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. ABSTRACT S '
‘ o~ | ,

. From early July 1941 until the end of the war, German military :
forces,,together with various allied and quisling supporters, batlledu
. against mounting insurrection in Yugoslavia. Founwundersized German
'"700-1eve1" divisions with overaged and undertrained troops formed
the’nucleus of forces which participated in five major antiaguerrilla
operations between 1941 to 1943 From July 1941 to November 1942
‘they were the only German units stationed ‘in Yugoslavia, aside from
nunits temporarily deplOyed in the area. "'; . ;\\

. 'This study attempts to examine the response of- these 700—level
div151ons and . the German Army generally, td growing insurgency 1n~
Yugoslaviasby_focusing on the maJor anti—guerrilla operations carried
ontjin the area. in_the course.of the tirst chapter the Axis‘invasiont
: and diSmemberment of‘Yugoslavia'are discpssed\with an emphasis'upon-the

' Axis and quisling-forces deployed in the region.

‘Chapter Two briefly outlines the origins‘andvdevelopment of«the

£

two major quoslav resistarce groups, and: their role in the initial
‘ S . ‘ , ] ' | . 14
-outbreak of insurrection’during the summer of 1941. The bulk of the
. o i . ) Ca

- ¢hapter will focus on the three majorvanti—guerrilla operations carried

out during 1941'and 1942.. Although these operations inflicted serious
losses on'the Partisans,” the Germans had already spent their best

chances to destroy the Partisans,by the end of 1942
. 3 ‘
The three maJor anti-guerrilla operations of 1943 are the

subJect of the third chapter. 1In these operations,the Germans massed

* -

the largest concentration of military forces evef'assembled_for
. . , , ,

combatting insurgency,in Yugoslavia.' The Partlsahs, by then the

‘greatest political and military threat to the continued Axis hold on

LS i ) ¢ iv



L]
B ‘Yugos1AVia, again eluded annihilation_ Aespite sustaining horrible.\
e v o N “ i
casualties. The Germans undertook one more major anti-guerrilla Y \

operation in 1944 but by then Axis control in Yugoslavia was slipping."

I
‘

o ‘ The conclusion of«mhis study suggests that no one Axis or .

4

quisling force should be held responsible for the failure of the

majorcanti-%uerrilla operations. The Germans- most serious mistake °

:
- LN -

was perhaps their great underestimation of the Partisans' tactical
skill which led them to neglect any serious study of the enemy s .
, B
©ot °methods. The various allied and uisling forces were, ‘generally,

1nadequate for battling against in urgents, with many being of £;en

lower quality than the Gerdan 700-level divisions. The Partisans

eventual: victory in Yugoslavia a. re ult which must be, credited
T o "\‘ ; ) ~
largely to their superlative Cémmunist leadership, was quite an

accomplishment. However§-it.could scarcely have:succeeded'had it not'
been for:the'assistance of the Soviet.Army,'and, certainly,ythei

o Yugoslav insurgents WOuld never.have survived into 1942 if the German
| Ariny had not been heavily committed on other fronts. - | "

[y

o~ 3 '
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INTROBUCTION . : :

German anti-guerrilla activities in wartime Yugoslavia is a

~subject which has Eraditionally received scant attention by historians.

G

Yet in many teépects this ovérsight is scarcely surprising. Despite
the outbréak ofﬂ;gr rrection in Yugoslavia during June 1941, and its

continued escalatiorq until May 1945, the German High Command never

’ -
.

regardéd Yugoslayia- as gnything more than a minor war theater. In

«

October 1943, when there were 177 German divisions on the Eastern

Front alone, the entire Balkans region contained only 20 German

v

infantry, SS, and mountain divis‘ions.l Certainly on the basis—of—tire

number of German troops deployed, Yugoslavia must be considered a

.

-

sgcoﬂdary war theater.
A secoﬁd and perhaps even more significant reason for the lack

of sgudies.ih this field has been a widespread overemphasis upon the

(study of,guerriiia warfare in_general.af the expense of more thorough

investigations iﬁ the field of counter-insurgency. The great

imbalance in the amount of, work done in these two clésely related fields

is nowhere as eQident as when one reflects on the absolutely voluminous

outpoutiné in.guerrilla warfare manuals and histories of gregtly‘varied

qualities during the 1950's and 1960's. A large»proportion of this

guerrilla warfare literature, much of which reflected the wideSprgad

overes}imation that the postwar wdrid placed on the, role ofgéuer;illa

- warfare tacfics in winning the Second World War, often illustrated

basic gﬁerrilla waffare theories with real life examplés from the

——

exploits of the Partisans in Yugoslavia. The Partisans were ‘a popular

-~

choice among guerrilla historians in the 1950's and 1960's since they,

* ~



-~

in Walter Laqueur's word@, were "one of .the few cases in history in

which a partisan movement liberated a country and seized power largely

without outside hdip."z <
) Yugoslavia's uniqué position in ¢the historical annals of
guerrilla:warfare, toge:he; with the only'recently in:oﬂtuptod dgcadfn
of rule by Partisah lcidet Josip Bro; Tito in post-war Yugoalayin,
have greacly*ihfluqnced studies on Partisan warfare in Yugoslavia,

The result of this is that Partisan warfare is now fullg documented.
It appears thaAt the overshadowing of German anti-gu%gfélg; activities
in Yugoslavia is due chiefly to Ehe‘postwar>populariﬁy of guerrilla
warfaredand that the secondary nature of the war theater -in Yugoslavia
is éf lesser importance. ‘ .

" At present there are only two historical studies inFh deal in

any direct way with German anti—guerrilia acﬁivities in Yugoslavia.

" The first, a U.S. Departmeht of the Army Historical Study, German

" Antiguerrilla Operations in the Balkans 1941-1944, is a pamphlet which

ﬁrovides a short but excellent summary of the attack by the Axis powers

on Yugoslavia, its division among the victors, and the establishment

of Axis military and political\administration.“ In addition, the pamphlet

discusses the outbreak of insurgency in Yugoslavia and briefly
' /

'descriﬁes each of what Yugoslav historians collectively call the "Seven

.

‘Major Enemy Offensives".3 Hdwever; as the title of the pamphlet 4

clearly denotes, this study is only a generéi account- of German anti-
guerrilla activities in che.Balkans, and while it is a very useful,
unprejudiced work there aré cerfain aspects of the study which are,
after ﬁwenty-odd years, rather dated.

The second study which directly concerns itself with German



v | f

¥

/
‘anti-guerrilla opcylttonu in Yuzocl;vta is Paul N. n-hu ] Tho Garnnn

Struggle Q;ainnt quoaluv Gulrrillau 1n World War. Two: Ggrn‘n

Countqralncur;cney in Yq‘plllvill 1941-43, This work is actually

‘

! ¢

Hehn's English {ranslation of ; report compiled in 1944 by a German

" milicary nrch%yin:, Ernst Wisshaupt, for :h;'Chicf of Sc:f! of .the
Supécmo Comna;d Southeast. The report, originally entitled "The )
Combatting of the Insurrectionary Movement in the Southeast Area",
discusses the German military's response to d-éalating‘inaurgency in
Yugoslavia during 1941 gnd 1942. However, the report is ddted and
'tﬁere are serious pro;;ams with Hehn's 'English version. He makes
significant errors in his translation of German military terms into
English, and too ofcen renders German into awkward English. Finally,
-the title of the book is misleading, since Wisghaupt's report only

" covers the périod from June 1941 to August 1942. As a result of these
deficiencies, Hehn'é translation is qf no real value to the present
study.

While not dealing specifically with German anti- guerrilla opera-

tions Jozo Tomasevich's The Chetniks: War and Revolution in Yugoslavia,

1941-1945 must.receive;fpecial mention for its excellent, thorough, and
balanced account of e#énts in wartime Yugoslavia. Although the focus
‘of the study is chiefly on the Chetniks, Tomasevich also proyi&es an
enormous amount of valuable infcrmatidn on the other military forces in
Yugoélavia, including the Germans and their major anti-guerrilla
operations. This work has, therefore, been‘of great aséiStance in\the,
preparation of this-thesis.

1t is apparent thét there is room for study ;n‘tbe field of

German anti-guerrilla activities in Yugoslaéia and that even attempting
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‘v

. German ﬁorces in Yugpslavia.‘ Hdwever there were four German "700--'

level" divisions which were stationed together in YugoslaVia from Junevd‘

4

1941 until April 1943 It is because of‘their 1engthy period of duty '

in Yugoslavia a: period during which these divisxons were\chiefly

vengaged m fight“ing insurgency, that this study will be focused upon

“"ilithese four divisions

\_xm L R '.‘

3

P The intention of the f Vst chapter of this study will be to

”r discuss the inwasion and division of Yugoslavia by Ax1s forces while

»

“,rzproviding background information On the various military units engaged

e ﬁ_in the Yugoslav sector, particularly ‘on. the German divis1ons and their

N
-

-f various non—German support organizations. The second chapter w1ll

- -~

.fz focus briefly upon the origins and aeyelopment of the two major \

%

ﬂ_ Yugoslav resistance roups and their role in the initial outbreak of

f insurrection dur:ng the summer of 1941. The maJority of this chapter

j will be devoted to discussing the major German-led anti—guerrilla _h{"gu

| ﬂf, /operations of 1941 and 1942. Most of the third chapter of this study

Lo will consist of describing the three major anti—guerrilla operations of

..,,Q", .

. . . ‘ . . - a
° o . . - : :
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fg‘1943 the largest such operations to take place in Yugoslavia.‘ The

insurgency.v e ;1‘, ‘,,l_‘f ) u;‘:n;as e f' e

fr,conolusion will very briefly discuss events in Yugbslavia between 1944

L R RTIPAEE 4

‘H;‘and 1945 followed by a short summation of the various factors which

_“ L . /v
caused the failure of the'major anti-guerrilla operations and

-qultimately, the collapse °f the.Axis-occupation system in Yﬁgoslavia,,i ‘

Ry

:jFinally, some consideration will be given to what the German Army

,_. ST

.

jmight have done to have possibly achieved a military victory over N~

M . : . ' . .
. - k . %

German military units in Yugoslavia were almost constantly engaged

e )

. in anti-guerrilla operations of one form or anotﬁer whether of a’ large

o po

scale involving sévera%/div151ons or a minor operation requirlng only

i 7

lwone battalion.' The amount of information in this field 1s, therefore,

vabsolutely enormous bud the documenting of a- good many of these anti—

o

. B ' :
guerrilla operations would be neither a/’ useful nor realistic exercise.

/ A

/

'fﬂFor this reason the focus of thds Study Wil. be chiefly UROH describing

S : v'.:‘ n';)
each of the mAJor German—led anti—guerrilla operations carried out frOm
3ﬁl94l to 1943‘, While these operétions are looked upon by Partisan

o

'hlstorians as. decisive moral victorles by the Partisans, they are also

»important from the. German perspectlve. _Michael,R._Foot writes that

P /

' _these operations represented "a substantial diversion of'resources, f

[
.- .

petrol anf emotional effort from the main frontS\on which the Wehrmacht

‘was engaged PR RN N‘ v
, ‘/ SR ' PR

i This study oﬁ German anti—guerrilla activities in Yugoslavia is

n,clearly not the flrst nor 1ast word on the subJect. Recent*world~

. . / ~
j,interest in ngoslavia, sparked by what the future holds for a

”Yugoslavia yithout Tito at its helm has stirred up renewed interest in
Fa . . o
Yugoslavia's strong guerrllla tradition. ‘This has, in turn, led ro

AT i - O R S
I T S : e o

1
N

71
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JOTES ‘FOR INTRODUCTION' -

lgrie stagebuch des Overkommandos des Wehrmacht, III/1 (January °
1, 1943 - December 31, 1943), ed. Walther Hubatsch (Frankfurt on Main:
Bernard & Graefe Verlag fur Wehrwesen, 1963), p..1514; U.s. Department '
.of ‘the" Army Historical . Study, German. Anti;guerrilla Operations in the.
‘Balkans (1941-1944); (Alé%andria Virginia U.S. National. Archives,
Angust 1954), p,,50. o g

[N
-
*

. 2Walter Laqueur, Guerrilla . Historical and Critical Study
(London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1977), P 219. ‘
. .‘ ) . Ll
, 3These were’ major, German-led anti—guerrilla operations carried
.out in Yugoslavia between the fall- of 1941 and May 1944 L t R

\ .
4Designating thege units as 700—1evel div131ons\is only a
‘convenient means of identifying them as a group. It does not denote
special types of - units . ) \

\
i : sMicHQpl R. Foot, Resistance: An Anaiysis of European Resistance
~ to Nazism, 1941-1945 (London: - Eyre Methuen Ltd. 1976),\p 193

~
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o were the ones<wh\6dom1nated the political life of Yugoslavia. I&is

CHAPTER ONE’

' / The Axis Takeover of Yugoslavia

Few‘countries in'interwarTEurope were as internally divided ‘é.

b ' =

-and as vulnerable internationally»as uas.thevstate of Yugoslavia

V?‘

which had‘come into existence,in.1918._'Althod§h'Serbs made up 42%

v
c

of the population in the new Yugoslav_state and-Croats)added another

25%, the remaining 33% of the population belonged to seven other

nationalities.l' Despite the multiplicity'of ethnic groups»in
: N

'Yugoslavia, or’ perhaps because of 1t, the highly nationalistic Serbs

-
L.

Serbian hegemon f Yugoslavia led. to ‘a great deal- of bitterness among

© ~,

'non-Serbian Yugoslavs, particularly among Croats.

-
3

t

i

. In addition to the divisive influence of many nationalities the
-/

Yugoslav,state was’ alsQ plagued by maJor;religiousadifferences, In !
'1931 about 48% of the‘population-in Yugoslavia were of the Serbian
Orthodox faith (Serbs, Macedonians, Montenegrins, and various

minorltles), 37% were Roman Catholics (largely Croats ‘and Slovenes),’

ll/ were Moslems (the Slav1c Moslems of Bosnia and’ Herzegov1na, and the
Albanian and Turklsh minorities),-and less than 4/ were: Protestants or

.2 . :
Jews. ‘Relations betweern these rellglous groups ‘were marked‘by mutual

feelings of intolerance and suspicion; feelingsAwhich provided‘thet

~ catalyst for explosive, brutal persgtutions carried out against each

. -other during the Second World War. o ::\' ‘ )

-

As if these-internal divisions'were not enough to“threaten tht3

political stabillty cf the kingdom, Yugoslavia also stood in a rather

,\exposed international position. Some of her territory was coveted by



her neighbours Italy, Hungary, Bulgaria,.and, after Germany's annexa-~

tion of Austria by'Germany as‘well. Althdugh'Yugoslavia was - .

initially a link in’ France s interwar security chain, her government o

-

had, by the early 1930° s,-begun to.follow'a formally neutralist foreign -
policy In actuality, however, the Yugoslav government began to

cultivate increasingly friendly relations with the Axis powers after

3

1935, Jhe culmination of closer relifions between - Germany ‘and Y%fjslavia,"

which came ahout largely as_the result of political pressure exerted by
Germany;iwas-thevSigning‘by the Yugoslav Premier Dragisha‘Cvetkovich and

| Foreign Minister Cincar,Markovich of the Tripartite;Agreement of March
<26,.1?4lr “The overthrow of the Cvetkovich government and regent Prince
'Paullby a large~portion of the Serbianedominated Yugoslavian”Agmgd /; |
" Forces officer corps on the following night seems ‘to have reflected the

‘general sentiments of the Yugoslav population.  Hitler, who was first

(q

19
incredulous and then indignant when notified of the March 27th coup,”®

A‘declared that he would“destroy the country militarily and as a

.

national\unit " No diplomatic inquiries would be made, no ultimatum

pressed. Yugoslavia,was to be pulverized with merciless brutality...

-

in a lightening operation;vé J ‘ . -

Early on the morning of Aprfl s l941,_the German campaign

against Yugoslavia began with a massi e airstrike against Belgrade and

airjields and ground installations of/ the Yugoslav air force by 150

German bombers, and Stukas.” At the fame time the ground attack

commenced with the German 2nd Army ynder General Maximilian von Weichs
pushing from Austria and Romania i to northwestern YugoslaVia while )
Tank Group (Panzer Gruppe) l, co nded by General von Kleist, advanced
u-from the area around Sofia Bulga ia, _into southeastern YugoslaV1a.A

-
There could be scarcely any doubt as to who would prevail. The



German forces alone consisted of seven craCk"infantry divisions; four
motorized divisiogs, four tank divisions,‘and approximately 800

)

airplane‘s.6 According to Jozo Tomasevich, "Twoffifths,of them were,
armoured.or fully motorized divisions'with tremendous firepower and 2
maneuverability and were led by'veterans of tampaigns in Poland, . :
Norway, and"France."7 - | |

The German forces were joined on April 1lth by the Hungarian 3rd
Army,'consisting of five divisions under the command of General
qGorody—Novak which began operations between the Tisza and Danube
Rivers.  The following day, the Italian 2nd Army, commanded by General
‘Vittorio Ambrosio, crossed the Yugoslav border at Rijeka (Fiume) and
advanced southward » . : o , .

The exact strength of the Yugoslav Army which faced these -
‘sizeable*Axis forces is difficult. to determine. The total theoretical
'strengthtof the Yugoslav Army in April 1941, was approximately thirty—'
five d1v131ons, but only half of these units were mobilized at the time
of the German onslaught of April 6th. 8 Besides being numerically :
1nferior to the invading Axis forces,-a large part of the Yugoslav
Army's armaments and a quarter of their airplanes were obsolete; their;‘

—Strategy and tactics were outmoded, army Ieadership was poor, and

, ' 9
communications were inadequate. .

-~
=

Ihe swiftness with which the”German campaign in Yugoslavia‘
proceeded is attested to by'the factithat all of the major Yugoslavd
cities,‘exceptSSarajevo, were captured before German?'s Axis partners
initiated their‘military operations - Nish fell on April 9th, Skoplje
.on April 10th, Zagreb on April lOth and Belgrade on April 12th.. On
April l7th\ an armistice was signed by General von Weichs (the commander

yi ]
of the German 2nd Army) and the Italian military attache:ﬁfBelgrade on



e 1

the. one hanq‘and:former ngbslav Foreign Minister Cincar{M&rhin and
Yugoslav General Jankovich on the other. It came iﬁ%q effect:on
4Apf11;18ﬁh. The Axis céﬁpgign aéainsc‘Yugoslavia had 1agted but eléven
days. ‘v | »

The ;ollaps§<qf'Yugosl§yia Qas not simply due, to therdecisive
qualitative aﬁd-quantitatiVe superiority of« the Axis forces over ‘the

o

Yugoslav army. The consistent alienation of the various éthnic groups
in interwar }hgosi;viaaby-Se;bian‘pegemoﬁy‘had résulted, according to
Jozo Tomasevich, in "a state ruled by few for the few,‘in which the non-.
Serbian nations and broad strata oghéhe population had ho“stéke and for
which they would not ffgkt."lo . | | |

The actﬁal.ldsseé of’Yugosiév military personnei during the
Axis~invaéion are‘uqknoﬁn.' However, the Germans cépturgd 337,864
" Yugoslav troops and NCO's as well as 6,298 officers duringyﬁhe céu;ée of.
the April cémpaign.ll' Thebmajority of these prisomers, after the
‘relgase of'mos;'of the Croélgfand Macedoﬁians; were sénf to prisoner-of-
ﬁér pampé in Ggrmany; |

The ciViiién population’ of Belgrade seemed to have sufferedbfar |
worse lhan.the Yugoslav army. The several bombingé qarﬁied out by the

Luftwaffe on April 6, 1941 are estimated.to have resulﬁed'invcivrliam

. casualties from anywhefe in excess of 5,000 people to as mahy-as

2

°

20,000.l German losses in the campaign were nagiigible: 151 dead, 392

wounded, and 15 missing.l3 ‘ ’ o

| ’Iﬁmediately afrer this crushing defeat Yugoélavia was  carved uﬁ

émong Hungarys; Bulgafia, Italy, Gérmaﬁy, and a newly creéted staté: the
7 . . . '

so-éalled "Independent St?te of Croatia". With the approval of Hitler

and Mgssolini,uBungria‘annexed most -of Mace&ﬁhia, southeastern Serbia,

>

énd‘q small section of the Kosovo region, while Huﬁgary claimed Bachka,
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Baranja, the Croatian area of Medjimurje, and the Slovene region of
Prekoharje.
| - Certainly‘one of the ;ost importaat territorial adj&stments was
the sfrmation of the "Indepen&ent State of‘Qroatia". It comprised thel
territory of Croatia-Slavonia (except for Medjimurje which went to
.Hungar}),'a small area north of Rijeka, some minor.Adriatie islands,:a
thin strip of southern Dalmatia, and the ¢ntire region of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. While this Croatian state was,,in’theory, a kingdom ruled
by the Duke of“Sooleto, an Italian prince who never oame to %ugoslavia,
" it was,goveraed by Ante‘Pavelich, the founder .and leader of the Croatian
terrorist group, the Ustasha. Pavelich;ka'Croatian member in the -
Yugoslav parliament from 4927 to 1929, had formed the Ustasha (meaning
revolutionary") on January.7, 1929 the day after Yugoslavia s King
Alexahder declared a royal diotatorship. Pavelich s basic philosophy in
creatiné the Ustasha'was that no real satisfactory solution to Serb-
_Croat conflicts.waslpossiole,-that the Croats should,tave an independent

«

state, and that in the struggle ‘to build such a state any and all means

were allowable;lﬁ

}avelioh's rise from being the leader of a small,'rather ineffecf
. . ' : v

tive Croatidn térroristzgroup to becomingwhead of goverﬁment for the

lndepen;ent State of Croatia was partly'due to the fact that Mussolini, -
a. longtime protector of the Ustasha in Italy, felt that Pavelich would be
a pliable subordinate, It ﬁas also due to the reason that no respectable
Qroatian of any popularity was.willing or available to assume the
leadership of the newly created Croatian state. Hitler,and Mossolini

therefore decided to place Pavelich in the position of head of state, and

on April 11, 1941 he left Rome with 300 followers to assume power in

>
“
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Crbatia.15 ,
K ) /

Despite what appearances May have Suggested;‘ he ultimate power

in Croatia rested not in the ands of Pavelich‘but rather in the
German and Italian milita y forces which had occupied the area during

\the course ‘of the Apri) campaign. Virtual‘zones of o cupation were

\ .
l\\up\by German an Italian troops, ang a temporary demarcation line

between the areas/controlled by their respective forces was established
¢

. by the middle of April. The demarcation line was redrawn and made

permanent bx/hitler on April 24, 1941 German forces controlled the

area to tie east of the demarcation line and Italian forces the area to

of the line. .

