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RUSSIA

MY THREE YEARS
IN MOSCOW

By LIEUT. GEN. WALTER BEDELL SMITH

Il

Walter Bede

A crucial report to the American people—by the top diplomat- Smith

soldier qualified by knowledge and experience to write it. From early
1946 to 1949 General Smith served as our Ambassador to Moscow. His
account of those critical years is a key book of this time, of permanent $3.75
historical value. :

MY THREE YEARS IN MOSCOW is a book that every thinking American needs, since it covers the
problems most vital to our world today. Here is an inside story of the Moscow Conference failure. Tito and the
Cominform, the Berlin Blockade, effects of the Marshall Plan. General Smith gives far more than a frank,
invaluable account of his diplomatic problems and official sparring with Soviet leaders. He parts the Iron Curtain
with an incisive, objective discussion of the entire Soviet system and its people. There are sharp thumbnail sketches
of Stalin and men of the politburo, analysis of their aims and potentialities, of world communism, Soviet industry
and agriculture, religion, culture, propaganda, police state methods, and finally the question of war or peace.

——"He had . .. more . . . personal contact with Stalin than any other foreigner in Moscow." *. . . casts more light on
the Societ system, on Marshal Stalin and on the tortuous twists and turns of Soviet policy than anything published
thus far."—N. Y. Times

ROOSEVELT AND THE RUSSIANS

THE YALTA CONFERENCE
By EDWARD R. STETTINIUS, JR.

Decisions at Yalta and the policies and personalities behind them—told in detail by our
former Secretary of State. Problems that underlie today's headlines are traced back to
the councils of 1945 by the one American best qualified to speak. An essential book for
understanding today's Russian-American conflict of interests. $4.00

THE SOVIET ARMS

AND
RERAAY SOVIET POWER

By COL. LOUIS B. ELY By GEN. AUGUSTIN GUILLAUME
An invaluable guide to current organization and A thorough and expert analysis of the Soviet
tactics of the Soviet Army — expertly organized Army—how it was built, its place in the Russian
from information of escaped Russians and other political structure, how it fights and why.
up-to-the-minute sources. $3.50 Artillery technique is particularly treated. $3.50
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GERMANY

DECISION IN GERMANY

By General Lucius D. Clay

A vitally important report on the hottest sector of the ""Cold War"*
by the outstanding soldier, statesman and diplomat who led our
forces. General Clay writes frankly and forcefully about every phase
of The Allied Occupation—getting along with the Russians (also
British and French), feeding the conquered, denazification, attempts
to develop democracy, displaced peoples, breakdown of the Allied
control council, blockade and counter measures.

Four Years of DECISION IN GERMANY which will influence world history for decades—decisions
which sometimes had to be made without Washington sanction. General Clay sidesteps none of the
controversial issues, citing names and placing blame where he feels it belongs. His book is essential and
stimulating reading for every American interested in the world of today and tomorrow. Illustrated,
documented, with index.

$4.50

—"Somebody had to do it, so | shook my fists
in the Russians' faces."

BRIG. GENERAL FRANK HOWLEY

(U. S. Military Commandant in Berlin)

BERLIN COMMAND

The man at the focal center of the "Cold War,”™ who turned
policy into day-by-day operations, tells the fantastic story of his four
years' battle of wits with the Russians. General Howley got his
knowledge of Russian methods the hard way. "'l lay awake nights for four years," he says, "trying to think
of ways to fight them off—to keep them from stealing the city out from under me. | talked and argued with
them for literally thousands of hours, probably more than any other American anywhere."

The inside story of what's been going on in the key city of Western Europe—from a
tough-minded, hard-hitting General who knows it better than any other American.

$3.50
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SOME RECENT ASSIGNMENTS

Al

MAJOR GENERAL JOSEPH M. SWING MAJOR GENERAL ARTHUR M. HARPER
The former Commandant TAS has been assigened as Formerly on the staff of Admiral Conley, senior US Navel
Commandant of the newly reconstituted Army War commander in London, he has been assigned as CG TAC
College at Ft. Leavenworth, Kansas. and Commandant TAS. Ft. Sill. Okla.

MAJOR GENERAL WILLISTON B. PALMER BRIGADIER GENERAL WILLIAM H. COLBERN
The former Vice Chief of Staff EUCOM has been assigned The former CG 25th Divarty has been assigned as
as CG 82nd Airborne Division. Ft. Bragg. NC. and Assistant Commandant TAS. Ft. Sill. Okla.

promoted to Major General.
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Midnight Oil For Redleg Lamps
By Lt. Col. Dale E. Means, FA, and
Maj. Raymond J. Wilson, Jr., FA

OT long ago, Sunday morning

funny paper readers smiled as they
watched former Sgt. George Baker's
immortal Sad Sack  struggling
simultaneously with a perplexing
correspondence course and the lure of a
nearby taxi dance hall. No one who has
ever used Yank to help him through the
graveyard trick in a fire-direction center
needs to be told which of Sack's two
natures prevailed. By the end of the
strip, however, virtue and extension
courses had triumphed—after, it must be
admitted, the visioned lovelies had
proved plain, curveless, and expensive—
and Sack was back at his desk making
good use of his time.

Happily, most students enrolled in
extension courses at The Artillery
School show much the same moral
fortitude as Sack, and whatever the
distraction eventually get back to their
lessons. Frequently, however, it is
possible for the extension course
instructor to determine that a lesson was
started on a certain day and not finished
until some months later. The early
arrival of a new baby in the midst of
Lesson 4, Subcourse 40-10, "Field
Artillery Tactics, General," postponed
the completion of the lesson by one
National Guard captain until months
later when the new arrival was off the
0200 feeding.

But this is not the general case. The
majority of the 11,000 students now
enrolled in the Department of Extension
Courses at Fort Sill manage to keep their
work flowing in. The school has
managed to keep the preparation of the
correspondence courses ahead of all but
a few of the energetic students.

The task of preparing the courses has
been a longer job than was originally
anticipated. (See THE FIELD ARTILLERY
JOURNAL, September-October, 1947.)
The principal reasons for the delay have
been changes and improvements in the
doctrines and techniques of artillery,
based on World War II experience and
post-war developments and experiment.
Field Artillery Gunnery is a case in
point. No sooner had the courses in the
range-and  deflection - bracketing
procedure come "on the market" (as

Department slang has it) than the Chief,
Army Field Forces, approved the new
gunnery methods based on the use of
the target grid. This forward step
necessitated a complete rewrite of all
the gunnery subcourses except the one
on survey.

These delays, and others, such as
heavy printing loads at the field printing
plant at Fort Sill, have gradually been
overcome. It can be foreseen that in a
few months almost the entire program
will be available to students.

The present extension course
enrollment at The Artillery School is
composed of a number of clearly
identifiable groups, each with its own
particular reason for pursuing military
education by mail.

STUDENT MOTIVATIONS

A large group of students are enrolled
primarily to keep abreast of the advances
in military techniques, especially as
these advances apply to the artillery.
Since the close of World War II, the
combat experiences of our forces have
been intensively studied and evaluated.
In addition, new equipment has been
developed. As a result of this study and
development the whole body of artillery
doctrine has been re-examined, and
changed where applicable, and the
remainder has been at least restated with
emphasis in new places. These changes
have been incorporated in new field
manuals now in the process of being
published and are, of course, included in
the resident instruction given in the
regular and associate courses of The
Artillery School.

The extension courses program
parallels resident instruction so far as
practicable and, as the courses have been
written, the latest doctrine has been
included. Obviously, officers who have
had no artillery experience since the war
need some method of getting up to date
and keeping up to date on the latest
developments. Nearly every week there
can be noted officers of the civilian
components who do not realize that the
light field artillery battery contains six
howitzers. Furthermore the majority of
these officers have had little contact with
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the new target-grid methods of observed
fire and fire direction. Extension courses
provide a good way to keep abreast.
There are other ways, of course —
summer camps, attendance at service
schools, troop schools, and unit training
periods. For a large group, however,
summer camps are hard to fit in and

attendance at service schools is
impossible.
Experience has shown that the

officers of the Reserve and National
Guard are hungry for this information. In
the spring of the year dozens of letters
are received from students who plan to
attend National Guard or Reserve
summer camps. These students want
help in the selection of courses which
will prepare them for their two-weeks'
work in the field. Unit commanders in
the civilian components are also good
"customers." Many of them find that
extension courses help them attain and
keep the knowledge they need to
"swing" their jobs. Some of them require
the officers charged with unit instruction
to acquire an adequate background by
taking the appropriate extension courses.

Extension courses are intended for
the officers of all components of the
army, not merely the civilian
components. Regular officers and
officers on extended active duty find
them to be of value and many are
enrolled. "I had a G-4 job right after the
war and since then I have been in
Military Government," is a typical
statement in letters applying for
"Conduct of Observed Fire," the new
course on the target-grid method of
shooting observed fires.

A number of other more immediately
discernible but perhaps less important
results accrue from the study of
extension courses. The final grade of an
extension course becomes part of the
permanent record of a Reserve or
National Guard officer. Obviously, this
record is of considerable value to
commanders when an individual is being
considered for promotion, selection for
service school, or call to extended active
duty.

Extension courses also provide an
excellent means to earn retirement
credits and to keep eligible for active
reserve status. Under current regulations
three credit hours of extension course
work are equivalent to one retirement
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credit point. Many officers who find it
difficult to attend unit drills because of
their location find extension courses
their principal means of keeping eligible
and of earning retirement points. The
Artillery School has on its rolls any
number of forest rangers, oilfield
workers, foreign representatives of U. S.
concerns, construction engineers, and
traveling salesmen, who get little chance
to earn retirement credits through unit
drills. Extension courses also satisfy
some reserve promotion requirements
for officers unable to obtain appropriate
T/O assignments.

