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and T. E, Lawrence and to determine whether a broad strategy for guerrilla

The techniques were found to be
remarkably similar; and the two notable difrerences,
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no political indoctrination by Lawrence; Mao, however, was establishing
communism in China and, therefore, indoctrinated ali Chinesc to accept his
pelitical views. Lawrence sought to defeat the Tiiks through actrition
because he had few Arab guerrillas and because the Turks placed high value
on material; Mao sought to annihilate his enemies--ind, unlike Lawrence,

ue brd aimple manpower. In all ot'ar respects Mao and Lawrence were much
alike. They both adhered to clasgic guerrilla coccepts and their doctrinas
were not new, No new concepts for guerrilla waricre need be developed

as the councepts of Mao and Lawrence, themselves, cnuld be expected to be

suceessful universally, modified only by such variables as geography and
politics.
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A COUTARATIV= AUVALYSIS OF THE GUERRILLA 3
STRATEGRIES OF MAO AND LAWRENCE

"Guerrilla warfare (...) a tyve of warfare
characterized by irregular forces fighting
small-scale, limited actions, generally in
conjunction with a larger poliiical-military
sirategy, againot orthodox military forces. ,
The guerrillas (..,) employ highly unerthodex E
tactics which (...) embrace all aspects of
psychological warfare. (...) Guerrilla
warfare (...) may be employed independently,
or it may be used to comvlement orthodox
military owerations in which case it can be 3
employed inside enemy territory or in those
areag which have been seized and occupied
by an enenmny."

The broad general stratesies of guerrilla warfare are those of

. continuous harrassment accompanied by extremely subtle, flexible

{ tactics designed to wear down the enemy while gainingz time to
either develop sufficient military strength to defeat him in

] orthodox battle or to subjeet him to political and military
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embodies political, social, economic, and psychological factors 3
tc which the military element is often subordinated., 1In short,

guerrilla warfare is based on deceptior and surprise, the avoid-

ance of strensth and exploitation of weakness. Guerrilla war-
fare, by its very nature, is dependent on partisan support by E
the populace-at-larce, or at least by sizable segments of the

local peovle, A common objective in many guerrilla operations
has been to sevarate enemy forces from their supply lines, cut

L s i ki il

their lines ¢f communications and, to paraphrase Denis Davidov,
destroy units while their wagcens are waiting to join them,

infliect surprise blows on the enemy when they are without food

or ammunitioin and at the same time block his retreat.2
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History is replete with couintlesy examples of guerrilla

actions, beginning with indevendent operations of peasant bands
which were of little consequence and culminating with those

actions which were planred in conjunction with and complemented #
the efforts of regular forecos, In modern days, guerrilla ware
fare evolved from the loosely knitted bands of riflemen in the




American Revolution, in particular those led by rrancis (the
"Swamp [ux") Marion in South Carolina, who were so effective
acainst the formally trained and regimented British, Since
then, ouerrilla werfarc was uscd successfully by Spanish and
FPorturese in supnort of Wellington asainst the rrench of
Napolecn: by the Chinese peasantis in the T'ai Pting Rebelliong
by John tosby in support of the Confederacy during the American
Civil War; and by Lenin's Bolsheviks circa 1918, to cite but a
few examples,., NMany leaders have made their coatributions to the
art ol suerrilla warfare, but tew have had more sirnificant
successes than T. E, Lawrence and iiao, Tse-Ttuwms.

Tawrence, a British officer, led a rcvolt of Arab tribesmen
in a nrolonced ruerrilla action durin:s World War I, His men
raided the Turkish rail linc between Damascus and lieding, anad
later the railway line Tfrom Dart'a in the Yarmuk valley to
Jerusalen, His Arab ruerrillac never foucht a major vattle,
but their mosquito raids detained 25,00C to 30,000 Turkish troeoows,
The Arabs Tfinished the war in control of about 100,000 square
miles and there is no question or their value to Genaral Allenby's

3

“'ao, on the other hand, successiully led an insurgent prouo

success ir driving the Turks oul of Palestine and Arabia,

of Chinese Communists concurrently against the invading Jdapan-
ese and the Chirese Rationalist (Kuomintan:) goverrment of

