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Na uvod 7

NA UVOD

Keby sme si mali v rychlosti vybavit’ v mysli rok, ktory bol pre vyvoj a vysledok
II. svetovej vojny rozhodujuci, asi by nas napadol rok 1943. Uskuto¢nili, resp. skoncili sa
v nom prelomové bitky tejto vojny ako Stalingrad ¢i Kursk. Znamenali koniec nemeckej
dominancie a naopak zagiatok ispesného postupu Cervenej armady na rozhodujiicom vy-
chodnom fronte. Bol to tiez rok kapitulacie a neskorsej zmeny bojujicich stran v Talian-
sku, ¢im vojnuveduce krajiny Osi stratili jeden zo svojich hlavnych pilierov.

Pri blizSom pohl'ade na dejiny tejto vojny si vSak uvedomime, Ze na vojenské, ale
tiez uz aj na politické udalosti v Eur6pe, bol bohatsi rok 1944. Udiali sa v iom najvac-
Sie a najuspesnejsie ofenzivne operacie Spojencov ako vylodenie v Normandii a oslobo-
dzovanie zapadnej Eurdpy, ¢i operacia Bagration a sovietsky postup do strednej Eur6-
py a na Balkan. Zaroven sa odohrali aj rozhodujuce vojensko-politické akcie odboja ¢i
dovtedajsich nemeckych satelitov — Varsavské povstanie, Slovenské narodné povstanie,
rumunsky prevrat, prechod Bulharska ¢i Finska na stranu Spojencov a pod. Na vychod-
nych i zapadnych uzemiach, oslobodenych od nemeckych armad, sa zacal vytvarat’ novy
povojnovy Zivot, zbaveny nacizmu, faSizmu, rasizmu ¢i autoritarstva. Najma v Sovietmi
oslobodenych/obsadenych krajinach v8ak automaticky neznamenal navrat k predvojno-
vym politickym poriadkom a Struktiram, ¢i k demokracii. Uz v roku 1944 sa totiz polozili
prvé zaklady pre neskorsSie rozdelenie kontinentu na prodemokraticky zapadnu a proso-
vietsku (komunistick) vychodnt Eurdpu.

Prave s ohl'adom na nedocenite'ny vyznam roku 1944 pre dejiny Slovenska a Eu-
ropy, pitdesiatdva autorov zo Ceska, Izraela, Nemecka, Pol'ska, Slovinska, Spojenych
Statov americkych, Srbska a Slovenska sa rozhodlo spracovat’ problematiku klacovej
udalosti modernych slovenskych dejin — Slovenského narodného povstania, v kontexte
dobového eurdpskeho vyvoja. Nimi pripravené kapitoly pontkaji pohlad na najdole-
zitejSie vojenské, politické, hospodarske, kultirne a celospolocenské udalosti, procesy
1 osobnosti, ktoré pred sedemdesiatimi rokmi hybali Slovenskom a Eurdépou. Slovensky
Citatel’ ma tak jedine¢ni moznost’ stretniit’ sa v tejto publikacii nie iba s domacou pro-
venienciou a percepciou slovenskej vojnovej a povstaleckej reality, ale moze nazriet’ aj
do vyvoja, ktory prebiehal v susednom Pol'sku, ¢eskych krajinach, tzemiach byvalej
Juhosléavie a podobne. Okrem toho ma jedine¢nti moznost’ konfrontovat’ ,,;nase vnimanie
,»hasich* narodnych dejin s pohladom zahrani¢nych historikov.

Predkladand kniha je vSak interesantnd aj z toho pohl'adu, ze sa snazi uchopit’ tému
Slovenského narodného povstania a diania vo vtedajSej vojnovej Europe aj z inych, ako
iba Cisto historickych perspektiv. Ponika pohlad politologov, skima vyuZivanie a zne-
uzivanie problematiky Slovenského narodného povstania po skonéeni vojny, ale tiez jeho
percepciu v spolo¢nosti a historiografii po¢as komunistického rezimu i po roku 1989,
doma i v exile.
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RESUME

Europe in the year 1944
(sketch of military-political trends in the semifinal year of war)

If we call the year 1943 the turning point in World War II, we can define the year
1944 as confirmation of Allies domination, the year of the biggest Allied offensives
(Bagration, Overlord...), which deprived Hitler of almost all his territorial gains during
the war. In connection with Allied proceedings and vision of total German defeat in near
future, political solutions started to be more frequent than only military ones — uprisings
in Warsaw and in Slovakia, coup d‘état in Romania and Bulgaria, successful and unsuc-
cessful untying from the alliance with Berlin in Finland and Hungary.

The year 1944 ended with the break of Allied troops near German borders to take
breath for final impact against Germany. At the end of the year 1944 Hitler was not suc-
cessful with the last unexpected desperate attempt to force the Allies to separate negotia-
tions with counteroffensive in Ardennes. The last phase of Hitler’s war adventure waited
for Germany and the Allies already prepared post-war settlement of defeated Germany
and creation of new post-war structure of international relations. The shadow of one war
did not disappear over Europe and new cloud of the other ideological war of Great Pow-
ers appeared.
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FRONT BEZ FRONTOVYCH LiNIi.
JUHOSLAVIA A BALKAN V ROKU 1944

DMITAR TASIC

Pocas roka 1944 sa na Balkane odohrali zdsadné politicko-vojenské udalosti, ktoré
predznamenali koniec vojny a tieZ poukazali na fakt, ze balkansky front zavisel na pod-
pore Spojencov a ich planovania. V tomto roku sa organizovanému odporu juhoslovan-
skych komunistov, t. j. Narodno-oslobodzovacej armade Juhoslavie (NOAJ) podarilo zis-
kat’ medzindrodné uznanie. Na druhej strane stal monarchisticky odpor — Cetnické hnutie
vedené Drazom Mihailovi¢om, resp. Juhoslovanské vojsko vo vlasti (JVV). Toto utrpelo
pocas tohto obdobia vojenské aj politické pordzky a upadlo do stagnacie.

Tomuto predchadzali udalosti roku 1943, pocas ktorych sa udiali kI'icové momenty
suvisiace so spojeneckymi vitazstvami v bitke pri El Alameine v severnej Afrike a v Sta-
lingrade na vychodnom fronte. Zaciatkom roku 1943 sa Balkan a Juhoslavia stali dole-
zitymi v spojeni s moznym vylodenim spojeneckych vojsk a vytvorenim druhého frontu
v Europe. Po spojeneckom vylodeni v severnej Afrike sa velitelia Osi obavali podobného
scenara ako v prvej svetovej vojne, t. j. vytvorenim nového frontu v Salonike.!

Aby sa pripravili na mozné vylodenie, tak sa nemecké juhovychodné velenie roz-
hodlo podniknut’ rozsiahle vojenské operacie proti juhoslovanskym partizdnom. Hlavnou
ulohou bolo zlikvidovat’ Juhoslovanski narodnooslobodzovaciu armadu, ktora by poma-
hala spojencom, a tym zabezpecit’ tylové postavenia proti prepadom.