Enrollment regulations are quite
flexible, so that the educational needs of
almost any individual can be met. In the
usual case, a new enrollee is placed in
the numbered series appropriate to his
grade. For example, a captain will be
enrolled in the 40 series. However, an
officer with special needs may enroll in
a special series appropriate to his own
requirements. If an officer has applied
for transfer to another branch he may
take the appropriate courses in the
school of the new branch. Officers on
extended active duty may take any
subcourse in any of the schools. Thus, an
artilleryman not only can catch up on his
gunnery or RSOP but can also learn
infantry or tank tactics. When an officer
has completed all the courses he needs at
The Artillery School, he is transferred to
the Command & General Staff College.

Most officers who were around
before the war recall that many enlisted
men, particularly those in key positions,
were encouraged by their commanders
to prepare themselves for greater
responsibilities by pursuing military
correspondence courses. When World
War II came along, many of these
NCO's profited materially by their
preparation and won advancements
ranging from second lieutenant to
colonel. The records of the Department
of Extension Courses. TAS, reveal that
very few Regular Army enlisted men are
using this method of improving their
artillery knowledge at the present time,
although an appreciable number are
enrolled at the Army General School.
Commanders might well survey their
outfits and urge promising
noncommissioned officers and privates
to enroll in extension courses. Enlisted
men may enroll in the 10 series of any

MIDNIGHT OIL FOR REDLEG LAMPS

school. In addition, they are authorized
to take courses in a higher series when
their duties or prospective duties require
special training.

Many good noncommissioned leaders
are going to need technical help to
enable them to climb the newly devised
career ladders. The examinations in
firing battery and gunnery subjects are
thorough and require solid
understanding of the subject matter.
Enlisted men preparing for these
subjects will undoubtedly be helped by
the study of the extension courses
available on these subjects. The battery
commander who has men worthy of
promotion can help them by encouraging
them to enroll in the subcourses
appropriate to their career fields.

TECHNIQUES OF PREPARATION

Since the initiation of the program in
1946, a major effort has been made to
develop techniques of teaching by mail
which will impart the maximum amount
of instruction per hour of student effort,
and yet be such that the student retains
the learned material as long as possible.

Under procedures developed by the
Department of Extension Courses, TAS,
the student is first given an assignment
for study in the text for the course. He is
then required to place himself in a
realistic tactical or training situation, and
finally to solve multiple-choice type,
objective exercises based on the text
assignment and the situation. An
example follows:

SITUATION. You are S-3, 104th FA

Group, attached to I Corps Artillery.

Your group is composed of the 502d

FA Bn (155 Gun SP), 405th FA Bn

(8" How Trac), and the 893d FA Bn

(240 How Trac). You are planning

fires in preparation for an attack.

EXERCISE: You determine that for

indirect fire, the 8-inch howitzer, as

opposed to the 155-mm gun, is
particularly suitable for:

(Select the BEST one.)

a. Interdicting a road junction.

b. Attack of infantry in the open.

c. Harassing a bivouac area.

d. Destruction of a pillbox.
SOLUTION: (Sent to student after

exercise is graded; includes text

references not given here.)

a. Interdiction fires are of

relatively light intensity laid down on
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lines of communication to disrupt or
intermittently deny their use to the
enemy. Within the range of the
weapons the 155-mm gun and 8-inch
howitzer are equally suitable for such
missions.

b. Neither weapon is particularly
suitable for neutralization of a target
such as infantry in the open, because
it is not considered economical to use
such large projectiles when lighter
projectiles will do the job equally
well. In addition, neutralization
requires a rapid rate of fire. Heavy
artillery has a much slower rate of
fire than the lighter weapons.

c. The weapons are about equally
suited for harassing fire, which is fire
of less intensity than fire for
neutralization. Unless there is some
aspect of the target location such as a
deep defilade or extreme range,
neither weapon could be said to be
the better for this purpose.

d. The 8-inch howitzer is one of
the most accurate field artillery
weapons. At 18,000 yards the 155-
mm gun has a range probable error
of 43 vyards, whereas the 8-inch
howitzer has a range probable error
of 19 yards. The 8-inch howitzer
projectile, being twice as heavy as
that of the 155-mm gun, has a
considerable advantage in explosive
power. Using indirect fire, the
accuracy of the piece, coupled with
the explosive power, excellent
penetration effect and high trajectory
of the projectile gives the 8-inch
howitzer a definite advantage over
the 155-mm gun for destruction
purposes.

It can be seen that this exercise
requires the student to learn the range and
accuracy characteristics of both the 8-inch
howitzer and the 155-mm gun, as well as
the meaning and significance of the terms
"interdiction," "harassing fires,"
"neutralization," and  "destruction."
Nowhere in the text will he find it stated
that "destruction" is the "best" answer to
the question posed by the exercise. But he
can arrive at the solution by analysis of all
the factors given above and applying the
principles he has learned to the particular
problem presented. In this way, the
student learns and retains the principles it
is desired to teach him.
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This type of exercise, in addition to
teaching the student a great deal of
material, saves him a great deal of time.
This is an important consideration in
extension courses where students must
sandwich their work in between the
tasks of making a living, enjoying
normal family life, pursuing other
military training, following hobbies, and
getting in a share of social activties. It
would be quite possible to teach the
same principles by asking the student to
write an essay-type answer comparing
the two weapons for use in the four
types of fire listed in the exercise. But
this is a time-consuming process which
adds little to the instruction. In the
multiple-choice type exercise, he must
make exactly the same mental
comparison and analysis as he does in
the essay type. Yet an "x" on the answer
sheet allows him to record his solution
instantaneously and be free immediately
to go on to the next segment of
instructional material. He is not forced to
linger five to twenty minutes in the
mechanical operation of recording
solutions.

These techniques of presentation are
based upon continuing studies made by
officers of the Department of Extension
Courses, TAS, begun in 1946 and
pursued until the present time. Civilian
universities were visited, and various
techniques  of  presenting  written
instructional materials were examined
and analyzed. In the course of these
studies, it was found that the use of any
technique other than objective-type
questions permitted too much subjectivity
in the grading of student solutions. This is
not possible in the multiple-choice type,
since the instructor also is bound by the
carefully considered pre-worked solution.
This makes for uniform grading and
prevents favoritism, one of the frequent
criticisms of pre-war extension courses.

In addition, some time and teaching
value is found to be lost when the
student fails to approach the problem in
such a way as to derive the points the
school wishes to teach him. Every
teacher has had the experience of having
a student turn in a beautifully reasoned
discussion of some point other than the
one raised by the question. The properly
constructed multiple-choice exercise
forces the student to learn the points the
school wishes him to know.
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Another advantage of this type of
exercise is that it trains military students
to make up their minds. In the essay type
it is easy to straddle the fence or answer
the question both ways—to hedge, in
gambling terms. The multiple-choice
exercise forces him to make a decision
and thus trains him in a valuable aspect
of military leadership. A few students
have, interestingly enough, complained
of this aspect of the extension course
program, saying that the multiple-choice
exercise does not give them enough
"leeway" in their answers. Surely such a
student needs the benefit of this type of
training.

It is interesting to note that, while
civilian experience in the multiple-
choice type exercise has been largely
confined to its use as a testing device,
The Artillery School wuses it as a
teaching technique. Experiences in
nearly four years of the use of this
device have proved it to be of immense
value in teaching military subjects and to
be very popular with students, who are
relieved of long hours of arduous
penmanship.

INSTRUCTOR-STUDENT
RELATIONSHIP

No effort is spared, in the
administration of the lessons, to develop
the  instructor-student  relationship.
Despite the case of grading multiple-
choice exercises, considerable time is
spent by the instructors in the grading of
each lesson submitted. This is especially
true when the student has low marks or
is not making satisfactory progress. The
instructor is known by name to each
student. In addition to grading the paper,
the instructor adds notes and suggestions
to aid the student in mastering the
subject matter. Instructors are all officers
especially well qualified in the subject
matter of the courses in which they
instruct. The majority at the present time
are Regular officers of field grade. It is
common practice for students to write
notes and letters, asking questions and
seeking help in the solving of some
problem connected with their studies.
These inquiries are always answered
carefully and thoroughly. This personal
attention is appreciated by most
students, many of whom send thank-you
notes at the end of the course. Last
Christmas there wasn't a single instructor
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who didn't receive at least one Christmas
card from a student.

REVISION

With the initial preparation nearly
completed, a program of revision has
been started. From the very beginning in
1946, careful records have been kept of
student grades in each exercise of every
course. When these records show that
over 25 percent of the students make an
improper choice or give the wrong
answer, it is considered that the exercise
has some flaw. The exercise is then
studied and reworded or changed.
Similarly, if the students' answers are
unanimously correct, or nearly so, it is
considered that the exercise requires
little mental effort and thus has little
teaching value. As rapidly as possible all
"bugs" which appear (and some do
appear despite careful editing) are cured
by the publication of errata or by more
complete revisions. Careful records are
also kept of all student comments and
the average time required to complete
each subcourse. These comments
together with the record of student
grades form the revision file kept on
each subcourse. At an appropriate time
each subcourse will be completely
revised in view of all the information
available; of course, the latest doctrine

will be incorporated in each new
revision.