Chianr Kai-shek, liao was deenly concerned with the Tate or his
homeland and fellow Chirese. He was bor:: a peasanil, studied to
be a teacher, and later became active in politics and joined
for~es with Chiangs Kal=shek, However, he became diszcnamored with
{the Mationalists in 1925 and became a communist when he discover-
ed the latent stren~th of the pecasantg, He initially took to
conventional, rositioral warrlare agalist the kuomiriang tnrces

A Ohian., o Ghe advic of Pongian odvicoes, but the oo
Jirerteous,  He then shooit off tho Russians, and nrocecded o

his famnous 6,000 mile "long March" to Yenan, swendias m.ch tima2
in meditation, As a result, he became coavinced tnat fuerrcilla
wariare was the onlv way, He also became undisputed leader of

the newly orsanized Ghinese Commuqist Partyv durine this period,



Lawrence did not fight on his homeland but, during his
vears of studyings archeolery in the mid-EkEast, cultured a love
for the Arabs., Althouch ha was considered by many to be a
quasi- or honorary Arab, nevertheless h remained a Pritish
officer, Tawrence wag a brilliant scholar with an exira-
ordinarily clear and neaetrating iatocricce, ne was educated at
Cxford, Just as I'ao had a pericd of meditation, the "Lowmy:
March," during which he Tormulated his ctrateries of rsuerrilla
warfare, so too, did Lawrence, 1In the case ol Lawrence, it
occurred during 10 doys of frirshtful fever and Jdysewtz.y when
he, also, concluded that the onlvy way was throu-h suerrilla
viarfare, While bed-ridden, lawrence considered that it was a
mistake to impose Western corce.tions of war oun iluc Arate,

* '

Sipce Tho Arsebo vere oo S e Tty Ll o L ure S eituie
as Tasrrillas than as disciplined trcops.z‘L
The vurpose of this paper ig to comvare the ~uerrilla
stratesies of thesce two men =-- their attitudes on powrular
u2 of holding

tionaghing of wuerrilla warfare to

unport, trainins, tactical objectives, the val
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orthodox warfare, wlannin:, Jleadei'shin, and their anzlvses of
the concerts ¢f suerrilla warfarec; and to determine wheiher 2
concert for cuerrilla warfare can be develoned which could be
expected to be successlful recsardless of where emvloyed.

Wilh rogacd oo poplion o, Crv G 0 w0y the teo leaders
had different outlooks, »rinmarily becausoe of the differeat
probhlems they faced. i'ac reliad almocet wholly on vopriar
sunport, "wWithout woopuiar sunmort, hs waszs convire~2 that no
muerrilla onerations could »amain successiul for lons, He felt
that strcuesth was not in machines, tint in the poaorle -~ the
country neasantz: a»d tha't the countryside was the kev to
sucecess, a0 reco - nized the dangsers of localism, Thers{ore,

1

he netively crr-anizold nis Cemmunist Parcty to train local popu-

laces nolitiecally, 3 to cuavsort hic guerrillas in their base
arcas.s His military troinines was rudimentary and emvhasized
a2 ol the sinnlest, offten "home made", weaponry,

Lawrence also realized he would not be successiTul without

a sympathetic population, if nit one totally dedicated to his
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support. He soucht at least a population friendly enoush to
not betray his movenents to the Turks. As an ultimate goal,
he wished for clvilians who would die for the ideal of freedom;
and he considered that th~ presence of the eneny was a secondary
matter, He could not count on such widespread support, lowever,
he did note that all Arabs had the coamon desire to rid their
country orf the invading Turks: and he 4id not have to indoctrin-
ate his troops into a "precise concevtioi of the political roal,"
as 'ao did, Lawrence, therefore, merely attemnted to keecp the
vovulace friendly to him and limited the v.2ining ¢ hio trcops
to use of the simple weapoary deemed necessary for the mission:
elementary demolition techniques and iisht machine guns, with
little concerrn Tor political indoctrination,
Another basic area of differerice between ilao and Lawrence,
considered by this student to ve the most significant, is in
the ol jectives sought by each, To iiao, the enemy soldier was
the main objective, l.ao used maiy words to express this view.
In his treatise on the strategic problems in fightiag the Japan-
ese, he said you should "gather a big force ju strike at a small
enemy semment, and to annihilate the enemy."o He used essentially
the same thesis later, when he said that when the enemy attacks
suerrilla base areas one should counter with counterattacks,
encircle him and cut off his food suwvply, then annihilate him.?
Te Lawrence, on the cother hand, the objective was not to
kill the enemy soldier (althcuzh he did very well on this score,
indeed) but, rather, to destroy his machines. In Lawrence's
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’ Turks valued and 161111' d machlnes, whereas the
i