Na zaciatku roku 1943 zautocili lepSie vyzbrojené a vycvicené jednotky Nemcov,
Talianov a ustaSovcov na slobodné uzemie v zapadnej Bosne, Like, Kordune a Dalmé-
cii pod krycimi nazvami ,,Weiss I a ,,Weiss II*. Priblizne 20 000 partizanov zacalo
ustupovat’ na vychod smerom na Hercegovinu. Ich pohyb bol spomalovany priblizne
3500 zranenymi. Napriek sile protivnika sa jednotkdm NOAJ podarilo uniknut’ obkl'a-
Ceniu a dosiahnut’ rieku Neretva na zaciatku marca.? Po GspeSnom prebiti sa na lavy
breh Neretvy hlavnou silou NOAJ dostalo hnutie cetnikov zasadna ranu.® To znacilo
koniec bitky o Neretvu.

Vojenské velenie Osi trvalo na zlikvidovani NOAJ a preto pripravilo novit operaciu
»Schwarz, ktorej sucastou bolo aj neutralizovanie cCetnickych sil. Pre Nemcov boli ¢etnici
nebezpecni, pretoze predstavovali spojenecku silu ktora mohla robit’ problémy pri vylode-
ni, takZe vykonali preventivnu akciu a odzbrojili ich sily v Hercegovine a Ciernej Hore.

1 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988, p. 241.

2 Ibidem, p. 245.

3 RAICEVIC, Pero: Prodor Udarne grupe divizija u dolinu Neretve i Rame i razbijanje italijanske
divizije ,,Murde”. In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik,5/1952, p.33; LATAS, Branko: Cetnici u borbama protiv
Operativne grupe divizija NOV Jugoslavije u dolini Neretve (februar-mart 1943).In:Vojnoistorijski glas-
nik,3/1982, p. 143.
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Podl'a Nemcov toto malo zabranit’ moznej spolupraci medzi partizanmi a ¢etnikmi a spo-
jeneckymi silami v pripade vylodenia na Balkéane.*

Jednotky NOAJ sa poCas mdja a juna 1943 dostali pod koncentrovany utok vyse
100 tisicovych vojsk Osi v oblasti Durmitor, Vuéev, Magli¢ a Volujak na hraniciach me-
dzi Hercegovinou a Ciernou Horou. Po¢as bojov na Sutjeske medzi 15. majom a 15. jinom
stratili partizani 7000 vojakov (jednu tretinu sil). Napriek tomu sa nepriatel'ovi nepoda-
rilo naplnit’ primarny ciel’ — zlikvidovanie NOAJ, ked’Ze sa vicSine jednotiek podarilo
z obkl'i¢enia uniknut’.’

V prvej polovici roku 1943 sa NOAJ podarilo prekonat’ najvicsie vyzvy od jej vzni-
ku. V kratkom ¢ase obnovili svoje straty a ziskali dolezité vitazstva. Partizanske hnutie
tymto prekonalo svoje najt’azsie chvile od svojho vzniku — operacii ,,Weiss* a ,,Schwarz*,
resp. bitky na Neretve a Sutjeske.

V lete 1943 sa Spojenci vylodili na Sicilii, ¢o viedlo ku kapitulacii Talianska. V sep-
tembri 1943 NOAJ odzbrojila vel’ké mnozstvo talianskych jednotiek a ziskala velké uze-
mia v Istrii, Dalmacii, SandZaku, Ciernej Hore, Hercegovine a Macedonsku, ktoré boli
predtym kontrolované Talianmi.® To viedlo k zvySeniu poctu existujucich partizanskych
sil a tiez doslo k vytvoreniu novych.” Vsetky tieto udalosti samozrejme neunikli pozor-
nosti zapadnych Spojencov, predovsetkym Britov, ktori tu mali aj svoje vojenské misie.
Pocas roku 1943 urobili ddlezité rozhodnutie, a to tym, ze zacali poméhat’ partizanom.
Velenim britskej vojenskej misie v Juhoslavii bol povereny brigddny general Fitzroy
MacLean v septembri 1943, ¢o znamenalo de facto uznanie NOAJ.®

Po kapitulacii Talianska doslo k postupnej reorganizacii NOAJ z partizanskej na re-
gularnu armadu aj v spojeni s tym, Ze pocet jej prislusnikov sa postupne nasobil. Len po-
Cas roka 1944 dostali od Spojencov 100 000 pusiek, 50 000 gul'ometov, 138 minometov,
324 000 minometnych grandtov, 636 000 ru¢nych granatov, vel'ké mnozstvo municie,
700 radiostanic, 175 000 uniforiem a 260 000 parov obuvi. Velku ulohu tieZ zohrava-
la spojeneckd letecka podpora. Blizkost” spojeneckych letisk umoZziiovala zasobovanie
NOAI na pravidelnej baze. Taktiez bola NOAJ podporovana letecky pocas bojov a znac-
né mnozstvo ranenych bolo odtransportovanych letecky. To umoziiovalo vol'nost’ ma-
névrovania pre jednotky NOAJ a jej raneni dostavali ti najlepsiu starostlivost’.’

V rovnakom case sa velenie NOAJ rozhodlo vykonat’ kroky k vytvoreniu jej vlast-
nych spravnych organov — od miestnych ndrodnooslobodzovacich vyborov az po naj-
vysSiu — Antifasistickl radu narodného oslobodenia Juhoslavie (Antifasisticko Vece
Narodnog Oslobodenja Jugoslavije - AVNOJ). V dedine Jajce v zdpadnej Bosne doslo
v novembri 1943 k druhému stretnutiu AVNOJ. Pocas tohto stretnutia doslo k uzneseniu,
ze velenie NOAJ vybuduje povojnovi Juhoslaviu na novom federativnom a republikan-
skom zaklade. Bola vytvorena aj nova vlada s nazvom Narodny vybor pre oslobodenie
4 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988, p. 247.

5 Ibidem, p. 255.

6  IVETIC, Velimir: Dejstva jedinica narodnooslobodilacke vojske Jugoslavije u Hrvatskom primorju, Gor-
skom Kotaru, Kordunu, Lici i Baniji u vreme i posle kapitulacije Italije, septembra 1943. In: Vojnoistorijski
glasnik,2/1985, p. 117.

7  PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988, p. 259.

8  Ibidem, p. 261.

9  Furtherreading: MAKLIN, Ficroj: Rat na Balkanu. Beograd 1980, p. 178; OPOBUh, CaBo: PamHu Ones-
Huk 1941-1945, beorpan 1972, p. 515, 533.
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Juhoslavie.!® Spojenim vojenskych a politickych tloh sa NOAJ a jej velenie stalo jednym
z dolezitych ¢lankov antihitlerovskej koalicie.

Popri aktivnej podpore zo strany britskej armady sa podpory NOAJ ujala aj so-
vietska strana, a to vyslanim vojenskej misie vo februari 1944. Tymto ziskala NOAJ
uznanie aj u Sovietov.!!