By these procedures, The Artillery
School believes that its extension

courses will supply those who cannot
attend its resident courses an adequate,
authoritative method of acquiring, and
keeping fresh, the knowledge they will
need in the event of mobilization. This is
a continuing effort. The initial
preparation of subcourses, now nearing
completion, is an important first step.
Improvements will follow. Students
enrolling in the program can be assured
that personalized instruction by the latest
proved educational techniques will
reward them for the time they take from
their personal lives to pursue their
military education. The faint-hearted,
who persuade themselves that the effort
isn't worth the gain, may take courage
from the Sad Sack who stuck to his guns
even in the face of the deadliest enemy
of the extension course—the human
female.
(For complete program, see page 77)



CORPS AND ARMY ARTILLERY—Addenda
By Major Paul E. Pique, CAC

The article "Corps and Army
Artillery" which appeared in the
January-February JOURNAL gave the
organization of Headquarters and
Headquarters Battery, Corps Atrtillery,
and the Corps Artillery Staff as
constituted at the time of writing. A
new table of organization is now in
effect for Corps Artillery (T/O & E 6-
50-1). This new table makes obsolete
certain statements and diagrams in the
original article.

photo interpretation centers, or
wherever the commander directs.
Under the old organization, liaison
officers were drawn from the S-2
and S-3 sections, usually two from
S-2 and three from S-3. The
addition of five liaison officers
directly under the commander
serves to increase the number of
officers available for S-2 and S-3
duties and also makes the liaison
officers more readily accessible

HQ & HQ BTRY
CORPS ARTILLERY

FM 6-40
The 1950 edition of FM 6-40, "'Field
Artillery  Gunnery,”  which  was

discussed in the Nov.-Dec. Journal, is
now off the press and being distributed.
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Figure 1

The block diagram, figure 1, shows the
new organization of Headquarters and
Artillery.
Comparison of this diagram and the
corresponding one which appeared in the
January-February issue of the JOURNAL,
shows that several changes have been

Headquarters Battery, Corps

made. The main changes are:

1. A light aviation section has been
added. This section has four officers and
six enlisted men. There are three light
aircraft organic to the section. Where
specifically approved by the Department
of the Army, two additional field
artillery lieutenants may be provided as
air observers.

2. Five liaison sections have been
added. These sections, consisting of an
officer and two enlisted men each,
maintain liaison with adjacent corps
artilleries, division artilleries, army

to the entire staff.

3. An administrative section
has been added. This section,
comprising eight men, supplies

personnel to the staff for matters
pertaining to  food  service,
ammunition supply, and personnel
administration.

The changes in the battery are
reflected in changes in  staff
organization. For example, the five
liaison sections each have a liaison
officer who is a staff officer directly
under the commander. A comparison
of figure 2, Corps Artillery Staff, with
the corresponding figure in the
January-February  issue of the
JOURNAL, shows the major changes as
made by the new table. These are:

1. An Adjutant, S-1, has been
added. Although indicated as S-1 on
figure 2, the officer assigned to this
job is in fact Adjutant, S-1. There
as a warrant officer, administrative,
to assist him.

2. The S-2 has full use of his
assigned personnel. Since the liaison
officers are now organic to the staff
and separate from other staff sections,
the two officers formerly drawn from
the S-2 section are back where they
belong. One of them has been
designated the assistant counterbattery
intelligence officer. The other is
available for other intelligence duties.
In addition to regaining these officers,
the S-2 section has been given two
photo interpretation teams. In all
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there are seven officers in the S-2
section, making round-the-clock
operation more efficient.

3. The S-3 has regained the
officers formerly used as liaison
officers. As indicated on figure 2,
two of these officers have been given
troop information and education job
assignments.

4. The S-4 has some more help for
ammunition and food service matters.
As a matter of fact, the T/O & E is not
specific as to whom the food service
officer belongs, but since the S-4 is
the staff officer with primary general
staff interest in such matters, it
appears reasonable to place the food
service officer in the S-4 section.

The separation of S-1 and S-4 plus
addition of personnel who are qualified in
administrative matters indicates that the
corps artillery will perform more
administrative functions than before.
Such is not the case. Corps artillery
remains primarily a tactical headquarters.
However, the tactical commander needs
certain administrative information if he
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is to operate efficiently. The
administrative personnel in corps
artillery headquarters are there to keep
the commander informed on
administrative matters affecting the
corps artillery. It is not considered that
the administrative staff will be an
operating  staff in  the true
administrative sense.

These changes in organization of
corps  artillery  headquarters  and
headquarters battery should make for
smoother operation of both parts of
corps artillery headquarters. It leaves the
corps artillery commander more free to
supervise all functions of corps artillery.
The organization is still very flexible
and can be modified by the corps
artillery commander to meet changing
requirements. Reduced to a statement of
numbers alone, the corps artillery
commander now has 33 officers, 4
warrant officers, and 152 enlisted men
to use as he sees fit to perform the
functions of corps artillery headquarters,
where formerly he had only 22 officers,
1 warrant officer, and 89 enlisted men.

BRITAIN BREAKS A CODE!

By Jerome Kearful

MONG the spectacular and

surprising successes in breaking
down enemy codes, none is more
remarkable than the way in which British
naval officers broke the German
"lightning gibberish" code in World War
1. They achieved this success because
they failed to wind up a phonograph!
Here is the way it happened.

The German radio station at Nauen
was accustomed to broadcast a regular
evening summary of the developments on
the fighting fronts. Following this, the
station put on the air several minutes of
something of which the British listening
stations could make neither head nor tail.
It seemed to be a secret communication
of some sort, but the sounds followed one
another ~ with such speed that
cryptographers could not find even a
starting point from which to attempt to
unravel the code, "Lightning gibberish,"
it seemed.

Nevertheless, British Intelligence
made numerous recordings of the
Nauen gibberish, and furnished copies
to various units of the British armed

forces with the hope that some key for
unraveling the puzzle might turn up.
Again the British "muddled through" in
a way that was quite unexpected!

A recording of one of the baffling
Nauen broadcasts had been supplied to
a small British warship on duty in the
Mediterranean. Officers aboard this
British ship had a portable phonograph
which they used to divert themselves in
times of inactivity. In addition to their
supply of musical transcriptions, they
had played the Nauen recording more
than once, but were quite as much in
the dark about it as the code rooms in
London.

Then came the unexpected. In the
harbor of an eastern Mediterranean
seaport, time was hanging heavy aboard
the British warship. It was hot, and there
was little to do just then. Cooling drinks
and musical numbers played on the
portable phonograph helped to pass the
day. The small selection of records
aboard had been played and replayed.
Finally, there was nothing left but the
Nauen recording. They might as well
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A BOUQUET

In the Jan.-Feb. 1950 issue of the
Armored Cavalry Journal, Garrett
Underhill reviews at some length
Colonel Louis B. Ely's book, THE RED
ArMY TODAY. The two paragraphs
below are extracted from this review.

Perhaps it's no coincidence that a
work of this stature should turn out to
be the product of an Artilleryman. It
may well be that an American
Artilleryman is best fitted to
appreciate  the strengths and
weaknesses of a foreign force which is
highly conscious of the value of fire
and movement, which puts its trust
first in artillery, then in armor (which
after all, and especially in the gun-
conscious Soviet Army, is basically
several forms of mobile artillery).

It's high time we heard from the
Artillery, too. The only thing wrong
with our Artillery during the war was
its public relations. Our Artillery was
so good that it didn't have to whip up
interest. Few know that the boys out
at Sill by the mid-1930s had worked
out tactics and technique which stood
up to the test of war asdid the T & T
of no other arm of any Army. Our
Artillery, though teaching one of
war's most complex arts, did a
marvelous job of training too.

hear it once more.

So the British officers put on the
"lightning gibberish" again. But it was
so hot that nobody troubled to wind the
phonograph. Halfway through the
record, the machine started to slow
down. At first, none of the listeners paid
any attention. Then, as the sound came
more and more slowly, a code officer
present showed startled interest. As the
record turned at a very slow speed, he
had recognized understandable groups
of radio code signals!

The answer was soon apparent. The
Germans, using a prewar code that had
been deciphered by the British long
before, had recorded their secret
messages at normal speed, but played
them for radio broadcast several times
faster! The puzzle that had baffled the
best Allied intelligence officers was
solved by British naval officers aboard a
small ship in the Mediterranean because
it was too hot to wind their phonograph!



EXTRACTS FROM THE FIRST ARMY
ARTILLERY INFORMATION SERVICE (WWII)

By Brigadier General Charles E. Hart, USA

EXTRACTS FROM AIS NO. 4,
PUBLISHED IN JUNE 1944

Notes on Counterbattery (MGRA 21
Army Group).

I have noticed recently on exercises a
certain lack of imagination on the part of
artillery commanders in dealing with the
problem  of  counterbattery  and
countermortar, and a tendency to
become stereotyped, based on lessons
from battles which have been fought,
without considering the conditions under
which they were fought.

For example, the counterbattery
policy at ALAMEIN, which was
extremely successful, was based on an
intima'e knowledge of the enemy
artillery at the time the plan was put into
effect. It was therefore possible to carry
out the destruction and neutralization of
enemy artillery in a very short space of
time immediately prior to zero hour, and
this plan was only acceptable to the
infantry on a guarantee of a 50%
neutralization of hostile guns. As it was
successful this tended to become the
popular method of dealing with the
counterbattery problem. In a Corps
attack, without good information, such a
procedure is not only a waste of shells,
but will also give away the front of
attack immediately before the infantry
go in.

The object of all counterbattery in an
offensive operation must be to neutralize
as many of the enemy guns as possible
before the infantry assault. Therefore, in
general terms this neutralization must be
complete by zero hour. If time permits, it
may be carried out by the
implementation of an active and
destructive counterbattery policy during
a comparatively long period before the
battle. This method will have to be
employed unless it is certain that
information at the time of the attack is
good enough to allow of the whole
counterbattery plan being carried out in
the short space of time immediately
before zero.