" Aside from their zone in Croatia, Italian odcupation areas in
Y goslavia ‘also included part of Slovenia (the greater part was occupied
y German forces) Montenegro, most of the Adriatic islands, and in

the name of Albania, a larger part of the Kosova region and a small

il

strip of. Montenegro near Lake Scutari

®

"German military presence in YugoslaYia,‘and in the Balkans in

a

general, marked a definite change in German attitude toward the area.

In the late 1930's German statesmen had expressed some economic interest -

. in Yugoslavia but prEEessed to have no political interest in the area

and:weremcontent to see-it as an Italian interest‘area.16 However, much
to the dissatisfaction of the Italians, this attitude had changed during

the course of 1940 and 1941. The primaryfreason for this-turnabout in

attitude were strategic considerations toward future expansion in southern

Europe and the Soviet Union. 17 The German ngh Command con31dered the

1

- Balkans to be a bulwark against attacks upon its southern flanks ‘and

‘believed its possession of the Balkans was critical for the security of

the forces in’the.SOuthern region of the Soviet Union.ls"Also, important
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road and rail lines linked Yugoslhvia to Grqece;'from where supplies

vere sent to Axis troops in North Africa. Aside from these strategic

considerations, another important factor for German interest in

*

Yugoslavia SpeQificaily was 'its source of strategic raw materials,

o

Xugoslavia's Bor copper mine, ‘the most produétiie copper mine in the

~ .

world during the interwar perdod, suppliéd 21% of Germany's wartime
o - R

requirement of cqﬁper, while 100% of Germany{s'wartfmé requirements of

chromium and lOZ,of its bauxite requirements were ﬁiso’taken from

qugoslayia.lg' : " R ¥

&

k] i , .
German-occupied areas in Yugoslavia, asidg“from the German.

AN

sphere of interest in‘Cfoaﬁia, included the greater part of Slovenia,
the Banat, and Serbia;iessentially within ité pré-1912 boundary. Thev
area of Northern Sloveﬁia, originally intended to be annexed to the

\

German Reich, remained outside the Reich throughout the war. Despite

Hitler's call for the total Germanization (Eindeutéchuq&) of the area,
only iimited aﬁﬁempts were made to déport the Slovenes, who made up.

196,4% Of thevapplation,in‘Germahadccupied Slovenia.zo

The:régioﬁ of the-Banat, ;lthqugh occupied byCGermah forqes,
had an uﬁceyfaid future during the first few mon;hs of occupation.
‘fherBanat was a verj ﬁertile‘region qnd‘aiso containe&‘a'fairly siZeable
German nationalist minority_whiéh, depending on different estimates,

made up anywhere_ffom 18.7% to 25% of the tdtal_popﬁlation of 600,000

to 640,000 people in the Banat.l

This Gérman minority feared that if
Hiﬁler satisfied Hungarian aspiration{ and handéd over the occupation
af phe Banétv;d Hungar&_the‘large ﬁqngarian landoﬁnéfé in ﬁhe Banat woula‘
assume the majdr shareiéf power in tﬁe area.> At thé.same‘time Germany =

was -concerned that a Hungarian ocCupépion of the Banat would'aggravate

longstanding Hungarian—Rumanianvquarrels;over the région,'while the Serbs



l

15

who worked for the Germans in ‘the Banat feared that Hungarian occupation

22

e . . .
of the area would be/;antamounc to annexation, In the end German

considerations of a plentiful food supply and the German minority won

out. The Banat remained under a éystem of German military government

v

but was administered by local German nationals.
. ‘The German occupation of moﬁt of Serbia, an area containing a
total population of Detween 3.5 to 4 million people, represented a

unique situation in Yugoslavia. It was the only area in Yugoélavia R

directly administered by German military aut;horities.23 The major

e

reason for the establishment of a German military administration here was
that Serbia, from a German point of view, remained the representative of

the forme; Yugoslav state. For this reason, according to Jovan

[

"Marjanovich,
A
Serbia was to bedr almost all the consequences of
: : the 'punishment of culprits' for March 27th, for the
‘ - April War, for interfering with German plans in
' connection with the gar in ‘the Balkans, for unfore-
seen German materjal expenses and casualties.24

This attitude is further witnessed in ndtes made bxﬂItalian'

Fo;eign Minister Ciané of a discussion with German Foreign Minister

0
i

von Ribbentrop in Vienama on -April 21; 1941. Ciano‘wfote, "It is the

German Government’s‘intentiqﬁ‘to reduce Serbia to the lowest possible
. {
, .

terms so-as to preveﬁt its again becoming_an active and dangerous center
. . . . "25 ; ' .
of conspiracy and intrigues,

It is -evident, howeVer, that®®erman military administration was
alsq‘established'in Serbia to maintain peaceful conditions for the
systematic mining of the previously mentioned vital non~ferrous materials
and to keep'opgh transportation lines., The Danube River, running from

Central Europe thrbugh Belgrade and into Southeastérn Europe, was a .

particularly important route carrying Rumanian'oil and wheat to Germany’
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and Central Europg.26

German military government was introduced in Serbia on April 22,
1941 and was divided into three major sections: a command section
responsible for ensuring saf;cy and order in Serbia by military means, a
military administration whose duty it was to maintain.general seﬁunity
and‘to dev?lop political and economic policy, and a local administration
directed by a quisling Serbian goverriment.27
The command -section of the German military government in Serbia |

[
i

was ‘headed by the Armed Forces Commander in Serbia (Wehrmachtbefehlshaber

. Serbien), a position to which Hitler appointed Air Force General Helmuth
Foerster on April 18, 1941, Foerster was replaced by anether Luftwaffe
General, Ludwig)von Schroedér, on June 9,. 1941, at which time the title

of Armed Forces Commander in Serbia was changed to Commander in Serbia

(Befehlshaber Serbien).28 “Several more generals were to fill the pbsition
before the end of 1941.2°
The adminisirat}ve section‘gf.the German military government in

Serbia was under the jurisdiction of SS Gruppenfuehrer Harald Turner who

h;d previdusly been head of the German hiiiﬁary administration in Pari;.
The aUthqricy of the adminiétrative sectidn'to supervise both German and
-Sefbian governing ﬁodiesAappears to have eventually hampered the )
‘efficiency of tﬂe command section. Thus, at the end of 1942 Turner was
dismissed and the administrative section of the military government in
Serbia was subordinate@ to the command section.3o

With the hope.of‘decreasing fhe number of German troops necessary
fbr garrison duty invSerbia, the German>military authorities creatéd a
prévisional Serbian puppet govefnment in ﬁa&, 1941.) It was headed by

Milan Acimovich, a former Yugoslav minister of the interior and ex-chief

' G . \ N i
of police in Belgrade. This provisional government was known as the

s
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“Commissariat'. The Commissariat had little or no real power and

clearly failed to capture the loyalty of more than a minority of

Serbs. It lasted only four months, when the German military authorities
officially replaced it with a new Serbian quin%ing govcrnmnn:iundcr
General -Milan Nedich, who had heen Yugoslav Minister of War until the
March 27th ‘coup. Nedich called his government the "Goxgrnmcnt.of National

Salvation'". Empowered to rule by decree under clone'Gdrman supervision,

the Nedich government was to last until the German collapse in Serbia
431

H

&uring October 194
‘ The Acimovich government had been givﬁn permission to organize a
Serbian gendarmerie in May and had even, by the beginning of June, been.
allowed to arm them.32 However, in late August the Comméhder in Serbia,
apparently without the knowledge of his superiors, gave the Nedich
government a major concession by allowing them to organize their own
military units.33 ‘This was overlooked b; tﬁe German High Command,
largely becaﬁse growing insurréction made it impefative that Serbian
military units be used to restore public order. Yet while the Ggrmans
made use of these Serbian military units, they never really trus;ed’the
Nedich governmenél’ As a fésult the Serbian forces under ﬁedich were ¢ -
never'larger :han about 20,000 men while the Croatian quisling fordes
numgefed, a£ their greatest strength, appyoximately 250,000 men.34
Despite their propping up of the Nedich government, the German
mili;ary»authorities remained the real rulers of Serbia. :Tyey had\é
final veto in.ali politi&al, édministrative, and economic métfets,l
applied German anq martial law over fourteen districts, instal;ed a
regula; central and local military gerrnment,'and brought in tﬂe

Gestapo.35 The effectiveness%@flcérﬁan military administration, together

with the unsuitability of Serbia's relatively flat terrain for guerrilla

)



“”'k*;warfare, seems to account in large part for Serbia, unlike Ehe -

'5jfremainder of Yugoslavia, being relatively free of resistance activity

'“‘for the duration of the war.jlpn e

LA

The same degree of German military control was not possible in‘l~-'

'h;fthe IndependentvState of Croatia since the Germans had acknowlédged

T.ithat it-was a sovereign state. Gradually, however, the German military

L4

- /7ffand political representatives in Croatia did acquire a.large measure of

-

fcontrol over the Pavelich government The German military representative,.

L -
lf General Edmund von Glaise-Horstenau, was a former imperial Austrian staff

K

"fofficer, a well—known military historian, and an excellent intelligence

‘officer. A convert ‘to Nazism in the early l930's, Glaise had been a

:i;and minister of the interior in Arthur Seyss Inquart s cabinet.' Onll_f

é

K April 14 1941 Glaise was app01nted by Hitler to. the position of

T"German General in - Zagreb" and was directly responsible to the é;&ef of

'7the-German Armed Forces High Commfnd Field Marshal Keitel 36 While

v‘»i.being charged with the broad ‘task of protecting German military interests

~

'i.‘_in Croatia, Glaise ‘was, more specifically, responsible for building the

L Croatian army up to a level where it could maintain order with' Italian or-

'German aid to present German military requirements to the Pavelich

..government and to guarantee cooperation between German and Croatian

37 @‘
: Qmilitary forces whenever necessary. - '

'

A firm Italophobe, Glaise became only more\entrenched in this

T

'regard as he witnessed the inept performance of the demoralized and war-~

hgweary Italian troops 1n Croatia., With time Glaise also became an often"

"7outspoken~critic‘ofuthe corrupt excesses initiated bynthe morally

:~; 'bankrupt Pavelich regime.” He'was ‘howevEr frustrated 1n his desire for

1.

" changes since he had not received the authority to intervene in Croatian

e Dl

'~r5member of Chancellor Schuschnigg s cabinet after 1936 and a vicechancellor ]



o i“domestic affairs and he also lacked enough manpower to be able to take

'the Germau units in Croatia until December 194

' against the Italians.

‘aaction on his own.38: Glaisa did not even- have unified command over all vv

PR R -

Glaise s German counterpart for - political and eConbmic'affairs

was Siegfried Kasche who assumed the title of German Envoy in Zagreb.

ﬁAprinted like, Glaise in mid—April 1941 Kasche was a- former Free Corps

‘.member who had fought in the Baltic after the First World War and had

L

/been an early member of the Nazi party From 1928 to 1932 he had also

served as acting Gauleiter in the.Ostmark Kasche had generally been

con31dered a poor choiee for an: envoy position as he lacked any diplomatic

- »

‘experience and had ‘no idea about: Croatian or Yugoslav problems Scorning‘

traditional means of diplomacy, Kasche dispatched his responsibilities in

@

'termsiof his own understandingtof Na21'party‘policy, the;essence_of which

‘was, according to Norman Rich- Mto build up‘the Pavelich-reéime and |

B

"support that regime against the representatives of . the German Army and

”40 ’In-fact, as Glaise was-becomihg{an 1ncreasingly }

uharsh critiC»of the»Pavelich regime,‘Kasche'grew,to be its most ardent.

~ . German supporter.~, L . g .

The German military campaign in Greece which had followed upon '

1 the conclus1on of the Axis Victory in Yugoslav1a had resulted by the

middle of May, 1941, in the establishment .of three German military

'»administrations in the Balkans -- one 1n Serbia and two in Greece CInc

-

.order to create a more unified command over these areas Hitler ‘on June

- 9 1941, appointed ‘Field Mavshal Wilhelm List -the commander of the

German 12th Army, ‘to. the p031tion of Armed Forces Commandervfor the

i

Southeast (Wehrmachtbefehlshaber Sudost) 41 List was directly subordina—

‘ ted to Hitler and held supreme authority over all. German forces in the

Balkans, except for parts of the Luftwaffe deployed for offensive air
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PR

-warfare and the German military forces in Croatia.

’

!
,'Armed Forces Commander for the Southeast whose headquarters was in-

.~

‘Salonika was responsible for the’ preparation and direction of a

-
\

coordinated defense against attack the suppressiOn of internal unrest,
the conduct ofrrelations and collaboration with the Italian and f‘

Bulgarian military forses in the Balkans, and the security of German L
supply routes through the Balkans.43*_

% - :
The German forces which had carried out, the attack on Yugoslavia

had to be quickly removed in preparation for "Operation Barbarossa
.Germany s planned attack on the Soviet Union.: However, even as late‘as
May 30 .1941' there'were.still'eight'Cerman reserve divisionsyleft in B
Yugoslavia which were earmarked for "Operation Barbarossa 44 ﬁo& |
until early June were‘these eight div1sions freed for deployment in the
east by ‘four other d1v131ons - the l64th 714th 717th and 718th
Infantry Divisions o ~

‘These four 700—level,German divisions had only'been formed in the
.period of. mid—April to early Way, 1941 Because they’had heen'created
x:to serve‘expressly as garrison troops they had certain def1c1enc1es v
which greatly restricted their usefulness in later.anti guerrilla ,
' operations.; Due to the urgent necessrty og.replac1ng tthe German(troops
- in Yugoslav1a ‘which were needed for "Operation Barbarossa , the training
of_thesa four 700—level‘d1visions was curtailed to the extent that one
division only completed»battalion'exercises 43 Aside from insufficient
.training; the quality and quantity of. manpower in these lelSlonS was
below normal standards. Most of qﬁ%\pexsonnel in these dlvisions were

men born between 1907 and 1913. ?Ke platoon leaders and non-comm1531oned

-officers were, in particular, overage for infantry’Service, and;the i
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combat experience of most of the company and higher commanders was

limited to that vauired in the First World War.46

In terms of-quantity these JOO-level divisions which were part’of
_ the fifteenth in a series of draft callups or lSth Wave (Welle) had
failed to receive their full complement of manpower While all of the‘-
_previous Waves>had‘provided each German division with‘three‘infantry ,

regiments the four 700~ level divisions had received only two. 47 It is

»

not kriown Just how many men short these diVisions were at the time of
their deployment.in Yugoslavia However, figures given in’a‘reportgby

the Commander 1n Serbia to the Armed ForceégCommander Southeast on
October 21, 1942, reveal that despite hav1ng received more personnel

-

'during the'course'of 1941, and 1942, the German 700-level divisions in
"Yugoslavié were still well below-accepted‘divisional strength.48 _In_this
~ report the ration'strength of each of the'divisions was. given as follows:

for the 704th Division; é 765 men (including two regiments of the

Russ1an 'Guard Corps'); the 714th Div151on 8 947 men (including two

-

ethnic German‘battalions), the 7l7th Div151on, 7, 221 men (1nclud1ng one

v

regiment of the Ru531an "Guard Corps"), and the 718th Div151on w1th

£ a

7,505 men (1nclud1ng two ethnlc German battalions). 49 .The .report also
gave'the‘battle strength of.each division; Although these figures are .
gain loWer than nornal, it'is'interesting to néte that the total number
of nen available for battle made up a rather large part of the rations
strength of -each. &1Vlslon.- The 704th D1v1sion had a battle strength of

4, 613 men’, the 71l4th of s, 703, the 7l7th D1v131on of 3,754: men,'and the
718th Division of 5,153 men. 50 o !
Aside fr;m.the weaknesses7imposed hy“the.lack of. bothlsnfficient‘ﬁ‘

: mémﬁers and battleworthiness; these 700~ level lelSlonS were also-

hampered by shortages of motor vehicles logistical reserves, and good.



‘ ‘ 22
VA |

quality armament." Some improvements were eventually made. For o
example, German artillery unita made use of heavy arms captured from-the‘

. Yugaslavs. 52 However, despite these halfway attempts at bullding up

\

h’these 700 level” divisions, they had nelther the personnel nor the

0l

endurance ,to carry out anti—guerrilla operations of long duration.
The four 700-level div151ons, up0n their arrival in Yugoslavia, were .
'attached to the LXVth Corps-: Command under the authorlty of General Paul

Bader who was later to be app01nted Commander in Serb1a " The 704th,

\

714th, and 717th divisions were stationed in Serbla throughout 1941, while

\ :

‘the 718th D1v1slon was ‘placed in the German-interest zone ;n‘Croatla.$3
The headquartera of the LXVth Corps Command was 1n‘Belgrade, while the.

. diyisions established garrisona in Valjevo, Uzice, Visegrad, Cacak; and
in the areas of_TopolaeMladenovac-Pozarevac and.Koaovska Mltrovica-i

Ra‘Ska--‘NoviPaza’r.":"4 The 718th Infantry‘Division's\initial headquarters
“was in Banja Luka, and while it was the only German division in Croatia

until;early 1942, it did receive help through the Croatian1H0me Guard's
éecurity duty on‘the.Zagreh-Belgrade-and Brod-Sarajevo railway'lines.55
‘In Serbia the three 700-level German divisions were 'aided in the

©

maintenance of pu?licforder by five different military organizations,

- \\one of which was White Russian and four of which were Serbﬂan;' The "

|
.

Ruasian "Guard Corps" was. created in the fall ofv1941. It”lnitially

. \ . . . . B ‘ - .

comprised three regiments, with a total strength of about Q,QOO"men.56
"Made up largely of antiJCommunist Russian emigres'to Yugoslavia who had. !

formerly served in the Imperial Russian Army, the Ru531an Guard ‘Corps

was 1ncorporated dlrectly into the German armed forces A large part

of the personnel in the Russian Guard Corps was unfit ‘for long perlods

of. fleld service, and on the few occas/ons when they were employed in '

anti—guerrllla operations they tended to perform quite poonly.57' As a
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result they were chiefly employed tos carry But security.duties‘on
. - ! . : ~ : . )
“vital railway and communication lines. Like the lst Cossack Division, -
a . force of anti-Communists recruited in the Soviet Union after the |

German invasion, (which‘was transferred to'Yugoslavia in late o T
o ‘ o T » ' :
 September 1943), the Russian Guard Corps retained their hatred of

Communism and,,;heref&re, remained loyal to the Germans until the end of

the war,

The four different.Serbién military organizatioﬁs that worked
with the German occupiers in Serbia were. the Serbian Border. Guard, the
Serbian\State_Guard; the Serbian Volunteer Battalions (iaﬁer‘Corps),

and the so-called "legalized" Chetniks.58 The smallest and, for the’

purposes of this study, the most'insignificant of the Serbian quisling

.

military units was the Serbian Border Guard. Its primary purpose was to

.control traffic moving‘aéross the Serbian frontier.
T o . 3 : <

- At its inception the Serbian Border -Guard numbered some 5,600

men;-whiéh included a German cadre of 600 men.59 The Serbian Border -
‘Guard does not appear to_Haveﬂparqicipated in any.Germén‘anti—guerrilla
. : : s - : . : : :

to have become increasingly

~

operatiohs of any sort in Serbia and seems

mistrusted by the German authorities in Serbia as time went on. As the
’ . - . . ’_ ’ A : * . )

Comménder‘in-Serbiafput it on June 3, 1943, "An increasing unreliability

160
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i

is appearing in the organs of -the. Serbian Border Guard. It appegré
that it was also subject to desertiems. 2
' 3
The Serbian State Guard was an enlarged gendarmerie which guarded

Serbian frontiers, towns, and rural areas but was also prepared, if

61

~ .

necessary, to support both urban and rural police formations. While

the éefbian State Guard was theoretically under the cohtrol of Minister

B ‘Pfesident Nedich, its tactical deployment was, in‘practide,Aiq the hands-

—~

of the Commander in Seérbia. Upon its formation'in the summer of 1941 the
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Serbian State Guard comprised a force of five battalions with an

authorized strength of 3, 560 men and at its height, probably numbered

fewer -than 20,000 officers and men.62~

The Serbian State Guard was never a strong fighting force and
gradually disintegrated through battleweariness and desertions. ‘While

Higher SS .and Police Leader in Serbia August Meyszner indicated in”

various reports during 1943 that the Serbian State Guard‘was both.

~

"useful and -energetic" in fighting:agaiﬁét Communists, he also noted

_ that it "intervenes reluctantly against the DM (Draza Mihailovich)

nembers."63 By May 1943 a report fron the«lO4thlJaegeriDivision (aAneu
designation for ‘the former 7Q4th Infantry Division) also referred to'f
the Serbian.State Guard as ”unreliable,in‘fighting‘the Draza
Mihailovich members. "64 ) _ | Y .

) From January, 1943, the Serbian State Guard began to desert.
r\P

The Commander in Serbia stated in a situation report for the period of

&

January 19th to 29th, 1943,'

It has been discoVeredbthat during the recent period
the disarming of over 100 Serbian State Guard, whether

- o individually or in small groups, has occurred mainly

" in eastern Serbia and 'in. southwestern Serbia. The ‘
disarmed men, in many cases, have deserted to the !
4D M. (Draza M1hailov1ch) group. 65 - : .

‘ By the fall of 1943 desertion in ‘the ranks of the Serbian State

Guard appears to have become an almost constant occurrence, However,

¥

- despite its increased‘unreliability its manpower was crucidl to the

'Gegmans, particularly after the Italian capitulation in September, 1943.