Kwvoli neustalej hrozbe spojeneckého vylodenia a tiez, aby kompenzovali vypadnutie
Talianska sa Nemci rozhodli navysit’ pocet jednotiek na Balkéne. Na jesenn 1943 bolo
na Balkane 700 000 nemeckych vojakov v 22 diviziach a niekol'’ko nezavislych jednotiek
v ramci Armadnych skupin E a F. Z tohto celkového poctu bolo 400 000 v Juhoslavii.
K tomu treba priratat’ 90 000 Bulharov, 40 000 Mad’arov a 390 000 prislusnikov kolabo-
rujucich jednotiek. Na jar 1944 mala NOAJ 11 vojenskych zborov, pozostavajucich z 35
divizii, resp. 121 brigad. K tomu treba priratat’ eSte 100 ré6znych partizanskych oddielov.'

V tejto situdcii nemecké velenie na Balkdne zmenilo taktiku a upustilo od masovych
ofenziv s cielom obkl'ucit’ a zlikvidovat' hlavné velenie NOAJ a jej sily. Na prelome
rokov 1943-1944 podnikli niekol’ko mensich operacii, ktoré ale nemali velky Gspech.'
V maji 1944 nemecké juhovychodné velenie zorganizovalo novi operaciu proti hlavnému
velitel'stvu NOAJ, ktoré v tom Case sidlilo v mestecku Drvar v oblasti zdpadnej Bosny.
Prekvapivy utok parasutistov z 25 méja mal zajat’ hlavného velitela NOAJ a vodcu ju-
hoslovanskych komunistov Josipa Broza Tita.!* Maly pocet partizanov v Drvari udrzal
pozicie dostatocne dlho, aby umoznil vrchnému veleniu a spojeneckym vojenskym misi-
am evakuéciu do Talianska a na ostrov Vis v Adriatickom mori, ktory Spojenci opevnili.
Tento ¢in opét’ ukazal na silu leteckej prevahy Spojencov. Pocas nasledujuceho tyzdna
spojenecké lietadld uskutocnili vyse 1000 bojovych vzletov pri podpore NOAJ, na ktoru
utocili Nemci.'> Operacia ,,Rosselsprung®, inak oznacovana aj ako Vysadok na Drvar,
bola jedinou neuspesnou vysadkovou operaciou nemeckych jednotiek v 2. svetovej vojne.

Po evakudcii na Vis zacalo pre velenie NOAJ a Josipa Broza Tita obdobie intenziv-
nych kontaktov a stretnuti s vojenskymi a civilnymi prisluSnikmi antihitlerovskej koali-
cie. Tieto kontakty vyustili do dohody s prezidentom kralovskej vlady v exile Ivanom
Subasi¢om' a tiez stretnutim Tita s Winstonom Churchillom' a Josifom Stalinom.

V juni 1944 sa Spojenci koneéne vylodili v Normandii. Tato vylod’ovacia operacia
vytvorila dlho oCakavany druhy front v Eurdpe. Akcia bola predzvestou oslobodenia
Franctizka, Belgicka a Holandska.'® Na druhej strane Eurdpy Cervena armada zacala nie-

10 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988, p. 286.

11 TUMO®DEIJEB, Anekcej: Yrnoea u denamnocm 3eanuune cogjemcke ojHe mucuje y Jyeocrasuju y jecen u
sumy 1944.In: Toxosu ucropuje, 1/2010, pp.35-51.

12 Vojna enciklopedija, tom 9. Svetski rat drugi, p. 428.

13 KOSTIC, Uro§: Operacije ,, Kugelblic” i ,, Snesturm”. In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik,4/1957, p. 66

14 ODIC, Slavko: Desant na Drvarmaja 1944 — Drvarskaoperacija.In:Vojnoistorijski glasnik, 1/1981, p. 221.
15 Pozri aj: MAKLIN, Ficroj: Rat na Balkanu. Beograd 1980, p. 170; RADULOVIC, Vaso: Sadejstvo save-
znicke avijacije sa jedinicama Narodnooslobodilacke vojske Jugoslavije u drvarskoj operaciji. In: Vojnoisto-
rijski glasnik, 3/1984, p. 51; OPOBUR, CaBo:Paruu nueBHuk 1941-1945, Beorpax 1972, p. 515.

16 Zapisnici NKOJ-a i priviemene vlade DFJ 1943-1945. Beograd 1991. Dokument br. 8. Zapisnik sa sastanka
&lanova NKOJ i dr Ivana Subagiéa 15. i 16. juna 1944. godine, p. 17; Dokument br. 11. Zapisnik sa zajednicke
sednice NKOJ-a i predstavnika kraljevske jugoslovenske vade u Londonu 19. avgusta 1944. godine, p. 32; Do-
kument br. 16. Zapisnik sa sednice nacionalnog komiteta 30. oktobra 1944. godine, p. 52.

17 Ibidem. Dokument br. 10. Zapisnik sjednice NKOJ-a od 17. avgusta 1944. godine, p. 128.

18 ESSAME, H.: Normandijski mostobran. Zagreb 1976.
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kol’ko ofenziv. Prva bola operacia Vibourg-Petrozavodsk a po nej nasledovala Karelska
operacia, ktoré viedli k oslobodeniu sovietskych tizemi a vyradeniu Finska z vojny. Bie-
loruska operécia, ktora zacala 23 jina znamenala oslobodenie Bieloruska a zlikvidovanie
500 000 nepriatel'skych vojakov. Po uspesnom ukonéeni tejto operéacie dosiahla Cervena
armada pol'ské hranice 20 jtla."”

Zaroveti s touto operaciou zatto¢ila Cervend armada v niekol’kych akciach aj na juh.
Pocas I’vovsko-Sandomierzskej a Jassko-Kisinevskej operacie zlikvidovala Cervena ar-
mada 22 divizii nemeckej Armadnej skupiny ,,Juzna Ukrajina“ a celu silu Rumunov na
vychodnom fronte do 29. augusta 1944. Rumunsko bolo porazené a jeho sily prestali byt
relevantné. Po dohode so ZSSR prestpilo Rumunsko na stranu Spojencov.?’ V tomto mo-
mente stratil Balkan svoju predoslu dolezitost” ako pozicie pre vylodenie, ale bol ddlezity
kvoli Spojencom v Taliansku a Sovietom v Rumunsku. Nemcom sa sice darilo spomalit’
Spojencov v Taliansku, ale Cervena arméada hrozila vyradenim Bulharska z vojny. ZSSR
vyhlasilo Bulharsku vojnu 5. septembra potom, ¢o Cervena armada dosiahla Dunaj. 8 sep-
tembra vstupili sovietske jednotky do Bulharska z Dobrogea (Dobrudze) a 9. septembra
sa v Bulharsku konal prevrat. Moc prevzal Viastenecky front — ktory bol koaliciou via-
cerych stran a hnuti. Bola vytvorena vlada, ktora v ten deni vyhlasila vojnu Nemecku.?!
Po porazke Rumunska a vyradeni Bulharska z vojny sa nemecka Skupina armad E, ktora
disponovala 300 000 vojakmi ocitla v zloZitej situacii s moZnost'ou, ze bude odrezana.?