In general, it is not possible to allot
much artillery to counterbattery during
the actual progress of the attack, as all

guns will be employed on the
neutralization of enemy infantry
defenses and mortars. A proportion of
medium and heavy artillery, however,
must always be kept superimposed to
deal with opportunity shoots on hostile
batteries which disclose themselves
during the attack and are located by Air
OPs, flash sportting, or other methods. It
will probably be necessary to allot the
bulk of the Corps Air OP resources for
this task.

During the period of reorganization
of the objective, counterbattery will
again have to be stepped up and a heavy
neutralization program put into effect.

The implementation of the CRA's
counterbattery plan must be in the hands
of one commander, who must for this
purpose have at his disposal the services
of the CBO.

If sufficient artillery is available,
other medium, heavy, and super-heavy
groups, should be put in support of the
artillery officer responsible for counter-
battery, for which purpose corps signals
will have to be prepared to provide the
extra communications. The headquarters
of this artillery officer should be in close
proximity to the CCFA, who is at all
times responsible for the counterbattery
plan.

It must again be emphasized that
information is the key to successful
counterbattery and the CBO must, at all
times, keep in close touch with the G-2
of the Corps. The value of up-to-the-
minute information from photographs
appears to be fully realized and the
CCRA must make certain that
communication from the ACBO at the
landing ground or with APIS s
foolproof.

Concentrations—Not the Universal
Panacea (21 Army Group—RA Bulletin)

There is little doubt that the use and
power of massed artillery fire is now
fully appreciated throughout the army.

There is perhaps, however, a
tendency to use concentrations on all
occasions to the exclusion of accurate
ranging and deliberate shoots by
batteries, troops, or even single guns.
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Divisional and regimental
concentrations without ranging rarely
produce satisfactory results, and are only
necessary when time is not available for
ranging or when surprise is a dominant
factor.

The success of concentrated fire by a
large number of guns depends on
information; this includes location of the
target and knowledge of the correct
meterological conditions at the time the
shoot is carried out. There may be, and
often are, many other points on which
information is required before effective
fire can be brought to bear.

The simplest method of finding out
the location of the target and metro
conditions is by carrying out accurate
ranging. This in turn presupposes good
observation.

Ammunition has never  been
restricted, with the result that battery and
troop commanders have been able to use
concentrations whenever they choose,
sometimes with great success, but
sometimes also with considerable waste
of ammunition as the result of
incomplete information.

Overemphasis on either of these two
aspects of artillery procedure will not
produce the best results. It is necessary
to keep these facts constantly before all
artillery officers to ensure a right
balance in both training and operations.

TAS WANTS COMBAT
ARTICLES

The following is extracted from a
recent letter from The Secretary, TAS.

We still need much more
material here at the School if we
are to have a good combat-
experience book. So far, we have
received about 25 combat-
experience articles direct from
officers. Unfortunately, many deal
too much in generalities and too
little in tangible facts.

We are very anxious to receive
any articles that have not yet been
submitted; all we ask is that officers
get them in as soon as possible. We
especially need factual accounts —
names, dates, places, and maps or
sketches—of actual happenings
from battery commanders, liaison
officers, and forward observers.




Operation Amphibious

By Lt. Col. R. C. Williams, Jr., Inf.
Part I: "In The Beginning . . ."

(continued)

ST. NAZAIRE

The British High Command decided
that St. Nazaire had to be dealt with as
soon as possible if such incidents as the
successful run of the German ships
Scharnhorst and Gneisenau from French
Atlantic ports to the Baltic were not to
be repeated. St. Nazaire, with its
facilities for German submarines and its
great dry-dock, capable of
accommodating the huge battleship
Tirpitz, was an important and dangerous
German naval base. It is situated on the
Loire River, six miles in from the river
mouth, and over 250 miles "as the crow
flies" from the nearest port in England.

The port of St. Nazaire consists of the
Avant Port, which is the outer harbor,
the Bassin de St. Nazaire, which is the
outer dock area, and the larger Bassin de
Penhouet, which is the inner dock area.
The outer harbor and outer dock area are
connected by the South Lock, which
eliminates a change of tides at the docks.
The outer dock area also has an East
Lock which connects it with the Old
Entrance. The submarine pens were
located in the outer dock area. There
were fifteen of these huge concrete pens,
five still being under construction.

The drydock, called the Forme
Ecluse, is at the mouth of the Old
Entrance. The Old Mole to the south,
twenty-five feet high, had two AA
batteries perched on it. It was this
portion of land, separated from the
mainland by the Avant Port, Bassin de
St. Nazaire, and Bassin de Penhouet,
which included the power stations,
bridges, control posts for the locks, and
the Forme Ecluse. Therefore it was this
square mile area that the High Command
logically  selected for the next
amphibious target.

The operation was to be a combined
affair with two objectives to be attained.
First, the principal mission to be
accomplished was the destruction of the
Forme Ecluse. The second objective was
to destroy the South Lock gates, the

control machinery for the basins, and
any U-boats or shipping found.

The plan for the destruction of the
Forme Ecluse was a simple but very
hazardous undertaking. One of the old
destroyers received by the British from
the United States was to be loaded with
explosives and rammed into the lock
gates of the Forme Ecluse. The Navy
was to undertake this task while the
Commandos carried out the demolitions
required by the second mission.

H.M.S. Campbeltown was to do the
ramming. Two other destroyers, a motor
gunboat, a torpedo boat, and 16 motor
launches to carry both torpedos and the
Military Force, completed the Naval
complement. The Military Force
consisted of a reinforced Commando—
forty-four officers and 224 enlisted men.

The landing plans called for landings
at three points. One landing was to be
made on the north side of the Old Mole.
A second landing from the motor
launches was to be carried out at the Old
Entrance. The third was to be at the
Forme Ecluse lock gate, by having the
assault forces clamber ashore from the
Campbeltown after she had rammed the
gate.

The three landing forces were
divided into groups, given specific
objectives to destroy, and thoroughly
oriented as to how they would effect
the destruction of the various
installations. Each group was to have a
protection party to do the fighting and a
demolition party which was to concern
itself only with destroying the assigned
targets.

The plan for the withdrawal after the
demolitions had been carried out called
for the destruction of the bridges over
the locks and reembarkation by all the
three forces at the Old Mole. It was
estimated that the Forces ashore could
do their jobs and reembark within two
hours after landing.

In planning the approach, the
dominant  consideration was the
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Campbeltown. All plans were fitted in

so as to insure the successful
completion of the Compbeltown's
mission.

This ship was to be loaded with five
tons of high explosives set to go off by
a fuze system which allowed sufficient
time for the ramming and scuttling.

The Air Force was given the mission
of delivering a bomb attack while the
assault craft were moving to shore. This
was planned so as to secure surprise for
the landing forces, as it was hoped that
the noise, fires, and resulting
excitement would prevent the German
defenders from seeing or hearing the
approaching landing craft.

With the plans in mind, it was
necessary to choose a date and time for
the attack which would enable the
Force to accomplish its missions. The
tide had to be high enough so that the
Campbeltown would be able to hit the
lock gate. A full moon was desired by
the landing forces. Low clouds to
within fifty miles of the French coast
and some fog near the coast was
thought to be the best type of night by
the Air planners. With these
considerations balanced, a full-dress
rehearsal was held by the Force, the
landing date was set for 28 March.
1942, at 1:30 A.M., and on the 26th the
move began.

The sea voyage to St. Nazaire was far
from uneventful. The ships moved in
three columns, the destroyers being in
the middle and the launches in the flank
columns. At 7:20 AM. on the 27th a
submarine was spotted one hundred
miles southwest of Brest and believed to
have been sunk. At 11:35 two French
trawlers were seen, boarded, and sunk.
At 5:00 P.M. the decoy course toward
La Pallice was abandoned and the
Campbeltown headed straight for St.
Nazaire. At 11:00 P.M. the other two
destroyers left and the convoy proceeded
alone. At midnight the bombers started
their attack and German antiaircraft
tracers lit up the town. When the first
assault craft was within a mile of the
Avant Port it was challenged by a
blinker signal from the Old Mole. The
craft made no reply and within five
minutes the German searchlights were
diverted from the sky to the harbor and
the assault force seen. The Campbeltown,
nearly two miles away from her target,
was caught in a beam and the
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surprise element seemed to have difficulty in getting to the designated
vanished. landing points.

All the smaller craft increased their
speed, began to fire rapidly at anything
resembling a target on shore, and in
every way tried to distract the attention
of the Germans from the Campbeltown.

Despite many hits, frequently on her
bridge, the Campbeltown went ahead
unswervingly and hit the lock with a
resounding crash at 1:34 A.M., just four
minutes late. The Commandos who were
aboard scrambled off the ship and
started on their misisons, which were
carried out without any delay.

The landing craft for the other two
forces, however, encountered more

The plan called for the column of
craft nearest the shore, that is, on the left
flank of the Campbeltown, to disembark
their Commandos on the north side of
the Old Mole. Actually they were forced
by the intense fire of the shore batteries
to land on the south side. Craft number 9
was leading the column. Despite
machine gunfire all the way in, it
reached the Mole, where the Germans
tossed grenades into it from the Mole
above, and it soon burst into flames.

Number 8 was assigned the mission
to torpedo anything in sight and while
searching for an enemy ship noticed
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Number 9 burning, so went in and
rescued the survivors.

