhile. the St'i

Prigade (NZ) fired into the town frozm tne left flank

(szut heast) The Qlar, of the day called for the objective,
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Castle Hill (poirnt 193), to be taken during the first phase

of the operatiorn ("Ouisiirrig"). This first phase was to be

comoleted by 1400 hours, two hours after the completion cf

the bombing. (89) As 25 Battalion entered the town from

the north, they encountered brisk fire from the ruins of the

town, in particular from Castle Hill. The combiration of

rubble, smoke, and oust made observat ioro extremely

difficult, so the New Zealanders were unable to effectively

si ience the German marksmen with either cirect or indirect

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

tanks were unabie to follow the infantry due to the rubble

in the streets, a problem about which Colonel Mack of the

X I far Suoort Command had warned General Freyoerg

(90) (91). Radio nets failed about 1300 hours and enemy

snipers snot both messengers arid wirernen, making

commun i cat ions vi rt ua l ly non-ex i st ent. The same enemy fires

from the ruinrs and from posi t ions on the hil Iside kept the

enrgireers from coming forward to clear the rubble which

blocked tanks arnd slowed the infantry. because

reinforcements were slow to arrive and because of the poor

communications, the allies were unable to seize the Point

435 (:-langman' s Hill) defenses. The battle for tie town of

Cassir._ oogceo down into nouse by house (actually rubbis-

4
mass ny robble alass) clea'inro of tie town. This battlE

uecariu a matter of olatown and scuad oper•ti,-rs with

ineffective communicationrs. It seemed tnat the Ge-ranrs

reinf: Itraten as fast as the ruin was cleared (93).
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T-he rea 1 rieed in Cassijno was forv mor~e t roops to c tear

r~uinis and or~everit r-eoccupat ion. Ur-ban ft grit inrrg is a

marpo~wever, int ensiave o-peratia on. The r-eia for-cemierts wer-e rio~t

t rnofi:adr5tu h qssatplato~ons witnidr-ew by

madriniht. Of co-urse, trie aer-ial bombar~dmient had succeeded

an, So: DounrCiji nL the r~oads thlat the t anks wer-e Unable to. even

~etc~.~seto t.he to~wn Icor an horafter, the infantry had

invested it. In str~eet fighting, the tanxR-infanitry team waL_

found toz be aecisive, but the r-ubble an, Cassino. kept the

tanikS fl-rom gett~n irqclose ero-uoh to tine infantr-y to be

h elo f u (9)

'ne stor~y of the str~eet fighting In CASs1ino is a

colilecrac'n, of tales of small' Unit her~oism and inability to

co-rmmunicate with higher- head quar~t ers. The? fir-st phrase of

the attack had as its c:b,,ectave the caotut'e of the Castle

1±11i I. by 1645, thie castle for-t was in the hands of D

Lomoany, -Ettn Batta i~oni, O-ut thiey wer-e uniable to commwiuni Cate

thexi' success antc so were rot r-elievedi o.r r-einforced, henice

u;.-e atteck or, ressed no flurther- (934).Thetrosfay

-receivec asýsistanice anocut mianaght cf the 15th when, th-e

1st /4thi Essex atrrives. The Guv-r~as ar~rived onn the mc~vning

'-f tn~e 16th -and by ear-ly aftrno had taken' a foc'don

r~a'cav sHillI (Pozint 4335) (95). The cl .swe~re niever ab e

to: prcp-er ly rcfret-nejir-h on, tneseou ssvh c

wereL uncerA1 am-st ccQI nt I udR co~unt erazt t a ck by HeaIdrach' s:i

carat ocoers



Meanwhile, down in the town proper, the reserve

battalion (the 26th) was not ordered to advance until 1725

hours on the 15th; they arrived in position in the middle of

the night. By this time, the weather had closed in,

producing an inpenetrable darkness. The attack had to wait

until dawn when it was quickly halted by the Germans who

pinned the New Zealanders down all day on the 16th (96).