The Serbian 'Volunteer Battalions", reorganized as .the Serbian
Volunteer Corps in November., 1942, was the party army of the Serbian
fascist Dimitri Ljotich. The party, known-as the "Zbor" (Raily)

movement, was imbued with a strong Serbian nationalist and’ corporatist
° ,,$



outlook which leaned toward totalitarianism while being heavily based

66

on religion at the same time. In August, 1941, Zbor wasigiven'the

; rigﬁt,to form_its own speéial armed volunteer units to fight insurgéhcy
in'Serbia. Numbering first four'and then five battalions of an initial

strength of anywhere between Z,Qgg\to 3,600 mén, the Sérbiah Volunteer

Battalions wére both fully supplied and maintained by the German = .= =
occupation forces and were also ﬁnde: their direétycommand}67 At their

greatest extent the Serbian Volunteer BéttalionsAdo not appear to have

numbered more than approximately»9,b00-10,000 men.68

Despite their small size the SerBian Volunteer Battalions were

N . K3 . . ‘ . T X
the onlyQSerbian military group fighting for the Germans which the
Germans both trusted and considefed worthy of praiée, and ﬁere the only

Serbian military grbup which weré repﬁrted_ky the Germans to be

69

generall§_feared by'the'Segbian population. In 1943, at a time when

the Serbian Stdte Guard,%és'being cited in German reports for fncreésingg

-unre;iabili:y andbdésertiOn, a report by the 104th Division stated,

"A;-this\time the Serbian' Valunteer Corps is fit not only for emﬁloyment

against commuﬁists but also against D.M. (Draza Mihailovich) members."7,O o

7

In additionm\the rate of desertions from the Serbian Volunteer Corps was

’ COnsiderably‘lower ﬁhan from the Serbian State Cuard.7l. The Serbian

Volunteer Corps was to.prove to be a stoically loyal German ally until
the final collapse of the German army in Yugoslavia in May, 1945.

fhé last of the Serbigh qﬁislihg forces‘wéfking with the Gefmans;
in Serﬂia were the sd;called "legalized" Cﬁetniks. Afﬁér thé\oécupétion
of Yugoslavia Ey the.Axis, Kosté Pecandc, the presidéntiof the Chetnii'
' Assoéiation for Freedom énd“Honor, had, with a smallbf§;ce, been left

relatively intact in the‘prlica River valley in southern Serbja.

.

N
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ﬁnoertain as . to whethet he shou¥d continue to resisththe,German occupier
or not, Pecanac decided to back the Germans after the emergence of the
conmunist-led Pattisans, since’the Chetnik Asgociation was vehemently

anti-Communist. An agreement was reached in the late summer of 1941

between Pecanac and the Gefman military authorities in Setbia which

“”;/pfovided for the deployment of Pecanac's Chetnik detachments against the

rising tide of insurgency; By the fall of 1941 these now "legalized"r
Chetniks had a strength of approximately 3,000 men and by December, 1941
they numbered some‘6,000 men in 36 detau::hmervxts..72 Atktheir\greetést
extent these. legalized Chetniks nunbered around 13,500 men in 78
det_achments.73

On April 10, 1942, by order of the Commander in Serbia, General
Paul Bader, these legalized Chetniks were placed nnder the command of
the German garrison divisions in their particular areavof'ocqupation.,
Under closer scrntiny by'Germen forces'these’legalized"Chetnih formations .
soon proved to be of little fightinérvalne.and also_showedfthemselves to
be untrustworthy.\ By December, 1942,_Gérman troops:and,éb men had |
disbanded 28 of these legalized Chetnik detachments beeause of their o
b‘nnreliability, and out of theNSO-remeining:detachments.B were.jndged by

. 1
General Bader as clearly unreliable, 36 were defined as limited in terms

of reliability, and only 6 detaehments were>viewed AS.being»trustworthy.7¢
Under such c1rcumstances the Commander 1n Serbla had no choice but to
order the demobilization.of all legallzed Chetnik detachments by the end
“of 1942, and by March, 1943 they were all completely‘disbanded.75 Many
ordinaty members of these demobilized units fled intoxthe torests and
joined Mihaiggvich's Chetniks while many of the‘officers nete arrested

and sent to Germ&n prisoner of war camps.

Within the German interest area of Croatia the 718th Infantry
v ,



DiYisinn, the lone German unit in Croatia'untii e&u‘ly_l942,| received
' miiitary aséiétance from two dintinctly Croafian miiitary‘sourceS'-—
" the-Ustasha and the Croatian Home Army, or Domobrans. Each of these
units, for quite diffefent‘reasons; upset German plans to maintain order

~within the Independent State of Croatia. Soon after his.arrival in
v < . N . . -.,
Croatia, Ustasha leader Ante Pavelich had formed a party army of fifteen

battaiions, a_personal bod& guard‘of one infantry regiment (later a
divisibn), and one'cévalry division. By fné end of 1941 the Ustasha
strength was approximately 16,000 men.77“vEew eyewitnésse§ to tnevevents
in wértime Yugoslavia have.ever quéstioned’the battleworthiness nf the
Ustasha. Mnjor Adnlph von Ernsghauseny the Cerman commander of thé

First Battalion of ;hé 392nd Croatian Arcillery Regiment described the
Ustasha as genérally,r”neligbié! hardy and.brave troops."78  Wilhelm |
.Hbettl, alfo:men German intelligence officer in Yugpslavia;'states;
"The Ustasha tronps undoubtedly showed superlative nourage. _Tﬁey

fought to the last round, and between=them and the partisans quarter

waSZneithér asked nor given."79

The major disadvantage gﬁeﬂGerman militéry authorities‘in

Yugoslavia found in deploying the Ustasha against insurgenté was best
4 . )

summed up by General Glakse who wrote, "At times they are more .

80

destructive than they are useful." This destructive nature of the

o
-

‘Ustasha had revealed itself from the moment Pavelich assumed power. He
was convinced that there was no place for Serbs in the Independent

State of Cronfia despite the fact that here'ghe Serbs numbered 2.2 «

'million'people in a total populatibn of roughly 6.5 million inhabitanté:81

<

In the summer of 1941, Pavelich inaugurated a horrible campaign of

s 1

persecution directéd against the Serbs in Croatia. Three grim.choices

lay before thfse Serbs: conversion to Roman Catholicism, flight into
. ‘h . . .
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Serbia or extermination., In ﬁerciiess waves'bf grutality and
destruetion the Ustasha zealously forced the conversion of beCWeen
200 000 to 300 ,000 Orthodox Serbs to Roman Catholicism and murdered ,
anywhere between 200,000 and 600,000 Serbs, Jews, Gypsies, and anti-
Ustasha Croats in Croatian villages or‘specially construeted ’
concentration cadlps.82 AAsidelfrom thoge converted or killed b& the‘
Ustasha,‘there were thousands of chiefly Serbian refugees’who,vhofrified
by the brutal actions of the Ustasha, fled into éerbia or, more often
than not, joined Chetnik or Partisan forces in the forests of Croatia.
Ustasha excesses were the frequent eause of complaints byvthe German
military authorities and in ode case;.during Jude, l942aan\Ustasha
company's atrocities againet the eivilian §0pulat10n in East Bosnia were
'so excessive'that Gefman.fieldbpolice actuali& had to disarmvthe members
of the company and place them under a%rest.sB
Far less destruetive than tﬂe Ustasha,’But also of greaely‘
‘inferior hattleworth, was fhe Croatiap Home Guard, or DomoBrans. They
were initialiy under.the command of Slavko Kvaternik, a’' former.colonel
:in the Austro—Hungariad army and a leader of the.UstasHa.Bav Charged
Qith building the Croatian Army'froﬁ the ground up, Kvaternik had
-created, by the fall of 1941 five to six Home Guard divisions chiefly
composed of older reservists in theréofmer ngoslav army, of whom only
‘a minority were.we]:l-trained.85 ~Agide from being overaged and badly
tfained for the meet part, the Home Guard troopsvwere dispirited By ehe
sudden defeat of.the‘ngoslav afmy by the Axis forces and a majority of
their officers had little sympathy for the Axis cause, 86 The combined

result of aIi these factors was, of course, that the Croatian Home Guard

were very ineffective troops. Armed Forces Commander for the Southeast
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General Walter Kuntze stated in March, 1942, ",.. the fighting quality
of the Croatian troops is limited. These troops do not exceed the galue

of a militia. The battalions have strengths of 1-2 companies, thé

artillery is weak;"87

By late 1943, the eight brigades of the Croatian Home Army had ¥
deteriorated even further,. Gehéral'Lothar Rendul;e,‘who as commander of

.the German 2nd Tamk Army had been assigned by Hitler to halt insurgency

in Yugoslavia, said of the Croatian Home Guard in late 1943, "Their

\,

battlewérth‘was only slight since it reflected the moralé\eg’tﬁe/~\\
people... Théyvalso feared'fepriéa}s against their families. There were,
therefore, ﬁany deserters."88 |

Aside from these two exclusiveiy‘broatian military groups, there
"was another partiqlly Croatian militarylorgani;étion op;fating in th
Indépendeﬁt State éf.Croatia - the Croatian "iegiond Diﬁisions,of the
\ Wehrmacht. Known as the 3§9th, 373fd, and 392nd Infantry Divisions,
these units;wefe commanded by Gefmah officers and aided by German
specialists. While originally tfained and outficted';n Russia for duty
in the Soviet Union; these divisiqng! due to increasing unrest in

89

"Yugoslavia, were eventually sent to Croatia. The first of these units,

the 369th Croatian Infaﬁtry Division, or "Devils Division' (Teufels-
’ division){ was formed in the latter part of 1942 in Dollersheim,'Austria,

and from Sebtember 9, 1942 was under the command of Célohel‘(laten

90 -

Major General) Fritz Neidholdt. The divisibn'appéars to have received 5

. an abundant allotment of personnel, as its initial strength stood at a

91

o

total of 12,000 men. Not until January, 1943 was it ready for .

deployment in Yugoslavia, and once there it was'chiefly involved in

seéurity duty and in minorvanti-guerrilla operations.
9

-
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The 373rd Proatiaﬁ Infantry Division, also known as the "Tiger
Division", was formed in Dollersheiﬁ at the end of January, 1943, and
was‘under the‘cqmmand of Major General (later Lieutenant General)

Emil Zel;ner. It was deployed in Bosnia at® the end of April, 1943. The
392nd Cro#tian Infantry Division, or "Blue DiQision", was formed in
Seﬁtember, 1943, and was under the command of a former Austro-Hungarian
infantry officer, Lieutenénc Generall Hans Mickl. - All three of these
divisions seem to have Beén confined largely to railway security duty

" and minor anciéguerrilla oﬁerations.

Although many German military commanders assumed that Créétian
soldiers would fight with greater vigor if they were under the command

of German officers, the CroatianvLegioh divisions do not appear to

support such assuinptions.92 One German report listed 27 cases of
: N

desertion from the 369th Croatian Infantry Division during a tweniy—six
day period in August, 1943, while the 373rd Croatian Division reported
175 deserters in a period of less than three weeks during this same

month.93

It “would therefore seem that despite being led by German

. commanders, the Croats in theseFCroatian Legion units were BftenAas.
unsympathetic to the Axis forces as were their counterparts in the
Croatian Home Guard. A

While the‘Crogtian and Serbian units supporting the Germén Army

tendgd to be kept withiﬁ their reSpective~areaé of Croatia 'and Serbia
in order to avoid furtherf%xaqerbatingAthe tensions betweeﬁ these two
ethnic groups, there were two SS divigions which'operated ionger than
any'other SS units in both Croatia and Serbia. The firstAof these was

the 7th SS Prinz Eugen Division which was formed on March'l, 1942.

From its inception the division was under the command of SS Brigadeflihrer
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und General-major der Waffen SS Artur Phleps (promoted on April 20, 1942

to Gruppenfihrer und Generalleutnant der Waffen SS).94 The division was

led largely by officers and non-commissioned officers from the Reich
‘while thé greater part of the enlisted men were ethnic Germans from
Yugoslavia, Rumania, and Hungary.95 Created especially for anti-guerrilla
warfare, tﬁe Prinz Eugen Divisiogﬁfought in Yugoslavia from September
1942,/Lntil May 1945. Although the initial size of the 7th SS Prinz
Eugen Division is unknown, it.appears from a strength report given by the
Commander in Serbia on October 21, 1943, thatAit was comparable with that
of most of the SS divisions during the same period. The ration strength
of the division at that time was given as 21,851 men, which included
- three regiments of the Russian Guard Corps.96

The 7th SS Prinz Eugen Division participated in several of the-
major Axis anti-guerrilla operations and was used in smaller scale‘
anti-guerrilla operations as weil. The Aivision soon acquired a
reputation for being a harsh and ruthless_adversary, characteristics
which, according to Jozo Tomasevich, were apparently common to units made
up of ethnic Germans.97

The other $S division which served a comparatively long -period
in Yugoslavia was the 13th ss HandscharbDivision. Liké th; Prinz ﬁugen
Diyision, it had Gérman officers and non-commissioned officers but it A
differea from the Prince Eugen in that its enlisted men were Slavic
Moslemé from Bosnia and Herzegovina. On February 10, 1943, Hitler had
or&ereg the creation of a Moslem division to be filléd by recruits from
the Indepenaént State of Croatia. This unit, like the Prinz Eugen
Division, was trained specifically for anti—guefrilla warfare against

Yugoslav insurgents. Ho&evef, not until July 1943, did the 13th S§ .



f]Division have enou\h men tp be formally created and for training to ;

’fcommence under the leadership of SS Standartenfuhrer Herbert von - :

o Obwurzer.ga_ As a result it was not deployed in Yugoslavia until e

-

”.“February 1944 i : il"f‘g

DR

Aside from the German, Croatian, and Serbian mflitary forces,

. brief mention should be made of the other Axis military units tﬁ

‘qugoslavia - the Italian, Bulgarian, and Hungarian occupation forces._f

The Italian interest area of Croatia was occupied by the. 2nd :

w'
%’

' ;iihlian Army, while the 9th Italian Army was on. garrison-duty”i

'”;Mbntenegro.- Between these two armies there were in total 16 ﬁi

,Italian divisions in Yugoslavia by the fall of 1941 99 The Plenipo-

tentiary German General in Croatia General Glaise, estimated in

'y

j ,February 1942 that the number of Italian divisions deployed in Croatia :

g N s PR
bd,was somewhere between lO to 12 divisions with over 130 battalions.;oo
Though they had a large number of divisions in Yugoslav1a (the

- exact figures as ‘to the strengths of these Italian lelSionS is

‘:1 uncertain) _the Italians proved to be a largely ineffective fighting

force Hampered from the very beginning of their occupatlon in

’Yugoslavia by the lack of\motor vehicles and by having all spare Italian

jpersonnel sent to the’ Eastern Front or North Africa, the already :

'.gdemoralized Italian troops sank even further into apathy. 'The morale

\

'of the Italian troops was terrible according to the diary entry of

v 'Italian Foreign Minister Count Ciano dated January 6, 1§éz "Our publlc

“_.relations officer Mn the Second Army in Croatia sends bad news of the

Isituation and about=the morale of the troops.' Some‘units permitted
T ’ :
themselves to be captured without firing a shot._lo}

The ltalians did carry out anti-guerrilla operations both with;'

L.
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theXCermans and'on their own However, as will soon - be . shown the
Italian forces showed such a lack of fighting spirit that in several

of the major Axis~anti-guerrilla operauﬁbns it was che Italian forces,
2

. more often than not, that ‘were responsible for the failure of these

\ . s . . ' )
noperations. o S S .
Within the Bulgarian occupation zone there were stationed in the _

~

fall of 1941 two infantry divisions of the Sth Bulgarian ‘Army, elements

“

of the lst Mobile Division, the 6th Bulgarian Division ‘two bordEr,and

cavalry brigadeS, one defence regiment and a series'of gendarnerie,
. palice,'and other units.l.02 However, the Bulgarian-occupation'zone was
\expanded[from‘its previausly.mentioned-limits by the German’authorities

-

“in Serbia in ‘late 1941, early 1942 d This adjustment was made due to the
'_ inability of the under51zed German diVisions to maintain order. and keep
‘,the transportation routes and comnunication lines open in Serbia.103
Into thie expanded occupation area was transferred the. First Bulgarian
hOccupation Corps which had’formerly been stationed in Thracew_ TWO |
further stages in the ex nsion of the Bulgarian occupatlon zone were’
: carried out by the Gemaéfrom -early 1942 -until July, 1943: when only »\

a small part ‘of northwest Serbia was left under purely German occupa-

tion.lOA‘ However the Bulgarian troops in this expanded occupation zone

were under German supervision and gradually came under the OPerational
control oﬁythe Commander‘in Serbia,IOS'7 B
- The strengths of the.Bulgarian.diviSions'in Yugoslavia are also

\ : . N . . . . 0 " .

uncertain, sThe'only'eStimate'available was for the First Bulgarian

OcCupation'Corps. While the,strength oféthe Corps upon its entry into
.Yugoslavia in early 1942 is unknown, its total strength, as recorded‘in
a report bybthe Conmander in. Serbia in October 1942, wWas 18,682’ﬁen.10§>:

&
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any of the other occupation powers, a U.S. Army pamphlet, in describing

34

Having this>31ze‘of an armf corps it is reasonable to assume that the
Bulgarian divisions were about the same - strength as the undersized
German 700-leyeludivisions in Yugoslavia. ‘t_ ‘,h ‘ ittr. -

" The behavior of Buigarian trooos”within'their ocecupation areas
in’Yugosiavia‘seemsitoAhe a subject of'sone dispute among'scholarS.

While Robert Wolk contends that the Bulgarians were better behaved than

‘Bulgarian anti-guerrilla operations in Serbia during the lite fall of -

-any resistance.movement of significance until'late the foilowing

- Hungarian empire until 1918 and contained large Hungarian minorities,

lSélfstates;f"Inféeneral these were so’sauage'as to quell the growth of
Year."107. et < o o R C

[

Ihe—%orale oﬁ'the Bulgarian’occupation fprces‘in Yugoslavia

'began to deterioraté inﬂlate 1943, and"desertion froﬁ Bulgarian units in

Yugoslavia became more frequent from November, 1943 onward. Several

bands made  up of Bulgarian army deserters and inspired by communist

,propaganda ‘began to fight against both Eerman and Bulgarian units in.

L.

: YugoslaVia and Bulgaria.‘

The Huﬁgarian_military units were the least active of the”Axis
or,ouisling forces in Yugoslavia. ‘Most of the areas of Yugoslavia

which were occupied by Hungarian forces had been‘part of the Austro-

As a result ‘the.Hungarian,attitude toward the pOpulation-in its
occupation -areas was far more lenient than Of the other Axis occupiers
in .Yu.goslavia.lo9 In- the period from September to November, 1941, the

follow1ng Hungarian tr00ps were deployed in Yugoslav1a. parts of. two

infantry lelSlonS and one armoured diViSlon, one cavalry brigade, one

infantry.regiment elements of two 1nfantry regiments, aux1liary, border

v

.

108
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" and police units.ll0 However, inithe periodrfrom September, 1943 to B

April, 1944;'there was a reduction in the number of Hungarian forces in:
Yugoslavia as two Hungarian infantry divisions (the 1l4th and 15th

Hungarian Divisions); parts of the. lst Cavalry Diyision, border, police,

and auxiliary units remained 111 Hungarian'military units in Yugoslavia -

-~

for reasons still unclear, were excluded by the Germans from playing any

role whatsoever in the suppression of insurrection in Yugoslav1a and

S

because the Hungarian occupation area remained relatively peaceful

throughOut the war; there werevfewer'OCCupat{Bn_units required‘to-

maintain order ) o ‘ .

- The striking similarity among most, if not all of'the Axis

‘occupation forces and their quisling supporters -in Yugoslav1a was their ;

. failure before June 1941 to make any real contingency plans for the -

POSSlblllty of faC1ng rebel guerrilla fighters This over31ght is

Kl

'difficult to understand in light of the long tradition of guerrilla

-ixarfare which had prevailed among many of the ethnic groups in Tugoslavia

g o
prior to the~formation of:the Yugoslavian state. It seems most llkely . S

that the Axis believed their decisive defeat of.the Yugoslav army was a .

~ blow from which the country would not recover and, for this reason,

A : -

‘garrison-duty would be their sole concern. This initial fﬁ&lure'by the

Axis to‘conSider the possibility of haying to deal with guerrilla

warfare in Yugoslaviafmeant that the'quellingjofVinsurrection was to be

a largely uphill battle from thevyery beginning.

~

.« . : ~—
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- CHAPTER TWO
- The Outbreak of Insurrection in Yugoslavia
And Early German Anti-Guerrilla Operations, 1941-1942

+ .
In early July 1941 the Axis occupation forces in Yugoslavia were

slapped out of an almost lulling complacency by a Sudden; explosi&e

wave of insurrection, and most _contemporary historians. have accepted
the valiaity‘of tAese claims! However, it would be a grave error to
view the Communist-led Partisans as the sole or eyenvpreddminant
résiqgsn;e fqrce in Yugoslévia eithervduring thg July insﬁrrection or
for a long-tige afterwards. In order to fully comprehend the outbreak
of‘insurgency i& Yugoslavia it is hecessary.to eﬁamine briefly,the
events which follo;ed the capitulation of the Yugoslav_armyyén

April 14, 1941.

In bbeaience to the capitulation order given by their supreme

~'coﬁmaﬁd oh-April 14, 1941, a total of 344,162 officers, non—commissioned'

.

officers, and men of the Yugoslav érmy surrendered to the Axis fqrcés.
At the same time, howeVér, an almost equal number of ‘Yugoslav soldiers
disobeyed the capitulation order and fled into the rugged forests and

. . . L2 .
mountains which constitute-a large part of Yugoslavia. For many, this

vact of defiance lasted only a‘few days. Overcome by the harsh reality

of defeat and the‘hardéhip of existing in the wilderness, they returned
homeward. Yet other Yugoslav army personnel remained in the férests

and mountains where they searched for ways and means to hamper the
\ ) ’ :

enemy. —

The German military authorities' lack of concern with rebellious

Yugoslav army personnél was reflected by the fact that they did not
. .