Number 7 also had a special mission.
Its task was to move up and down the
Loire at high speed to draw the German
fire. She was so successful in this that
her steering apparatus was hit, but it was
soon repaired and the craft retired to
rendezvous. It must be remembered that
these motor launches which were used
as landing craft had no armor plating,
depending solely upon surprise to keep
themselves afloat.

Number 12 crashed into a rock next
to the Mole and thus prevented the other
craft from getting close enough to
disembark their men. Number 13 passed
the Mole during the firing phase, then
returned. Only one group of
Commandos was able to get started
down the Old Mole. They eliminated the
antiaircraft guns and moved on to their
demolition tasks.

The plan called for the right-flank, or
seaward, column of landing craft to
disembark their troops at the Old
Entrance. Craft number 1 was leading
this column, but was hit by gunfire,
forced to shore, and was beached at the
end of the Old Mole. Numbers 2 and 3
successfully disembarked their personnel
at the Old Entrance, as did Number 6.
The latter was then given orders to
embark the crew of the Campbeltown,
and did so. She was hit and sunk on her
way out to the rendezvous.

The motor gunboat proceeded in,
stopped facing the old lock in the Old
Entrance, fired at the short batteries
for several minutes, and then
proceeded in and disembarked the
Military Commander and his party.
The Naval Commander personally
checked the Campbeltown and
assured himself that it was firmly
embedded in the gate locks. He
ordered the torpedo boat to go up and
torpedo the gates to the submarine
base, which was done successfully.
On moving out of the harbor, the
torpedo boat was set afire while
trying to aid a burning landing craft.
The motor gunboat also had a
difficult time in getting away safely.
Those craft remaining had to face
several sharp attacks by German
aircraft, and one motor launch had to
be sunk by gunfire. Three out of the
original 16 craft, Numbers 8, 12, and
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13, eventually reached England.

The mission assigned the Force was
carried out. The Campbeltown had
embedded itself over twenty feet into the
lock gates of the drydock and blew up
the morning following the raid. The
pump house, control posts, buildings on
the quays, gun positions, and some
shipping, were all destroyed. Delayed
action torpedos blew up the East Locks
of the Bassin de St. Nazaire.

The Navy lost thirty-four officers out
of sixty-two and 151 enlisted men out of
291. Only ten out of forty-four officers
and 46 out of 224 men returned in
Number Two Commando, the Military
Force.

But, aside from achieving its purpose,
the St. Nazaire Raid provided some
interesting lessons. It showed how a
small raid could accomplish a difficult
task if the Army, Navy, and Air were
used jointly. It proved to the world that a
small force, utilizing darkness in order to
obtain surprise, could attack and throw
into confusion the defenders of a well-
fortified port. The effect on German
morale, exemplified by their reaction in
the radio and the press and their direct
approach to the French, showed how
profitable such a joint operation could be
if planned thoroughly and carried
through with resolve.

As far as the amphibious phase was
concerned, both the Military and Naval
participants who returned had some
concrete ideas. Motor launches were not
adequate for use as landing craft, and all
felt that a definite attempt must be made
to construct landing craft designed for
this type of work. Then, too, a column
formation, when near the landing areas,
was thought to be too vulnerable and a
wave formation was advocated. More
care must be taken in selecting landing
areas. The obstruction which one motor
launch at the Old Mole presented to the
rest, preventing their disembarking, was
felt to be a weak portion of the plan. The
problem of the evacuation of the
wounded was obviously not solved,
because of the lack of personnel from
the medical service and lack of craft.

The British Imperial Staff, however,
felt that the St. Nazaire results improved
the position of the Allies immeasurably
in their efforts to win the Battle of the
Atlantic, and, looking ahead, decided to
make a thorough investigation of the
German defenses against a large
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invading force. They were also
interested in discovering any defects in
the equipment, tactics, and technique
developed by their own forces. With this
in mind, less than three weeks after the
St. Nazaire raid they ordered plans
prepared for a large-scale amphibious
reconnaissance in force, and selected as
the target the French coastal village of
Dieppe.

DIEPPE

Although the Dieppe raid was carried
out in August of 1942 it still remains one
of the most controversial operations of
World War II.

There were numerous objectives in
the minds of the British Imperial Staff
when they selected Dieppe as the next
target. Some forty German barges
which, it was thought, were to be used in
the invasion of England were in the Port
and had to be destroyed. The German
Headquarters for the coastal area was
located there and undoubtedly had some
secret documents, as well as personnel,
which could furnish much valuable
intelligence. The Casino was being used
as an ammunition dump, many of the
houses contained food supply dumps for
the German Army, the pharmaceutical
factory was providing much-needed
medical supplies to Germany, and,
therefore, all of these installations had to
be destroyed. In addition, the German
barracks, coast guard station, railway
yards and tunnels, gas works, power
station, gas tanks and dumps, the bridges
and locks in and around Dieppe harbor,
the radar station, and the telephone
exchange were all ear-marked for
elimination. If at all possible, the
installations at the St. Aubin airfield
were to be included in this wholesale
wrecking program.

As Dieppe was considered a typical
point of the German defensive wall, it
was hoped that an accurate picture
would be obtained as to how they
intended to repel any invasion threat. It
was determined to test the landing of
tanks from amphibious craft, to test the
changes made in joint communications,
to obtain information concerning the
results of naval gunfire and air support,
and finally, to keep the German nerves
in a jittery state along the coast.

In outline, the plan for the raid
consisted of four flank attacks to be
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followed thirty minutes later by a main
assault on Dieppe itself. The eight
landing beaches running from east to
west were designated by colors, as
shown on the accompanying sketch.

The purpose of the two outer flank
attacks at the Yellow and Orange
Beaches was to destroy two heavy
batteries near Berneval and
Varengeville, so that the Naval Force
could approach the coast without undue
loss. The attack on Blue Beach was to be
made for the purpose of silencing
another heavy battery. The attack on
Green Beach was to capture a fortified
position. Other troops were to pass
through the initial assault troops at
Green Beach and capture the St. Aubin
Airfield and the headquarters of the
German division in that area. The troops
landing at the main beaches opposite
Dieppe itself (Red and White) were to
capture the town and hold the harbor
long enough to enable a naval
detachment, accompanied by
detachments from several French ships,
to remove any barges and other craft
found in the harbor. The troops were to
be assisted by tanks, which were to land
on these beaches. In all cases the assault
landings were to be masked by smoke
screens laid down by air or naval craft,
or both, and covered by aerial and naval
bombardment. Here, then, was the main
plan of attack. It was realized that its
success depended upon  perfect
synchronization and timing of the
successive phases.

The Force Commanders had at their
disposal 252 ships and landing craft to
carry out the raid.

The difficulties encountered in
executing the plan were many. The
coastal region around Dieppe consists of
high cliffs, accessible only in a few
places, which are fronted by very narrow
stony beaches. At the foot of the coastal
cliffs is a narrow strip of stones and
boulders bordered by fringes of rocks.
Because of the tide, minimum sea swell,
and the wind, it was found that only two
days out of each month would be
suitable to execute the landing.

While still seven miles from the
French coast a group of enemy ships
discovered the Force and so eliminated
any chance of their obtaining complete
surprise. Communication from the shore
to the ships during the operation was
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out because the Beachmaster and his
Beach Signal Party had never been
landed. The German wire on the beach
was more difficult to negotiate than the
British had anticipated. In addition to
long coils of wire, there was a wire of a
heavier gauge with long spikes laid in a
double-apron  pattern  behind  the

concertina coiled type. German 88's and
French 75's opened fire from concealed
positions in caves carved out of the cliff
face as soon as the smoke screen lifted.
This enfilade fire made the capture and
retention of the beaches an impossibility
and was the main cause of the failure to
press on through Dieppe and attain the
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objectives assigned in the plan. The
floating reserve arrived at the wrong
beach because of the heavy smoke
screen, was immediately pinned down,
and accomplished nothing. The fire of
the destroyers was to be controlled by
means of forward observers who were to
land with the troops, but most of them
soon became casualties.

Owing to an error in navigation, the
first wave of tanks in six LCT's was five
minutes behind schedule. The plan called
for the tanks to engage the enemy
pillboxes for ten minutes immediately
after landing, by which time the engineers
and working parties would have arrived
on shore. One LCT beached, landed her
three Churchill tanks, was then hit by
heavy gunfire, drifted 60 yards, and, after
an unsuccessful attempt had been made to
tow her back, was sunk. Another LCT
sustained heavy damage but managed to
land her tanks. The chains of her ramp
were severed by gun fire, causing the
ramp to feld back under her hull. She was
also hit in the engine room, the
ammunition magazine was set afire, and
most of her crew were killed or wounded.
The third LCT was hit while going in and
her ramp chains cut, and she beached
with the ramp half down. She remained
beached. The fourth was also hit before
landing, set on fire, and sunk in deep
water some distance from shore. Another
LCT went aground near the western
headland. A sixth LCT was hit in the
engine room going in and attempted to
turn; after 3 helmsmen were killed, the
fourth brought her in, debarked the tanks,
and returned to the boat pool, after trying
unsuccessfully to tow away the grounded
LCT. Of the 18 tanks carried by the first
wave of LCT's, 14 were landed
successfully. Five tanks crossed the
Esplanade Wall and a sixth managed to
climb the steps up the wall near the
Casino. At the moment of landing, three
of them stalled on the ramp of one of the
LCT's because their engines were cold,
and fifteen vital minutes were used up
trying to get them into action. Thus, only
six tanks from the first wave managed to
get over the Esplanade Wall within
twenty minutes of landing. These tanks
successfully engaged pillboxes and
fortified positions until they were out of
ammunition, then returned to the beaches.
Their exact movements while over the
wall, however, are obscure.
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The second wave of tanks fared even
worse. Four LCT's arrived at the
departure point at 6:05 A.M. according
to plan and attempted to land despite
the heavy fire. One LCT was sunk after
landing her tanks. Another had landed
only one tank when all her naval
officers and crew were either killed or
wounded by fire, and she was
eventually towed back to England by a
motor launch. All the tanks used in the
operation were water-proofed so as to
operate in water six feet deep. The four
LCT's of the second wave landed
eleven tanks, one of which submerged
and was out of action. One tank and
one scout car climbed the Esplanade
Wall and disappeared, but the
remainder were either fouled or hit by
German fire and were all left stranded
on the beach.