Cervena armada chcela pokradovat v operaciach v Juhoslavii, a tym sa do popredia
dostavala otazka Srbska.?® Po prvé, Srbsko bolo prirodzenou ustupovou liniou Armadne;j
skupiny E z Grécka, a po druhé, v Srbsku bol len maly pocet partizanov po ich odchode
v novembri 1941. Casom si aj partizanske velenie uvedomilo, Ze len obsadenim Srbska
si v Juhoslavii definitivne upevnia moc. Z tohto dévodu bolo niekol'ko partizanskych
jednotiek vyslanych do Srbska v roku 1944. Avsak tieto snahy boli Gspes$né az v auguste
1944. Tato ofenziva viedla ku kI'i¢ovym vojenskym a politickym zmenam, ¢o umoznilo
navrat NOAJ do Srbska. Této akcia sa podarila vd’aka elitnému 1. a 12. zboru, ktoré sa do-
stali az do oblasti Kopaonik a Toplica. Tym sa vytvorila pevna zékladna na preniknutie
do ostatnych oblasti Srbska.**

V tomto smere boli d6lezité aj proklamacie juhoslovanskej kralovskej vlady v exile
z 8. a 29. augusta 1944, a tiez proklamacie Josipa Broza Tita ur¢ené Clenom quislin-
gskych formacii, aby sa pridali k INOA. Medzi 17. a 30. augustom sa predstavitelia kra-
lovskej vlady v exile a AVNOJ dohodli na kompromise (dohoda Tito—Subasi¢). Zapadni
Spojenci a Sovietsky zvéz hrali v tejto dohode vyznamnu ulohu.” To bola tvrda rana pre
politické hnutie Drazu Mihailovi¢a a jeho stipencov, ked’Ze sa ho vlada v exile zriekla.
V tom istom ¢ase nemecké vrchné velenie nariadilo generalny tstup, platiaci od 26. au-
gusta. Prvym krokom bolo stiahnut’ Armadnu skupinu E z Grécka.?

19 Beogradska operacija 20. oktobra 1944. Beograd 1989, pp. 34-35.

20 Ibidem, pp. 36-37.

21 Ibidem, p. 37.

22 Das Deutsche Reich und der zweite Weltkrieg. Band 8. Die Ostfront 1943/44. Miinchen 2007, pp. 1090-1091.
23 Further readings: PETRANOVIC, Branko: Politika kompromisa u Srbiji 1944. godine. In: Vojnoistorijski glas-
nik,2/1988, p. 43; VISNJIC, Petar: Oslobodenje Srbije 1944. godine. In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik, 1/1975, pp. 39-61.
24 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije 1. Beograd 1988, p. 322.

25 Ibidem, pp. 316-320.
26 Vojna enciklopedija, tom 9. Srbija, p. 81.
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NOAJ mala niekolko uloh. Prakticky naraz mala prist do Srbska, skontaktovat
sa s Cervenou armadou, kontrolovat’ odchod bulharskej okupaénej armady zo Srbska
a zamedzit’ Gstup nemeckym jednotkdm z Grécka. Prvé tri z uvedenych uloh boli uspesne
splnené. Stvrtd tloha bola splnena len &iastoéne. Udolie Morava-Vardar predstavovalo
dobrti komunikaciu pre ustup jednotiek Armadnej skupiny E, aviak postup Cervenej ar-
mady a vyradenie Bulharska z vojny znamenalo, Ze tato cesta je aj znacne nebezpecna.
Na druhej strane prienik partizanov na uzemie Srbska znamenal aj vyprazdnenie ich po-
zicii v Ciernej Hore, SandZaku, Bosne a Hercegovine. Z tychto dovodov muselo nemecké
velenie svoje jednotky vyslat’ cez bo¢né komunikacie v Kosove, Sandzaku smerom do
Bosny. Medzicasom sa v Bulharsku dostal k moci Vlastenecky front a zo Stalinovej ini-
ciativy bola podpisand dohoda o spolo¢nom postupe medzi NOAJ a novou bulharskou
armadou Vlasteneckého frontu.”” Pocas nasledujiucich mesiacov doslo k bojom medzi
partizdnmi, bulharskou armadou a albanskou Néarodnooslobodzovacou armadou na jed-
nej strane a ustupujucimi Nemcami na strane druhe;.

Vyvrcholenim vojny v Juhoslavii v roku 1944 bola Belehradskéa operach, ktora tr-
vala od 21. septembra do 22. oktobra. Jednotky Druhého a Treticho ukrajinského frontu
Cervenej armady vstupili do Juhoslavie po dohode s INOA. Po spolo¢nom kontakte
a dohode zacali utok na Belehrad. Boje, ktoré nasledovali, sa delia na niekol’ko etap,
a to: pripravna faza, boje na predmestiach, oslobodenie Belehradu a prienik cez rieku
Sava do oblasti Sriemu. Operacie sa zacastnili dve elitné zoskupenia NOAJ (10 divizii,
ktoré mali 50 000 vojakov), gardova mechanizovana brigada a Casti 75. peSej brigady
a iné asti Cervenej arméady. V bitke o Belehrad utrpela NOAJ 3 000 mitvych a 4 000 ra-
nenych, pri¢om Cervena armada mala priblizne 960 mftvych a nezndmy pocet ranenych.
Nemecké sily utrpeli tazké straty 15 000 mitvych a 9000 zajatych, pricom niektoré z ich
jednotiek boli tplne zlikvidované.?®

Oslobodenie Belehradu a upevnenie pozicie v Srbsku umoznilo NOAJ a komunis-
tickej strane v Srbsku stabilizovat’ svoju poziciu. Ekonomické, finanéné a I'udské zdroje
Srbska boli k dispozicii partizdnom. Prostrednictvom mobilizacie miestneho obyvatel’-
stva NOAJ ziskala vy$e 300 000 novych vojakov.”

Napriek sporadickym protestom, dezertérom a odporu proti mobilizacii nedos§lo
v Srbsku k masovej rebélii. Neskor doslo k va¢s$im protestom proti mobilizécii a novému
usporiadaniu hlavne medzi Albancami z Kosova, Metohije, Macedonska a Ciernej Hory.
Odbojové hnutie v Drenici a Metohiji pocas januara a februara 1945 predstavuje typic-
ky priklad. Na jeho likvidaciu vyhradila NOAJ zna¢né mnozstvo jednotiek a utrpela aj
pocetné straty. Z celkového poctu 39 000 vojakov NOAJ mala 650 mftvych, 1360 zrane-
nych a 1256 ostalo nezvestnych. Straty rebelov s nezname, avSak boli omnoho vyssie.*
V tom istom Case doslo k vzbure jednej z jednotiek NOAJ vo Vojvodine, ktora sa skladala

27 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988.

28 Pozri aj: Beogradska operacija 20. oktobra 1944. Beograd 1989; VISNIJIC, Petar: Beogradskaoperacija
In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik,3/1984, p. 11; Za pobedu i slobodu. Beogradska operacija. Ucesnici govore: Okru-
gli sto. Beograd 1985.