“even order Belgrade searched for uncaptured soldiers until after the

«
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outbreak of insurrection in Jul)}.3 While this attitude was plainly
caréless, it was also understandable. It must have seemed almost

unimaginablg to the Germaps thft insurgency could have sprung up in a
nation so recently and totall; vanquished in battle. ﬂIn addition, the -
hgsty,&ithdrawal of manyyctac#AGerman units as sooﬂ as the ¢ampaign
was concluded meant that theée was no final mopping up of rebellious
elements in Yugoslavia.4

Iﬁ the weeké after the,capi&ulaﬁion some Yugoslav soldiers were

! a

shakfng off the effects of tﬁe dem&falizing defeat and to fqrm what
would»bétome one of the ﬁﬁo Qajor r;sistance forces in Yugoslavia --

;he»Cheﬁniks. This grqup, ndt to be confused with the "legalized"

" Chetniks pnder Kosta Pecanac,!was_led by'Cblonel-(laté; General) Draza
Miﬁéilovich. Mihailovich, a ;ell—decorated veteran of both.?alkanAWarsk
and World Wa{ Oné; was a stauﬂth supporter of the Yugoslav monarchy and
a fervent believer in the Serbian hegemony .in Yugoslavia. In;defiance |
~of his sqperiof's>£api€ulation‘order Mihailovich led a small, tattered
group of soldiers frqm Bcs;ia iﬁté Wesfern Serbi; during late April
1941. In the middle of Mayyl941 Mihailovicﬂiand his followers arrived
at Ravna Gora, a-remote viilagé in a mountainous Fegion about 100 |
kflomqéers south of Belgrade. . Ag,that time Mihailovich's force, which
was named “Chetnik betachm?ntE of‘tﬁe Yugogla@ Army" by Mihailovich'
andbhis men to evoke memories of qhe heroic Chetnik f&ghters‘of World
War bne, num%ered 6nly 7 officersiand:26 non-commissioned officers and
meq,;4.However, the ranks of Mihaﬂlovich's Chetniks were quickly filled
by many of the ?ugoslav militéry éersqnnel who had'avoided;éapture by

the Axis. By the fall of 1941 the Chetniks numbered about 3,000 to

4,000 men.®
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The Chetniks were organized into brigades, with three companies
per brigade (two combat companies and one replacement company), and

. -
anywhere from three to eight brigades made up a Chetnik army corps

whic% was subordinated to an area headquarters (roughly equivalent to an
army 1evel).7 Area heédquarters were directly responsible to Mihailovich,
but he éeems to have made'few attempts to keep in personal touch with his
area commanders and usually relied instead on maintaining contact through
touring staff officers.8 This lack of pérsonal contact between .
Mihailovich and his area commanders seems symptomatic of the flagrant
morale problems that would'plague the Chetniks throughout the war.
"Chetnik units as a whole", writes Jozo Tomasevich, "were lacking in
discipl%pe from their chieftains‘down to the rank and file. And
coordination among units was poor and often‘Jnon--existent."9

Lack of discipline and podr coordination are scarcely the gravest
accusations that have been made against the Chetniks. There also existed
a widespread unwiliingness among the majority of Chgtnik leaders to
’laqnéh either‘sﬁfgﬁg or Sustaiﬁed attacks against‘Axis forces.  This
Y . >
attitude stimmed lérgel& from Mihailovich's fear that a prematdre deploy-
 ment of his f&fces would only résult in mas;ive German- retaliation _
against Serbian ' ci i;'ms;10 Instead Miha%lovich(;ounted on the)Britis;’
(and after 1941 the Weétérn Allies gqura}ly) to eventually opén’up a
second front in the Balkans.- This, he felt, ﬁould inevitably iead tq‘a
retreat by the AxY¥s forces in the region. M ailovich¢r?asoné v‘hét

’

. o .
during such a .magfreat the Chetniks could quickly and easily seize the

x

reins of power until the king and the exiled Yugoslav government could
resume control of the country. To prevent a premature engagement of his

forces Mihailovich was prepared to go to any length, even to the point of

BN o

~

A
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. :Ucollaborating wiéh‘IOCalfAXis'commanders. f;‘ ;; e ‘*7f ‘:; SO

Large—scale collaboration between Chetnik commanders and the

'fItalian army authorities in Montenegro and the Italian sector of the’

,Independent State of Croatia had already cOmmenced by the early summer

-of 1941 L During the same period Chetnik forces in Serbia began to "
collaborate with the Nedich‘government by attaching themselves te .

L

N f
Nedichist military units and aiding them in their fight,against the

o Partisans.12 After the Italians withdrew from the war on - September 8,

\\\\\

.{‘1943 the Chetniks sought to enter ‘a collaborative\arrangement with the
"Germans. In the fall of 1943 the German High Command which had formerly

held firm against any accommodation with the enemy in Yugoslavia agreed
i (>' .
‘to. negotiations between local German and Chetnik commanders »As a
]result.the first ofnseveral truceS'was concluded'on November 191 1943

1 *

: between the German Commander in Serbia and Chetnik Staff 148 13 :However,

.these armistice agreements were revoked by the Germans in February 1944

" no doubt due ‘to German mistrust of the Chetniks 14 -

R

In reality, the Chetniks posed a very limited political and __"

;military threat to the German forces in Yugoslavia, especially after 1942

‘.'Yet»the.German High Command, and’ Hitler 1n'particular, continued .to
‘ascribe to the Chetniks a large measure of political 1nfluence which it had
'“fnever had Hitler s concern about the Chetniks as a political threat did

'not stem from any real menace that the Chetniks posed in their own right»

‘but rather from what their potential threat would be if the- Western

,Allies made a second front in. the Balkans.15 Even in February 1943 when .

¢
1

the Partisans were by far the greatest chalienge to the continued Axis

oy

f.hold on Yugoslav1a Hitler still felt the Chetniks were -as gre%t a»'hreat

as the. Partisans. This is evident from qp eXCerpt of a letter written by
AR : . R S R R R
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Hitler to Mussolini and presented by German Foreign Minister von. .
Ribbentrop on February 21 1943']3

If a landing takes place tomorrow, Duce anywhere in
the Balkans the Communists, followers of Mihailovich
' and all the other irregulars will be.in accord on one
_thing: . launching an immediate attack on the German '
or Italian armed forces (as the case may be) in support _
of the enemy landings. I consider it disastrous, Duce, - v
that after we have quered the whole area in battle
. - there should still exist armed and politically organized
l‘ﬁ%ﬁ persons ready to turn against us in any emergency 16

Part of the exaggerated German view of the Chetnik s strength can '
‘be explained in terms of the lack”of German 1nformation -on the movement.
Not until July'l942 wereithe Germans~f1nally successful in 1ntercepting
fand decoding éhetnik radio messagesbin'Serbia.l? Thisbbreahthrough did’
"not, towever, alter:the-German‘High Commandfs perception oththe:Chetniks_
in 1943. The:most likely reason fordthiS'longstanding‘overestimation of
h‘the Chetnik's political strength seems to have been German fears that an
Allied 1nvasion of the Balkans would help the cause of the Chetniks more )
than it would that of the Partisans.18 Such fears léd the German ngh
Commandlto overlook the numerous signs that the Chetniks had’ grown
militarlly and politically bankrupt.‘ | ) '

While M1ha110v1ch s Chetniks were- slowly bﬁilding up thelr forces
.during early June,l941, infrequent,.small-scale attacks’wereilaunched
againsttUstasha‘forces inAHerzegovina.‘ These\attacks appear to\have been‘
. the work.of embittered'Serbs retaliating againstlthe;UStasha'for o
=atrocitieslcommitted against the Serbian population of herzegovina.
4tWhile isolated'actioni bv herdic individuafﬁ'occurred inpothergareas of
YugOSlavia; it wasinot until the‘Communist;léd and organiZedjinsurrection :

in July that a centralized, systematic'campaign against the occupying

- forces got underway.in Yugoslavia.  The Communist Party of Yugéslavia
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v~(CPY)-had been outlawed sinCe April 1921 and;the‘effectiveness;with'
‘which it had been,suppressed.can be seen by'the fact that at”the
~beginning‘of 194011t numbered/only 8, 000 members.zo However the long
' years of underground struggle during the: interwar years and the P
participation of'severalfthousand party members in the Spanish Civil'

War 'served as afvitalltraining ground for wartime.

At the time of the Axis invasion of Yugoslavia'the'Communist

N -~

Party of Yugoslav1a, since 1937 under the direction of Party Secretary

© “Josip Broz Tito, seems. .to have been inactive.21 It is.also plain'thatﬁ -
nthe insurrection launched by the party in July 1941 was carried out
largely in retaliation for the German attack on the Sov1et Union Phyllis
'-Auty confirms that Tito dld hold a meeting with his most influential party
colleagues on April 10, 1941 and that a "War Committee of the Party7 was

L 9
"set up to lead a communist revolution.22 However, it was not untll the K

Soviet Union was invaded by German troops on June 22nd that the Party set .
»up a. "Supreme Staff of the National Partisan Units” (under the leadership

¥
of Tito), and only on July 4th did the Supreme Staff call for an-

jate armed revolt against the Ax1s occuplers.z3 Responding to the

#

.g}gvr 1nsurrection Communist led upr1s1ngs broke out in both Serbia
. ] 4

tand Montenegro 2 This - 1nsurrection took the form of numerous acts of

fsabotage against transportation lines, attacksggin Serbia) against

German military vehicles travelling alone*or in convoy, and assaults

Ly,

directed against isolated German detachments guardléé
'_military installations 25 However,-in the initia f“the insurrec-

' - o : '
tion 1t was the Nedich administration Wthh borj

blowsgﬁﬁspecially‘gendarmerie ftations andpcommuns;r _onﬂnetworks.zﬁ

"z The scope- of thevinsurrection'broadened‘conSiderably du;;ng the
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course of the fate.summer.andiearly fall of 1941, particularly in
Serbia. There the weak German 700—level divisions had proven to be
unequal to the task of containing the spreadlng insurrection By

September 1941 the Partisans had assumed some measure of control over a

_large area of Serbia extending from the suburbs of Belgrade to the towns

'of Uzhitse and Krusevac (both of which the Germans had been forced to

@ ,
abandon).2 Since”this removal of Serbian territory from full German

Y

'authority~was‘accomnlished with only‘thejminimum:of Chetnik support, the

Partisans had, by Septémber 1941, taken the initiatiue‘away from the
Chetniks. Tito s forces then numbered some 15,000 men, whlle
Mihailov1ch had only about 5 000 men under his command 28 ‘Realizing that
his opportunlty to influence events mas slowly slipplng away,_M1ha110v1ch

probably as early as mid- September and deflnltely by early October,

.ordered some of the Chetnik units t0'support the Partisan forces.29

o3 - °

‘However, these supportive actions were few, and despite two meetings
. ) . L . . - ) LT

between Tito and Mihailovich the“ideological chasm which Separated the

hardline communist and the fervent Serbian chauvinist was too vast. By

‘.earlX“November the two groups h¥d begun to launch assaults against each

e L R -

other, and'to'thejchaoshgf jnsurrection was added civil war.

. - ¢ . : R
During the early months of the insurrection the weak German units

§

in Yugoslavia were forced to concentrate more on the safeguarding and

fortifying of communication lines, towns, and other strategic points than on

w o Ty 3 - ' . : . -
actively combatting: .tggggcrappy Partisan units.>° It was clear by the

late summer of 1941 that the continuance of such a defensive. strategy was

only allowing the initiative to slip further out ovaerman hands and into

v

‘those of the Partisans.,'Therefdre;-on September 16; 1941, Hitler, at the

'.vrequest of Field Marshall List‘(the Armed Forces‘Commander for the"South—

C
2. ®
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east), issued a directive calling for»the'"immediate restoration of
‘order in Serbia by the harshest and most vigorous means. n3l To implement
that poliéy Hitler, two days earlier, had appointed General of ‘the |
Infantry Franz Boehme,(Commander‘of the XVIII Mountain Corps) as the

snpreme commander of German‘forces in all areas»of unrest in the south-
east European'seotor. As "Plenipotentiary Commanding General in Serbia",
Boehme was Biven authority oyer all German military and administrative |

. . . o . e
personnel in Serbia, including the Commander in Serbia.32‘

Hitler also
ordered .the German High Commandjto‘transferrone Germantinfantry division
to aid the troops in Serbia (and to send another division' to gerbia as

‘soon as it became available) ‘to ﬁrovide armoured trains and capturéd

\tanks, and to furnish further security forces to both Serbia and Croatia 33
The. German 125th Infantry Regiment which_had.already been ordered by
the Armed Forces Commander for the Sontheast to‘movevfrom thevSaloniha
area ondSeptemher Sth‘ was joihed'in;Belgrade.by‘the German 342nd :
34

Infantry Division (along with the lOOth Tahk Brigade) on September 26th
In addition to these forces the German 1l3th Infantry Division arrlved in
Serbia from the EaStern Front in latevOctober.

ﬁitler's}direotiye of September 16> l94l‘not only'resulted in the

: temporary reinforcement of the German 700—lewFl d1v131ons in Yugoslav1a

1

it also 1ntroduced a measure which served to intensify the Serbian hatred .
» for.the German occupiers. In'this,same directive Field Marshal Keitel

issued a general order that one hundred hostages were to be executed for

every German’killed and fifty hostages for every German soldier wounded.35

Only in Serbia was the order actually carried out, and the'most horrible

'pw

example of its implementation was the punishment meted out to the

B}
*b

Serblan town of KraguJevac on October 21st and 22nd 1941,
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*On October 15, 1941, the 3rd Battalion of the 920th German -
~ Infantry Regiment had been attacked outside Kragujevac by Partisan and
f:Chetnik units agting separately, and it had sustained 1osses of 10 dead
- and 26 wounded. 36 'In retaliation the 920th Infantry Regiment ran amock
in Kragujevac on October let and 22nd kllling as many a$ 7,000 \}
inhabitants.37 The unbridled savageness with which the Germans
conducted.this massacre-is illustrated by Jozo Tomasevlch's description
of the event. ; . .. .
So insanely indiscriminate_was the slaughter that not
only whole classes of high school pupils with their =
) teachers, but according to German documents some of
te - 'their own confidential agents, Some Croats, and the
_ * entire personnel of some of the armament plants
~ . working for the Wehrmacht were shot. 38
Thls massive retaliatory action by German forces against the
Serbian population was by far the harshest single. punishment dlrected
against Yugoslav civilians durlng the Second World War. Contrary.to

'Hitlerls'intentions,-retaliatory measures fanned rebellion rather than

crushed it. Ruthless actions carried out by the German units Were

repaid in full measure by their Partisan adversaries‘ ,lhe ferociousness‘l

with which these two antagonists grappled with. each other ‘was only

‘ occa31onally surpassed by the battles of annihilation fought between the

Partis;%s and Chetniks.' o |
On September 28, 1941, 4 few days after its arrival in Serbia )

from France, the German 342nd Infantry Dlv{510n, supported by tanks\from

!

the lOOth Tank Brlgade, launched the first major ‘German-1led anti guer illa
operatlon in.Yugoslayla. It pushed across the. Sava-River at Sabac and
then moved south into the Partlsan—controlled area of southwest Serbia.

, ,

The 342nd D1v131on .soon encountered stiff resistanqe from Partlsan unlts"

whose attacks ‘were frequently of a frontal nature. 39 The advance by the
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342nd Division soon vound down and,not-until late Noyember did 4t

finally reach Valjevo. From that point, onward, .the operation appears

.

to have expanded in scope. This is evident by the arrival in late

Y

Qctober'oflthe conbat—tested 113th Infantry Division in Serbia from the
'Eastern Front, and also by‘the assigning'of several of the 700-level
divisions to a more active‘role'in the operation;> Beginnfng in late
October the Partisan—held area in southwestern Serbia was entered on a
,125 mile front by the 342nd Div1slon, the llBth Div1sion parts of the

714th and 77th divisions, along with elements of Nedich's Serblan

State Guard and the Serbian Volunteer Battalion.40

The increase in the number of German and quisling troops involved'

. . . . .

in the operation from late October onward is certainly not the only

. important change made'by the Germans. Vladimir DediJer, a colonel in
the Partisan army and a well-known postwar Yugoslav historlan points
out that the;Germans made certain tactical adjustments after late.
éctober..-His descriptlon.of the tactics used,by Gernan-units during the
 Eirst nonth offthe Operation,is more reminiscentrof accountstof 19th

\ century'warfare'rather than éhose of the 20th>century.

‘When they attacked the positions of the Partisans .
they advanced calmly as if they were on a parade
.ground; when one fell another\soldier immediately
- ‘took his place and ,continued to advance with the o,
same calm, dellberate step.41 ’

By late October,rhowever; Dedfjer notes that the:Germans had both
reconsidered and readjusted their tactics. Descrlblng what he calls the

"second ohaSe' of the operatlon (late October to late November 1941) he |

- [ . ' ~

states that.
This time the Germans chaniged their tactics. They
advanced cautiously along the main lines of approach,
clearing the way with artillery and aircraft while
endeavourlng to outflank the Partisan p031t10n by
means. of powerful infantry elements 42 ’
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During the period from late October to late November 1941 the

342nd Infantry Division appears to have remained in the Valjevo. area -

where it prgsumably carried out smallscale anpi—guerrilla assaults.43

On November 25th, however, the 342nd Division, along with thée 113th
Infantry.pivisionffrom Kraljevb, launched a powerful surprise attack °

égainst Tito's héadquarters‘at Uzhitse.é4 According to a situation map

showing this German assault on Uzhitse, the 342nd Division was eithér_

split into two forces or it acted in conjunction with another-unit.Azdk/

One of tﬁese forces left Valjevo on November 25th and pushed southwa

1l

toward Uzhitse while the second force moved westward from Valjevo to the

Drina River and“then southward to Uzhi se.46 At ghg same ti&k the 113th

Division was ‘moving t0ward'Uzhitée from Kraljevo in the east, Howeéer;~

‘no_Gerhan or quisling units appéa; to have been deployed south of

4 Uzhitse which allowed Tito's forces to withdraw in a southefly directien

on tﬁe-very day the Germanrattack bega'n.[‘7 On Novembef 29th, when the
tank-supported German units entered Uzhitse, most of ghe Partisan ﬁropps‘
had aiready reéifed into thé barren Zlatibor.mountain'r;ngé thcﬁ‘
aominates‘the frontier be;weén'Serbia and the Sandzak re ioﬁ.és ‘fhe first
of the major Gefman-léd§anti—guerrilla opé;ations wés thus congludéd wiﬁh .
the Pértisans”iﬁ retreat and wiéﬁ soutbwesférn Se%bia ck uﬁdef>Germaﬁ
domination. - ‘ | |
, . L e .
From all appearances this first operation seems to have been
regafded as a sﬁccess by'both the local German mili;ary.authorities in
Sérbia and:byighe German High Command. The QOSt signifiéaqtmindicatiqﬁ
of Germén satisfaction with the result of the'opefation was the transfer
ofFGenerai Boehme, the Plenipotentiary ¢ommanding General in Serbia, énd.
;he‘Staff of the XVIIi érmy.Cofps ffqmvSerbié to Finland.ég Such

cbnfidence was not unfounded as far as it concerned future Partisan

[
*
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fortunes in Serbia. After their withdrawal from Serbia in late

\

Novembet 1941, the Partisans wete unable to reassert any real influence
there untiljeérly 1944. Indeed, their fortuneslin Serbia were so
dismal that- in June 1942 the regional Partisan commander reported to
Tito that there were only 852 Partisans in all of Serbia.50 Instead of
the Partisan movement being the dominant registance group iq Serbia, it
. was the Chetniﬁs who assumed this‘positiqﬁ‘in 1942, Hoggver,.the
Chetniks wére aiso.the‘target of a German anti—éuergiifzroperation in
late 1941 which,‘though on a minor scale, forced the Chetniks undergrouhd‘
for mostﬁof the w-intet.sl

Yet thelf;rSt méjbr Gerﬁah—led anti—gugrrillg Qpenation»only\ 
pushéd the Partiéans out of Serbia.‘ It did not eliminété:the Partisans
as a persistent and effettive rgéistance force. DespitéAbeing involved
in often fierce fighting against én ehemy»vastly superior in numbers and .
weapdnry, Tito's Partisan détachménts fought stubbornly. Wheg the
operation was concluded, Tito's fortes were ﬁot only stiil intact but
they had also inqreased their numbers to 80,000 men.52 The withdrawal
of Partiéan,units’from Serbia into the inacpéssitle Sandzak area was
only a temporary measure., By December 17, i9411the Partisan Supreme
Command énd the~unitt attached,to“it had moved out of the Sandzak region
and'intd'Eastefn Bosnia.53
: lin the lull between the conclusion'ot the first major éntij
guétriila.operation iﬁ late vaember 1941 a;d the beginniﬁ% of the secoﬁd
such operation on January is,\1942; Tito made a siénificant organizational
change %B the>Partisan military units.  During the‘fighting-against the
éermans in Serbia, many of the inexperienced, sémi-military Partisan |

detachments had felt they were fighting only to protect their own
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villageé.s4 Many Partisans even slept at home with their fa iies as

the fighting went 6n.55. After witnessing these occurrences Ti o>came to

believe that the Pértisén detachments had to be organized into what he

called "purely military formations"._56

,ThiS'reorganization was begun at
Rudo in the Sandzak on December 22nd, when the First Proletarian
Brigade came into existence. It was made up of an initial contingent of

1,199 Serbian and Montenegrin’vblunteers.57 .The brigade commander was

Kocha Pquvich; a Serbian ¢dmmuﬁist who had seen action in the Spanish

4

Ciyfl War® The First Proletarian Brigade, and ghe other twentyFsig

- brigades fofmed subseqﬁéntly, were désigné;ed as shock troops to be
thrown into thg fray on any front.s8 Sifice the brigades often operated
outside their hoﬁe'area they were far more iikely»to eﬁgage in attacks
on the enéﬁy than had Partisan detachments in Serbia wha aften feared"
enémy rep;iséis agaiﬁét theif family and ffiends.sgy'With this - ‘-i

’

reorganizatiqn éf his forces Tito wqgld-yring into béing Qhat wéuld beqome'
.the fundamental nucleus of his forces. Ho&ever, this rébrganizqfion had
little or no effect in the §econd‘majo; Gerﬁag;led anti¥gue£rilla
operatién which,begén‘lésévthan a montﬂ aftef\the First Proletarian Bri;
ga&e was’formea.. i . ' ‘ o o
_This'sécohd operation was brief, lasting juét,eleven days froﬁ.