L
Arabs needed every available nan, ling Turks was the least
important task; it was more profitable to disregard their
existence or to make thelr 1lives quietly unbearable, Kkilling
was pure luxury, expensive and unnecessary.s Lawrence believed
that his most valuable idea was %o "let the Turks remain at
ledina and retain the Hejaz railway, and waste their strength
in a futile and self-destructive Jamnc oi maintenance."9 If he

could spread the Turkish defenges so thin as to be incirective,

and be able to disrupt Turkish lines of communication and supply,




Lawrence felt he would best be akle to break the Turks' wiil
to continue fighting,

Interestingly, the objectives of liao ar4 Lawrence can be used
to illustrate the two concepts of strategic surrender defined
by Paul Kecskemeti: rout and attrition.lo liao souzht to rout
segments of enemy forces, to render them defenseless, and to
disrupt their organizational structure, To Lawrence, however,
the goal was to defeat the Turks through attrition: by devriving
thom of the ecgoential meons of wazing war as a result of re-
lentless attrition inflicted upon theilr socurces of strength by
cutting off their supplies.

Both leaders agreed that to seize and hold territory were
not appropriate objectives for their guerrillas. In the words
of ilao,

"To gain territory is no cause for joy, and
to lose territory is no cause for sorrow, To

lose territory or cities is of no importance,
The luportant thing is to think up metheds

for destroying the enemy, (...) It is gl-
tozether imvroper to defend cities to the ut-
mogt, for this merely leads ¥? sacrificing
our own effective strength.”

Lawrence agreed with lao on the relative merits of holding
territory and for very practical reasons: he saw that the Arabs,
because of their lack of organization and discipline, would not

and could not attack places held in strenzth; and they could nou
ither, He never attenpted to gain or hold
With regard to mobility, both "ao and Lawrence were classic
guerrilla leaders. The very cocres of the stratezles of each
epitomized Sun Tzu's concepts of fluidity ’n guerrilla warfare,
Lawrence developed a small, hizhly mobile force which he used
successfully at distributed voints of the Turkish line; and by
making the Arabs "an influence, an idea, a thing intangible,
invulnerable, without front or bvack, drifting about like a gas,"
he felt he could gain five times the mobility of the Turks or,
put another way, the Arabs could be on terms witia wie Tvrkc with
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but one-=Tifth theiy nunber, 7o Lawrence, orthodox armmies werc

-

"like »lants, imnmobile, firm-rooted, nouvrished throuch lon=~ stens
to the head:” and that a re ;jlar soldéicyr, bYein:; immoblile, owned
"only what he sat on" and subjugated only what he could *poke

his rifle at."iB Or, in the words of ao, "guerrilla strategy

nmust be based vrimarily on alertness, mobility and attack.”
"O0ne must select the tactic of seeming to come from the east and
attackineg from the west: avoid the so0lid, attack the nollow;
attacik, withdraw; deliver a lishtning blow, seeck a lightning de-~

e Ml Sl el AU b i

- b ; .
ClSlOﬂ."1 a0 wrote that, as opposed to orthodox warfare, which

is frequently static, guerrilla warfare was characterived by

OV DU PO 37 * ¥

"constant activity and movement. There is 1in
cguerrilla warfare no such thin~ as a decisive
battle; there is nothing comparable to the
fixed, passcive defense that characterizes ortho-
dox war. I»n ruerrilla warfare, the transforma-
tion of a moving situati?g into a positional
defecnsive never arises,"*