Of the 24 LCT's which sailed from
England, 10 landed their tanks, which
meant that 28 were put ashore. Of these
28, twelve became casualties, nine were
unaccounted for, and seven crossed the
Esplanade. Of a total of 11 officers and
314 enlisted men, 9 officers and 180
enlisted men were either killed,
wounded, missing, or taken prisoner.
Most of these casualties occurred during
the first few minutes before and after the
landing. The wall itself was no more
than 3 feet in height and did not
constitute an unsurmountable obstacle to
these tanks.

The Dieppe Raid is, the British say,
the perfect historical example of timing,
coordination, cooperation, courage, and
the determined, "never give up" spirit. It
serves as a good example of perfect
military  discipline, loyalty, and
leadership.

The losses in men and materiel in the
Dieppe Operation were great. The total
in killed, wounded, missing, or prisoner
was 4388. Losses in materiel included a
destroyer, 28 tanks, 7 scout cars, 88
fighter planes, 10 reconnaissance planes,
8 bomber and smoke-laying planes, and
many landing craft.

What lessons were learned in return
for this stiff price? The first thing
realized was the necessity for
overwhelming fire support. Much more
had to be done in joint training before all
three Services would be able to
successfully participate in an invasion of
Europe. It was seen that the planning of
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a raid had to be independent of weather
conditions. The planning and execution
of the military plan must be
characterized by a great deal more
flexibility. An accurate and
comprehensive system of control and
communication is a paramount necessity
in a joint amphibious operation. Every
officer and enlisted man must not only
be thoroughly familiar with his own task
but must be familiar with the plans as a
whole if unforeseen situations which
inevitably come up during such an
operation are to be successfully dealt
with. Special training, particularly in
night amphibious operations, is of
inestimable value. Complete rehearsals
should be a definite part of the planning.
Assaults must be carefully timed and the
landings executed on time if naval and
air support is to be used to the best
advantage by the landing forces. In order
to land tanks with the leading waves, it
is necessary to have first neutralized or
destroyed a major portion of the enemy's
anti-tank beach defenses. The briefing of
the troops should be as late as possible
for the actual operation, so that they will
not forget what was told them. The
Imperial Staff saw that, unless means for
the provision of overwhelming close
support was available, assaults should be
planned to develop the flanks of a
strongly developed locality rather than
frontally against it. Communications fell
down within the various units because
the beach signal detachments had been
landed complete with the first wave
rather than later when the beaches had
been secured. The importance and
necessity of the use of smoke in
amphibious  operations was  well
demonstrated at Dieppe. The Military
Force saw that some form of light or
self-propelled artillery had to be
provided, once an assault has passed the
beach area and is progressing inland.

These lessons are some of those
learned by the British. Another was
added by our own people who saw the
action at Dieppe. It is that an attempt to
land on a hostile shore, fronted by cliffs
100 feet high which are known to be
defended, when the only avenues of
approach inland are the mouths of a few
rivers and a few gullies which are
choked with barbed wire entanglements
and gun emplacements, is very apt to
result in failure.
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Dieppe showed the world that it was
possible for a naval force of smaller
ships and craft to move into a well-
defended enemy coastal area, remain
there for considerable time, and get
away without too heavy losses.

The totals in casualties have shown
that the majority of men lost were
Canadians. This, as you will recall,
started a lot of adverse comment
regarding the British to the effect that
they allow others to do their fighting for
them. Here again was a lesson which the
American could use to advantage if he
had to contend with employing troops
other than American in an amphibious
operation. In all fairness to the British, it
must be stated that the raid was
originally conceived by Mountbatten
and his Combined Operations Staff, and
that they visualized it as a British
undertaking. The troops to be used
would be Commandos and other British
who had been given special amphibious
training. It was the Canadian
Commander, General McNaughton, who
felt that his troops were beginning to get
stale after two years of nothing but
continuous training and so insisted
successfully that Canadians form the
major part of the assault troops.
Combined Operations Headquarters
objected, but McNaughton won over the
War Office to his ideas and it became a
Canadian show for the most part. The
Canadian Commander at Dieppe is the
one who committed his reserves to the
beach fronting Dieppe when the beach
was under intense fire, rather than
selecting a point from which to attack
the town from the flank.

The intelligence used by the force
attacking Dieppe was based, for the most
part, on aerial photos which were ten
days old. During this ten-day period the
Germans had brought in additional guns.
The Canadians did not find out about the
heavy guns, mortars, and machine-gun
nests covering the beaches at Dieppe
itself until they tried to land. They had to
try to move through the Casino and the
tobacco factory to learn that these were
small forts in themselves. The point to
remember is that air photos never can
and never will tell every detail about a
defensive area.

Whether the information brought
back more than offset the loss of 4,338
men out of 6,068 is not a question easily
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answered. The lessons listed as learned at
Dieppe in many cases are found to be
listed as learned at St. Nazaire, at
Vaagso, and at Gallipoli. As we progress
in our analysis of later amphibious
operations we will find them repeated
again and again. Is it not logical,
therefore, to say that in many instances it
was not a case of lessons learned but of
errors repeated?

After the raid was over, Combined
Headquarters  analyzed the entire
operation and during the course of their
analysis the usual "What if we had done
this?" period came up. The points
covered were much more than just
conjecture. For example, a pre-H hour
saturation bombing was not undertaken
in order that the assault troops might
secure maximum surprise. Would it
have helped the situation, especially on
Red Beach? No airborne troops were
used. Would it not have been a simple
matter to take the coastal batteries and
beach installations from the rear by
employing paratroopers? Battleships
were not used for Naval Gunfire support.

OPERATION AMPHIBIOUS

Could they have eliminated the Casino,
the tobacco factory, the Berneval
battery, the antitank guns in the cliffs?
What if the tanks had been landed on the
flanks and given the job of hitting
Dieppe from the rear? This is not an
attempt at a post-mortem on Dieppe. It
is a list of some of the important points
brought back to our own people, who
still had their first amphibious landing to
execute.

This, then, is what the United States
had to add to its amphibious planning and
training knowledge in 1942. It is
important to bear in mind that no lessons
were inherited which deal with the supply
of a landing force, the logistics of an
amphibious operation. Some problems,
such as control and communications,
were recognized, but far from solved. We
must turn now to our own amphibious
people and see how they began, how they
progressed during the war, and how they
developed Amphibious Operations to the
magnitude necessary for Normandy and
Okinawa.

(To be continued.)

Field Artillery Missions

By Lt. Col. S. L. Nichols, FA

The Atrtillery School teaches that the
field artillery battalion may be assigned
one of four missions. They are:

1. Direct Support.

2. General Support.

3. Reinforcing.

4. General Support-Reinforcing.

Since "General Support-Reinforcing”
is really a combination of missions and
since other combinations are possible
under certain circumstances, a statement
that "Field artillery battalions are
assigned direct-support, general-support,
or reinforcing missions, or a combination
of these" appears to be more accurate.

* * * *

On 9 January 1945, D-day for the
amphibious attack against Luzon, the
Division  Artillery, 43rd Infantry
Division, consisted of the following
battalions:

103rd Field Artillery Battalion
(105-mm howitzer).

152nd Field Artillery Battalion
(105-mm howitzer).

169th Field Artillery Battalion
(105-mm howitzer).

192nd Field Artillery Battalion
155-mm howitzer).

181st Field Artillery Battalion
(155-mm howitzer) (attached).

All organic battalions landed on D-
day. The 181st landed on D+1. Initial
missions, assigned prior to embarkation,
were as follows:

103rd F.A. Bn: Direct support of
172nd Infantry.

152nd FA Bn: Direct support of the
103rd Infantry.

169th F.A. Bn: Direct support of the
169th Infantry.

192nd FA Bn: General support; reinforce
the fires of the 169th Field Artillery
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Battalion; counterbattery and distant
interdiction until relieved by corps
artillery.

181st FA Bn: General support;
counterbattery and distant interdiction
until relieved by corps artillery. (No
information available as to reinforcing
mission, if any.)

The situation on D+2  was
approximately as shown on the next page.

As the attacking troops moved inland,
expansion of the beachhead, with the
resultant long communication lines, made
general support of the entire division zone
more difficult. The 181st displaced
forward to reinforce the fires of the 152nd
Field Artillery Battalion. on a full-time
basis. By D+3 this battalion was
reinforcing both the 152nd and the 169th
battalions.

The strongest enemy resistance
developed on the left flank. The 192nd,
while reinforcing the 103rd, established
liaison with the 147th Field Artillery
Battalion, primarily to get information.

So far as the general support mission
was concerned this situation had the
effect of dividing the zone of action of
the division between the two medium
battalions—the 181st on the right and
the 192nd on the left. (At a later date
the division front was so wide and
communications so difficult that the
division artillery actually was organized
in two groups.) The fires of both
medium battalions could have been
massed within their range limits, but
communication lines were getting
longer all the time, and in addition trail
shifting on the 155-mm howitzer in a
rice paddy can be difficult and time
consuming.