Jaﬁuary‘15th to 26th,‘i942. The opefatiqﬁ took pléce in Eas;efn Bosnia

‘lwhere itjfocused speéif%éally‘on the afeg between‘and to thé ﬁQrth of
Safajer'anq Visegrad, where roughly 4,000 insuréents had concéntrated.éo‘
The Axis units qﬁiéh‘took'parﬁ in this ogerétion were tﬁe German 342nd
and~718thiDivisions,_various Croatian military units (ghiefly those of
the Uétasha), and four Itaiian‘diﬁisidns from Monteﬁegro.6l‘ When the

operation began on January 15th, the 718th Division moved»eaS;ward_from

Sarajevo toward the insurgent concentration area, the 342nd Division
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crossed into'Eastern Bosnia from Serbia and pushed‘westward, and’
‘Croatian units seem to have moved in from the north.62' The basic

. intention of the operation was to destroy. the guerriilas in place or

0

force them southwardlwhere the four Italian divisions were to block

_their escape route.63 : ' g s

The operation proved to be an arduous undertaking for friehd and

- foe alike. Deep snow and temperacures between -20 to -30 degrees

.

Centigrade pfevailed through'the'duraﬁion of the,operation:and‘resulted

in nearly 300 case;\of frostbite among the German t;bops alone.64 ' The )
- majority of insurgents in the encirclement area managed to évoid'

destruction in place By qutmaneubering the main enemy assaﬁlt forces iﬁ

the dégp SQOW~and pushiﬁg‘southward;65 The four It&liaﬁ divisions,‘

whi¢h wgre to h&éé mdﬁed up to the demﬁrcation liﬁe sepgrating‘the

Ttalian.and German interest spheres in the Indepéndent State of Croatia,

had mistimed their movement and arrived in position too late to prevent

s

many insurgents from escaping into the Italian sector of the Independent

State of(dfoatia.66 fDué to italign miécaiculatioqs ﬁhe operatibﬁ
succeeded only in hurting the Chéinig‘éqd Partiéan units,_iﬂétead 6f
destroying them. The’oggfatién was br;;en off on January 26ﬁh. It was
\deépedéby the Gér@ans-a tacticalrsucégss since SZl'insdrgenté had»been

-

killed and 1,3B1 captufed at-a cost of only 25 German séldier; Rilled and
131 wounded.®” | E ) L |
'During gériy l942”the already limited authdrity ofnthe Pavélich
regime\ih the Independent,State of Croafia was fhrther‘reduced éﬁ ééuth
and east'qunia,vHerzégovina;‘and'Da}mati; camé'under the coﬁtrol of

_either the.Chetniks or Par;iséns; Soon after thwarting attempts to

annihilate them in the second operation, the Partisans set dp their
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politica@ ano‘militaty headquartefs\at Focha, an East Bosnian town in-
the Italian sector of the Independent State of Croatia. Here the'
Partisans received a few months$ of reprieve from largescale enemy
wonerations. Not until May 10, 1942 did. the Partisans leave Focha, and
then it was to escape the onslaught of the Axis forces engaged in the
third major Gernan-led anti—guerrilla'operation.68 |

The third operation was different in several respects fromAthe-
two operations‘that had preceded it. To begin with; it took place in
the {talian sector of the Independent:State\of Croatia,\rather than in a
Gefman occupation areaiorAsPhere of influenee. Nevertheless, the German
fOrces.involved in this third operation, as in ali seven-of-the major
anti—guerriila operations in Yugg'lavia, were under the'authority ofla
‘German commander. In the/third operation General Bader, the Commander
in‘Serbia, was named task force commander, though,he'nas theoretically |
under the operational'control of the Italian Second Army}69(

Another impottant_difference between_the third major anti-guerrilla
operation and'the two preceding ones was that it-Was‘the first largescale
‘ Axis counterinsurgency operation in which Chetnlk units fought together
w1th the Ax1s against :the Partlsans 79 The exact numbers or units of
Chetnlks that took part in the third operatlon is not known However, it

would :uear that the Chetnlk involvement was an Italian 1nspirat10n since

Y

the Chetniks fought alongside Ltalian troops and because no evidence has

‘come to ‘light to show'thatf'k ans had any knowledge of Chetnik

. ‘ s . \
involvement at the time the oper2eion was in progress.

It is certain that the German 718th.1nfantry DiVision and four

Italian divisions (the Marche, Murge, Messina, and Taro Divisions) took

part id the.third operat_ion.71 It is also known that troops from the

i

German '"700-level" divisions, the Croatian Home Guard and the Ustasha saw
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action during this operation, although the exact@identity of these units

has not been established.72 The Opefation'began on April 20, 1942 and

L

was direc;ed against the Partisan-dominated area of Eastern Bosnia. The
chief target of the assault was Partisan headquarters at Fdcha, where
Tito had under his ;mmediateVebmmand no less,than five Partiaan'brigades
numbering roughly 1,000 men eacﬁl7? Like the second operation, the third
was:also an operation of enEirclemeat. The 718th Division, along with

various Ustasha and Home Guard units, had concentrated north of Focha in

mid-April and pdshed southward while German troops'ffom Serbia and other

Croatian Home Guard forces moved toward Focha from the south and east.74"

Simultaneously the four Italian divisions, supported by Chetnik forces,

"r

mov ed westward from bases in the Itallan sphere of influence in the

Independent State of Croatia. The task of the Italian units in this

N )

operation, like that of the second operation, was to form another

blockingﬂline, this time along the Neretva River.75

Accordidg to Vladimir Dedijer, the operation 'developed sluggishly

76

and the Italians advanced slowly." The operation seems to have bogged

down for several weeks until May 4th, when an all-out German drive was
. <

made against Fofha.77 Axis efforts to pusﬁ the Partisans westward appear
to have been successful but the Itallans again failed to fulfill the;r
operational role As the&Partisans were being forced westward the
Italian ‘divisions, which had not yet reaehed the blocking line, were —

o , , .
" actually reducing the number of Italian troops in t:he~area.78 Through

the gap created by the Italians in the encirclement ring, Tito's forces
. «"

Command and gheir esco

)

of Montenegro*wheze
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The relative ineffectiveness of the first three major German~led
anci—guetrilla operations was dramatically revealed on June 24th, when

Iito's main Partisan army switched from the 'defensive to the offensive;

2

In the next four and a half months this force pushed north from

Eastern Bosnia into Crdatia, a distance of some 200 miles.sp The march

. route was thiough mountainous terrain about 200 kilometers parallel to

. o »
the aggoslav coastline, where the only resistance was from Chetnik . \

81

detachments or weak Croatian,units. Town after’town'fell_ag the

Partisan advance. Konjich was captured on July 8th, Mrkonjich Grad on
Adgust 24th, Jajce on September 28tH,'and, lastly, Bihach on November
Sth..82 At Bihach Tito éét'up his headquarters and proQided his troops
. with‘several months of rest after. their arduous journey. The Partisan§
Q@re noycin control of an area extending from near Karlovac in the north
to the western approaches of the Neretva river in the éouth, a region
¢ : . :
some 250 kilometer; long and 40 to 70 kilometers wide.83
it 1sknow apparent that theVGermang had already spent their
" best ch;nce to annihilate the'Partisgg'forces by 1942. Tito's units had
not only esc;ped'descructjon in the firsﬁ three majof.anti—guerriiia
operations, They.had also gained éontfél of mbrg‘territory as a result
of tﬁeir‘offegsivé in}o%Crdagia. By the féll of 1942 Partisan ;treﬂgth

had increased‘to roughly 150,000 men.84 To cripple a force of this size

appeared to be an'overwhelmihg task. Yet three times in 1943 the = - = % é
. = ) 4 . . R o

&

Germans assembled large operation p $0 attempt just such a task.

a

{
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' ‘CHAPTER , THREE

‘The Major German-led Anti-Guerrilla Operations of 1943

‘In late December 1942, the German High;Command ordered the
German military authorities in Yugoslavia to beginldrafting plans for

a-fourth,major anti-guerrilla operation to be launched in mid-January
- ' V o B 1§

1

1943. The operation, codenamed “Operation White" (Weiss), was

driginally'organiZed in three stages known as "White I, lI,aand III".
"White I"'called for select Axis and'quisling forces to encircle and
destroy Partigan units in their so-called ﬁliberated territory” (north-

1

west Croatia and Western Bosnia) Once this had been accomplished,
m‘m

"White II" would go into effect to mop up any Partisans who. had

hescaped destructlon in "White I". 2 "White I;i" ﬁhich was to have been

carried out by Italian units but was cancelled inVolved the' disarming

et
L

of Chetnik detachments in the Independent State_of Croatfg..' The
entire operation was expected to be .in effect from January 20th to
February 10th, but, in fact, it lasted until March 20th 4

The ‘units designated to part1c1pate in "Operation White" were thevi‘

7th SS Prinz Eugen Division, the 717th and 718th Divisions, part of the

7l4th Division, the 369th Croatian Infantry Division, the German 187th '

-

Infantry Reserve Division (deployed in Croatia since December) et»

Italian,Lombardia, Bg,‘and'Sassari.Divisions, several Croatian brigades,

.,and'6,060 Chetnik troops sdppbrtingﬁthe Italian forces.5 'During the

course of the operation the Italian Bergamo,-Marche and Murge Divisions,

together with a steadily 1ncreasing number of Qhetnik troops, also saw
act_ionk6 Altogether, some 65, 000 Axis and quislihg troops were involved

in "Operation White";7

65
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’Most of the unitsginitially taking part in‘the_operatiOn'received

‘orders on January 12th which designatedltheir assembly"areas and out-
lined their first objectives. The 7th SS Prinz Eugen Division was to
quickly advance from Karlovac and block the Karlovac—Bihac road in order.
" to prevent an enemy - breakout ‘toward the west.a‘ Elements of the 714th
Division,.together with th‘aﬁBch Croatian‘Division, were instructed to
proceed southwesterly through the Samarica region toward the line SlunJ-‘.
Bihac, while barringvanvaartisan escape attempt in an easterly or

T

northeasterly direct_ion;9 (See Map page 110.) The 717th Division was

directed to push-from‘Velagici,.and repel ‘any enemy withdrawal toward the .

,south or southwest}lo The Italian V Army Corps;'consisting of the
' Lombardia, Re, and Sassari Divisions was to enter- the operation area .

from ‘the line Knin—Ogulin move to the line Bihac-Slunj, and form a -
’ 1
defensive front along the line Dabar-SlunJ to avert a “Partisan break-.
_ it . . i

- through toward the south.ll
- After & fiue da§'delay caused by poor weather conditions, "White

Cin commenced'on January 20th. According to a letter -written by the

Commander—ln—Chief of German Forces in Croatla General Luters ‘the

-
i

Partisans were taken by surpriseoby the Axis onslaught, since theyﬁhad

12

Aside from an undisclosed number of

[

not expectedia winter‘operation.
Partisan troopstin.the-operation area, there wefe'roughly 3,000
.woundedvscattered in fieldvhospitals throughout the‘region;l3 The strong
Partisan commitment tO‘saying their wounded meant that the Supremeb -
'Coﬁﬁanddhad no other.alternative-hut totorder theiwounded to be égcorted‘
‘safely out of the operation area.,-It was from thrs point onward,xwrites
Frederick ‘l')eakin, that "The shape of the battle ahead would now be

COnditioned, and at moments dictated, by the protection of the long
o X . coT : ) ‘ . . ‘ °
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€

“

.columns of the hospital."la“

<Despitaﬁthe serious impediment which the Partisan wounded Placed

on their fellow troops, the Axis forces were unable to press their

advantage. 7Part of the reason for this was the firm resistance of the

Partisans, who also carried out.wiaespfead‘destruction of roads and

15

bridges. Yet‘responsibility must also rest with the Italian forces,

who approachegd their operational tasks in an indifferent and slowfooted

hannér while placing Chetnik support units in the firing line,l6 As a

result the Partisans were able to move sotth and southwest out of the

operation area, a withdrawal that the Italian forces should have been in

a position to blbck.l7 D o . o

-Having successfully elﬁded the Axis encirclement attempt‘iq-the

Bihac argé; but with Axis and quisling troops in_hot pursuit, the

Partisans retreated southeasterly across the Bosnian uplands (a journey

)

that-todk‘.three’weeks){18 The Partisans planned to move into the

Neretva valley; cross the Neretva river at its middlecourse; push through

eastern Herzegoyina, southern Bosnia, the Sandzak, and Montenqgro; and
‘ R . o , : o
move into the Kosovo region and Serbia, where they would build up their

forces and begin the liberation of this area.l’ Recalling the Partisans'

suCcessful,coﬁntgroffensiée during the summer and fall qk 1942, Tito - -
) shre?dly decidgd to turn the withdrawal into an offensive éction. The
Partisy ofﬁensive»began on Fébruary,ch, aﬁd a series of towns were
captu ed dur;ngAthé course of a few weeks, begidﬁing Qith-Progor.zo

(See Mép page 112,) Defended B; the‘259tﬁ Régiment of the Itaiian

Murge Division; Prozor feli to the Partisan 3rd Diviéion on,Febfuary lith;
the second day ;f the Partisan assault pﬁon it.z; After the fall of -

Prozor the Partisans swept into the Neretva valley and within three days
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according to Vlndimir‘Dedijer, "the entire Murge Division was defeated,
fifteen tanks were captured,~{as well as) a:grgat many guns, huge
quantities of ammunition, food, and medical supplies. "22
After capturing Prozor,iﬁito set his sights on Konjich a tous
f whose great value to the Partisans was that from it ran the only road
into eastern Herzeg_ovinaf23 On February 19th, a wgak Partisan force
. made up nf'two béttalibns from the lsf Proletarian Dinision was‘repulséd
in its atéack on Konjich by algarrison of Italian.and Chetnvik‘troops.2
Persistent attempns.by thelPartisans‘to:Seize Konjinh between February
22nd and 26th were also thwartéhf\aiiulting in é cnlling off of the
attack dniMafch.ls;.z?‘ o ;‘ L ' : -

"Whité " nad neanwhile neen cnnciuded Qn’Februa:y lSth; without,
of énhrse,,haying achinvgd its objectives. .A revised "White II";
scheduled Lq begin on February 25£h after regrouning, callnd for Axis
and nuisling units fq avert any Parfisan.crossing—of thg Nerétvé river,
'and'tovgncircle and de;trnyithem in<the_canyons of the Rama and Neretva
.rivefs.26 The bperationnl directive for "White II" called for the 7th
SS PrinZvEugen Div151on, the 369 Croatian Infantry DLViSlon, and parts
of the 187th Reserve D1v151on to march on Livno, while the- 7l7th
‘Div151on was to throw back’ an}~Partisan attack south toward Mostar.zz
The Italian foncés‘hadvcommiﬁted themselves to édyanéingdeastwardlfron'
" Livno and thé'line,Drni$~Vrlika,’while seeging)tq iink up with the 7th
\SS“Prinz Engen D;vision.28 In thé meantime, local Chetnik detachnents,
with the tacit apprpval_ofﬁthéfcerman Militafy au;horitigs, ca;ried out
secnrity'duties in the aréavnprnn of Knin to the‘nills of Bos. Gratho,'v
as well as along the roadways leading_tc Knin.29 .»y . . '

As tﬁé Partisans battled to‘capture.Konjich in the last days of -
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February, German units presséd ever closer to the towns of Prozor and

Jablanica, uhere the‘buLk.of the Partisan troops and wounded were

\

locateo. 'In this increasingly desperate situation Milovan Djilas, a -
member of the Partisan Supreme Command, contends that Tito became

convinced that Konjich would be captured and made a still controverSial

decision to blow up the bridge over the Neretva river at Jablaniéa;30

" Tito apparently believed that such an act would not only prevent any
‘Chetnik forces from cr0531ng the river to attack the Partisans, but

that it would also confuse the enemy into thinking the Partisans no

~ longer intended to withdraw east across the Neretva.-31 The. brldge was

-

"blown up on either Februéry 28th or March lst, and, between March lst

'

and 3rd four other bridges across the Neretva river .from Ostrozac to
[}

Kasula (30 kilometers further downstream) were detonated in compliance’

with new orders from Tito,32~', ' '

i ~

In a meeting of the_Partisan Supreme Command,at.Prozor_on March

" 2nd, Tito expounded‘on‘a scheme to escape entrapment in the constricting

- -Axis ring. . o R | k

First destroy (the) Neretva.bridges, withdrawing the
Second Proletarian Brigade from (the) left bank to

- lead the enemy 'to believe we have changed (the) *
direction of (our) advance, then break up German units
to (the) north of Prozor, to lessen pressure on
wounded, and then swiftly switch all forces into (the)
Neretva valley, force the river, break through the
Chetnik front, and’ get the wounded out that way.33

The Partisan assault-againstAthe Gefman_units north of ﬁrozof commenced
on harch 3rd, when therlst,and 2nn Ptoleta;ian Divisioné,'togethep with-
the‘?thl$hock Division; thrust againetothe 717th Division, parts-of the
_7l8th'Division, and cﬁd Croatian brigades.34 In the ensuing three day

battle the Partlsan units, employ1ng flfteen tanks and artlllery selzed

from the Italians,.succeeded‘in pushlng back the German and Croatian '

‘ N
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forcee‘past Gornji Vekuf,ua distance of some 25 to 30 kilohetere.3s
While this‘struggle went on; other Partisan troops worked
feveriehly to tfangbaft the‘regaining-sick end weunded from‘ﬁpozoryto
Jablanica, where the rivef'cfoesing was - to beJﬁade. Fortunately for
the Partisans, the b;idge at Jablanica had_only been partially destroyedf
and, with miqor alterations, coeld be.used for crossing the'Neretva. As
a precondition to meking:the‘damaged;bridge passable, the Partisans, on
tbe higﬁt of Marcﬁ_6th,/organized a small force to eecure a bridgeﬁead
*on the opposite‘bank Vladimir Dedijer s description of this event
reveals how unprepared the Chetniks were for an enemy assault across’
-the Neretva. | '.’ ‘ -

A group of Dalmatio Partisans carrying live bombs
in their teeth crept bver a destroyed railway bridge\
which was standing practicallxherect; When they
reached the other side of the bridge, where a Chetnik
pillbox was located, they threw two bombs into it and
. then jumped in. Thus a bridgehead was established
S after a struggle which lasted only three minutesy36

On the next day, March 7th, Partisan engingers constructed a wooden
. o v . .

. walkway over the remains of the bridge, which Dedijer’deecribed’in the

followingfmad%er. )

It is nothing but a basket-work affair: Weaving

- .through the confusion of the destroyed railway
bridge, among the overturned tracks, is a bridge
of narrow planking. 25,000 soldiers and wounded |
men have to cross it. But the approach is terrible.
Even a man in the pink of health would feel dizzy,'

- let alone a wounded mgn.37

- With the 1st Proletarian Division fighting a 'stubborn rea;—guafd
_action egainst‘the 7l7thyDivis;onjs reneeed_aevance tbwafd ?rozor;
'Partisan eroops and'wounded began the passage across the makeshift
; walkwey on the nightvof Marcﬁ 8th. It took nearly a week fofvall the’

Partisans to make the arduous crossing, a difficulty compounded by
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‘
|

'

!

frequenﬁ strafings from German and ltalian'aircraft.38

In the meantime,
German units continued to push toward Jablanica. The'7l7th.Division
captured Prozor without a fighf on March 1lth, end by Msrch l4th the’
Supreme Commander Southeast reported that enemy resistance had
essentially collapsed 39 Yet when the 717th Division éinally reacheo
Jablanica on March 17th, they found no trace of the Partisana. Three
days later "Operation White" wds formally concluded.

During the f&nal days of "Operation White" the first of three
controversial meetings took place berween hlghranking Germsn and
Partisan officials.& Although deseribed by the Partisans. as discussions‘\'
‘over prisoner exchenges, these meetings soon took on the appeafance of '
armistice talks. The\Partisan representatives with Tito'svknowledge
and approval, named the Chetniks as their main adversary andcasked the
- Germans for an armistiee so they could devote themselves to destroying

-

'the Chetniks. Tnese representatives also stated the;r fierce qetergina—'
- tion to fight the Brltish if they stte@greo a lending:along the‘Adriatic
coast. However, in the end Hitler's repngnance‘for negotiating with the
enemy‘enoed snch talks}"A prisoner exchange was_still,eoncluded and
moré‘snch.exchanges~graduslly beoane nore frequenr.40

>Tne Germans viewed'"Operation\White" as'arrelative success;
desbite its failure‘to achieVe the baSic goals of encircling and
destroying Tito's main forces; It has resulted in enormous Partlsan
:casualt;es with comparatlvely few suffered by the Germans.f»’l In addition
it also forced the Partisans to.seek sanctuary ln the‘desolate region of
Montenegro.f’2

The Germans used the months of April and May to redesignéte and '

reorganize the four 700-level divisions. The refurbishing had been

~



January 22 I9A3 by the Supreme Commander Southeast
_“xander Lohr. He 'declared that the divisions we%;mbattle~‘
rthet they were “noc suited to the demands of fédrmation and
4
? u
3 dehrO-appealed for "further outfitting with \untain
e - : B
in Ty

wkﬁ% fthgnx %nd eqpipmqnt .and .the redesignation of the uni.t:
l'&r Wl

e ér) divisions."“ on February 15¢h,

LAY

e

704¢th, 7l4th 7l7th and éﬁBth Infantry ﬂdﬁgigns -were renamed o
e g .
respectively, the 104th llﬁfh,“}L7tH and ll&th Light Infantry Divisions{

In addition to these

m difi%%ﬁ;ons, the diviﬁ&bﬁs underwent

Ny
N y

"31gnificant pegsonnel changesyff%ggh of them was provi with an

additional 4, 700 men designated aé combat trb0ps 45

t of.this.new
manpower fell into three ggtegories: men born in t yeaé 1924, those
born in 1905 or earlier, and men previously of teserve status.*® an
attempt washalso made to assign»men born before 1905 and sole suEXiving
sons to supplf funqtions, freeing youngef supply troops for combat
ddty.47 Yet despite.all these méadures td build up the formet'700-level

" divisions, they did not attain the .quality necessary for the rigours of

anti-guerrilla warfare. . . ‘

’ Early in the spring of 1943, while Partisan and Chetnik forces =

battled each other in Montenegro, German military planners were

- preparing "Operatjon Black" (Schwarz), the fifth major Germanjled>agti~
guerfillé operation. The chief pdrposa of the operation, according td‘)

- : K ’

German military records, was to eliminate the threat which enemy. forces Yo

v

" in Montenegro and Herzegovina posed to the valuable bauxite mines ‘around |
, ] . o

.oy
3

Mostar and the mining region of southwest Serbia,48 However, Jozo" . W

Tomasevich conteﬁds that this was not the regl reason for launching -~
. . : _ : R
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"Operation Black". He argues that the major purpose of the operation,.
like that of "Operation White", was to eliminate the potential threat -

that resistance groups might pose if the Western Allies decided to

49

attempt an invasion of the Balkans. Yet if the real purpose of

-

"Operation Black" was glossed over by official German accountsg’, the -
results it was to achieve were tersely Laid out in the operation orders,
The‘ﬁfdefs stated that the basic‘goal of "Operation Blacg" was "the

destruction of all insurgency existing in Montenegro and eastern

. ' %
Herzegovina»without regdard to theirrmembership...".so It went on to

o
S
’

g

stress. that -
The German army must proceed ruthlessly and with brutal
hardness against the population who shows itself
unfriendly and must take every necessity of life from
the enemy by the ‘destruction oé>abandoned villages’ and
existing provisions.51

7. ]

a

German ‘planners called for "Operation Black" to be carried out in
three phases. During the first phase German and allied units were'to

surround enemy jorces in Montenegro and the Sandzak and force them into

an area of Montenegra bounded by the lines Savnik to Kolasin in the

south, Pljevlja to the Piva river in the north, Pljevlja to Kolasin in

the east, and Savnik to the Montenégro-Croatidn border in the'west.52 -
. . 4 .
.