Where tanks were able to come forward, after heroic

engineer effort, they provided valuable fire support to the

infantry. Their armor protected radios proved to be even

more valuable than their guns, for the infantry radios were

almost worthless (97). House-to-house fighting continued

all day on the 16th with the Germans looking and shooting

down from fortified positions on the hillside arid

infiltrating the town. On the hill, point 236 was an

important German fire base which was almost impossible to

take and probably imoossible to hold with the monastery

overlooking it (98). The allies hoped to used their tanks

to hit the open German eastern and southern flank to take

the train station, clear the railway causeway, and bring

more tanks to bear on the Germans. Unfortunately, extensive

engineer effort was required to open the pitted and rubbled

aporoziaches to the tanks. A well coordinated combined arrmis

effort was required to protect the engineers while they

cleared the way for further tanks and infantry advance, but

the effort aoolied was anything but well coordinated (99).
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Meanwhile, 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 gone on for days, the German supply situation

would have become critical. While the allied aircraft were

able 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 period (100).

Since the allies seemed to have failed throughout the

entire day of the 15th to take the first objective (they did

not feel secure in 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. As mentioned above, the 1st 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 engineers were, as mentioned, hampered by enemy fire

called in from hidden and reveted observation posts in the

hills (101).

General Freyberg was convinced that the key to the

capture of Cassino was the town and not the monastery. On

the r•iiht of the 16th, the allies tried, without success, to

use their tanks to support the infantry. The real allied
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failure, though, was to continue trying to clear the town

with only three battalions; Freyberg thought that he had

enough troops in the small area and refusd to throw in

additional troops for street-to-street fighting. He used

his tanks around the periphery of the town where the around

was more open (102).

The allies continued grueling peripheral tactics around

the edae of the town throughout the seventeenth and

eighteenth. Both sides took heavy losses, but the allies

withdrew damaged units while the German paratroopers

reinforced with individual replacements. Heidrich would not

allow his units to be replaced; in particular, he insisted

that his units remain commanded by paratroopers, even when

the units had suffered grevious casualties (103).

By the 19th of March, the allies finally had enough

tanks across the river to try an assault on the monastery,

by this time finally recognized as essential to the winning

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 unable to accompany the infantry as closely as

desired. Meanwhile, the Germans had infiltrated troops into

the town of Cassino and were able to launch a counterattack

of their own on the 19th. The Germans caught the allies at

the castle just before they were to attack uphill toward the

monastery. Viscious seige fighting occupied the small

German and allied units involved. The Germans had the

allies pinned down in the castle but were themselves pinned
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by tank fire from the edge of town and by artillery and

mortar fire (104).

The German counterattack failed, but it had blunted the

allied attack on the monastery. In the northwest, the

allies had prepared a tank thrust up Cavendish road,

Operation REVENGE, which was scheduled to hit the rear of

the monastery just before the Gurkhas and the Essex arrived

at the main gate. Operation 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 colonel without tank

experience; it was, further, a pure tank operation 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 2d/4th Parachute Regiment saw them

coming and was ready for them. The assault failed with 14

tarnks destroyed or abandoned. From that time on, the

Germans enhanced their tank defenses arid tank operations

became much more difficult (105).

The 19th was a bad day for the allies. In the first

place, their infantry attack on the rmionastery had been

spo.iled by a German counter attack. Second, their armor

attack, Operatinr REVENGE, had beern repulsed with great

.- sses. Further, it had become clear that the positi-,•ns

which they held were indefens:Lble, since they were not

siutuall.y supportiing. The miost critical of these positions

.s.the castle, wh":ich the 5th Indian Brigade decl ared could
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not be held if it continued to be surrounded by Germans in

dug-in positions cn the lower slopes. The loss of the

castle would, it was believed by both sides, make holding

the town impossible. Finally, the allies were changing

their collective mind as to whether the town of Cassin,-, were

adequate to launch an exploitation, even if the allies

ccnrt inued to ho'ld orn to every bit of ground (106).

Fightiing occurred around the castle for the next two

days as the allies attempted to clear German positions and

the Germans resisted and counterattacked. Perhaps the

greatest killer of Germans were the main guns of the tanks

which pounded the German positions with direct fire from the

20th 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 relieved by the XIII Corps

of Eighth army (107).

By the 24th of March, the allied defenders along the

hillside were withdrawn and the allied assault was over.

The evacuation of Hangman's Hill was achieved without any

allied casualties. The allies dug in in the town of Cassino

n:,d continued to pound the German positions with tank and

indirect fire weapons so effectively that the Germans did

not: ever realize until the 27th that the allies had

evacuated (108).
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"The German parachute division had fought valiantly arid

had taken heavy casualties. The allies, had they had troops

to attack again, might have been able to defeat the Germans,

but Alexander had decided to recover, for the allies had

also 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 2000 men killed, wounded, or missing. German

defensive strength, hostile terrain, and winter weather

proved devastating for the condition and morale of the New

Zealand Corps and it was replaced in the line by the 2

Polish Corps.