For l'ao, the fundamental strategical form of suerrilla warfare is

the war of movenent,
Both "'ao and Lawrence recognized that suerrilla warfare could
not be effective unless it suvported larger-scale, orihodox warfare;

that suerrilla operations were primarily harrassing in nature, 1290
wrote many words in his Yu Chi Chawn (Guerrilla Varfare) on com-
varing ruerrilla wartfare with resular warfare., le said,

"the concept thet suerrilla warfare is an end
in itself and t.at guerrilla asctivitlies carn
be divorced from those of rerular forces isg
incorrect, {...) An opinion that admits the
existence of guerrilla war, but isolates it%,
is one that does not properly estimate the
potentialities of such war,"-°

To a0, it was wrons to exaccerate the function of guerrillas and
minimize that of the rertular arnies, He disagreed with those who
advocated ruerrilla warfare as the primary war strate.y or the only ;
strategy possible for ovpressed neoples, Illao, particularly j
asainst the Japanese, made certain that guerrilla forces were z
fit into their proper niche; that they did not attempt to

assume respcensibiliiies that should be carried out by orthodox
forces; and that, above ail, the inportant function of coordinat-

Ch
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ing activitlies with re-~ular forces nust not bLe ueglected.17
Thus, thouth ..ac¢ used suerrilla forces Independently in the

carly stases of his wars asainst the Javanese and the ..ationalist
Chinese, he did so only because he did noet have an orthodox

arny for then to conplenent, After his forces evolved into an
orthodox jinsurzent amy, lao's rsuerrillas reverted Lo the role

of complementing the roular forc=s, This was particularly true
asainst the Japancsc, when o described as bein too small in
number to occupny a territory as lac,u as Chiv@, Thinly o.cead,

the Japanese left many "pockets" of areas insulficiently guarded
and open to ruerrilla attzcks, and allowed the Chinese uwerrillas
to fi~ht sheulder-to~sheoulder with resular forces instead ol
beiny limited to a ninor role, A"This,“ according to .iao, "ic
new to the 7wenticth Centurj!"ia

Tao surmed un the relationship of cuerrille to rezular
operations by saying that although guerrilla operation: aainst
the Japanese anpeaved »arancunt at times, there was never any
douby that the resular forces were of primary imwortance because
they, zlone, were capable of vroduciny the decision.19

Lawrence did not delude himself with visions of grandeur fox
his guerrilla forces,; either, He never lost sisht of the fact
that his cuerrilla forces were only a part of the total force
fighting in Arabvia; and that his suerrillas had the specific

nigsion of diverting the Turks while the rejular Sritish army

e

pursued the overall soal of defeating the Cermans, Indeed,
Lavwrence was so succoastul that at times there were nore Turks
opposing his small, elusive forces than Taced the entire Sritish
forcas in Arabia. Buf after his suerrillas had acconplished their
nigsion of driving the Turks out of Arabia, Lawrence reverted
bacl: to 3Britich officer svatus and the orthodox war contimed,
Roth "ac and lawrence fully understood the imnortance of
careful nlamin; to successiul uerriila owerations. :.ao, in
codifying his theushts on the subject, emphasized planninz, and

lad

went on to say that regaruless of the size of thc unit involved,

a prudent nlan was necessary; and thav those whe fought without

method did not understand the nature of guerrilla warfare.




Lawrence put it more succinetly 1n describing ruerrills warfare
ag beiny far more intellectual than a hayonet charge, Ile went on
to say that poerfect intelligence was an abgolute requirenent, so
that he could vlan in certainty.