On D+3 the 63rd Infantry (less one
battalion) was attached to the 43rd
Division. (The report of Sixth Army
covering this operation states that "The
63rd RCT was attached to the 43rd
Division." The researcher wonders what
comprised the 63rd RCT. Actually it was
two Dbattalions of infantry with no
supporting troops. The term "RCT"
should be discontinued.) It was assigned
the mission of driving north to secure the
Damortis-Rosario road in its zone of
action. The 192nd Field Artillery
Battalion was placed in direct support.

The missions of the 192nd Field Artillery
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Battalion now covered the entire field of
missions.  "Direct  support  (63rd
Infantry), general support, reinforcing
(103rd FA Bn), or a combination of
these." The battalion operated that way
successfully until the supported unit took
its objective and was relieved of the
attachment.

It is true that the general-support
missions were few and far between.
Throughout this phase of the operation
the battalion was never called upon to
mass its fires with those of the other
medium battalion (author's memory).
Reinforcement of the 103rd Field
Artillery Battalion did not place an
undue burden on the 192nd, nor did it
interfere with the accomplishment of the
direct-support mission. It should be
noted that the battalion had displaced on

D+4 to a position from which it could
support the 63rd Infantry all the way to
its final objective, and which also
shortened the lines to the reinforced unit.

The division artillery commander
could not foresee the number of general-
support or reinforcing missions that
would be required. His reasons for the
unusual organization for combat were
probably as follows (author's deduction
only):

1. Owing to the excellent defensive
positions which the rugged terrain
offered the enemy, and to the ferocity of
that enemy's defense, the 63rd Infantry
(less one battalion, remember), must
have artillery in direct support. To take
one or two batteries from one of the light
battalions would be to deprive other
infantry of the needed support and
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would still not provide adequate fire
power for the 63rd.

2. The 172nd Infantry was fighting
over the same type of ground. Much of
its action was against strong cave
positions, the destruction of which might
well require something heavier than 105-
mm. Medium artillery should be
available if required.

3. While the heaviest action was on
the flanks, the rest of the division zone
of action could not be ignored. The
Japanese 2nd Armored Division had not
been destroyed at that time, and was
quite capable of an attack at any one of
several points on the division front.

* * * *

A question might be asked as to
which mission had priority. No
instructions regarding the priority of
missions were ever given, nor were such
instructions needed. There was never
any question in the battalion
commander's mind but that the direct-
support mission took precedence over all
others, subject to orders of the higher
headquarters.

The division artillery commander was
faced with the problem of providing
direct support for an additional regiment
for which he did not possess the means.
Because, in his judgment, one light
battalion (103rd) needed medium
artillery reinforcement, he declined to
deprive it of that reinforcement. The
medium battalion was placed where it
could accomplish all three missions, and
it did accomplish them for as long as
was necessary.

It is useless to speculate as to what
action the division artillery commander
would have taken had he been bound by
a four-mission doctrine as taught at The
Artillery School. He might have arrived
at a different solution, or he might have
risen above dogma and made the same
decision. Certainly the decision which
he actually made would not have
presented itself immediately. Perhaps
another solution would have worked
equally as well. No other solution would
have accomplished the same result with
as little disruption of command and
communications.

If it is argued that this was an unusual
situation, reference is made to the trite
saying that in war the normal is the
unexpected.



Let's Simplify FDC Communication
By Major C. H. Wohlfeil, FA

LMOST everyone who ever served

in a direct-support artillery
battalion, peace or war, between the
grade of yard-bird and lieutenant
colonel—and a sizable portion of the
artillery population outside of that
category—has had a brain storm about
FDC communication. Most of the ideas
were hatched into a working model or
system, and employed in the unit with
varying degrees of success. But owing
to the paper shortage, lack of ambition,
the re-civilization program, or any of a
number of reasons, very few of these
ideas ever found their way into print for
distribution  to  other interested
artillerymen.

In the interest of humanity (which
includes all yard-birds and some
lieutenant colonels), and to incite
comment and contributions from others
who have been awaiting an opportunity
to express their ideas on the subject, the
following treatise is submitted for
criticism, adoption, or castigation. The
field is wide open!

Any such project as this, it must be
remembered, naturally must be
adaptable to more than one situation,
application, or employment if it is to
be worthy of consideration at all.
Otherwise it becomes nothing more
than a special-purpose gadget and has
no appeal except for a special minority.
With little or no variation in design,
this homemade attachment can be used
by an FDC computer, a Div Arty S-3, a
Corps Arty S-2, an infantry company
commander, or any of a number of
different people. But for the sake of
brevity and simplicity, let's confine the
example to the computer in the fire-
direction center of a direct-support
artillery battalion.

First, let's take a look at a diagram of
the wire network of a direct-support
battalion, with emphasis on the FDC
communication.

Note the congestion of personnel and
equipment in the FDC—each computer
has two phones, and in addition a radio

In his letter of transmittal, the author stated,
"The principles of communication involved in
this article conform to those taught at The
Artillery School."

remote-control operator must be in
constant attendance. When the activity
along the front picks up, all of this
tends to degenerate into something
akin to Grand Central Station during
the Christmas holidays, with sound
effects.

Simply discharging the pre-Pearl
Harbor fathers from the group or
disconnecting the simplex phones isn't
going to help the situation a great deal,
because the efficiency and flexibility of
the system will suffer accordingly. The
answer to the problem must necessarily
preclude any deterioration of the desired
reliability and flexibility of the system
and, at the same time, reduce the
equipment and operating personnel to
reasonable limits. Moreover, whatever
can be done to eliminate excessive
traffic within the FDC and the necessity

i

(Ramein W FOC)

for swapping equipment between
operators will also improve the quiet,
efficient conduct of fire.

Here is one solution. With the
exception of the panel and the metal clip,
which can be made from scrap material,
all the equipment is available on T/O & E.

There are several features to this
arrangement, in addition to reducing
equipment and operating personnel, which
are worth while to point out:

a. It permits selection of either two-
party or party-line operation.

b. It permits full use of the operator's
hand in performing computations, making
entries on maps, or in journals.

c. It permits a considerable reduction
of the noise level in the FDC, but allows
one man to monitor all stations, during
slack periods, without confusion as to
which of a large number of phones is
being rung.

d. By furnishing a circuit through an
FDC switchboard, the computer, the
forward observer, and the executive at
the guns can all be tied in on a party
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Wire System, Direct-Support Artillery Battalion.
Figure 1
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Switching Panel
Figure 2

line. This eliminates the necessity for
double repeats of sensings, and of
commands by the S-3 (reduces noise
level again) and still permits the S-3 to
monitor the mission.

The Plugs (U4/GT) shown in the
accompanying photos are component
parts of the Emergency Switchboard SB
18/GT. Apparently many artillerymen,
particularly those who have been away
from regular troop duty for some time,
have not yet come in contact with this
equipment, so that some explanation is
in order.

The plug is a two-pronged affair
made of plastic. There is a neon lamp
inclosed in the plastic body and when
ringing current is applied to the circuit
the lamp flickers. The incoming circuit
is secured by putting the field wire into
the two holes in the side of the plug and
screwing in the prongs. Contact
between circuits is made by stacking
the plugs as shown in Fig. 3. The operator
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also has one plug connected to his phone
and is thereby able to contact any of his
subscribers or to form a party line with
as many as he chooses. The switchboard
SB 18/GT is a T/O & E item for all
artillery units —  batteries and
battalions—except the Corps Artillery
Headquarters Battery. At that level the
plugs U4/GT may be obtained as
separate items from the Signal
Battalion.

The question may arise — why not
just use the switchboard SB 18/GT?
That is a good question, but small
though SB 18/GT is, it is still too large
and somewhat unwieldy for efficient
operation. Furthermore, there are many
times when the plugs from one or two
boards will have to be divided among
three or more phones to meet the
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Panel installed on EE-8 phone.
Figure 3

requirements. This is not unusual even
with the present distribution of
switchboards. Finally, the arrangement
recommended here is much less bulky
and fits snugly to the phone, where it is
readily accessible and permits rapid
installation of the circuits.

No doubt some alterations in design
could be made to improve the form
factor, as, for instance, sloping the top of
the panel to allow the cover of the phone
to be closed when not in use. Or the
board might be fastened directly to the
case of the phone, thus eliminating the
broad spring clip. In any case, if the
opportunity presents itself and you feel so
inclined, give it a whirl and see how
many phones you can save in the process.

General Burnside vs The Press
By Capt. J. S. Douglas, GSC

REEDOM of the press, which was

written into our Constitution shortly
after the Revolution, has been a
mainstay of our democracy for over one
hundred and fifty years. In that time
there have been many treatises written

defending this action and that action,
all of which indicates that in spite of
the law many problems have arisen out
of interpretation of "freedom of the
press." What is it? How far can one go
in print? Can license be revoked by
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any person for serious enough cause? All
these and many more moot questions
stand waiting for answer.

During the Civil War, our government
exercised almost no restraint over the
press. This failure to do so, although a
noble effort to uphold our Constitution to
the letter, may have caused untold injury
in both prestige and loss of life, chiefly by
permitting promiscuous publication of
military information.

There was, however, another and
possibly more dangerous form of
newspaper activity which the
government also did little to restrain.
Many persons in the North were
justifiably upset to think of their
husbands and sons fighting a war, while
certain  newspaper  editors  were
unmolested in espousing the cause of the
Southern Confederacy. Popular
resentment, rather than government
interference, resulted in attacks on these
editors by mobs which were often
chiefly composed of soldiers. There are
at least fifty cases on record in which
Northern newspapers were subjected to
these attacks or suppressions by military
personnel.

