We continue our journey into the next chapter with anticipated news progress to the collective effort culminating in a dissertation. We will work through this process over the next year so that we can find the answers that will fill in the gaps of the histories written before us and correct false claims that have been presented prior to our journey. Our journey will cover how and to what extent did operational, command, logistical, and environmental factors affect the combat effectiveness of the 28th Infantry Division across its major campaigns in Northwest Europe? What tactical, doctrinal, and environmental conditions shaped the 28th Infantry Division’s initial operations in the Hürtgen Forest, and how did these conditions differ from those encountered in earlier campaigns? Why did casualty rates among U.S. Army units, including the 28th Infantry Division, increase during operations in the Hürtgen Forest, and how did terrain, German defensive doctrine, U.S. command decisions, and force employment interact to produce those outcomes? How did U.S. Army command structures, operational doctrine, and higher-echelon oversight shape Major General Norman Cota’s exercise of command during the Hürtgen Forest campaign? How did German defensive doctrine, force allocation, terrain exploitation, and intelligence assessments shape their preparedness in the Hürtgen Forest prior to the engagement with U.S. forces, including the 28th Infantry Division? These questions will be covered within the pages of the dissertation which would be backed up with factual evidence. With these questions we will understand that the 28th Infantry Division was apart from the European theatre in Paris and the Battle of the Bulge. History has been documented, scattered throughout pieces of evidence, however, there is no true compilation of their efforts to the war front. The knowledge that has been gained throughout the process from thesis research has allowed additional knowledge along with a better understanding to interpret how the 28th Infantry Division had been treated throughout history. The division endured the worst situation and battle of their contributions during World War II. The battle of the Hürtgen Forest was the costliest battle for the 28th Infantry Division at a cost of around six thousand soldiers. That brings up additional questions about how this factual evidence will be found and what evidence will be utilized to complete this task. Archival evidence from National Archives, Eisenhower Presidential Library, the 28th Infrantry Division’s Association, and the Carlisel Barracks will be extremely important. Some of the additional research that requires correcting is that of Charles B. MacDonald a military officer during World War II that was wounded and missed the Hürtgen Forest campaign but did not treat the 28th Infantry Division fairly in his assessments. Michael E. Weaver also requires some modification in his interpretation of the history of the 28th Infantry Division. We will follow the history utilizing historical interviews, after action reports, G-2 reports, SHEAF correspondence, morning reports, and Stephen T. Early statements while he was White House Press Secretary. These reports will allow for a complete understanding of the events that took place against the 28th Infantry Division. This study will also incorporate some statistical analysis of troops that were removed from the fight due to cold weather injuries. There are interesting perspectives from the British that were shocked how the Americans did not have proper cold weather gear, hot meals, or warm drinks when they had these on the front lines. This was just one of the supply issues that the American forces had during the battle that impacted their performance in the Hürtgen Forest. Others included leadership errors uncovering the links between General Eisenhower and his political ambitions, Major General Gerow trying to save his career after Pearl Harbor, and General Hodges who only expected results from his commanders.  There is a new understanding of historical evidence and the modern interpretation of historical evidence. This allows the author to identify the historical truth following the evidence and allowing the research question to remain liquid, allowing the unbiased truth to modify the question and not the other way around trying to find the evidence to justify the question. These newer understandings have shaped the 20th and 21st centuries creating a better understanding of history and allowing the author to tell a richer fuller history than in the past. Not all authors have done this, however, with newer historians trickling into the field this allows them the opportunity to bring the truth into light, correcting the misinterpretation and missed areas from previous historians. On this journey, the methods of historical methodology that will be applied will include source analysis identifying key primary sources and secondary sources. Using past knowledge and education to identify sources with paleography, diplomatics to verify analyze the primary documents and verify authenticity, analyze oral history interviews written and records that are made from the men that were there on the ground with firsthand experience, using those interviews along with primary sources to gain a well-developed argument of the facts that happened allowing for an honest interpretation of the oral histories. With a quantitative method, we will be able to gather the history and present a flowing factual transcription of the events as the 28th Infantry Division experienced them during World War II.  