Outstandin~ leadership at all levels is an unusual requirement
of ruerrilla warfare if a ~uverrilla force is to survive and
prosprer, Soth l‘ac and Tawience were well aware of this and they,
themselves were the epitome of the tlyvec of leaders required:
wnsual, unorthodox versonalities, with civilian bachgrounds (in
svite of his army commission, Lawreace wes a civilian at heart),
and with political philosovhics virtually incomprehensible to
the average professional soldier, They sou;ht, and found, the
same type leadershiv in their subordinates., Vith few exceptions,
most rotably Lin Pidio, .iac's hand-picked leaders are still the
lezders of his Conmunist resime. In lLawreace's words, "nine-
tenths of tactics werce certain enough to be teachable in schools;
but the irrational tenth was like the kinsfisher flashing across
the vool, and in it lay the test of xenerals."zo fe gought an
Arab leader who possessed that irrational tenth, aicd weihed the

e

merits of fthe creat® wmen of Aravia., Me found the

s.a
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too 0ld: and, of the Sherif's sons, he found Abdulla too clever,
Ali too clean, Teid too ccol; Wt Taigal had the necessary fire
and reason, aad thus was chosen.21 Felsal did not dico,pouint
Lawrerce,

Poth Tavrence and ""ao made analyses of the very nature oi their
suerrilla warz, “oth were articulate in their expositions., To
T'ao, cuerrilla wariare ultimetely resolved iunto six .»asic »rincin-
les: 1) Carry out offensives i1 a delensive war, conduct battles
of guiclk decision, plar exterior-line overations within interior-
line cperatiuns: 2) Coordinate with the operations of rezular
ferces: 3) Establish base areas from which guerrillas can operate:
L) Undertake stratecic defensives and offensives: 5 Develon a
war of novei.cot (do not renain stalic); and &) e sure to have

~ood leadershin and a correct relationshiln ol cunmaads (owverations

should be centrally planned and coordinated, but decentralized

. - 22
i1 executilon),




Tawrence based his siratecy on three cel-neants: "the

(%)
-
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ybraic element of thinrs, the bielniical element ol lives,

2 \ o . .
w23 the sun of which

and the navcholosical elemest of ldeas,
defined his sucrrilla war,

The alsebralc elemeat was calculavle, and dealt with lmncwn
variables of space, time, zZeograrhics and force structures,
Tawrence calculated that tne Arabs 7geal was to recapture approx-
imately 100,007 to 140,000 square miles of lcnd, lie went on to
figare that, with the Arabs on his side, the Turks would require
a frrcificd vost of at least 20 men every four square niles,
or « ininum of "six hundred thousand nen to neet the illwills
of <11 the Arabh meonles, combined with the active nicstility of
a “ew zealots."zu

The biolosical element had to do with leadership, the

relative values of men versus material, the impnoi .ance or
intelli~ence of the eremy eo.d, ultimately, developnert of the
1actical line to bz used. Tawrence's views on leadershin have

bean discussged, In coasideriar men versug material ne decided

that nachines were more imwortant to the Turks,

“In Markey things wore scarce and preci
me~ legs esteened than equipnent, (...)
Yhe death of a Tur':ish bridse or rail,
mdchine ¢r muwn or char~ve of hizh ex-
nlosive, was more proggtable to us than
the deslh of a Turk,"”™

The Arahs had fa2w men in comnarison to the Turlsy nmoreover, they
were individuals fishtineg .n irre-ular formations,
“An individual death, l ke a pebble

dropaed in water; mizht malke but a
brie” holes; vet rinzs o)’ sorrow
viidened out therefrgg. We corld not
afford casualties,”

Tawrence thus decided thzat his Arabs nust be superior at the
critical moint aad moment of atiaci: even thousn they were vastly
inferior ovorall, e would see to iw, throuzh perfect intelli-
gence, that the decision of what was critical would alwayvs be
his "by the silent threa” of a vast unknowa desert," not dic-
closings himself till he attaci:ed; and his attacits would be
norinal, direcched "umot azaiast him, bul aszainst his stufi®

which was accessible, lle wiculd cut enpty stretches of rail ard
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mizht even develop a habit of never engasing the enemy, Using
these tactica, Lawrcice noted later that many Turks never had
a chance throuchout the war to fire on Arabs, and the Arab
guerrillas were never oun the defensive exceot by accident or
in error.z7 In articulating his tactical approach, lawrencs
mizht have been guoting i‘ao or virtually any other of history's
noted <uerrilla leaders,.