29 Further reading: PETRANOVIC, Branko: Politika kompromisa u Srbiji 1944. godine. In: Vojnoistorijski
glasnik,2/1988, p. 53; PETRANOVIC, Branko: Srbija u Drugom svetskom ratu 1939-1945. Beograd 1992, p. 647.
30 DRLIJEVIC, Savo: Kontrarevolucija na Kosovu i Metohiji i zavodenje Vojne uprave februara 1945.
In: Zbornik radova sa nau¢nog skupa Za pobedu i slobodu - knjiga 9. Zavrsne operacije za oslobodenje Ju-
goslavije. U€esnici govore, 23. i 24. april, 1985. Beograd 1986, p. 600.
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z kosovskych Albancov.’! T4 isté sa stalo o par mesiacov neskor v aprili v mesteGku Bar
v Ciernej Hore. Mobilizovani Albanci protestovali proti miestnym vojenskym tradom.*

Mobilizacia priniesla do radov NOAJ tisice novych bojovnikov, ktori potrebovali
vel'ké mnozstvo zbrani a vojenského materialu. Vedl'a koristnych zbrani zacali dostavat’
koncom roku 1944 aj velké zasoby zo ZSSR. Podl'a podpisanej dohody im Sovieti dodali
96 515 pusiek, 20 528 pistoli, 68 423 samopalov, 'ahké a tazké gulomety a tiez 3364
minometov, 170 protitankovych diel, 895 polnych diel, 65 tankov a 421 lietadiel. Do
jari 1945 bolo 10 divizii NOAJ prezbrojenych sovietskym materidlom a d’al§ich 5 bolo
v procese vyzbrojenia.®* Tymto sa NOAJ definitivne stala konven¢nou armadou. Po Be-
lehradskej operacii ku koncu roku (oktober—november—december 1944) partizanske sily
po boku Cervenej armady zautoéili na Batinu, ¢o znaénym spdsobom pomohlo soviet-
skej ofenzive na juhu Mad’arska a v okoli Budapesti.3* Dal3ou formou sovietskej pomoci
bol vycvik partizanskych kadrov v ZSSR. Pocas roka 1945 viac nez 2450 partizanskych
déstojnikov a Sarzi r6znych zaradeni bolo vyslanych do Sovietskeho zvéizu na §tadia.*

Na jar v roku 1945 bola NOAJ premenovand na Juhoslovansktl armadu a zaca-
la kone¢nu operaciu na oslobodenie krajiny. Oslobodenim Belehradu a Srbska zacala
premena z docasnej na trvali revolu¢nu formu vlady. Entuziazmus, disciplina a organi-
zacia partizanskeho hnutia vedeného komunistickou stranou nahradila nedostatok ve-
domosti, skusenosti, planovania a tradi¢nej formy socialnej organizacie. V Srbsku ale
doslo aj k vysporiadaniu sa s politickymi nepriatel'mi a tiez s kazdym kto sa nim v bu-
ducnosti mohol stat’. Organizovanie vlady bolo spojené s ,, masovymi a tajnymi exeku-
ciami bez sudov “. Popri kolaborantoch ,, pod pldstikom konfrontacie s fasizmom... boli
zlikvidované tisice nevinnych l'udi .3

Podobnym spdsobom pokracovala organizovana represia v slede vojenskych operacii
v Juhoslavii. Pre oponentov to bol paralyzujici Sok, ktory umoznil vitazom zorganizo-
vat’ vladu a novy poriadok. Kvoéli tomu sa aj niekol’ko mesiacov po vojne niektoré Casti
krajiny nachadzali v stave ako pocas konfliktu. Zvysky kolaborantov boli v celej krajine,
vel'ky pocet I'udi ostal v uniforme, ekonomika bola znicena a cesty a infrastruktura boli
poskodené. Napriek tomu entuziazmus, eufdria z vitazstva, kontrola a vedenie komunis-
tickej strany vplyvala na celu spolo¢nost’ a udrzala ju mobilizovanu s cielom obnovy,
prestavby, rekonstrukcie a odstranenia dosledkov vojny. V tomto zmysle dosiahla cela
spolo¢nost’ pozoruhodné vysledky.

31 Vojni arhiv (VA) Beograd, Narodnososlobodilacki rat (NOR), box 222, file 1/I1I, document 48/1./zvestaj
Staba Korpusa Narodne odbrane Jugoslavije Odeljenju zastite naroda za Jugoslaviju od 22.2.1945.

Neskor sa zistilo Ze vojaci a dostojnici, ktori sa z(€astnili vzbury, predtym bojovali proti partizanom bud’
nezavisle, alebo ako ¢lenovia nemeckych ¢i talianskych jednotiek.

32 VA Beograd, NOR, b. 222, f. 1, d. 23-1. Izvestaj Glavnog Staba NOV i PO Srbije-Obavestajno odeljenje
Stabu Koprusa narodne odbrane J.A. pov br 306 od 3.5.1945. god. Pocas tohto incidentu bolo zabitych 452
Albancov a 104 bolo ranenych.

33 DIMITRIJEVIC, Bojan: Jugoslovenska armija 1945-1954: Nova ideologija, vojnik i oruzje. Beograd
2006, p. 337.

34 BOZIC, Nikola: Batinska bitka. Beograd 1978.

35 Razvoj oruzanih snaga SFRJ 1945-1985. Beograd 1990, p. 107.

36 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Srbija u Drugom svetskom ratu 1939—1945. Beograd 1992, p. 657.
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FRONT WITHOUT FRONTLINES.
YUGOSLAVIA AND THE BALKANS 1944

DMITAR TASIC

During 1944 crucial military-political changes happened in the Balkans announcing
the end of war but also confirmed well known fact that course of action in the Balkan
war theatre, as one of the supporting fronts of the WWII, depended on Allied political
combinatory and war planning. In that particular moment organized resistance of Yugo-
slav communists, i. e. Peoples Liberation Army of Yugoslavia — PLAY, succeded to get
international recognition. Opposite to that, thier rivals from royalist resistance — chetnik
movement of Draza Mihailovi¢ or Yugoslav Army in Fatherland — YAF, suffered military
and political defeats and has entered into serious stagnation.

This was preceded by the key events in the Balkan or Yugoslav war theatre which hap-
pened during 1943, and were directly related to events on other fronts, namely the Allied
victories in the Battle of El - Alamein in North Africa and at Stalingrad on the Eastern Front.
At the beginning of 1943 Balkans and Yugoslavia gain importance as the site of a possible
Allied landings in Europe and the opening of the second front in Europe. After the Allied
landings in North Africa, the Axis’s commanders appeared to be feared by the possible re-
peat of the events back in the First World War, that is, the formation of a new Salonika front.!

To be prepared for the eventual landing of the Allies German Command of the South-
east organized a large-scale military operation against the forces of Yugoslav partisans.
The main objective of the operation was to neutralize the People‘s Liberation Army forc-
es which could help the Allied landings in the Balkans, and that their actions could se-
riously endanger the position of the Axis, their rear and communication routes, which
would greatly facilitate Allied combat operations.

At the beginning of 1943 in operations ,,Weiss I and ,,Weiss 11 far superior and bet-
ter equipped German-Italian-Ustasha forces attacked a large free territory in western Bos-
nia, Lika, Kordun and Dalmatia. About 20.000 partisans started to retreat to the east in the
direction of Herzegovina. Their movements were slowed down by the 3.500 wounded.
Despite the superiority of the enemy forces PLAY managed to avoid encirclement and to
reach the shores of the river Neretva by the beginning of March.?

In successful breakthrough to the left bank of the Neretva river main Task Force of
PLAY inflicted a decisive blow to forces of rival Chetnik movement.® This marked the
end of battle on river Neretva.