(See Map page 113.) After mopping up the area which had already been

.crossed dven, the Axis forces were to proceed into the secggd phase

which called for'them to disengage, regroup, and continue mopping.up

while forcing the enemy into the high piateau.and meuntains between the

Piva and Tara r:Lvelrs.f53 In the third and final phase of the operatien‘/
e ! ' s

the tightly encircled enemy forces were to be'dEStroyed.SQ It was -

envisaged that the first and second phases of the operétlon would require

~ ten days each to complete while the third phase was expected to last



1-sev9ral weeks 35 “, U "‘j;j:g'{‘=“?,f e - '”"'.w‘xi:‘

The area in which'"OPeration Black" was to take place was bounded
/4 .

- B
"by tﬁe main roads linking Kalinovik Focha and Plevja in the north

gPlevja SAvnik and Nikisch*in the east, Nikisch and Bilecka in the

‘south and Bilecka, Gacko and Kalinovik in the west. The choice-of

s this region as the operation area was - ‘00, accident. German military

ffPrinz Eugen Division, the German lst MOuntain Division, (transferred to

‘e

planners hoped to exhaust and demoralize the enemy in an area best

described by Fitzroy Maclean.»- .

‘There can be few wilder or more‘inhospitab o
~upon earth than this great tangle of mounta ‘ests,
- and rock-strewn uplands, broken at random by. sheer pre-
..clpices of’ limestone falling sharply away to the beds of
“swirling torrents three or four thousand feet: below.g
" There are no. roada., Picking his way. along ‘narrow - goat
' tracks ‘up. and down mountain sides, across great wastes
v/'of crag and rock along the strong beds ‘of rivers' and
- ‘through vast forests where the trunks of huge» ces .1de .
.rottingtnhere they have fallen, the traveller may\walk .
all day without coming on a: single human habitation'or‘
indeed any sign of life 56 L S -2

Events were to show that the ruggedness of this region did pose -
difficulties for Partisan troops during "Operation Black" -Iito
attested to- this when he steted after the operation j,'

'In Méntenegro difficulties of terrain and natural
;obstacles proved to be a: minor disadvantage to us,

" and an advantage to the’ ememy. "These natural ... ,
' obstacles’ greatly impeded the: manoeuvres of our units'

"y  and jeopardized the whole succéss of our plan to.

v . .

4%

break through the enemy 's encirclemqu 57 R E I

The reSponsibility for "Operation Black" fell to- the Commander—4;u,

'Tin—Chief of the German forces in Croatia, General Luters ' Deployed

7fnunder his command for the dhration ‘of the. operation were the 7th SS

therbia Erom the Eastern Front), the 118th and part of the lO&th Light .

Infantry DiViSioﬂS, the 4th Regiment of the Brandenburg Division (a R



Q;Italian Venezia Ferrara, and Taurinense Divisions

75 .

N L

‘zfspecialcfofceVrun by the'GermanﬂAbwehr);lthe'369th Croatian.lnfantry‘

Division, the %th Croatian Light Infantry Brigade (together with several

"oﬁher such brigades), the 6lst Bulgarian Infan‘ﬁy Regiment and the

58 Not all of these

-;units, most notably the majority of the Italian units, were involved inh:

# ¢ i B

""Operation Black" at its outset. In fact, the operation orders set out

: K
"the assembly areas and initial tasks for German or German—led units

3

. enly. These called %or the 7th SS Prinz Eugen Division to advance in a

'northwesterly direction from the line Mbstar-Dreznica and take control ’

of the area. around Savnik 59? Mbving south from the line Konjich-Tarcin—‘r“"

_Trnovo (22 kilometers south of Sarajevo),_the 118th Division together .

- with the subordinated 4th Croatian Light Infantry Brigade were.to take

P

: Kalinovik and prevent any enemy breakouts toward the northwes%§ k he‘

K

Lo . &
~”369th Croatiad\lnfantry Division was to hold the line Goranzde-visegrad

and repel any enemy escape attempts in a northerly direction 61 -Advancingq fﬁ
Ty , : ;

".ifrom the east would be the lst Mountain Division and Battlegroup of the

A PRRPRN

1»104th Division (qgmprised of the reinforced 724th Regiment arrd part of .

R U n

'jthe Bulgdrﬁdn 2 Infant y Division) The lst Mountain DlVlSlon
5

TR,

together with the subordinated 4th Brandenburg Regiment, was to proceed o
€ ;a\":,s

lfrom the 1ine Nov1 Pazar to Kos Mitrovica and push westward to block

the line Polja-Lipovo (10 kilometers northwest of Kolasin) while o

L3

A'Battlegroup 104th Division was to,hold the line Bistrica~Pr13epolJe-

h..developing engirclement r}né ‘to be plugged by allied or quisling units -
' i A

-Brodarevo and hold back any enemy thrust into Serbia 6? The operation

‘Vorders appear to have left the small remaining gaps in this slowly

-

L

" gnce "0peration Black" had begun : : = S L 1'i;xi 3:

After German and German—led units had secretly gathered in their : =
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rsurprise. In Montenegro, where the Germaas calculated there were some

'~>anti—guerrilla operation.;
'Astrategy and tactics. ‘One of the most 1mportant of these changes was
Partisans and:Chetniks. The Germans ensured that the populace cpuld

-,_.forcing the pOpulation to give up their food stocks.67 Another maJor

[ .
-~ . v

;assembly areas,:together with‘the Italian-Taurinense>bivision,which,was '

~:
o

to block Plevlja from the south, "Operation Black" was launched on

‘ - L
May‘lSth 63 Partisan and Chetnik forces alike were taken by complete

! 4.

'12 000 Chetniks, they succeeded in capturing the regional Chetnik

)

v Commander, Magor Djurisic and 4, 000 of his troops during the course of "
’the moaéh-ldgg operation.64 Mihailovich himself narrowly escaped from :

‘ being taken prisoner and fléﬁ into Serbia, where he remained until

65 W

September 1944 On the other hand, the Partisan forces in Montenegro,l

which consisted of Tito and.the Supreme Staff, about 16 OOO troops and

O

I roughly 4 000 wounded and typhus cases, were caught in the slowly

\

' constrictlng Axis encirclement ring 661 It was again the Partisans, ‘not

the Chetniks who had emerged as the focal | point of a mijor German—led

.

As ﬁOperation Black" began to unfold, the‘enemy became_aware»of

‘_some“significant"changes that had been made'in‘German:anti—guerrilla

v

gkthe fullscale harnessing of" the pOpulation hy German troops 1n the :

kS

operatlon area for the purpose of assisting 1n the destruction of. thev;'

provide no meaningful aid to the enemy by maklng use of all able—bodied

-

'~men (and all means of transport) to carry the loads of troops and by

A T . “

.’

‘alteration in German anti*guerrilla tactics was that German forces no

longer advanced along maJor transportation routes but 1nstead marched

Jyalong less travelled tracks preceded by small, specially—trained units

|

- icalled "Ranger Detachments" (Jagdko ndos) 68 However, the maior routes’

"were still used for the rapid deployment of mechanized and armoured -

76

]



'Jrfreaching Focha and withdraw1ng across the Drina River.73 -This plf

R west that wo'ld take his troops across the Piva r1ver, through the

|

- forces. o O . ‘ e

P

N Less significant but nevertheless noteworthy tactical changes PN
_were revealed in the diary entry of Vladimir Dedijer On May 24 1943

They(the Germans) are, employing new tactics ces split—

ting' intg sma Ler groups, getting at us from the rear, .
' sending trainedjdogs in to: discover-our positions,

‘taking possesgdon of any outstanding point digging

in at once, preparing ambushes....70 .
- A

v

-JDedijer also emphasized‘the crucialtro1e which AxiSJair power once again

w
_/played in a major German-led agti-guerrilla operatidn when he wrote

"The German air attack troubled us the most, and- their anti—personnel o
bombs and cOnstant strafing caused us heavy losses..71 ' Qf' ‘ - ,k' g

IR . L}

Despite having been surprised by the sudden attack of a

numerically supe@&or enemy dlsplaying more effective tactics, the

, Partisans recovered quickly During the initial days of "Operation v

w

Black" Tito began to withdraw his forces into central Montenegro fromh

" where he'intended to.pushveastward, crack the developing;Axis encircle-‘

e : ' : - ) A ; ' .
. ment ring, and move toward southern Serbia. 2 However, Tito's plan was

N . o . - . B . } ) . .
. quashed due*tO‘the rapid advance of the lst'Mountain Divisidn'from the

T east.. . A second scheme of escape was devised whereby the Partisans would

.launch a strong assault toward the northwest w1th the intention of '

‘ put ‘into effect likely on May 22nd and the attack: continued for
’several days until Partisan forjes were repulsed near Focha by troops v:'

'”from the 118th Light Infantry Div151on, whose battle—headquarters was*

situated at Focha.74 Tito s third and final plan for eluding ‘the Axis -

entrapment wasgto force a breakout from near Zaleak toward the north{Z
| - A

i

~
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As the~PartiSans‘began to.enact thiS'plan'during the'last days.<

A,

of May, the Axis forces and their quisling supporters were already in

the process of further cﬂhstricting the encirclement ring in accordance

‘\

with an order issued by Gegeral Luters on May 25th This order directed

b

‘the 118th Light Infantry Division to attain and bloEk the line from the B

"holding the line Gradac-Pauce (6 kilometers southwest “of- Pljevlja)

-Piva sector to Celibici with the 369th Croatian Ié&antry Division

v

76

5

'Pushlng from the east were the - Italian Taurinegse Division, whlch was

| ‘to barricade the roads in the area from Pauce to Bitine (l7 k&lometers

'southwest of Pljevlja) Battlegroup von Ludwiger which was td bar the

l

: ‘line from Bitine to- a position in the Tara valley, and the lst\Mountain .

h Div1sion, which was to hold the line Tara valley—Luke - From the

. southwest marched the 7th SS Prinz Eugen Div1sion with the lst Mountain

orders to advance and block the line G Morakovo-Nikisch

: for the Axis, this was not the case.y Ly I

\ . 1

Division, while from the south came the Italian XIV Armv Corps which had

78

On May 29th as the Axis encirciement was drawing ever more\\\\\\

-

tightly around the Partisans, the bulk of Tito's forces succeeded in _‘

. forc1ng a- cros51ng of the Piva river ‘near MratinJe and continued mov1ng
in a northwesterly direction 7%* German military planners has originally

_hoped to contain the enemy in the rugged region between the Piva and

o

Tara rivers, but tigy no doubt reassured themselves that the Partisans

'were still caught in ?.closely-llnked ring of enclosure: Unfortunately

- -

f;"r< TﬁﬁklIBth nght Infantry Divisioa reported on June 1st‘
& . R
breach existed in 1ts sector of ghe eﬁcigclement ring between the towns

Lo

rof Suha ‘and Tﬂentiste (on the SutJeska river) atgap which;was directly‘

T A

,_in the path of the withdraw1ng Partisan forces‘sq Io‘avert a Partisan

S . B X S _,_r"' d
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in this breach, the Divisional Commander, Major General’ Joseph o
. . e

‘

‘*issued an order on June lst which stated

S R '-'Reinforced l}Sth Light Infantry ‘Division is First: of
T all to close the.gap between Suha and Tjentiste by
:  attacks froem the seuth and north’ in order, "with a
' - strong. right wing, to subsequently throw the enemy
~back acroés the Sutjeska to the Piva sector of
Mratinje-D Ku@so. 81 : .

- On the same day Kﬂbfér aleo'directed that the Second Battalion'of the

734th Regiment and the fir!% and Third Battalion of the 738th Regiment

'be formed into an attack force north of Tjentiste 82 The‘German

i

discovery and responSevto‘the'gap in the encirclément ring was made none .
- too soon since on the.very next day, June 2nd, Partisan forces began to

launch a seriee~of‘stdﬁgorn attacks to force a largescale break through - .

" in the Tjentiete-éuha sector;83,

On June 3pd; &s the Partisans were battling to force a passagé

over the,Sutjeska riVer,‘the dire circumsténcesfforced Tito'to make a

‘_harsh chojice. .He declded that the more. seriously wounded were to be

.

Greatly 1mpeded by their charges, the Brd%Division and the ]th ‘fﬂhw

Proletarian Division protecting the lightly wounded were almost completely

T destroyed in the course of "Operation Black" 84 ‘_; t”‘ o ;"

_‘Bitter dawn—to—dusk'fighting iasted'nearly é”week_between'Pertisan.‘

troops and the 118th DiVieionias'Axis forceé‘cloéediinlfor,the kill in 4

P o T : o .
* ,the TJentiste-Suha region ’I‘h’e "llSth Div‘ision suffered high 'casualties," R
o with 33 dead and 121 wounded in the first 'Fur days of June as compared

with 58 dead and 257 wounded in the perlod from May 15th to. May 31st:.85
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Thﬁh between:Juﬁ

.o the lst an and
i DiviSion was escorting some 600 lightly wouuded and sick Partisans) forced
A ‘

! a. passage through the encirclement ring in the Tjénbisﬂé»Suha gap.86

- ‘: e g :.éf )
f ~ These units had barely made their,way through the gap“whena ”‘was plugged

P Iy .
\ 5

s sometime on June 9th or 10th, ensnaring the 3rd Proletarian Division and |

T { an undisclosed niimber of other Partisan troops in a now tightly sealed
‘87 ‘ k

.encirclement ring o o ' . Y

The Germans were determined to halt the wibhdrawal ‘of Tito's main

- force from the operation qraa.; Following the break through of the

Partisans in the Tjentiste—Suha sector, part of the 369th. Croatian

Infantry Diviaion, along with elements of the 724th Light Infantry

Regiment, were ordered te block the Focha—Kalinovik road and prevent the .

' approaching Partisans from crossing 8? This small force was plainly

il
unequal to the task and on June i@th the 369th Division had to report that o

N

the enemy could not be held backﬁgnd had sm eeded in crossln the rOad L
@& 8

'f'east of the town of Jelec.89, Once across the Focha—Kalinovik road T%to s B

e,

Y r.

. forces broke up into smaller groups and moved 1ntg northwesteily direction, o

. a7 ah v

_ultimately neassembling southwest of Zvornik 90

As Tito s main Partisan group was forcing a break through,at
3 . . b” . : . J
Q;Jelec, the final mopping up of remnant Partisan troops was being

performed by the lst Mountain Division and the 7th 8§ Prlnz Eugen Div131on._9l

By the,ti i Operation Black" was essentially concluded on June lSth, the

Cermans co truthfully claim that,only scattered and isolated Partisans

- . - , R ‘ 2 _ﬁn
rEmained in the operation area.gl : e

- £

While being better planned and implemented than preyious maJor

. ant,‘i-guerril)ﬁoperations, "Operation m &\lm'only limited
R ’ A ?M.

N

N o 'é*." L
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success, The operation had clearly'accomplished its official:purpose

by forcing Chetnik and’Partisan forces out»of Montenegro ahd.southern
Herzegovina where théy had posed a threat to valuable‘mininé areas,
It had also inflicted horrendous losses on the Partisans who, ‘according
to a German count left ‘behind 5 697 dead comrades in the operation
area.93 Qerman “casualties during "Operation Black", thOugh almost.
;insignificant_uhen conpared with those of the.Partisans, were larger
than in past operations with 323 dead . 1,696 wounded and 217 missing.ga

Yet the possibility of an Allied invasion of the Balkans along the

- Adriatic coast meant that the Axis rear was still vulnerable to attacks

\Yxf)q y"ﬂThe(conclusion of "Operation Black'" marked the close of a phase-‘

from Yugoslav insurgents. : o | L.

“wl W
ot -

-in German anti—guegrilla operations. One indication of thisfwas the

-

dispersal of the four light infantry divisionms whichfhadzbeen stationed

[ . . [T VOO S . . s e —————

» together‘in Yugoslavia’since June 1941. In-late April l943,’even before +

N

"Operatlon Black" had begun, the ll7th Division was transferred to.

<

_ GreeCe, where it was JOlned 1n "June by' the 104th Division. 35 More

‘ signiflcantly,'"Operatlon Black" was to be the. 1ast maJor germ%n-led

.. -~

8 , o ~w"$”

»antl—guerrilla operation in whlch I;alian forces ﬂmuld participate On

September 8 1943 less than three months after "Operation Black" Italyr

"surrendered unconditionally to the Allles Whlle the Italian forces in.

- Yugoslavia had been partlcularly unreliable and 1neffect1ve in largescale R

P

L}

'anti-guerrilla operations, they had also prov1dedusome semblance of

security in parts of SloVenia;’Dalmatia, and Montenegro.'!Upon the Italian

capitulation; the'f0urteen Italian divisions in Yugoslavia simply

_collapsed, forcing the Germans to commit more of their troops f@r security

96

duty.” " M ’ S )

.

- The Italian surrenderfhad comé as no- real sugprise to the German
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High Command, which had been anticipating such an event since early

| N
July In preparatioﬁ’for this possibility, it set about reorganizing

the Southeast Command. .On July 26th, Hitler ordered tha Supreme

- nﬁCommander'Southeast,'General Léhr, to be replaced by Field Marshal

' Maxinilian Freiherr von Weichs, the former commander:of Army Groub B in
‘ / e o
southern Russia.’’ Then on August 8th, the Southeast Command,

‘desjignated as "Army Group (HeereSgrupge) Command E" since December 8,

1942, was renamed "Army Group Command F", and placed under the authority
of Field Marshal von Weichs.98 Army Group.Command E; under the direction

. of General Lohr, was now to serve as the command staff for the forces

deployed in the southern Balkans~and Greece.gg.

‘

Another ipdication of the German concern with their South-

eastern theater was the arrival of mofWF German ;;/German—led units.
iy e
%

From April to July 1943 there arrived in Yugos avia three'Gefman";r

H

’divisions (the 100th Light Infantry Division the 173®d Reserve D1v1s10n,
and the/ZQlth Infantry Division) as ‘well as the German-led 373rd Croatian
'Infantry Division. rg' In early August the s@aff of the 2nd Tank Army, :

under the command of General Lothar Rendulic, .was transferred to Serbia
101.