Lawrence's nsychological element involved the use of propa-
ganda, whichh is an ecsse.tial to successful ruerrilla warflare
recormized universally., Althou h Tawrence was not interested in
inculcating specific¢c beliefs into the Arabs, he realized the
importance ¢f the states of mind of his troops, the rest of the
Arabs, and the Turks, both individually and collectively. He
saw to it that he arranged the minds of his troops "in ordevr of
battle just as cara2fully and as formally as other officers would
arrance their bodies.” (He was interested in mental attitudes,
not military appearances,) "And not only our own men's minds,
(,..) wae must also arrance the minds of the enemy; (...) then
those of the nation supporting us."28

In sumnary, both Lawrence and la¢ were classicists in thoeir
theories and strategies of guerrilla warfare. Althourh their
strategics differ2d in some respects, they were much more alike
th~a different, They both relied on well trained guerrillas
veing basically simple arms; they realized the imvportance of
mob'lity; of svrprise and deception., They were superb planners
and le=aders, and had the foresigzht to choose outstanding
subordinaite leaders, They fully avpreciated Sun Tzu's admonish-~
ments to know the eneny, know yourself; know the ground, know
the weather; avoid strensth, strike weakness., They both lnew
how important it was to be supported by the local populace,
and sousht to gain such suvpport (llao by an active program of
indoctrination, Lawrence more subtly, througzh the use of pro-
pazanda), They knew that with a sympathetic populace their
troops could enjoy safe base areas from which to operate. It
ig interestin~ that both leaders codified their remarkably

similar strategies during periods of personal stress and medi-
tation,

10

Lot o

ket i i

2 e L L

- enMmtitns Wl mberabin



e el

Their differences were more in the matter of degree than
of basic philosophy. Althouch liao established rather formal, 1
militaristic organizations and chains of command, Lawrence was !
more informal in his approach, recognizing the individuality of
his Arabs, and their allegiance to their own tribes, However,
it is notable that iiao was setting up a political, as well as

[ N LR S

military, organization =~ an organization with which he hoped :
someday to rule the most populous nation in the world., Lawrence
had no such agpirations, being noved only to intercede (success-

e o il L B

fully) for the independence of the people with whom he fought,
I'ao's thilosophies of seeking to annihilate the enemy and zain
their surrender by rcut was reasonable because he had ample man-
power, Lawrence, on the other hand, was prudent in attempting
to avoid coafrontation with the enemy, because the Turks out-

ety

PRSI I LY,

riumbered the Arabs by a factor of four or five te one and because
to the Turks material was more higshly valued than were men,

Thus he soursht to defeat the Turks throush attrition, Both
leaders recocsnized that guerrilla cperations were not decisive

il 1 il s

[

. . .
in their overall warz hut, rather, au ic.i3 of

mmontald tha A
vy 2y iSSP 4 v W

he opcra
recgular forces, lHowever, llao's gjuerrillas were eventually
employed side~by-side with his recular forces. This is a tac.ic
not used by Lawrence or any other guerrilla leader up to that
time,

bt e bt B Lt

There is nothing basically new ir. the doctrine of either
Lawrence or i‘ao. Thelrs were doctrines of suerrilla warriors

el ednlnt it

everywhere; doctrines which exnounded of »rimitive warfare, g
The newness ol Lawrence and i‘ao was in their elaboration cf the ‘
doctrine in terms of Arabia and China, respectively. They

adde1 to the lessons learned in guerrilla operatiorn.: throush

the centuries, and carefully recorded their experiernczs and
thouzhts, Since l'ao and Lawrence, many other guerrilla wars

have been fourshty some independently, some to complement orthodox
military operations: some sucecesslully (e.s., Indonesia, Cyprus
and Algeria), some unsuccessfully, such as in alaya and the
Phillipines. ‘levertheless, the basic stratesies of llao and

R A P S|
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Lawrence, modified by such variables as gecgraphics and
polities, are sound and u.iversal; and could be expected to
be successful regardless ol where employed,

Lot

'.{HOE.IAS P. RALETTA
Colonel, Field Artillery
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