To mention only a few of these
incidents, this list will show the nature of
most frequent types:

In July, 1862, General McNeil forbade
the circulation of the Quincy Herald
throughout the State of Missouri. In
January, 1863, General Schenck, in
command of the Middle Department,
ordered the arrest of the editor of the
Philadelphia Evening Journal, and caused
the paper to be suspended because of
"anti-war sentiments." The editor was
later released and permitted to resume
publication. Near the same time, Lt. Col.
Newbold, a recruiting officer, found that
the Jonesboro (Ill.) Gazette was so
hampering his operations that he closed
the paper's office by military order, and
supported his order with troops. In
February, 1863, Generals Hamilton and
Hurlbut issued orders prohibiting the
circulation of the Chicago Times in their
military areas. General Grant, then their
superior, "suggested" that those orders be
withdrawn because such action would
only serve to increase notoriety and sales
of the paper. Last in the list, but perhaps
most important, in June of 1863 General
Burnside suppressed by military order the

GENERAL BURNSIDE VS. THE PRESS

Chicago Times. This incident stirred up
the entire country.

Before discussing Burnside's actions, it
must be stated that it was not only the
military who disapproved of the Times. In
June, 1862, Governor Morton of Indiana
wrote an appeal to Secretary of War
Stanton, pleading for immediate action by
the government to suppress several
newspapers, among them the Times. He
wrote, "They are doing incalculable
injury to the Union cause . . . by
vituperative attacks, by apologies for the
crimes committed by the leaders of the
rebellion . . . and I deem it of vital
importance to the Government that
immediate steps be taken to break up
these unlawful combinations."

In July of the same year, Governor
Yates of Illinois wrote to Stanton, "There
is an urgent and almost unanimous
demand . . . that the Chicago Times
should be immediately suppressed for
giving aid and comfort to the enemy."
These two letters indicate the sentiments
of the States' highest civil authorities.

There was certain apparent
justification for these letters, and a few
inside glances are necessary to understand
the reason. A short paragraph or two is
hardly sufficient, but it is possible therein
to point toward the full story.

When the President issued his
Emancipation Proclamation, the Times at
once raised the cry, "Africanization of
Mlinois." Although it had heretofore
referred its derogatory remarks to the
offices of the President and his Cabinet, it
henceforth made personal accusations
against the individuals. For example, of
Secretary Stanton it said: "The recent
fright at Washington illustrates the quality
of the genius who presides over the War
Department. Dabbling in matters entirely
beyond his comprehension . . . he
becomes so much more frightened than
his generals as to suggest a question of his
lunacy. . . . The public apprehension is
now, however, subsiding to discover that
it had been awakened by the ridiculous
fears of a ridiculous quack."

Shortly after this editorial appeared,
the Chicago Board of Trade and the
Y.M.C.A. passed resolutions forbidding
the paper in their libraries, and ordering
back copies burned publicly.

But the Times continued to get more
severe and sarcastic. In April, 1863, it
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made reference to "His Excellency
President Davis." In May it published an
editorial calling all those in the war effort
murderers: "So long as the war is
continued as a political war . . . every life
lost is an abominable sacrifice and a
murder. The man who does not wash his
hands of all participation in such a war
shares the guilt of those by whom it is
prosecuted."

And so it went, with the Times taking
issue on every point of the
administration's policy. So far, it had left
General Burnside, senior military officer
of the Department, out of its editorial gun
sights. In May, however, when Burnside
caused the arrest of a politician named
Vallandigham, the lid was off. The Times
became an ardent screaming fan for its
hero, Vallandigham, and a most caustic
critic of the "villain" Burnside.

Major General Ambrose E. Burnside
took command of the Department of the
Ohio on March 25, 1863. He made
numerous  speeches declaring  his
intention to do his utmost for the cause
of the Union. His threats against anyone
not of similar sentiments were lightly
veiled.

On April 13, 1863, Burnside issued
General Order No. 38, in which he listed
and defined all acts which he construed as
cause for arrest and trial as spying or
being a traitor. The list was long and
comprehensive, and included a paragraph
which made it treason to declare
sympathies for the enemy, either in print
or orally. There was much ado over the
order, and several persons enjoined the
General to revoke it. It was not revoked,
however, and was to lead to two serious
incidents.

In the latter part of April, the minority
leader in the House of Representatives,
Clement L. Vallandigham, returned to
Ohio to make speeches against the
administration policies. His talks were by
and large in the nature of campaign
propaganda, but on May 1, 1863, in a
speech at Mt. Vernon (O.), he referred to
the President as a tyrant, adding that
"resistance to tyrants is obedience to
God." Burnside felt that this speech was
more than political talk, and he had
Vallandigham jailed under his General
Order, pending trial by a military
commission.

There was rioting in Vallandigham's
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home town of Dayton, and the press of
both parties carried the news with bold
headlines. The politician, from jail, told
the world that he had been jailed without
due process of law, and demanded
release. His lawyers, however, found
that District Judge Leavitt believed
Burnside had the power of arrest as an
agent of the President. The requested
writ of Habeas Corpus not being
granted, Vallindigham stood trial and
was found guilty. His sentence of
imprisonment was commuted by the
President to sending the prisoner across
the lines into Confederate hands.
Vallandigham later crossed back into
Canada, but until the war's end never
returned to his home. So great was the
feeling in Ohio that he came within a

very few votes of being elected
Governor while he was serving
sentence.

The Chicago Times carried long
reviews of the case and trial, pleading
that a grave injustice had been done. In
the days which followed, it printed
editorials severely criticizing both the
Administration and General Burnside.
This, for example, is the first sentence
of a full-column editorial: "We do not
credit that the Administration are gone
stark mad, and therefore we do not
believe that they are bent on provoking
civil disturbances in the North, but they
must be made to know, if they do not
know, that the high-handed measures
which Gen. Burnside has inaugurated in
his military department, respecting
freedom of speech and press, cannot be
pursued as a policy without the greatest
danger of provoking civil
disturbances."

Again, in an item reprinted from the
New York Herald, the Times said: "The
arrest of Vallandigham was evidently
illegal. Gen. Burnside is now rashly
dashing himself against the law, as he
did against the rebel fortifications at

Fredericksburg." (Burnside lost over
10,000 men in one day, 13 December,
1862.)

It was evident that Burnside could not
tolerate this comment for long, and on
June 1, 1863, he issued his General
Order No. 84, which suppressed the
Times.

Between June 1 and June 4, a
tremendous flurry of letters, orders, and
telegrams, along with mob scenes, broke
the semi-quiet status of the Department
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of the Ohio, with a large majority of the
activity centering in Chicago.

Paragraph IIl of the order read as
follows: "On account of repeated
expression of disloyal and incendiary
sentiments, the publication of the
newspaper known as the Chicago Times
is hereby suppressed."”

Burnside wasted no time in setting up
means of enforcing this order. He sent a
telegram to the Times' editor, Wilbur
Storey, advising him of the order and
telling him to comply. At the same time
he sent a telegraphic order to Brigadier
General Ammen at Camp Douglas in
Chicago, charging him with
enforcement. Ammen in turn ordered a
Captain James Putnam to carry out the
order, using force if necessary.

Captain Putnam went to the offices of
the Times on the evening of the 2d and
officially warned the night editor against
publishing a paper the next morning,
under threat of military seizure of the
entire establishment.

However, Storey, having been
forewarned by Burnside's telegram, was
ready with his lawyers. He had no
intention of obeying the order, and about
midnight of the 2d, after Putnam's visit,
Storey roused United States Judge
Thomas Drummond from his bed to
secure a restraining order against the
military forces.

Judge Drummond issued the writ, his
reason being stated therein that the
military order was issued at too late an
hour for a public hearing. The writ was
duly served on Captain Putnam about
1:30 a.m. on the 3rd. This time it was
Putnam's turn to disobey an order. He
left town to return to Camp Douglas,
intent upon bringing soldiers back to
seize the newspaper.

Storey, who suspected something of
the sort, sent a rider to follow Putnam
and report back as soon as he saw any
troops leaving the camp. Meanwhile the
editorial staff set about to make ready
the morning paper. They expected
Putnam to return at once, and they had to
race against time. Within the hour the
rider returned with a warning.

About 3:30 a.m., a small group of
soldiers appeared at the Times building
and took possession without any
necessary use of force. However, they
had not arrived in time to prevent about
eight thousand copies of the newspaper
from reaching the streets. With the
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remainder of the issue confiscated, the
soldiers left the press rooms, but warned
Storey once again not to make any
further attempts to issue his paper.
Obviously the editors had partially won
their race, and their success added
greatly to the incendiary tendency of a
Chicago mob that was soon to gatner.

At 8:30 on the morning of the 3rd, the
Circuit Court opened hearings on
Storey's application for an injunction.
Judge Drummond, presiding, made a
statement showing his preconceived
attitude in the case. After telling the
court that he would give every possible
aid to the Government, he stated he
would not support a government of mere
physical force. It appeared as if he
would support Storey, but at the request
of Storey's lawyers the case was
postponed until General Ammen could
be called. No military personnel had
appeared in court when it opened.

By 9:30, a mob had begun to gather
in the streets outside the Times building.
Handbills were passed out at Storey's
instigation, calling for a mass meeting
that evening in the Courthouse square.
The day grew on, and the group grew
with it, until by nightfall it looked as if
there might be serious trouble.

During the afternoon an interesting
rumor spread. Word was passed around
that a "Colonel" Jennison, famed
desperado lieutenant of John Brown's
organization, was prepared with armed
men to protect the offices of an anti-
Times newspaper, the Tribune. Men had
been smuggled into all vantage points
around the building, 