1 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988, p. 241.

2 Ibidem, p. 245.

3 RAICEVIC, Pero: Prodor Udarne grupe divizija u dolinu Neretve i Rame i razbijanje italijanske divi-
zije ,, Murde”. In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik, 5/1952, p. 33; LATAS, Branko: Cetnici u borbama protiv Operativne
grupe divizija NOV Jugoslavije u dolini Neretve (februar-mart 1943). In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik, 3/1982, p. 143.
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The military leadership of Axis Powers insisted on annihilation of People‘s Libera-
tion Army, while during next step — Operation ,,Schwarz ,,, at the initiative of the Ger-
mans, decision was made to reduce the military value of the Chetnik forces as well. For
Germans the Chetniks also represented potential helpers of the Western Allies in the event
of their landing so that the preventive action of disarmament of Chetnik forces in Herze-
govina and Montenegro has been carried out. This action, according to the German posi-
tions, was aimed to prevent possible reconciliation between Chetniks and partisans and
joint action in support of the Western Allies during their eventual landing in the Balkans.*

During May and June in 1943, PLAY elite forces came under concentric attacks from
over 100.000 soldiers of the Axis in the area of Durmitor, Zelengora, Vucevo, Maglic,
Volujak in the border area between Herzegovina and Montenegro. During the month of
fighting in the Battle of the Sutjeska, from 15 May to 15 June, the main Task Force of
PLAY lost over 7.000 soldiers (about one third of their strenghth). Hovewer, enemy did
not succede in achieving their main goal — annihilation of PLAY main force because its
units managed to get out from the encirclement.’

Thus, in the first half of 1943 PLAY managed to overcome the biggest challenges
from the beginning of their armed struggle. In doing so, not only managed to main-
tain, but in the shortest possible time managed to recover or compensate losses on one
with significant gains and victories on the other side. Partisan movement has success-
fully overcome a serious crisis in which it found itself during operations ,,Weiss* and
»Schwarz —i.e. Battles of Neretva and Sutjeska.

When in the summer of 1943 Allied landing in Sicily led to the surrender of Italy,
during September PLAY was able to disarm the large number of Italian troops and to
liberate territories that had previously been controlled by the Italian forces in Istria, Dal-
matia, Sandzak, Montenegro, Herzegovina and Macedonia.® This contributed to further
enlargement of existing and creation of respectable number of new units.’

All this could not remain unnoticed by the Western allies, especially the British who
had their military missions. During 1943 they made an important decision to start helping
Yugoslav partisans. Appointment of Brigadier Fitzroy Maclean in September 1943 as
Chief of British military mission in Yugoslavia de facto marked the recognition of PLAY.?

Along with the increasing enlargement of units that occurred after the capitulation
of Italy, this decision and its immediate consequences allowed PLAY to gradually trans-
form from a guerrilla into a conventional army. Only during 1944 partisans were deliv-
ered 100.000 rifles, over 50.000 machine guns, 138 mortars, 324.000 mines for mortars,
636.000 hand grenades, a large quantity of small arms ammunition, 700 radio stations,
175.000 uniforms and 260.000 pairs of boots. In addition to aid in war materiel, great
importance represented the Allied air support. The proximity of the Allied military bases
in Italy enabled PLAY units to be regularly supplied with the necessary materiel. Also,

4  PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988, p. 247.

5  Ibidem, p. 255.

6 IVETIC, Velimir: Dejstva jedinica narodnooslobodilacke vojske Jugoslavije u Hrvatskom primorju, Gor-
skom Kotaru, Kordunu, Lici i Baniji u vreme i posle kapitulacije Italije, septembra 1943. In: Vojnoistorijski
glasnik, 2/1985, p. 117.

7  PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988, p. 259.

8 Ibidem, p. 261.
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they regularly received air support during combat operations, and large number of par-
tisan wounded and refugees has been evacuated by air. This provided PLAY units with
freedom in terms of maneuver, and their wounded were provided with best possible care.’

At the same time, the leadership of People‘s Liberation Army has undertaken decisive
steps in the construction of their own authorities, ranging from local — National liberation
committees (NLCs) to the supreme — Anti-Fascist Council of the National Liberation of
Yugoslavia (ACNLY). In November 1943, small town of Jajce in West Bosnia was the
place of the second session of ACNLY. Its decisions confirmed the determination of PLAY
leadership to rebuild post-war Yugoslav state on a new federal and republican basis. The
government called the National Committee for the Liberation of Yugoslavia — NCLY has
been established as well.!® By combining military and political actions PLAY and its lead-
ership imposed themselves as one of the warring parties in anti-Hitler coalition.

In addition to the already active support of the British military, major political signif-
icance for the PLAY, primarily for its international recognition represented the arrival of
the Soviet military mission in February 1944.!!

Because of the possibility of an Allied landing, but also to compensate the Italian
forces which capitulated, German forces in the Balkans were visibly increased. In the
fall of 1943 there were some 700.000 German soldiers in the Balkans deployed in 22
divisions and a multitude of independent unit within the Army Groups E and F. Of that
number, 400.000 were deployed in Yugoslavia. In addition, in Yugoslavia there were
90.000 Bulgarian, 40.000 Hungarian and 390.000 collaborationist troops. In the spring
of 1944 PLAY had 11 corpses with 35 divisions with 121 brigades. In addition to these
forces there were some 100 different partisan detachments. '

In this situation, the German command in the Balkans abandoned existing practice of
mass offensives aimed to surround and neutralize the Supreme Command of PLAY and
its main forces. Instead of it, during winter 1943—44 they undertook a series of smaller
operations.!'* However, they have not had much success. In May 1944 German Command
of the Southeast organized a new operation against the Supreme Headquarters of PLAY,
which at that time was located in the small town of Drvar in western Bosnia. Sudden
parachute landing that took place on May 25, was supposed to lead to the capture of the
Supreme Commander of the PLAY and leader of Yugoslav Communists Josip Broz Tito.!
The few partisan forces in Drvar reppeled the attackers long enough to allow the mem-
bers of the Supreme Headquarters and present Allied military missions to be evacuated
to Italy and than to the island of Vis in the Adriatic Sea, which the Allies turned into their
stronghold. Again, this showed the significance and importance of the Allied air support.
During the week after the attack on Drvar Allied aircrafts from bases in Italy made more
than 1.000 sorties supporting PLAY units which were targeted by the German offen-

9  Further reading: MAKLIN, Ficroj: Rat na Balkanu. Beograd 1980, p. 178; OPOBUR, CaBo: Pamnu
Oneenux 1941-1945, Beorpan 1972, p. 515, 533.

10 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988, p. 286.

11 TUMO®EJEB, Anekcej: Yrnoza u denamnocm 36anuune cogjemcke ojue mucuje y Jyeocrasuju y jecen u
sumy 1944. In: ToxoBu ucropuje, 1/2010, pp. 35-51.