The Germans too had suffered sigrnificant casualties

during the 2d and 3d battles. The four battalions of the

regiment holding Cassino had been reduced to a strength of

about two platoons each. The division reserve, a battalion

from rI st Parachute Regiment, was so exhausted that it could

not retake Hangman's Hill from the Gurkhas.

The allies had captured a bridgehead, but they did not

use it again. They held part of the town of Cassino but

,e'e unable to capture the rest. When the allies finally

br,.kr: th ro,:',•h the Gustav line, it was from the ol:d X Corps

5rid 'ehp',d that the sc•ess'ful assault was finally launched,

not from t:h. Cas i, no br idgehmad. All that the third battle

. ,> ' . c: vop Is ished wa s a b a;t tle of attr it ion. In this.

it ' fori it~ d id d tr'y German uni t. and cause



the Germrans to send additional units into Italy. That it

also wasted allied strength may be beside the point, fcor the

allies had more men arnd materiel than the Germans (110).

During this battle, the allies never pressed any

advantages in the town where they became bogged down in

street fighting. However, given the confused aims of the

battle and the desire that New Zealand casualties been kept

low, the battle was fought well. Given that the real

strategic purpose of the battle was to tie down German

troops, the third battle of Cassino accomplished its purpose

(111).
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THE FOURTH BATTLE

The Fourth Battle of Cassino was very different froom

the first three battles. For one thing, the battle was

conducted in mid-May 1944, when the weather had warmed up,

(although the spring remained wet). A break irn the rains

during May significantly helped the allies. The hillside

and ru~bbe continued to be pounded by artillery and

ocassional air strikes and remained a morass of stone blocks

and mud. As May dried out, however, the mud firmed up and

the going got better(f13).

Prior to the fourth battle of Cassino, the allies

shifted the 5th and 8th Army sectors so that they were able

at last to achieve a 3:1 numerical advantage in the Cassino

area. Allied forces available on 11 May 1944, were as shown

in Appendix 1.

,hose units directly affecting the German positions at

Cassino were the 2 Polish Corps (two divisions) frorm, 8th

Pray, the XIII Corps (four divisions) from 8th Army and the

Frernch Expeditionary Corps (FEC) (four divisions) from 5th

Army. (See Map 8). The allies were able to achieve

rnumeri.c:al super:iority on this narrow front by using the 5th

D;-itish Corms in an economy-of-force defense in eastern

ita.y.

In this fou.rth battle fo:,r Monte Cassiino:' the Po:',.lish- 2d

Cr- cormmanded by General An ders woul d.c be the main actor.



So, although there were rnomirnally ten divisions in the

vicinity, only two divisions were really committed at

Cassino. The Polish Corps staff spent as much time and

effort as possible with their plan. General Freyberg gave

them rmiuch useful advice-- hard lessons paid for with New

Zealand and Indian Blood. Information gleaned from

reconnaissance flights and observations from vantage points

were all combined carefully to portray a more accurate

picture of the main German dispositions than the allies had

ever had(114). This picture, the Poles would find, was

still incomplete.

German units opposing the allies were unchanged from

the third battle. The battered Ist Parachute Division

continued to take the brunt of the front line fighting at

Cassirn-o. Devastated units were rebuilt rather than

replaced.

By the fourth battle, allied pressure at Anzio arid

German concern about a second amphibious assault left rno

Gerrmar reserves available for corrmmitment to the Cassino

sector. However, replacements arid recovered casualties

increased unit strengths in the 10th and 14th Arrmies from

330,572 o,-n 1 March to 365,616 on 1 May 1944. Although the

ist Parachute Division had received many reolacements, at

the bagirninr of the fourth battl.e, the allies had a decided

numerical advarntage (3:1) in the Cassino sector.

(]peration, DIADEM, the p lan which included the 4th

Do-ttie o f Cassiro, had its the overall objective the caoture
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of Rome. The defeat of the German forces at Monte Cassino

was but a part of the concentrated plan by General

Alexander. The weather had changed from freezing arid 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

difference between this and the earlier battles was the

arlIount and quality of the planning that went into the

operation. General 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

pro:,fessionally done. The final major difference was that a

deception operation had been planned and was to be executed

-to perfection. Alexander's deception called for Kesselring

to believe that another amphibious landing was both

inevitable and imrmiinent.

