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FOREWORD



The series of interviews that are the focus of this book do not provide a continuous account of the history of the Panzer Lehr Division, nor do they provide the context in which the actions described took place. I have, therefore, tried to provide the missing continuity with a very brief history of Panzer Lehr Division 130 and descriptions of the relevant military situations.

The scope of this volume precluded great detail in the division history. For such detail, the reader is referred to Jean-Claude Perrigault’s massive La Panzer-Lehr-Division, Le Choc des Alliés Brise l’Arme D’Elite de Hitler. Perrigault provides the definitive detailed history of the division, recognizing and utilizing previous histories along with extensive research in records and personal interviews and narratives. His account is richly rewarding reading. Helmut Ritgen’s Die Geschichte der Panzer Lehr Division im Westen 1944 1945 remains valuable. Ritgen’s personal narrative, Westfront 1944 overlaps his history of the division and has the advantage that it is also available in an English translation. Kurowski’s Die Panzer-Lehr-Division provides some colorful anecdotes and glimpses of action but is light on the facts.

Discussion of the larger military context rests largely on those works mentioned in the attached bibliography.






EDITOR’S NOTE



In general, I have approached this project with the viewpoint that these are essential source documents being made available through this publication. Therefore the style of translation has been scholarly in attempting to carefully preserve the original nature of the documents, including errors. That, in turn, required careful use of bracketed notes, even though that, at times, may interfere with ease of reading. This book includes a number of documents in their original form that did not require translation, either because they were originally written in (American) English or the original German was not available, in which case the available translation is given. Because these are ‘source documents’ and may be used as such, care has been taken to preserve the original spelling (including mis-spellings), punctuation, abbreviations etc. These documents were provided as photocopies of typed or mimeographed material. Thus, foreign terms were not italicized and German vowels with umlauts were rendered with an ‘e’, e.g. ä = ae, ü = ue, etc. In contrast with material translated for this publication, this was retained to preserve the original nature of the document. My apologies to those readers for whom this may reduce ease of reading. I can only assure them that there are others for whom this knowledge will provide reassurance that they can utilize these documents as printed here in their own work. Although it is incorrect to capitalize ‘Von’, as in von Choltitz, that error was so common that I did not insert the usual [sic.n] to indicate that an error in the original document was preserved as such. Wherever the reader meets a capitalized ‘Von’, it can safely be assumed that it was so capitalized in the original document.

Because the German term, Heer, refers to ‘the Army’, as distinguished from Armee, the tactical unit, I insert the German original in brackets where there might otherwise be confusion.

In the area of Germany, Luxembourg and Belgium where the Ardennes Offensive occurred, geography frequency has names in several languages, names that differ slightly and whose current validity depends on the temporal accident of the present border location. In general, German military reports and documents usually use the geographical names and spellings on the maps serving as references for that action. Reports based on that action and subsequent reports on up the line carefully preserve those spellings, since they serve as location references on the maps specifically referred to as the basis for relevant operations orders and the like. Thus, a division history or historical study of an action may include a variety of spellings of place names, sometimes different names for the same place. When translating or writing for the general reader, it is customary to standardize place names and provide maps using those place names. However, when presenting material that may serve as ‘source material’ for later studies, there is a reason for preserving place names exactly as the original author presented them. With the sole exception of replacing Lüttich with Liège, to maintain conformity with the usage in the previously translated documents, that is the practice I have followed here, adding more generally accepted spellings in brackets where relevant, accepting Michelin maps as the standard in most cases. Generally, at the first mention, I have supplied the accepted current spelling in brackets, then continuing to use the author’s variation. However, in a few instances where there is an error, as in Bayerlein’s repeatedly saying Senonchamps, a village west of Bastogne, when actually referring to Benonchamps, a village east of Bastogne, I have appended a bracketed correction to each mention. Where it was a simple matter of a diacritical mark (e.g.e vs. é) I have simply bracketed the first use of the correct mark and then employed it without comment.