12 Vojna enciklopedija, tom 9. Svetski rat drugi, p. 428.

13 KOSTIC, Uros: Operacije ,, Kugelblic” i ,,Snesturm”. In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik, 4/1957, p. 66

14 ODIC, Slavko: Desant na Drvar maja 1944 — Divarska operacija. In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik, 1/1981, p. 221.
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sive.!s Operation “Résselsprung” better known as Airborne landing on Drvar was the
only unsuccessful German airborne operation in WWII.

After the evacuation to the island of Vis, for the PLAY leadership, especially Josip
Broz Tito, began a period of intense international contacts with military and civilian rep-
resentatives of the anti-Hitler coalition. This resulted in an agreement with the president
of the Royal government in exile Ivan Subasi¢,'® as well in Tito’s meetings with Winston
Churchill,'” and Soviet leader Joseph Stalin.

In June 1944 an Allied landing in Europe finally happened. The largest amphibious
operation in history has led to the opening of the long-awaited second front in Europe.
The landing on the beaches of Normandy was the prelude to the liberation of France,
Belgium and the Netherlands.!'®

At the other end Europe during summer 1944 Red Army has launched several offen-
sive operations. The initial one was Vibourg-Petrozavodsk operation, followed by Ka-
relian operation on Karelian Isthmus, which led to the liberation of the occupied Soviet
areas and the expulsion of Finland from the war. Belorussian operation, which began on
23 June, led to the liberation of Belarus and elimination of more than 500.000 enemy
soldiers. Upon successful completion of the Belarusian operation forces of the Red Army
reached the Polish border on July 20."

Simoultaneosly with the liberation of Belarus a series of offensive operations of the
Red Army has been launched towards the south. During Lvov-Sandomir and Jasy-Kisin-
jev operations by 29 August 1944, forces of the 22 German divisions of the Group Army
»South Ukraine* and the entire Romanian troops on the Eastern Front have been de-
stroyed. Romania was defeated, while its forces ceased to be a relevant military factor.
After reaching an agreement with the USSR, Romania was forced to continue the war,
this time on the side of the Allies.”

At this point, the Balkans has lost its earlier importance of the potential location of an
Allied landing, but it got in importance due to the proximity of the Allied forces in Italy
and the Soviet in Romania. While the German army managed to slow the Allied advance in
Italy, the forces of the Red Army in its campaign threatened to expel Bulgaria from the war.
Upon the Red Army arrival on the banks of Danube, the USSR declared war on Bulgaria
on September 5. On September 8, Soviet forces had entered into Bulgaria from Dobrogea
and on 9 September coup d’etat happened in Bulgaria. Power was ceased by the Fatherland
Front (FF) — a coalition of several parties and movements. Government was formed, which
the same day declared war on Germany.?!

15 Further reading: MAKLIN, Ficroj: Rat na Balkanu. Beograd 1980, p. 170; RADULOVIC, Vaso: Sadejstvo
saveznicke avijacije sa jedinicama Narodnooslobodilacke vojske Jugoslavije u drvarskoj operaciji. In: Vojnois-
torijski glasnik, 3/1984, p. 51; OPOBUR, CaBo: Parau nuesruk 1941-1945, Beorpan 1972, p. 515.

16 Zapisnici NKOJ-a i privremene vlade DFJ 1943-1945. Beograd 1991. Dokument br. 8. Zapisnik sa
sastanka ¢lanova NKOJ i dr Ivana Subagiéa 15. i 16. juna 1944. godine, p. 17; Dokument br. 11. Zapisnik sa
zajednicke sednice NKOJ-a i predstavnika kraljevske jugoslovenske vade u Londonu 19. avgusta 1944. godi-
ne, p. 32; Dokument br. 16. Zapisnik sa sednice nacionalnog komiteta 30. oktobra 1944. godine, p. 52.

17 Ibidem. Dokument br. 10. Zapisnik sjednice NKOJ-a od 17. avgusta 1944. godine, p. 128.

18 ESSAME, H.: Normandijski mostobran. Zagreb 1976.

19 Beogradska operacija 20. oktobra 1944. Beograd 1989, pp. 34-35.

20 Ibidem, pp. 36-37.

21 Ibidem, p. 37.
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Following the defeat of Romania and Bulgarian expulsion from war, German Army
Group E having some 300.000 soldiers which were deployed in Greece found it self in
difficult position with possibility to be cut off.2

The fact that the Red Army supposed to continue its operations in Yugoslavia empha-
sized importance of Serbia.? First of all, Serbia is a natural way for the withdrawal of the
German Army Group E from Greece. In addition, after the withdrawal of their main forc-
es from Serbia in November 1941 partisans remained there with relatively small number
of fighters and supporters. Over time, the Yugoslav communist movement became aware
that only victory in Serbia can secure seazing of power. Thier leadership was aware of
this fact and during 1944 several attempts of incursion of partisan operational units were
made. However, only in the summer of the same year, respectively in August, these at-
tempts were succesfull. This offensive led to key military and political changes which
finally allowed return of PLAY to Serbia. It was achieved by divisions from 1 and 12 elite
partisan corps which managed to reach areas of Kopaonik and Toplica. A solid basis for
further advancement into other parts of Serbia was formed.?*

Also, through public proclamations of the Yugoslav Royal government in exile on
8 and 29 August and Josip Broz Tito calls to members of quisling formations to join
PLAY from 17 and 30 of August a compromise was reached between the Royal gov-
ernment in exile and ACNLY (i. e. agreement Tito — Subasi¢). Western Allies and the
Soviet Union played important role in reaching of this agreement.?

It was a hard blow for the political movement of Draza Mihailovi¢ as the government
in exile publicly disowned him and his followers. At the same time, the German High
Command on August 26, ordered a general retreat from the Balkans. The first was to
withdraw Army Group E from Greece.*

PLAY was supposed to engage with multiple tasks. Practically in the same time it had
to come to Serbia, to establish contact with the Red Army, to see off the expected with-
drawal of the Bulgarian occupation army of Serbia and prevent the withdrawal of German
forces from Greece. The first three of the above-mentioned four tasks were successfully
performed. When it comes to the fourth task, that is, prevention of German retreat from the
Balkans it has been partialy successfull. Although the Morava—Vardar valley represented
better communication for the withdrawal of units of Army Group E, advancing Red Army
and the expulsion of Bulgaria from the war greatly endangered this direction. On the other
hand, the intrusion of the majority of partisan forces in Serbia, in a way, emptied the territo-
ries of Montenegro, Sandzak and Bosnia and Herzegovina. Consequently, the German com-
mand was forced to redirect their units on auxiliary communication routes leading through
Kosovo and Sandzak towards Bosnia. Meanwhile, after Fatherland Front came to power in
Bulgaria, following Stalin’s initiative in early October 1944 an agreement on joint action
of PLAY and new Bulgarian Army of Fatherland Front was signed.?” During months that

22 Das Deutsche Reich und der zweite Weltkrieg. Band 8. Die Ostfront 1943/44. Miinchen 2007, pp. 1090-1091.
23 Further readings: PETRANOVIC, Branko: Politika kompromisa u Srbiji 1944. godine. In: Vojnoistorijski glas-
nik, 2/1988, p. 43; VISNIIC, Petar: Oslobodenje Srbije 1944. godine. In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik, 1/1975, pp. 39-61.
24 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988, p. 322.