The allies conducted a massive deception plan called

NUNTON to convince the Gerrmlanrs that they were preparing an

amnlphibicus operation in the area around Civita Vecchio.

Indications were that the deception plan worked and the

Gperraris were holding some of their reserves back. in

articipation of an amphibious landing.

Certain aspects of Alexander's plans were deliberately

.allc,wed to fall into .Germani agents' hands to accomplish this

F_-'.J- t I,: :. The deceoti ion was successI1ful, for" Field Marshall

', < .•• ir"r,:j or, cl.uded that the 1ar, i. r, wOuI.'d c,:,re in the La
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Speyia-Leghorn area and disposed his forces accordingly

(115).

The allies also concealed the massive movement of

troops associated with the shift of the 8th Army into the

Cassino sector. The Germans believed there were six allied

divisions irn the area around Cassino when in fact there were

ten.

The allies were also able to gain detailed and up-to-

date information on German artillery posit ions and

Nebelwerfer locations. Operation DIADEM began on, 11 May

1944, with the Germans completely deceived as to the time,

locationr, and strerngth of the attack.

There were four possible ways of attacking the

Monastery 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 chosen by the 2nd Polish Corps for the

fourth attack of Monte Cassino called for a broad front

approach from the northeast. (See Map 9--Aners' Plan of

Attack). The objectives were the same as the previous

battles and would be defended by the same Paratroop Division

commanded by General Heidrich. The Polish divisions planned

to first seize Srakeshead Ridge arid Colle Sant' Angelo. With

these heights secured they would overlook Route 6 and so

could threaten Heidrich's flank in the town of Cassino. The

4th Indian had made such an attempt it, the second battle but

faced a different force ratio and had attacked under much

more severe weather conditions. Assisting in the plan the

British 13 Corps would be making its major assault across

the Rapido to threaten the town from the West. Throughout

the planning and concentration of forces the greatest

secrecy and best camouflage was used to add to the deception

plan General Alexander had designed (118).

THE BATTLE

On the l1th of May 1944, the German defenses at Cassino

were still held by Heidrich's men, well dug in within their

dugocuts on, the hillsides and amid the ruins of monastery and

town. "hese Germans had a significant advantage over the

newly arrived Polish of ho:,ldirng gr,:und which had become

•tair,:l .iar to th-emn d ur •r, L hr]e long wi nter. The 100tih M'.'untairn

2rZr j tginl-t held the area around Cas'tell, 1ne and the Colle Sant,

Angel,:o. The 3d Parachute Regirmet held Monte Cassinio anc,



the adjacent high ground and thq 4th Parachute Regiment held

the town of Cassino. Additional German parachute units were

in reserve positions along the reverse slope from Villa

Santa Lucia to the monastery (119).

The question for the Germans was not whether they could

hold out but rather for how long could they hold their

positions in the face of a deteriorating strategic

situation. The German objective was to hold on until Bode's

Army Group could disengage and withdraw to the Fuhrer Line.

The key would be the success of their defense of the Liri

Valley (120).

German intelligence about the allies was scarce and

provided them no help in determiiing allied intentions. The

allied deception plan worked masterfully at both strategic

and operational levels. For example, the German forces did

not know where the French forces were located or their

strength and were unable to discover the strength of the

Polish units or be positive of their exact positions (121).

Field Marshall Kesselring, foxed by the allied

deception plan, was so afraid of possible landings in his

rear that he concentrated his mobile divisions near the

coast in anticipation of the fabricated allied landings.

The German's lack of krni:,wledge of allied intentions was so

bcd that the Gerrians fo:resaw no immediate attack; indeed,

Kesselring and several of his senior commanders were on

WAve wmen 'the Allied at'tacks were launched on 12 May 1944
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In anticipation of the final assault on Cassino, the

Allied 15th Army Group had been reorganized. The Polish

Corps had been brought forward to relieve the British 78th

Division north of the rmionastery. The British 4th and 8th

Divisions were preparing to assault across the Rapido River

at Colle Sant' Angelo with the British 78th Division and 6th

Division to follow (123).

The allied plan was for the Polish and British forces

to conduct a pincer with a link-up at Piedmonte on Route 6.