Bayerlein, or, in some cases, the person who recorded the interviews, used abbreviations for most formation and unit designations, some of which are nonstandard. Frequently the abbreviation or idiosyncratic name varies from one line to the next. In documents that were already translated, I did my best to accurately transcribe them precisely as they were, since they are being presented as original source documents. In material that I translated, on the first appearance I used Bayerlein’s (or other interviewee’s) designation, followed by the bracketed standardized name, based, for Panzer Lehr Division, on those designations used in Helmut Ritgen’s history of the Panzer Lehr Division and, for other units, either on Tessin’s Verbände und Truppen der deutschen Wehrmacht und Waffen SS im Zweiten Weltkrieg 19339–1945 or Bender and Taylor’s Uniforms, Organization and History of the Waffen-SS. In subsequent mentions I replace the original abbreviated or non-standard designation with the standard designation. I did not see any reason to preserve the variable and idiosyncratic designations of elements and units for the sake of scholarly value in those documents which I translated. An initial experiment in so doing resulted in tedious and confusing proliferation of bracketed notes of explanation.

In giving dates, 13–14 January means on the thirteenth and fourteenth of January, whereas 13/14 January means during the night of January 13 and post-midnight hours on January 14.

Where German terms are retained in material I translated, I used German plurals, but used the nominative form, regardless of grammatical position in the sentence.

Notes regarding translation

In the sections located in France, where there is no doubt as to the location intended, the spelling of all French place names has been corrected in accord with the 2002 Michelin Tourist and Motoring Atlas of France.

Massive blocks of text have been broken up into paragraphs to improve clarity and readability.

Familiar German terms have been retained, with a bracketed explanation upon first appearance. There is a complete glossary at the end. In some cases where an English term has been used the original German term has been included in brackets for added clarity.






BRIEF HISTORY OF PANZER LEHR DIVISION 130 FROM ACTIVATION TO NORMANDY INVASION1



The interviews here translated represent, in each case, the views of the person being interviewed. In most cases that person was not in possession of his unit’s records or maps and was depending largely on his own memory and what maps the interviewer could provide. As, at times, noted by the interviewer, the interviewee may have been biased for one reason or another. Therefore I have taken care that the history of the Division in which the interviews are embedded represents my own best understanding of the events in light of the full range of resources and sources available at this time.

When the nature of the future invasion by the Western Allies became apparent in 1943 Hitler designated the invasion as a danger and directed construction of coastal fortifications. There was an obvious need for additional mobile formations to combat the prospective invasion. Generalinspekteur der Panzertruppen, Generaloberst Guderian offered his Lehrtruppen, demonstration and instructional units at the various training schools. They were to be combined and organized into a newly constituted elite division whose main function would be to repulse the invasion.

Although the Panzer Lehr Division (properly Panzer Lehr Division 130) was not an old division, it comprised an abundance of officers and non-commissioned officers who had proven themselves on the Eastern Front. Those elements of the Division whose designation included the word Lehr could look proudly back on a history that began during the original period of activation and creation of the German Panzertruppe from 1935 to 1938. These elements took part in the early campaigns, in Poland, France and Russia, in varying attachments and assignments to regular divisions so that they could gain combat experience which they then brought back to the various troop-training schools. At the training school these units served to train, demonstrate and test new tactics and equipment.

The Division’s activation order was issued 30 December 1943. It was to be constituted from the training/demonstration units (Lehrtruppen) of the Panzertruppenschule. Oberbefehslhaber West was to supply an artillery regimental staff, two artillery Abteilungen [ = battalions] and the requisite logistical elements. The organization of the Division was, at the start, somewhere between the 1943 standard and the 1944 standard, evolving in time closer to the 1944 standard Panzer Division. The T/O strength of the Division before September, 1944 was set at 449 officers, 3146 non-commissioned officers and 10,891 enlisted men, with a total strength of 14,634. After September 1944 the T/O strength was set at 492 officers, 3146 non-commissioned officers and 10,289 enlisted men with a total of 13,927.

The Division consisted, ideally, of:

Division staff (Divisionsstab), with its sections:



	Ia  
	First General Staff Officer and his aids, responsible for organization, command in combat and training.



	Ib  
	Second General Staff Officer and his aids, responsible for logistics.



	Ic  
	Enemy intelligence.



	IIa  
	Division adjutant, responsible for personnel.



	III  
	Military judge, dealing with all legal matters.



	IVa  
	Administration and rations.



	IVb  
	Division surgeon



	IVd  
	Chaplain



	V  
	Division engineer




W&G Waffen und Gerät, weapons and equipment, ammunition supply.

The division staff was generally organized in two echelons, the command echelon including those requisite for command in action of the division: the commander and his aide, Ia reinforced with radio and telephone squads of the reconnaissance battalion, and the Ic, IIa and IVb., often supplemented with the map section. The logistics echelon, Ib, attended to logistic support and included all elements of the staff that were not in the command echelon.