~

from the Eastern front. Rendulic, a é%oat who had been a former

Austrian army officer; was given the authority over all,German troops in
the Independent State of Croatia. mFollowing the Italian cabitulation, a

number of additlonal German units arrived in Yugoslav1a, though most saw

3

only short -term d ty of a month or two. 102 The units. which arrived at

H

this time and remained into 1944 were the German lSist and 264th Infantry

Divisions (the former sent from Norway and the latter a newly-formed unit) -

. and the lst Cossack DiVision, a force of fervently anti-Communist,

Russians}103f‘By the end of 1943, some thirteen German or German-led

y . . © e
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divisions were stationed in Yugoslavia
While the Italian surrender created serious security problems for
the Germans, it greatly benefited the Partisans. They gained control of

a large section of former Italian occupation territory, seized the

weaponsg, munitions, and stores of.nearly eleven Italian divisions; and

¥

some Z,OOO Italian soldiers from the‘lsonzo, Bergamo; anerara Divisions

joined up with either the Partisans or the Chetniks.104 Yet:for the

Chetniks, aside from having some Italians enter their ranks, the Italian
surrender could only be‘seen as.a;disaster.-’It removed - the only
reasonably substantialvsupporter the'Chetniks’had had in Yugoslavia at
the very time when British-disenchantment with thevChetniks was steadily

increaSing. In essence, the Chetnik movement was finished as a viable

military organization ‘except, to some extent, in Serbia.los

Durlng the late fall of 1943 German military authorities began
receiving reports of strong Partisan forces gathering in the;area.north _

offSarajeyo, By mid-November the Germans became convinced that the

Partisans were on the yerge{df‘launching an armed aSsault into Serbia.106
To.halt this advance.andrdestroy the concent;atevaartisan forces;,ﬁgﬂ
Germans began to devise a Sixth'major anti;guerri;la,operation.4075

General Rendulic estimated there~were some 30,000 Partisans‘collected”in

ot

the Korun and Javorplanina regions (about 40 to 50 kilometers north of
Sarajevo). 108 He called for the encirclement and annihilatlon of this:ﬂ-

vPartisan group, beginning with quick thrdsts by German and quisling units
. EN - -
from the northwest and south while the &st Mountain Division (aided by .

kS )
e o ww

'police and security forces) would torn‘a blocking line along the Drina . °
river to throw back~any;Partisan withdrawal attempt.to the east.lo?
"This operation called "OperationyFireballf,'was’toabe‘carried out-by the

1st Mountain Division, the 7th SS Prinz Eugen Division, parts‘of the -
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369th' Croatian Infantry Division, elements of the 187th Reserve Division,

seyveral emallen\guisiing urits, the 24th Bulgarian Division (sent from -

110

Serbia), and a few Chetnik divisions from the Sandzak. By the end of

November these units had assembled around the Korun and Javorplanina

‘regions and, after a brief reprieve due to poor road conditions,

"Operation Fireball" began on December 2nd.l 1 YM‘ '

. German and quisling troops were hampered from the start by the

vastnéss of the area to be combed ,the harshness of the terrain; and the

’ 112

 bad weather conditions. They,were also facing an adversary Mho had

. become, proficietlt at eluding entrapment, and was now no longer

113

encumbered by large numbers of wounded comrades. The Pertiean group

initially attempted to withdraw toward the east, but discovered this’

route.&as barred)by the lst Mountain Division. They then turned around

Il

~ and began moving in a northwesterly direction. Rendulic describes the
Pértiéens' tactical skill during the course of their withdrawal toward
the northwest. . ‘

‘ ... Although we intercepted their orders, it was not
. easy to take countermeasures and prevent breakthrough

‘ attempts, since they kmew how to appear with
surprising quickness. However, they also understood
exactly how-to break off the battle and’ vanlsh just
as ‘quickly again 114

e .
v . ~

On December 11th, after "Operation Fireball" had already been in -

L)

ver a week, the Southeast Conmand reported that, contrary to

-

effd

expectations, the German units had still not engaged in any serious

fighting with the Partisans.l > This ‘in turn, led to concern as to *

2 -
e Qeot w7 Ta o ;,y‘
v . i

whether the Partisans were preparing for a last ditch stand in the middle .
of the encirclement ring,‘or if German intelligence reports were correct;

) & - : EE . ]
/about strong enemy forces being trapped in the ring.llen By mid-December,

v

when the constriction of the circle gave Rendulic cause to believe the

I L
{ ‘ . , . ,
- ) . . . " [4



. 17th), and recreate a continuous fxoﬁt.;l7 That nighﬁ“ however, most
/ ' g . . .

-opérétion area. :Despite the limited amount of fighting which occurred
o L 120

. additional 2,000 Partisan casualties.

. \ ] . ’ ’
decisive moment had arrivgd, German units a?vancing from the north

stumbled ;ntb‘a dense, pathless forest. A decision waé made to cut

"paths through the foregt the next day (most likely December 16th or

-
[

of the Partisans escaped through a particularl¥ inadgesgible part of the
ot a .o o3118

# :
[ C , : ; R : :
forest, and moved northwesterly out of the enci%;lem%?t r%ng‘ Small
Ty, S

o : . ' N AT T
groups of Partisans also succeeded in filtering throuﬁh,ﬂhézring in

119

other directions. ' On Dexember 18th, when "Operatiqn Fireball" Waé

finally called off, only remnants éf‘Partisan units remained in the

in the opération, the Partisans had. suffered nearly 9,000 casualties.

Oms the same day“"Operagion Fireball” ended, ﬁOperation Sndwstot@"
began. Iﬁ it were involved afl the uﬁits wﬁich had taken part in the
previous.opefafion,.except for“fhe 2§fh'Bﬁlgarian Diviiion,'which_
returned to security duty in Serbia.121 The purpose of "Operation

Snowstorm' was to pursue and encircle the Partisan>groupvwhich‘had,

destruction in "Operafioh.Fireba%l" andfhad continued moving

3 -

-escaped

s 22 ' e : ;
, towdrds the northwest.l However, nothing much came of this operation.

since the Germans, in attempting to halt the Partisans, encountered
123

stiffening resistance and partial counterattacks. . On December 3i1st,

the ope;étion was termipated with the Germans being able to claim an

124

The “three major German-led anti-guerrilla operations of 1943 had
brdught tbgether the largest concentration of Axis and quisling units
ever assembled in Yugoslavia. In the course of these operations the

Part%sans sustained %orrendous losses and, yet, the Partisan movement °

\ o ' 3
flourished. Muéh of the Partisan success in this regard -was due to the

.
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tireleag efforts by its Comﬁuniﬂt leadership to gain thdvtrust and -
support ‘of all Yugoslavs, aomotl':inﬁ-thé Gemdns made lit'tle or no effort
tesdo. By the end of 1943 thc Gerinan hold on Yugoslavia was slowly
slippinsx Although t:hey were to carry ou: further énti-guerrilla

. ‘operations’ Qn 1944, the largescale encfrclement operations were

essentially abandoned for a few.mqre 1nnovptive,, but equally unsuccessful,

operations. ' S IR B
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‘ 1Un£orcuna:ely, primary gource material dealing with "Opernoiqn
White" is semcwhat scarce.! Only in the divisional records of the 714¢th
Division can even the slightest mention of the operation e found. For
this reason, the analysis of "Operation Whise' must be based 1n part,
on secondary source material .

e 2

E‘ )
Dedijer et al., History of Yugoslavia, p. 632,

3Ibid. "White III" was cancelled on February 8th, after the

‘Italian military authorities in Yuggctqpia protested that it was

9

' January 12, 1943, r315/1294/98

unnecessary and politieally dangerous omasevich The CheSEiks, P. 237.

114 I.Div.’ "Nachtrag Zum Tatigkeitsberichc fueranuar 1943 'Das
Unternehmen Weiss'", January 19, 1943, T315/1294/11. ' :

5"L’c:muasev:tch The Chetniks,, p 236; Hory and Brozat, p 142,
Although the German military authorities in Yugoslavia were plainly :

- displeased by the Italian's deploying Chetnik tréops, they seem to’ have

tolerated the: situation.

e

v £

6Tomasevich, Thelphecniks, p. 236, 24Q. , ;J -,

4

7Milazzo,.p. 117.
8

Bfh. d. Dt. Tr. i. I. "o Befehl fir das Unternehmen Weiss",

o 4

glbidn, 9, |

Orpia. o » LR T

llIbid'v Despite their initial involvement in "Operation White",
neither the 718th Division nor the various Croat}an brigades were
mentioned in the orders outlining operational responsibilities. The'

~ 718th Division, with its headquarters at Sarajevo, was expected to throw

back any Partisan surge toward. the east, while the several Croat an
brigades were to gather at Prijedor and. then march gouth Hory and
Brozat, p. 142 Schraml, p. 132, :

. lechraml p 138 Tito however, contends that Partisan Sdpreme
Headquarters. received information prior‘;o the beginning of "Operation
White' which indicated the Germans were preparing a major. anti-guerrilla
operation. * Tito, p. 132

13

fice for wounded comrades, was .a principle deeply ingraine! in the (n
- Yugoslav " people; The origins of this principle go back to the wars
ht between the Montenegrins and the Turks during the 19th century.

t

“This deep;concern for the wounded was intensified by the Partisans fvom .

the fali of 1941 onward. . As a result, numerous, often 1ngéniously
J ;:/4 / . X

e . 87

Deakiﬁ EmeJ;Ied Mountain, p. 42. The protection of and saeri—.
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RN concealed,\Eartisan field hospitals were' eventually\established in every R
\\\;;. ‘region of . Yugoslavia. Deakin, Embattled Mountain p 38 - : :
| "».l“Ibid., pe bl e :‘

/
.

lsTomasevich The Chetniks, P. 237 Djilas, p 216

16Milazzo \P}»ll7 R ”»€é'_"'\-il oL ,1ifag-‘ .

N

-/,4_'- e { ) . : ) . VQ” .
17Dedijer\et al.” History of. Yugoslavia, p 633 Maclean, p. 170.

-"White 1" was in trouble from the Very beginning as-the main-Partisan.
force, consisting of'five divisions,»was already outside the operation
area. . As soon as’ Tito realized ahother major anti-guerrilla operation

C was in progress, He ordered these units to move in a southeasterly A
'-_direction and clear a path for the other Partisan units seeklng to evade
"enc1rclement. TomaseV1ch The Chetniks, P. 237

l(;: ,~‘-. lSAUty, p 2'54 ‘ -» \ - .‘" w .. ». o
19Tomasevich The Chetniks p. 239. S . \;1
20The totms which were’ captured hf’zie Partlsans durlng late

.

. _Eebruary and}ear}y March were Ostrozac,,Ivan Sedlo, Imetski, Posusje, -
Jablanica, and Dreznlca. DedZJer et al *History of‘YugosLavia ps- §35. L

21DJilas p. 220 Dedijer,. Tito" Speaks p. 190 ‘Djilas claime

o that upon the fall of Prozor, the entire Third Battalion of the 259th
~ Regiment was executed, with only drivers being spared to ‘help move -

. munitions and Partisan wounded DJllas, P- 220 -

AN

22 N\
Ded13er Tito Speaks, p 190. ., oo

23Tomasev:Lch The Chetniks p. 239 o -

o ’24Ibid. !The KonJich garrlson was relnforced durlng the course’ of
" the té&n day attatk by some German and Croatian troops, together with more
~ Chetniks -Todasev1ch The Chetniks, .p. 239,

25Tomasevich The Chetniks p. 239 KTB III/l/l78 On February 22nd
the 2nd Prohgtarian Division captured Jablanica an acqulsltlon of vital
‘ 1mportance to the Partisans-in mid-March ~Auty, p. 255.
c . . - \\ b . .

26Tomasev1ch The Chetniks p.'237

27KTB III1/1/118. The 7l4th DiV1sion, relnforced by elements of the
187th Reserve' Division and Croatian units, was to remain in the "White I"
operation area- and make sure ‘the Partisans .did not try to rebuild
themselves there,, :

. 28Ibid High- level discussrons held in Rome. between the German and
,Italian military during “the last week of February 1943, resulted in
‘Italian.?ssurances of a,greater effort in "White I1"; as well as a promlse
to.disarm all Chetniks in-the Independent State of Croatia once the

 Partisans had been finished off “in "Operation White'. The Italians -also
‘guaranteed to do the same in Montenegro, at a date to be named later,

-
-
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"However, immediafely after the German military representatives had left
" Romeé, the.Italians decided to stall indéfinitely any attempts to disarm :
: ‘the Chetniks i the'Independent State of, Croatia -and declared any such
P ;action in Montenegro to be 1mpossible. Tomasevich The Chetniks, p 237

L ‘ 293y g%é end of February, some 12, 000 to 15 000 Chetniks had. .
e *assembled long the Neretva river from Konjich to Mostadr, and around the
" - towns of Kalinovik and Nevesinje. Although their; parti ip! ion fn
'_"Operatio White" was still uneasily. tolerated by “the fermans) the:
. Chetniks /feared. the-Germins might cross the Neretva gfid move/into’ the
"~ Chetnik. domain of eastern Herzegovina. . In 3n ef for to cal these fears, -
- -Major Jevdjevich,’ the Bosnian Chetnik Commander ma e an. agreement with
the Geéfmans on February 23, 1943, in which" the Germans profised not to-
cross the Neretva and both sides agreed to avoid any “cortact: with each
‘othey. ~ The fact. that this agreement was upheld by . the Germans, o
' according to Jozo Tomasevich "had far more to do with their need - to
preserve good relations with ‘their Italian allies and’ protect the bauxite
. mines around Mostar than it did with keeping‘their promiée\to JevdjeV1ch.

)

. allbid , p. 240, 241, | oy e N
S e 31Tomasevich The Chetniks, P 242‘ e ;' . .
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Ibid Partis;z/historians ‘hail Tito's. order to destr y the if;"
<+ 4 bridges across the. Ne brilliant strategy, yet several former
A highéhnk1ng Pdftisan officefs have since expressed serious-dou ts ‘as to
T Y . the asﬂE’soundness of the seheme”/DJilas believes the actiow did not,v'

fool the Germans for an instant, since crossing the Neretva was the ofily
- way. out\pf the Axis encirclement ring, No available German, sources’ even
mention the\blowing up of the bridges, so it is imp0531ble to discern
-whether they were, in- fact, deceived by the event or not. Djilas, p.
2245 Tomasevich The Chetnlks, ps 242, ‘ o P

33Dedijer, With Tth p 326 f'? oL,
34Tomasevich The Chetniks, p. 262, ¢ : R
. . .

S 35Ded13er, Tito- Speaks, ﬁ. 292 Tomasev1ch "The Chetniks, p-. 242

'y No German source makes even the slightest allusion to ‘this German setback;
s f,~d B 3§Dedijer, Tito Speaks, p. 292. . In the course\of the next few days,

' - this bridgehead was steadily expanded by three Dalmatian and three 'L

ASerbian battalions._ Dedijer et al., History of Yugoslav1a, P- 638 \

37Ded13er With T1to p.»287

38Tomasev1ch The Chetnlks, P. 243

o | 39KTB III/I/203 214 A
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Oberst von" HorStenauv"Aktenvermerk uber Ferngesprich mit Oberst
. Pfafferot am’ Il 3. 1943"' ‘March 11, 1943, T501/267/528: Roberts, p. 107~
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41 According to a report by General Luters dated March 31, 1943
fGerman and Croatian units killed gome ll 915 Partisans, with 616 more
being executed after capture and another 2,506 being taken prisoner
- There are no final tallieg’ of Germa® casualties suffered in "Operation
White', although up to .February 15th German units had sustained 335
\dead -aggd, 101 mlssing Tomasevich, The Chetniks, p. 243; KTB III/1/142.

42U.S. Dept. of the Army; p. 37.

. . " ‘ ‘ . s . .
43K'I‘B II1/1/65. - General Lohr -an Austrian who had been head of

the Austrian Airforce undtil 1938 and served as Chief of Airfleet 4 until
August 1942 was appoin ed Armed Forces Commander Southeast on August 8

» f942 Ny

4Ibid The first German llght 1nfantry d1v1510ns were created in
1937-38 as mobile, partially mechanized units. The name was again used
in late 1940 when several divisions were formed with elements of both
“infantry and mountainEﬁivisions. When the 700-~level divisions in »
Yugoslavia were redesignated as light divisiong, they .were organized along
'the lines of a mountain division but with more motorlzed transport for

-

deployment on flatter terrain. Dav1es, p. 42, 44, . Dept - of the
(Army, ps 37 ' » v g g ‘
45O B. Heeresgr E an Komm. Gen.‘u. Bef, i. Serbien "Ausbau -der

704., 7l4,., 717.; und . 718 I.D. zu Jaeger-Divisionen", March 20, 1943,
T315/243/289 -In the case of the 1l4th Light. Infantry Division, for
~example, the total strength of the unit increased from 4,655 troops on
January 1, 1943 to 9,250 troops by April 21st.. The battle strength of
the d1v151on increased in the same’ period from 3,165 men to 6,056 men.
714 I.D. "Gefechts- -und- Verpflegungsstarken 714. I.D.", January 1, 1943,
T315/1294/84; 114. :Jaeger Div. "Gefechts-und Verpflegungsstarken 114,
Jaeger Div.", April 21, 1943, T315/1294/456 : : .

S 460. B. Heeresgr. E an Komm ‘Gen. u. Bef. i. Serblen "Ausbau der
. 704., 714., 717., u. 718. I.D. zu Jaeger Divisionen", March 30, 1943
T315/1243/289 . o . ) -
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i
Ibid. ) .

. 48th d. dt Tr.i.Kr. an 118 J Div. "O. Befebl,f&r Fall‘Schyarz”
May 6, 1943, T315/1301/561. . s

v 49Tomasevich, The Chetniks, p. 252. =~ '- .
SO0 B. Heeresgr E. "0. Befehl f. Operation Schwarz", May 5, 1943,
T501/250/289 These operation orders are.further evidence of the long-
standing and exaggerated concern which the German High Command had with
the Chetniks. The orders stressed that "in particular the Mihailovich
-staff with all*his aides and liaison officers must be Kunted down and
destroyed." Bfh.d.dt.Tr.i.Kr. an 118 J.Div. "O. Befehl f. Fall Schwarz",
May 6, 1943 'T315/1301/561. : i

CL ' 51O B, Heeresgr E'"Q.vBefehl'f. Operation Schwarz', May 5, 1943,
‘T501/250/278 - . . N
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. . 52th d. dt Tr . ér an 118 J.Div. "O Befehl f. Fall Schwarz
;May 6, 1943, T315/1301/561

53, 54, 55B¢h.d.dt.Tr.1i.Kr. an 118 J.Div. "0. Befehl f. Fall ' =
_-Schwarz", May 6, 1943 T315/1301/562 Tomasevich, The Chetnlks, P. 252
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56Maclean,, p. 180. to C : ) -

' 57Stephen'Clissf6fd, Whirlwind: An Account of Marshall Tito's Rise
to Power . (London: Cregset Press, 1949), p. 150.° -

- ‘SBTo@gséyiEﬁ,.TheFChethiks,;p. 251-252; 118 J. Div. "Div.Bef. Nr.
3", May 25, 1943, T31571301/870 Tomasevich estimates that 117,000 Axis-

and quisling troops took parn,in "Operatlon Black'". Tomasevich, '"Yugoslavia
during WW II", p. 101, ~ S ' ’ . ‘
59O B. Heeresgr. E "O. Befehl f. Operation Schwarz", By 5, 1943,

‘T501/250/29O Bfh.d.dt.Tr.i.Kr. an 118 J.Div. "O. Befehl ’f, Fall Schwarz"
) May 6, 1943, T315/l301/562 ’ : ' . :

Obia., 562h563 , o |
SLipta., 563, - I

»

821454, se4.

63¢rp II1/1/p. 482, It is. not clear just when.the 6lst Bulgarian

R Regiment or the Italian Ferrara or Venezia Divisions began to take part

in "Operatlon Black". The Bulgarians were definitely involved by May 20th,’
'since on that day they merged with the German 724th Regiment to form a
unit de51gﬁated as Battlegroup von Ludwiger. ' The Ferrara and Venezia \3
Divisions weré certainly involved in the operation’ by May 25th. 104 J.

Div. "Fuhrungsstab Kampfgr. v. Ludwiger”, May 20, 1943, T315/1244/277;

118 J. Div. "0. Befehl f. Verengﬂng des Elnschliessungsrlnges”, May 25,
1943, T315/1301/869 R |

- 64§omm.'Gen._u. Bef. i. Serbien an 104 J. Div. "Lageber.f.Zeit 4.-
16. Mai 1943", May 17, 1943, T315/1243/744; U.S. Dept. of the Army, p. 37.

(65R63erts;vp. 121, o T A

. B .
66Dedijer et al., History of Yugoslavia, p. 64l. German estimates
of the total number of Partisans in the operation area were some 15,000
men. Bfh.d.dt.Tr.i.Kr. an 118 J.Div. "O. Befehl f. Fall Schwarz", May 6,
1943, T315/1301/561. ‘ I

67O B. Heeresgr E "O. Befehl f. Fall Schwarz'", May 6, 1943,
_T501/250/279 . German units seem to have been provided with packmules to
carry supplieg’ through the mountainous operation area but many died due .
to exhaustion. 118 J.Div. an Bfh.. '"Tagesm. v. 15.5.1943", May 15, 1943,
‘T315/1301/87. o A IR

68Maclean,,p. 183. 'These,ranger-detachments were dsually small
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units of platoon or company strength made up of young, combat-tested
troops. Due to their small size these units were able to pursue 4
guerrillas into remote. areas. While they seem to have béen influential
in smaller operations, they do not seem.to have been used in numbers
- large enough to effect the résults of largescale anti-guerrilla operations.
while German military records indicate that there were ranger detachments
involved in "Operation Black", there are no indications that their role
had any measurable effect on the final outcome of the operation. U.s.
Army, p. 48; C. Dixon and Otto Heilbrunn, Communist Guerrilla Warfare,
(New York: Frederick Praeger, Publishers), p. 160. G
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70DediJer With Tito, P. 319

Livid., p. 324,

72Auty, p. 257.

‘ 73Clissford P- 150

74118vJ.D1v. an -Bfh. “Tagesm. v. 22.5.1943", T315/1301/108; Clissford,
p. 150. ' > ' S ‘

75Clissford p‘ 150,

. 76th d.dt.i.Kr., "Operationsplan f die Vereng. d. Einschliess.
May 25, 1943; T3lS/1301/869
77Ib1d 869~ 870 By ‘Iay 30th Battlegroup von Ludwiger@ the lst
Mountain Divislon were advancing still closer toward the Part®san rear up
to the line Bitine-(7 kilometers southeast of Zabljak) Savnik.
Tatigkeitsbericht der 104 J.Div., "Darstellung der Ereignisse', May 30,
" 1943, T315/1244/187. C

v Bbid.e - _
: 79118 J.Div. an Bfh. "Tagesm v. 29 5.1943", May 29, 1943, T315/
1301/146¢ -When MaJor—General Kiibler, Commander of the 118th Division,
was asked by General L8ters why the division had not advancéd up to the
Piva river nor blocked it from the beginning, Kiibler declared it had not
Been possible because of serious' and growing supply problems with the
entire 738th Regiment. 118 J.Div. ‘an Bfh., '""Tagesm. v.1.6.1943", June
1, 1943, T315/1301/162- 163 o L

. 80118 -J.Div. an Bfh. "Tagesm. v. 1.6.1943", June l,~1943, T315/
1301/160 161. . - e , ‘ - _

81
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1118 . Div , "Divisionsbefehl Nr. 11", June 1, 1943, T315/1302/12.

8-118-J.Div.ran Bfh., ”Tagesm. v. 1.6.1943, June l,'l943,!T315/
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85ll8 J.Piv. and th " "Werluste der 118:J.Div.", June' 5, 1943,
T3l5/1302/173 : ' :

) 86 6118 J Div. an Bfh. "Tagesm. v. 2.6.1943%, June 2, 1943, T315/
'1301/170. . ,
«
87

118 J.Div. an Bfh., "Tagesm. v. 10.6.1943", June 10, 1943;
T315/1301/210. Unsuccessful breakout attempts by weak Partisan groups
continked in the Tjentiste area until at least June 13th. KTB III/I1/622.

88 hraml, p. S51; KTB II1/1/623.