The Canadian 5th and Ist Divisions were available for

pursuit up the Liri Valley once the Germans were forced to

leavu Cassino:'. The French were to make surprise

penetrations of the mountains in order to separate the

German XIV Panzer Corps from the German Mountain Corps. The

French would then link up with the Canadians in the Liri

Valley. The only US participation in the final assault

would be that the 36th, 85th and 88th Divisions were

available to advance astride Route 7, far to the west of

Cassino, if needed (124).

The plan called for the British to break through in the

Liri Valley, the US and French to threaten the German flanks

al:rng Route 6 and 7, and the Poles to drive the German

parachutists from the Cassino massif. The expulsion of the

Germnans from Cassino would make the German positions in the

valley untenable and so: clear the way for the other

advanC-es. With the Gerrm'ans fallirng back, the Poles would
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advance, link up with the British forces at Route 6, and

continue to advance northwards (125).

The Polish Corps, under the command of General Anders,

would advance along the Monte Castellore feature to the pass

at the head of the re-entrant between Albaneta and Villa

San-t' Angelo. Simultaneously with this advance, the Poles

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'

Angelr-, and thie Carpathian Division would seize the other

objectives (126).

General Anders saw that the key to his success would be

to engage as rmarny mutually supporting German positions as

possible at one time, denying the Germans the benefit of

their mutual support. Anders planned to then rush

reinforcements forward to catch Germran counterattack forces

trying to retake defensive positions.

The first Polish assault was conducted on the night of

1.1 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, and largely due to their

encounterirng twice as many Germans as intelligence had led

therm to believe were there. The Germans, heavily su•pc, rted

with artillery, were successful in counterattackring.

,r',1rther corntributing to the Polish repulse, the Polish

art iileiry did not support the qr.-,und trooops as well as



desired, comrmlunications broke down, and numerous technical

difficulties were encountered (127).

The Polish Corps was ordered to hold in place, harass

the Germans with artillery fire, and improve their knowledge

of their positions and the terrain. The Poles would wait

for the British to make progress in the Liri Valley before

they attacked a second time. The second attack of the

fourth oattle was mourwted oin, 16 May by the Poies (128).

The German defenders had been weakened by the first

WIC 5 an- wk (a-d, of course, by T.ve rmonths fighting).

Further, the Ger-mans had moved some of their forces from

Cassino into the Liri Valley to counter the British advance.

Advancing against the reduced Gerrmian defenses, elermients of

the Polish Kresowa Division met with success and took the

Colle Sant' Angelo defenses. The Germans counterattacked

but were stopped by Polish combined arms teams, for the

Poles had tanks with their infantry and the Germans had none

(129).

The Polish Carpathian Division penetrated the mine

field in front of Albaneta and took point 593 between Monte

Cassino and Albaneta. After seizing point 593, they could

n',ot advance further because of fire from points 505 and 575.

Despite severe losses and being considerably

outrurmbered durirng the fourth battle, elements of the Ist

P'arachute Division withdrew from Cassinro: and the monastery

only whcern thesc , posit ions became untenable as a result of

a.l.l tied s.uucuese in the L,;iri Valley/.
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SIGNIFICANCE OF THE ACTION

The significance of the Battle of Cassino must be

assessed in tactical, operational, and strategic terms. The

fact that there were four battles (assaults) and two

attrition efforts spread over, five months clouds the issue

at the strategic and operational levels. What began as an

assault to support and link up with the Anzio landing forces

became an end in itself. What should have beer, a simple

capture of a mountain became a key psychological 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 road to Rome was opened. Operationally, the battle

could have been decisive. The allies might well have driven

the Germans up the Italian penninusula and ended the Italian

campaign. However, the victory at Cassino was not exploited

and the operation accormplished little. At the level of

grand strategy (or "vision"), Cassino appears to have been

alrnost meaningless. It was but a sideshow to the carriage

taking place orn the Russian Front and the massive

preparations for Operatio:,n OVERLORD. Yet, there is a

counter, argument, for it may be that without a victory at

Cassir, o, the allies may not have been willing to launch

OVERLORD.
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How can anyone doubt that Cassino was an allied

victory? After all, the allies expelled the Germans from

the town and heights. The Gustav Line was defeated. The

German 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 question is whether the

strategic goals of the allies or the Germans were better

served by the battle of Cassino.