25 Ibidem, pp. 316-320.

26 Vojna enciklopedija, tom 9. Srbija, p. 81.

27 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Istorija Jugoslavije II. Beograd 1988.
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followed partisan forces together with Bulgarian army and Albanian National Liberation
Army were engaged in series of battles against German forces retreating towards Bosnia.

The culmination of the war in 1944 on Yugoslav war theatre was the Belgrade opera-
tion which took place from 21 September to 22 October. Forces of the Second and Third
Ukrainian Front of the Red Army under the provisions of agreements signed between
PLAY and USSR entered Yugoslavia. After Red Army has entered Yugoslav territory and
established contact with PLAY a joint offensive followed in the direction of Belgrade.
Fights that followed, known as Belgrade operation, included the preparatory stage, the
battle on the outskirts, liberation of Belgrade and breakthrough across the Sava river to the
region of Srem. In operation participated two elite corpses of PLAY (some 10 divisions
with 50.000 soldiers) and Guards mechanized corps, parts of the 75 infantry corps and
other units of the Red Army. In the battle for Belgrade PLAY suffered causalities of 3.000
killed and 4.000 wounded while the Red Army had around 960 killed and an unknown
number of wounded soldiers. German forces suffered serious losses of 15.000 killed and
9.000 captured soldiers, while several of their units were completely annihilated.?

Liberation of Belgrade and achieved positions of PLAY and the Communist Party
in Serbia, gave a new impetus to their political and military strengthening. Economic,
financial and human resources of Serbia were put at the disposal of the partisan move-
ment. Only through mobilization of local population PLAY units got over 300.000 of new
soldiers.”

Despite sporadic protests and resistance to mobilization that led to the emergence
of a number of army deserters, in Serbia there was no mass rebellion. Later, the largest
resistance to mobilization and establishment of new authorities was demonstrated among
Albanians from Kosovo and Metohija, Macedonia and Montenegro. Insurgency in Dren-
ica in Kosovo and Metohija in January and February 1945 represented typical example.
It had to be quelled by considerable forces of PLAY which suffered considerable losses.
Of the approximately 39.000 PLAY soldiers deployed there some 650 were killed, 1.360
wounded and 1.256 were counted as missing in action. Losses of the rebels remained un-
known, but were significantly higher.*® In the same time a mutiny happened in Vojvodina,
in one PLAY unit consisted of Kosovar Albanians.’! While few months later, in April
same thing happened in town of Bar in Montenegro where mobilized Albanians rebelled
against local military authorities.*?

28 Further reading: Beogradska operacija 20. oktobra 1944. Beograd 1989; VISNJIC, Petar: Beogradska
operacija In: Vojnoistorijski glasnik, 3/1984, p. 11; Za pobedu i slobodu. Beogradska operacija. Ucesnici
govore: Okrugli sto. Beograd 1985.

29 Further reading: PETRANOVIC, Branko: Politika kompromisa u Srbiji 1944. godine. In: Vojnoistorijski glas-
nik, 2/1988, p. 53; PETRANOVIC, Branko: Srbija u Drugom svetskom ratu 1939-1945. Beograd 1992, p. 647.

30 DRLIEVIC, Savo: Kontrarevolucija na Kosovu i Metohiji i zavodenje Vojne uprave februara 1945.
In: Zbornik radova sa nau¢nog skupa Za pobedu i slobodu - knjiga 9. ZavrSne operacije za oslobodenje Ju-
goslavije. UCesnici govore, 23. i 24. april, 1985. Beograd 1986, p. 600.

31 Vojni arhiv (VA) Beograd, Narodnososlobodilacki rat (NOR), box 222, file 1/III, document 48/1. Izvestaj
Staba Korpusa Narodne odbrane Jugoslavije Odeljenju zastite naroda za Jugoslaviju od 22.2.1945.

Later it was determined that majority of Albanian officers and sodiers which participated in this mutiny actu-
ally fought against partisans during the war indenpendently or as members of German and Italian auxilliary troops.
32 VA Beograd, NOR, b. 222, f. 1, d. 23-1. Izvestaj Glavnog staba NOV i PO Srbije-Obavestajno odeljenje
Stabu Koprusa narodne odbrane J.A. pov br 306 od 3.5.1945. god.

During this incident 452 Albanians were killed while 104 have been wounded.
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Mobilization brought thousands of new fighters into the ranks of PLAY which need-
ed large quantities of armamanet and war materiel. Beside trophy weapons in late 1944
large quantities started to arrive from USSR. According to the signed agreement Soviets
delivered 96.515 rifles, 20.528 pistols, 68.423 submachine guns, light and heavy machine
guns, as well 3.364 mortars, 170 anti-tank gun , 895 field guns, 65 tanks and 421 aircrafts.
By the spring of 1945 10 divisions of PLAY were rearmed with Soviet weaponery while
five other were in proces of rearming.* Thus, PLAY definitely became conventional army.

After the Belgrade operation, end of year (late October—November—December 1944)
partisan units participated side by side with members of the Red Army in the Battle of
Batina which considerably contributed to easier performance of the Soviet offensive in
southern Hungary and around Budapest.**

Another form of Soviet aid was visible in the education of partisan cadres in the
USSR. Thus, during 1945 more than 2.450 partisan officers and NCO’s of different
branches and services were sent to Soviet Union to study.?

In the spring 1945, PLAY was renamed to Yugoslav Army (YA), and it launched the
final operations for liberation.

With the liberation of Belgrade and Serbia began the conversion from temporary to per-
manent and revolutionary model of government. Enthusiasm, discipline and organization
of the partisan movement, led by the Communist Party, made up for the lack of knowledge,
training, planning, and traditional forms of social organization. However, in addition to mo-
bilizing of human and economic resources in order to support the war effort and bring the
war to the end, in Serbia happened political showdown with opponents, as well with eve-
ryone else that in the future could become one. Organization of government was followed
with ,,massive and secret executions without judicial form.* In addition to the collaborators,
,under the guise of confrontation with fascism... thousands of innocent people unjustly
suspected‘ have been liquidated.*®

With more or less similarity, depending on local conditions, organized repression fol-
lowed the pace of military operations in Yugoslavia. For opponents, it the effect of paralyz-
ing shock that enabled winners enough leeway for the organization of government and the
new order. However, months after the end of the war situation in some parts of the country
did not differ much from war. There were remains of the collaborationist forces in almost all
parts of Yugoslavia, a large number of people remained in uniform, economy was destroyed,
while roads and infrastructure were damaged. Nonetheless, enthusiasm, euphoria of win-
ning, firm control and leadership of the Communist Party influenced entire society to remain
mobilized for the purpose of renewal, restoration, reconstruction and neutralization of the
consequences war and to achieve remarkable results in that process.

33 DIMITRIJEVIC, Bojan: Jugoslovenska armija 1945-1954: Nova ideologija, vojnik i oruzje. Beograd
2006, p. 337.

34 BOZIC, Nikola: Batinska bitka. Beograd 1978.

35 Razvoj oruzanih snaga SFRJ 1945-1985. Beograd 1990, p. 107.

36 PETRANOVIC, Branko: Srbija u Drugom svetskom ratu 1939-1945. Beograd 1992, p. 657.
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