89118 J.Div. an. Bfh., '"Tagesm. v. 13.6.1943”,'?&?e 13, 1943,

T315/1301/234; KTB III/I/642

-~

90Cllssford, p. 153; Schraml p 51. - ' <

ngritlsh observe' Frederick Deakln claims that out of 498 prisoners.
taken by the lst Mountain Division during 'Operation Black', 411 were -
shot., prever, Deakin does not reveal where he obtained these figures,
nor does any other scholar substantiate his statement. Deakin, Embattled
Mountain, p. 31. :

.

92118 J.piv. an Bfh. "Tagesm. v. 15.6.1943", June 15, 1943, T315/
- 1301/248. ‘ : _ ) :

93Deakin, Embattled Moumtain, P. 31.
‘94KTB I11/1/638. The German 118th Div151on appears to have borhe
the brunt of Partisan attacks. dutlng "Operation -Black". The division *

suffered 262 dead, 676 wounded, and 130 missing. 118 J.Divw "Erfahrungs-
bericht'", June 16, 1943; T3L§[;BOZLAZ4.

95Donlag1ch et al, p. 126\ The German 1st Mouﬂtain Division was
also dlspatched to Greece .in June 1943. »

96Roberts, p.- 145. By October 1943, sik out of some thirteen B
. German or German-led divisions had to be deployed as. security forces for
coastal defense. XTB III/II/1178\

' 97R1ch p. 286 U.S. Dept - of the Army,‘p. 42, On the same day,
Hitler also called for the establlshment of a new post, Military Commander
_Southeast (Wilitﬁrbefehlshaber Sldost), who would be responsible for
overseeing the German military governments in Serbia and Greece; the
German plenipotentiary in Croatia; and the territories of Greece,
'‘Montenegro, and Albania, ‘occupied by the Italians., General -Hans Gustav-
Felber was later appointed to this position. Rich Py 286.
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- ‘ 98On December 8, 1942 General Lohr's rank of Armed Forces Commander-
for the Southeast was ralsed to that of Supreme Commander Southeast, and
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the German units in the Southeast theeker redesign&ted as ”Army Group E".

The units deployed in Yugoslavia did not“constipute an Army, however.

There is speculation that the redesignatio \mafpﬁave resulted from

German desires to achieve the same ranking as the Italian forces in the
¢ region U.S. Dept. of the Army, p. 35.

. 99Mueller—Hillebrand 111, p. 119.

lOOThe’lOOth Light Infantry Division and the 297th Infantry Division
were newly-created divisions which bore the numbers of two German units

which had perished at the Battle of Stalingrad.

lOlNo tank divisions were involved in this transfer nor was the 2nd
. Tank Army to have any armoured divisions in Yugoslavia. Kiszling, p. 197;
U.S. Dept. of the .Army, p. 65. : : :
+102 ‘

German units temporarily deployed in Yugoslavia were the 4th S$S

. Panzer Grenadier Division "Netherland', the 1lth SS Panzer Grenadier
Division '"Viking', the 44th nfantry Division, and the Armoured Divisions
"Adolf Hitler" and "Hermann Goering'. Les Systemes D'Occupation En
" Yugoslavie 1941-1945 ed. Petat BraJov1ch et al., "Information on the
* People's Liberation War in Yu%zslaV1a”, p. 12- 13

;‘“ié o 103The lst Cossack Division, later 4§ hecome a corps, was commanded
‘ﬁ' by Lieutenant-General Helmuth ,von Pannwitz, who was deeply sympathetlc
to the Cossack dreams of%¥a Russia free from Communism,

104

Lo,

Schraml, p. 74; U.S. Dept. of the grmy, p. 44, : 3
105Miiazzo, p. 162. |

106IQmesevich, The Chetniks, p. 398.

’ 107Ihene is ‘a. great deal of :«discrepancy among scholars over what

' constitutes the sixth major German anti-guerrilla operation. Most of the
differences stem from the fact that a series of anti-guerrilla operations -
was carried out between December 1943 and January 1944. For the purposes
of this study, which is concerned with the period from 1941 to 1943, the

" two ‘largescale anti-guerrilla operatigns carried out in December 1943
("Operation Fireball™ (Kugelblitz) and '"Opérafion Snowstorm'" (Schneesturm))
will be considered the components of what 1s broadly ‘termed the sixth
maJor anti-guerrilla operations b

lOsRendulic pP. 197. Tito had his headquarters at Jajce and was,
therefore outside the zone of the forthcomlng operatlon Rendulic,
©197. .
' ' logSéhraml, p. 75. \\\\\\\\\:\\\
‘ 110 ‘

Tomasevich, The<Chetniks, p. 398 The remaining.light divisions
in Yugoslavia, the 1l4th and 118th Divisions, were deployed ifd other
anti-guerrilla operations during the latter part of December.

| lllThere are few German mllltary records which deal with operations
M"Fireball" or "Snowstorm" , except for pre-operation directives. However,
‘General Rendulic's memoirs, together with other secondary source
material, shed at least some light,on what. transp%ped during these tyo

t
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operations.

112KTH III/11/1372.

Pkt o

: llaln late 1943, the Americans and British airlifted some 4,000
Partisans out of Yugoslavia for medical attention. Foot, p. 197.

llARendulic, P. 2064

V3erB 111/11/1354.

——— e ettt 2.

ll6Ibid.

ll7Rendulic, pd 209.. . . o,

118Ibid.

. lngiszling, p. 201

120, 0p IIT/T11/1367.

lZlTomasevich, The Chetniks, p. 398.
1221414,
© 123

KTB III/II/1384. At the same time "Operation Stiowstorm" was
taking placeﬂ*thé‘cerman XVth Mountain Corps started a series of
largescale anti-guerrilla operations against Partisan units in northern
and western Bosnia, Dalmatia, and Croatia. Tomasevich, The Chetniks,
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'bnlonne,last major anti-guerrilla éperation was launched in 1944,
yét it was certainly the most imaginative of all, "Operation Knight's
Move" (Rasselsgrung) began at 7:00 a.m. on May 25, 1944, when a battalion
of 650 Cerman phracroopers and 40 gliders syddenly descended on Tito's |
headquarters at Drvar, while German and quisling’ground support units -
moved in from Bihac,“Banja Luka, and Liyno.l A ferocious battle ensued
in which the Partisans sustained séme 6,000 casualties, with German
los;es being minute by cdmparison.2 The German and'quigling units alsq
séized considerable wari?ooty and‘ngarly captﬁ;ed Tito, whO'escaped-by
clambering u§ ;he cliffs above his cave headquarters.3 Héwever, this
was to be the last tiﬁevthe Germans were able to rally their forces for
‘a largescale anti-guerrilla operation. By the late summer of 1944, their
strainea manpower feserves forced them increasingly on the defensi;e
against the Pértisans, who were now, beginning to fight as regular army
units. |

They now had many larger units equipped with either
Western Allied or captured arms, and were able to call
for Allied air support on high-priority basis and
delivery of ammunitions by air from Allied bases.4

On September 22, 1944, the first units of the Soviet Union's Third
UkrainiAn Front entered northeastern Serbia, and by October 18th a
combined Soviet and Yugoslav Partisan force had pressed the Germans
~ into evacﬁating'Belgrade.5 - The units of Army‘Groups E and F, together
‘wiﬁh large numbers of Cbetniks,_Serbian auxiliaries, Croatian soldiers,
and individual civilian duislings, withdrew toward the northwest. |

Throughout the remainder of 1944 and early 1945, the Germans were able

to maintain control over the main road and railway lines through the

96
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Sandzak and Bosnia to Brod and Zagreb.6 Howeve{, by the time the
German Army surrendered on May 8, 1945, their units were fighting in the
area south of Zagreb.7

The fate of those who commapded German forcés in Yugoslavia; many
of whém were former Austro-Hungarian officers, depended on who apprehended
them; General L&hr and six other'subordinate offiheﬁs, most notably
Major-General Josef Kibler (a former commander of.the 118th Division),

Major—Gehefal Fritz Neidholdt (Commander of the 369th Croatian (Legion)

Divisign), Brigadefihrer und General Major der Waffen SS August

chmidhuber (thg commander of the 7th SS Prinz Eugen Division from
January to May 1945) and Lieutenant General Johann Fortner (former
¢

Commander of thé 118th Divis;an) were captured by Yugoslav Partisang iq
May 1945. On éébruary 6, 1947, a Yugoslav military court sent LShr to
the firing squad and his six subordinates were hanged.‘8 Former Cohmanding
Genera%iof German Forces/}n Croatia, General-Rudolph Liters, who had
served briefly as Coﬁmanégr of the 15th Mﬁuptain Corps from August to

, , . j '
October 1943 (before‘being retired in 1944), was. taken prisoner by the
Soviets and died while in théir custody in_1945.

Those officers who fell into the-haﬁdsvof the Western Allies fared
somewhat better. Field Marshal von Weiths was arrested after the war
but. released in November 1948 for health reasons. he died near Cologne
on September 27, 1954, General Qon Glaise-Horstenau, who had served as
Plenipgﬁentiafy General 'in Croatia unﬁil his\retirement in August 1944,
committed suicide on July 20, 1946, while in American custody. Dﬁring
the course.of th& Nuremburg trials, two fgrmer Armed.Forces Commanders

Southeast, Field,Marsﬁié Wilhelm List and General Walter Kuntze, were each

senfenced to life imprisonmént (List was freed on Christmas Day 1952);

’
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General Lothar Rendulic received a twenty year sentence but was released

at the end of 1952; and Canéral Hubert Lanz, former Commander of the lst

Mountain Division, was given twelve years in prison.9 " -
The inability of the Axis and quisling units ln Yugoslavia to

destroy insurgents in the six major anti-guerrilla operations from 1941
-
to 1943, abdyprevent the growth of insurrection generally, cannot b

blamed on any éne Axis or quisling participant. Nor should the Partisans
receive Loo mu credit for what transpired. The responsibility for the
failure of these anti-guerrilla operations, and the eventual downfall of
Axis and quisling-occupied Yugoslavia, must be shared by bccupiers and
insurgengs alike. T

The German Army made seri@us mistakes in their general response to
‘mounting insurgency in Yugosiavia from 1941 to 1943. To begin with, the
Germans fhpbsed a h;rsh occupationvsystem over much of Yugoslavié withOQt
providing the necessary manpower to support it.lo No better example of
German excessiveness exists than Ehe extreme number of hostages executed
in reprisal for every German seldier killed or wounded. Although intended

to make the local population submissive and obedient, these reprisal

»

measures only further inflamed the hatred of the Yugoslav people for =

their occupiers, and provided more recruits for the ranks of the Partisans.
¢

Certainly no ogcupation army can allow attacks on its troops to g0 un-
challenged, but the Germans might have fared better had they been more

just in their response to attacks on their troops, and if they had made

'

some serious attempts to gain the trust and support of the largely peasant
population of Yugoslavia. A second factor which,acted against the

containment of insurgency in Yugeslavia was the stubborn insistence of

\

the German High Command to continue to depend on a nucleus of four under-

sized divisions with'overaged,’undertrained; and poorly equipped troops

!
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to stem thHe mounting tide of {naurrection, To 1ts credit, the Cerman
High Command eventually did commit some ¢rack Cerman units to the battle
[ 4

against iﬁsu;gency, but they were never kept in the couhtry long enough
<

. to ensure that effective control was restored, However, from the High
Command's persp;ctiva, rebellfon in Yugoslavia was only a minor annoyance
wheA compared to the emerging military catastrophe on the Eastern Front,

The German respousibility for che.failure of the major anti-
guerri.l’la operations lies, aside from deploving poor qualﬂ troops, in
their serious unMerestimation of the Partisans' tactical skill, which,

in turn, led to their failure in studying the enemy's methods, Much of

this was due to the Cerman High Command's relative inexperience in the

N\

field of counter-insurgency. As a result,

They did not supply their. troops at that time with
some sort of blueprint for anti-partisan warfare,
which would set out the advisible tactidal methods
adapted to the various possibilities in band war-
fare. The troops, being left to their own devices
in«this fight, were like an army without a field
manual. They had to improve their battle technique
and their success remained limited.ll

A prime example of how slow the Germans adapted their tactics to
suit those of the enemy was in t%eir use of encirclement in five.ogt of
the seven major anti-guerrilla opérations carried out in Yugoslavia.
While encirclement proved to be an effective taétié in medium-sized
énti-guerrilla operations bver a relatively small’area, it seldom proved

. _ -
successful when used as the basis of a largescale anti-guerrilla
operation.12 Troops engaged in such an operation over greater distances
and varying terrain could not always advance at the same speed, and gaps
were created in the ring which the enemy could escape through.l3 This

serious drawback in the use of the encirclement tactic on a large scale

was clearly illustrated in both major anti-guerrilla operations of 1942,

Y
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and yet the Cermays continued to use the same tactic in even bigger.
operations {n 1943, Only {n 1944, with "Operation Knight's Move", did
{ . '

the Germans finally employ different tactics, but by then it was far
’

too late. " |

Responsihility for the Axis fatlure to suppress {nsurgency must
also rest with Germany's Axis occupation partners and thalr quisling
supporrers. The Bulgarian units deployed in occupation duty {n Serbia
appear to have carried out their responsibilities qhiite well until the
end of 1943, when increasing aumbers of Communist-indoctrinated troops .

. )

began to desert td join the ?arci§ans. Those Bulgarian forces who played
minor roles in "Operations White and Black' seem to have performed thefr
assignments in a fairly competent, if unspectacular, manner. However,
.the same cannot be said of [talian units in YugSSIAVia, who had already
demonstrated clear signs of war-weariness and aahchy by early 1942,
Their plodding and unenthusiastic performances allowed the Partisggg to
escape from converging encirclement rings in the second, third, and
fourth major anti-guerrilla operations. However, these Italian forées
were somewhat more effective 'in carrving out basic occupation duties, and,
in fact, were under more pressure from insurgents than the Germans were
in their occupation area in Serbia, since much of the mountainous Italian,
occupation territory was a haven for guerrilla fighters.'l4

Most of the éroatian and Serbian quisling units Jeployed in the
fight against insurgents, and in the major anti—guerrillq‘operations in
particular, éere generally ineffective,. .Aﬁ impdrgant exception to this
was the 369th- Croatian (Legion) Divis;bn, which carried out respdnsible

tasks in both "Operations White and Black' and apparently did an adequate

job. Ustasha units were also undoubtedly fierce fighters against



- guerrillas but through their widespread and savage atrocities they
drove scores of Serbs into the arms of the Partisans. The Germans, to -
B their credit, often worked hard to suppress these acts of brutality by

: ithe Ustasha."'15 In essence, the non-German Axis and quisling units in

;f‘_Xugoslavia ‘were. greatly inferior even to the German light infantry R ;-“

o

'ndivisions and, therefore, were of very little value in the fight_against

;"'1nsurgency.__ [ ;,-',' SR . _'f S “_ N o pg f-‘ o

Recognition for the " Axis lack of success 1n battling insurrection
-y must also be given to the Partisans, who, during. the course of the years .

‘1941 to l943, came' to pose . an increasingly serious malitary and political

":'threat to Axis end qui%ling dominance of Yugoslavia Longstanding German

‘fears that the Chetniks were a serious pOlltlcal threat never had a basis

"Ein reality The Chetniks were staunch monarchists whose 1mage of postwar

*’
X

‘ Yugoslavia genbrally differed little from prewar- reality, except that
: Serbia would play an even more dominant role in Yugoslav life than before.
i This perception of YugoslaV1a had however, alienated most non-Serbian

Yugoslavs before the Axis 1nva51on. On the other hand the Partisans
_ offered equality to all Yugoslav ethnic ‘groups within the framework of-a
- : . i
socialist-system of government; Wthh along w1th'the1r aCtive fight

-

- against the Ax1s and quisling occupier brought them a great many more

. supporters than ‘the Chetniks

~

Wost of the Partisans’ military and political success must be
credited to their Communist leadership. Fitzroy Maclean best describes -
'~their crucial role 1n»the Partisan resistance movement when he writes

- In guerrilla war, ideas matter more than material
o resources. Few ideas equal Communism in strength
in persistence, in 1n51aiousness, in its power
- over the individual. ' The Communist leaders furnished
Partisans with the singleness of purpose, the ruth- A
less determination, and merciless discipline, without R



va_“ B ) 1

-which they cgluld not have.survived;vstill4less o /
' their object 16 . _ ' -’_ -

.Clearly the most important and vital member of this Communist leadership
was Josip Broz Tito. In Tito, says Walter Laqu&yr, "they had a great‘

‘political and military leader, imperturbable a man of iron will, a true

Voo
:.believer, yet not a fanatic, a civilian with an uncanny military instinct."l7

.Yet,despite this outstanding leadership, the Partisans-tould never)have

c K~ ,‘__._/
defeated thg’Axis and quisllng forces without the direct jhtervention of
. N 4 , A
-the Sov1et Army during. the fall of 1944 and certainly, the Germans could .

/

have effortlessly anpihilated-the Partisan movement had they not been
"fighting on other fronts. However the Partisan accompllshments were
still considerable. ,Through their use of guerrilila tactics such‘as

‘harassing enemy supply, lines, carrying out sudden attacks on small enemy
; f . K3 B
formations, creating so-called "liberated tgrritories" where the Axis =

had no réal control, and ewading enemy frontal‘assaults, the Partisans
- succeeded in»keeping the Axis and duisliné forces off balance for much

of the war. . o : i e
_ . W

’ Keeping in'mind the.German Hiéh Commandas view of Yugoslavia aspa'
"minor war theater,‘it wguld‘be_unrealistic to‘suggest that theFCermans |
might have‘achieVed victory overxthe Partisbns'by pouring‘in,crack German‘
:unltsAto back up the harshest means necessary to this end. However. an

examlnatlon of the maJor anti -guerrilla operations between 1941 to 1943

AN
?

' p01n¢s out an important lesson which might have given the Germans a

\
(

greater. advantage in their battle against the Partisans Thls lesson‘was.
~ the v1tal impoLtance of mobllity in both guerrilla and ant1 guerrilla

operations. The dec1sive role of mOblllty in antl—guerilla warfare had

already been p01nted out to the German ngh Command in. mld 1942 when the

unidentified Chief of Army Pollce engaged in flghting Sov1et partisans

..



\

\

wrote a_report_ihiﬁhich;he stated -

'The main ¢onclusion to be drawn from the exXperience

. collected in various largescale actions is that
”troopsﬁnust be-as mobile as pessible and that.an
'efflcient reconnaissance organlzation be established 18

However, in YugoslaVi ,‘"Operation Black" nas the first and only major

antl-guerrilla operatio in which the Germans deployed smal% moblle

-

forward units called ranger detachments The effectiveness of these

’

‘units was llmited because, as TltO expiained to Frederick Deakin in

1967 "German forward units were always preesing behind the Yugoslavs

and could never move with speed in self-contained columns to attack the
. o 19| . o

[

" Partisan forces from the rear." Whether more widespread use of
: . : pr

'highly>n6hile and specitally-trained German units might have changed the

outcome of insurgency is’difficult'to say. However, the encirclement

operation was'clearly;not_the1answer, despite the number of enemy

_casualties it inflicted.

"Warlwere'caught'in.the\unenviable'position of having tqfstruggle against )

1

" "difficulties were compounded by the low ouality”and st ity

J ' The German units stationed_in'YquSIavia during'the'Second World

&

"insurgency whlle dealing‘with the‘chaos resulting from civil'war,‘ Thesg;f

/

Pmshs of man
s d

~ ot s

'German'divisions in Yugoslavia and the 1nfer10r nature of the-vast

maJorlty of- allled and quisllng forces With'all these handicaps it is‘

not s0 surprlslng that the Germans and - their supporters eventually lost

o control in Yugoslavia but, rather, how they were able to malntain thelr

~

!

hold for as long as they did.
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" NOTES FOR CONCLUSION R

lMilazzo, p. 170; U.s. Dept. of the’ Army, p. 65. The ground troops
consisted of parts of the 1lst Mountain Division and Brandenburg Division,
the 202nd Tank ' Regiment and numerous Croatian troops. g
- 2Wolff P 228; Macksey, p. 170.
3Wolff p. 228. After this close call Tito was flown by the
British to the Dalmatian island of Vis, where he set up his headquarters
under their protection ‘ . .

4Tomasevich,‘”Yugoslavia during WW II", p. 106.

Tomasevich, The Chetniks, pgrQiB.

6R1ch p. 282. By March 1, 1945, the lléth and 117th Light
Infantry Divisions were the only" former 700~ level div1510ns stlll .in the
Southeastern theater. . F ' \ -

lbid On March 22, 1945 General L8hr was reapp01nted ‘Supreme
Commander Southeast and Field Marshal von Weichs, whom Hitler felt was too
‘old to command, was placed in the reserves. Richard Brett-Smith,
~Hitler's Generals (Lpndon Ospréy Publishing Ltd.), 1976), p. 172;.
KTB 1V, IV/l/ll9l S R Tl

. 8Schraml p 297.- of even greater signific nce to the Partisans
than the capture of General LShr was the apprehension and .trial of

. Draza Mihailovich in June and July 1946. He was found guilty of high
treason and executed ‘on July 17, 1946, ° v g o -

.~91bid.,'p. 296—297.

lOWIilazzo, p 183

~

llDixon and Heilbrunn p. l3l

12U S: War Department ‘Technical Manual Handbook on German Military
- Forces (Washington United States Government Printing Services,. 1945,
" Reprint 1970), p. 52. A : C

Brbid.

14Milazzo pP. 58' .
e l,ﬁerman troops were expressly ordered on at least one occasion by
~the Cbmmander in Serbia, General Paul Bader,. that "perpetrated-and
. f
-7 attempted - ‘cruelties by members of the allied troops are to ‘be punished
fﬂ instantly. by. the severest means\pOSSible " . Der Komm. Gen, ~i. Serbien
LI "Richtlinien fur die Operatlonen 1n\Bosn1en , April'IO 1942 /T501/2507391.

16Maclean, P. 331

i
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_17Laqueur, p. 216,
18 .. .o :
Dixon and Heilbrumn, p. 125,

19

Déa%in, Eﬁbattied'Mountain, p. 97.
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