Strategically, 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

Penninsula as much as possible. The General Staff had, by

this time, no illusions of defeating the allies; even

Kesselring had but little hope of even stopping them from

taking Italy. The Germans wanted to hold the allies as long

as possible and tie down as many allied troops with as few

German troops as could be marnaged. Kesselring started with

the goal of slowing the allies and he retained that goal

until the end. He succeeded. The Germans held the allies

at the foot of Monte Cassino for five months. In the end,

the Germans lost the battle of Cassirno and lost the war, but

t:e allies never reached Germany through Italy. Therefore,

operatior,ally and, to an extent strategically, the Germans

A.c:cornplisAWd their goal at Cazssin,:,.
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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

Cassino. At the Grand Strategy level, the allies were clear

in their intention--they wanted Germany to surrender

unconditionally. The allies, of course, won the war. The

ultimate question is whether or not Cassino contributed to

their strategic victory. It is upon the question of whether

Italy was strategically significant that the question of the

significance of Cassino founders.

Prirmie Minister Churchill wanted the allied forces to

drive north through Italy into the "soft underbelly of

Europe" while the Americans wanted to attack through France.

The Italian campaign may have been conducted for the

political reason of keeping the British happy, but it was

justified as opDening a front to convince Stalin that the

western allies were attacking and were not just letting

RuLssian sc, Ldiers die while the west waited. This political

indecision permeated the Italian campaign arid made the

questiion *:'F strategy quite complicated.

The drive up the Italian boot was conducted almost as

an economy of force cperzation. Political considerations

aside, the allies were tying down good German forces in

£taly, thus keeping them away from the Russian Front and

everitually keeping theri away frorom Normandy where the allies

vqere planrning their massive continental invasion. When the

drivýý up the Italian penninisula stalled at Cassino, the
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allies believed that it was necessary to advance further s,:,

as to draw in and tie down more Germans.

Cassino became a fixation for both sides. To Hitler,

it was an area where his direction of "yield no 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

never answered the question of whether the political goal of

taking Rome was decisive in the war. The question still

looms of whether the advance up the Italian boot was

meaningful.

Politically, the victory at Cassino and the capture of

Rome only partially pacified the British. Churchill favored

the advance up the Italian penninsula and the Combined

Chiefs poured blood and treasure into the advance. The

glory of the Ermpire was served with the blood of British,

New Zealander, Indian, arid other soldiers. However, the

victory at Cassino was not exploited, for men and equipment

were quickly withdrawn frorm Italy for the ANVIL advance into

southern France. From the allied viewp,-,int (largely an

American viewpoint), Cassino had served its purpose.

The battle of Cassino (and the entire Italian campaign)

hI"ad held German forces in Italy, thereby diverting them from

Normranrdy and the Russian front (as a footnote, the fighting

at Cassino did help preserve the Anzio beachhead). The

rcamrno,aicgr, had held open an active, front to show Stalin that

the allies were fighting rather than mierely waiting for the
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Russians to bleed the Germans to death. Finally, as

mentioned before, the campaign mollified the British and

gave them a theater in which they were supreme.

The question of the value of Cassirno is whether it was

cost effective. At the numbers level of analysis, the

battle killed 2900 Germans versus 2100 allied troops. On

the other hand, it held down only two German divisions at

the cost of ten allied divisions. Had the allied divisions

been needed elsewhere, the battle would have been a net loss

to the allies. Since they were not immediately needed or,

other fronts (while the Germans were very much needed), the

question of the effectiveness of Cassino must be answered ir,

the affirmative. Cassino was a cost effective (but bloody)

investment for the allies.

However, the allies lost the opportunity for pursuit

and annihilation which followed Cassino. By withdrawing

troops for ANVIL, they failed to capitalize on their

investment. Obviously, the Combined Chiefs (in contrast to

Churchill) believed that Cassino had served its purpose; the

question remains as to whether it helped either side achieve

its strategic objectives.

The shallow answer is that the battle of Cassino:, did

riot help either side. The Italian Theater was of little

signi.Ficar:e to either side. For the Germans, Italy had

ceased to be an ally and had become an occupied country.

Thes Gerrmans had to hold the allies away frorm their southernr

flarnk with ar ecc:,rory of force opet-ation. For the allies

79



(divided in coalition warfare), Italy was a sideshow. The

US had no intention of putting enough forces into Italy for

it to be decisive. They saw Chruchill as chasing a wild

goose on the Italian penninsula. In the allied coalition,

it was the Americans who had the trump cards, arnd the

desires cof the British were of less impact than those of the

Americans.