Division map section (Divisionskartenstelle) took care of and duplicated necessary maps.

Division escort company (Divisions-Begleit-Kompanie) consisting of:

The company squad,

motorcycle platoon,

heavy machine gun platoon,

light machine gun platoon (later 120 mm mortar platoon),

light antiaircraft platoon (self-propelled),

heavy antitank platoon (three 7.5 cm antitank guns).

Military Police (Feldgendarmerietrupp)

An armoured regiment (Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130) consisting of two Abteilungen:

I../Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130 (1st Abteilung, Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130).

II./Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130.

The II Abteilung (Panzer IV) consisted of:

Staff

Staff company (including communications platoon) with 3 command vehicles (Befehlswagen IV). A reconnaissance platoon with five Panzer IV, a pioneer platoon on SPW (half-tracks). A motorcycle reconnaissance platoon and an armoured antiaircraft platoon with two quad–20mm Flakpanzer Wirbelwind.

Four (companies 5–8) Panzer companies, with 22 Panzer IV each

Supply company.

Including the vehicles of the staff company, the II Abteilung fielded 96 Panzer IV.

However, the I Abteilung was redesignated II Abteilung, since the equipment situation only permitted it to be outfitted with Panzer IV and the I Abteilung was to receive Panzer V, Panther. Replacing the I Abteilung, which was not, in fact, activated until July 1944, Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130 received the I./Panzerregiment 6, which was attached to it until October. I./Panzer-Regiment 6, replaced the Division’s own missing I./ Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130 while it was still training with the new Panther tanks.

The I./Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130 (Panther) finally reached the Division in February 1945, with two Panther companies, each with 14 tanks, and one Jagdpanther company.

A company of radio-controlled miniature tanks loaded with demolitions (Funklenk-Kompanie 316) was also included in Panzer-Lehr-Regi ment 130. However, in the event, instead of the ten Tiger tanks to be used for control vehicles and the radio-controlled demolition carriers, the company ended up with nine Sturmgeschütze, with which it fought until they were all lost at Tilly and St. Lo, at which point the company was disbanded.

Werkstattkompanie 130. The tank repair company was part of the armoured regiment.

Two regiments of Panzergrenadiere.

Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 901. At the start of the invasion, the entire regiment, regimental units and the two battalions, were mounted on SPW, Schützenpanzerwagen, half-tracked lightly armoured personnel carriers, with an abundance of self-propelled heavy weapons, giving it high mobility, armoured protection and great firepower.

The regiment consisted of:

Staff and staff company, which included a total of 16 SPW, an armoured flame-thrower and a platoon of 7.5 cm heavy antitank guns (two guns);

three Panzergrenadier companies, each with 22 SPW, 29 machine guns, 17 of which were mounted on the vehicles, four heavy machine guns, two 8 cm mortars, three 3.7 cm antitank guns on the platoon leaders’ vehicles and two SPW with short-barreled 7.5 cm guns;

a heavy weapons company with 19 SPW, six with 7.5 cm short-barreled guns, two light infantry guns and two 7.5 cm antitank guns. Although part of the initial plans, a heavy mortar platoon with four 12 cm mortars instead of the light infantry guns did not join the heavy weapons company until the fall of 1944 and

A logistics company.

The 9th (heavy infantry gun) Company had six heavy 15 cm self-propelled infantry guns;

The 10th Pioneer Company included armoured-flamethrowers and heavy antitank guns.

The 11th (antiaircraft) company had two platoons of single 2 cm and one platoon with quad–2 cm antiaircraft guns. Unavailability of the weapons delayed replacement of the above inadequate armament with 272 cm mounts on half-tracks (Sd.Kfz. 251/17) in each battalion until June 1944.

Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902. At the start of the invasion it resembled Rgt. 901, except that it lacked an antiaircraft company.

Panzeraufklärungs-Lehr-Abteilung 130. Fully motorized, the reconnaissance battalion consisted of:

Staff

Reconnaissance elements including a communications platoon and two armoured reconnaissance companies, 1st and 2nd, the First Company with eight-wheeled Puma armoured cars, the Second with Sd. Kfz. 250/9 half-tracks.

Combat elements consisting of two (3rd and 4th) armoured reconnaissance companies (Panzergrenadier (gp) companies) and one (5th company) heavy-weapons company.