Seen in this narrow view, the battle of Cassino 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 also be seen as an example of how not to

run coal it ion warfare--c'ne of the reason~s for the fail ure of

the allies was that they pulled troops of orne nation out of

the line arid replaced them with strangers from another

nat ion.

In contrast to the narrow ("it was meaningless") view,

some believe that the battle was primarily useful to the

Germans. After all, they did hold the allies orn the Gustav

Line for five months. Others argue that the battle was r~~

valuable to the allies, for the battle provided training to

allied troops arid staffs arid, had the war gone differently,

;it provided a potential o'peniing in the German lines which

could have been, exploited. The fact that the success was

niot cexplo.-ited is seer, as merely one ':f the fcorturiet: of w-r

Given that the Germans lost and the allies did niot

exploit the batt le, were any lessons locarried from~ Cassirno?

.r, the shcort trifew lessons soemr toz have been learned.



The allies waited until after the war to publish battle

books on mountain warfare which exploited Cassino's lessons.

Subsequent fighting in mountains during the war showed that

the allies did not gain much from the battle. Coalition

warfare may have profited from the lessons learned, but

similar problems plagued the allied corimmanders until the end

of the war.

In the long term, Cassino may offer some lessons to the

soldier of today. The Germans showed that a well dug-in

light force can hold a heavily armored force. At Cassino,

the Germans exploited the terrain to take away from the

allies the advantage of mechanization. Cassino disolayed

some of the limits of armored and mechanized warfare; the

rubbling effect of bombs made mechanized advance through the

town almost impossible. Although today we can use the

lessons of Cassino to remove the advantages of mnechanization

from the enemy in southern Germany, the allies had little

opportunity to exploit this lesson in the Second World War

(if they even recognized the lesson, which is doubtful).

More than anything else, Cassino revealed the futility

of mass bombardment against dug-in forces. Bombardment was

ineffective when it was not followed up by immediate

assault; it had a shock effect but did not serve to nelp the

qround forces gain ground. Alas, nobody seemed to pay any

attention to this lesson during the war. T"he Army Air Force

r~ontinruod to preach the value of bombardment throughout the

end of the war. Following the Second World War, nuclear
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bombardment was long put forth as a sure way to defeat the

enemy. Today we are willing to point to Cassino as an air

power failure; the warriors of the time were not.

The battle of Cassino is useful as an example of how

valuable a good deception plan can be. The first three

assaults failed, in part, because the Germans knew fairly

well what the allies were doing. "Thr fourt- Q. 1;

supported by a good deception plan and it succeeded.

Although Cassino stands as an example of a good deception

plan, it is difficult to say that the allies learned

anything from the success of the action, for they were

already using effective deception plans.

The battle of Cassino stands not only as an example of

how things can be done, but also as an example of how things

should not be done. The battle is an example of how the

allied combatants lost sight of the principle of the

objective. Accepting that the tactical comimanders were not

concerned with the strategic objectives of the Italian

campaign, 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 objective was later served

by a breakthrough at a different point than Cassino. The

local commlanders, however, got so wrapped up in the battle

that their objective became the destruction of the Germans

holding Monte Cassino. They forgot that they wanted to open

Fh• 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 operational objective was. The

Americans and British were never sure whether the

operational objective was to tie down Germans (the American

view) or to destroy Germans (the tactical commanders'

apparent view) or to drive up Italy into Austria (the

?.ti'i viý,4). Operational fuzzy mlindedness led to tactical

indecision.

The German units were elite units. These forces held

well despite being in a no-win situation, normally a

demoralizing affair. Today's Army is trying to build elite

units, such as the Rangers or the Light Divisions, which

will have espirit such as was shown by the German

parachutists. Cassino showed how an integrated and

coordinated defense can hold against great odds. As a

current lesson, we may note that the Germans dug in for

months but the next war in Europe may be fought riot from

Maginot line or Cassino type positions but from hastily

prepared firing points.

APm'ong the many lessons of Cassino is that delay in

exploiting advantages (such as bcomrbardrment) will be paid for

in blood in the next battle. We seerm to have learned this

lesson for we are training junior leaders to think for

themselves arid to exploit advantages. A similar lesson is

that the confusion of battle makes the place of smiall unit

leaders oxtremely important. We have arn advantage in small

urfil leadership.
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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 operations cannot 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 Cassino as individuals and small ur, ý, these

people had the advantage of learning from those w!c -.re

already there. Allied coalition warfare, however, made

individual replacements difficult, so the allies replaced

entire divisions with divisions frcom other countries. We

will fight a coalition war in Europe and should remember the

lessons of Cassino.

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

At Cassino, the allies lost sight of the Objective and spp.it

months fighting attrition warfare to take a hill that they

could possibly have bypassed. We must remember Cassino and

try to nrot get trapped into forgetting the principles of

war.
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APPENDIX 1

( ~STRA~TEGIC FORCES RY~iILflBLE

Pr~iot to the second battle the followino for~ces wevre

available tco the Allied 5ith nt-my arid the German1 XIY Parizer-

Cor-ps:

AlLLIED:

New Zealarid Corps
cdd New Zealand Division
4th In~dian Divisions

Fr~erich Ex.:ed it loriay Corps
* -2d AEqeriart Div) 310r1

~dMoroccar Di% is3icYr
4th Mor-occan -:-urtairn Iivisicori

GjERMAN:

XIV Planzer Corps Dvso

15 Panizer, Gr~enadier Diviiicrn
44Hoch 'and Deutschroeistetr lrsfariry D ivi si1or,

5 Mountair Di.vision

For~ices available for the thir~d battle wer-e:

A4LL IED:

* New Zealard Cor-ps
-d New Zealand Divisic~r
4th Indian Divi.sion~
-78th BEritish Division (r~eserve; committed irito

to~wn o-f Cassinoc rea)m the erd r-f the th irci'
oatt le)

* L~~oroat Commnrrd B,~ Ist Armiored Div is ior (US)
(r'eserve)

Frerich Exnedit iorarv Co-res
--d fllqer~ia Divisionr
-3d M.r-nccar, Divisicrn
4thi M0V-orCCcai -1-cPun'tairi Di vis ion



GERMAN:

XIV Parnzer Corps

Ist Parachute Division
15 Panzer Greradier Division
44 Hoch unO Deutschmeister Infantry Division
5tn Mountair, DivisioIn

Before the fourth battle of Cassino, the allies shifted
the 5tn and 8th Army -prtoem - so that they were able ot ieast
to acnieve a three to one numerical advantage in the Cassino

area. Allied forces available on 11 'lay 1944, were:

ALLIED:

15th Army GroLtup

5th Army
French Expeditiotnary Corps

Ist Motorized Infantry Division
2d Moroccan Division
3d AlQeriaru Divisionr
4th Mor,,ccar, M,,unt air. Division,

II Coros (US)
85th Infantry Division

88th Infantry Diviniicnr,

at n Army
2 P'oiish Corps

5th Kresowa Division

3d Carpathian Division
XIII Corps (BR)

6th Armoured Division
4th British Division
78th British Division
8th Incian Division

X Cores
New Zealand Division
2 Parachute Brigade

I Canadian Corps (Army reserve)
1 infantry Divisio:'n
5 Armnoured Divi~ior,

GEiRIvIAN:

Li Mcountairn Corns
ist Parachute Division
44 Hoch 'md Deutschmneister Irnfarttry Division

5th Mountain Division
oi/4tn Jaeger Divisionr

XIV P'anzer Corps
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71st Infantry Divisic-n
'34tn Infantry lDivision
Kamipfqru,-pne (one rec imtert from 305th Infantry

Divisionr and ore recilropet frcomi '.b.th Pan-zer
Grenadiker Divsioric)j

Tr) 1li 1st o-f strateqjc fo-.rces was cc..riipledi by
consult iriq a number, of sources. The fol1lowing sources wre

usd:

Graham, Dominich, Cassýino. New York: Elal laritine Books, inc 3
1 37 i .

Smi tnr, tL. 1). Thne__Pa tt Iles f or,_ Cass ino.:, New Yor L~e Chiat-l1es
S c hribn e r, s -- Son, 1975.

Ma idai~ary, Frec. The Battle o-f Cassirno, Cariibr~icoe, M5ass.
Ine Riverside P-:ress, 1957.

__ __tL- . -1-yis~ y,1 16 Jan uary__- 944-3-71__ac i944, FlIo-~rence,
I talIy: L. lrioronta Press, 19345

F ifth. Orri1y t 1 Ron 1 1944-4 J.jnre 1944, Florence,
Italy: L' lrtilrorit~a Press, 19 45

Blu.merscor, meart in, Etrncm to Cassino, Washmngtonr, DC:
uSCPO, 1977.
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