Supply company.

Panzerjäger-Lehr-Abteilung 130. Far from its intended original equipment, in May 1944 the tank-destroyer battalion consisted of:

Staff and staff company with communications, pioneer and antiaircraft platoons.

Three mixed Panzerjäger companies, each with 9–10 Panzerjäger 39 (Jagdpanzer IV) and four towed 7.5cm antitank guns. The Jagdpanzer IV had the same gun as the Panzer IV, but a lower profile and thicker frontal armour.

Supply company.

Following reconstitution, the Panzerjäger Abteilung finally received 21 Panzerjäger 40, whose guns took the same ammunition as the powerful Panther main gun. At that time the towed guns were concentrated in the 1st company. Finally, at the end of March 1945 the Abteilung received an additional 18 Panzerjäger 40.

Panzer-Artillerie-Regiment 130. At the time of the invasion the artillery regiment consisted of:

Staff with staff battery (motorized)

I Abteilung with staff, staff battery and three batteries, each with four light towed 10.5 cm howitzers (le F.H. 18)

II. Abteilung (armoured howitzers) with staff, staff battery, two batteries, each with six light 10.5 cm self-propelled armoured howitzers (Wespe) and one battery with six heavy 15 cm self-propelled armoured howitzers (Hummel).

III Abteilung (heavy field-howitzers) with staff, staff battery and three batteries, each with four Russian 15.2 cm canon-howitzers (15.2 cm Kanonenhaubitzen 433/1).

Heeres-Flak-Abteilung 311, an army formation assigned as an integral part of the Division. The initial organization was:

staff and staff battery

Three batteries, each with six 8.8 cm, two 2 cm antiaircraft guns and four machine guns.

After reconstitution, the FlakAbteilung consisted of:

Staff and staff battery

One medium battery with nine 3.7 cm guns.

Two heavy batteries, each with three 2 cm and six 8.8 cm guns.

It should be noted that the other elements were also equipped with antiaircraft weapons, initially only 2 cm, later also 3.7 cm.

Panzer-Pionier-Bataillon 130 consisted of:

Staff and logistics company (communications, machine and survey platoon on Schützenpanzerwagen, logistics echelon),

three pioneer companies, each with 27–28 halftracks including two with 8 cm mortars and six armored flamethrowers,

One heavy bridging column.

Panzer-Nachrichten-Abteilung 130, with

staff,

telephone company, partially in light half-tracks, partly on wheeled vehicles,

radio company, partly half-tracked, partly on wheels,

light column (as of autumn, logistics echelon, motorized.)

Sanitätstruppen 130

two medical companies and three ambulance platoons.

Panzerdivisions-Nachschubtruppen 130

With a supply company (Nachschub-Kompanie) and six 90 ton truck companies (later four 120 ton companies) the transport tonnage was limited to start with. However, the worst part of the picture was the strange assortment of vehicles, totalling 96 types, 58% of which were of foreign manufacture, which produced a nearly impossible situation with respect to spare parts. At that time in the war there were no longer enough proper German-made military transport vehicles in existence, so the Division received whatever was on hand.

Kraftfahr-Park-Truppen

The three workshop companies and the motor-vehicle parts echelon were equipped to care for all but the armoured vehicles. Assigned armourers also cared for weapons and equipment. One company dealt primarily with short-term repairs, the second specialized in those that were expected to take more than 48 hours.

Verwaltungstruppen 130

Under the Division IVa the housekeeping troops included an administrative company, which took care of rations, pay, clothing and Marketenderwaren (like an American PX, but distributed at no charge), a bakery company and a butchering company.

Feldpostamt 130

Field post office with three officials, seven non-coms and eight men.

Feld-Ersatz-Bataillon 130

Initially with staff and replacement echelons for the most important combat specialties, as of fall of 1944 it became staff, three companies and a logistics company.

The field-replacement-battalion formed the Division’s reserve for replacing officers and men, assembling replacements sent on from the replacement army and continuing their training for the conditions of the front. As conditions worsened, there was little opportunity for training, which, given the declining quality of replacements and of their initial training was doubly disadvantageous.






PART I

PANZER LEHR DIVISION IN NORMANDY THROUGH TO THE WITHDRAWAL FROM FRANCE








ACTIVATION OF PANZER LEHR DIVISION 130, HUNGARIAN INTERLUDE AND FURTHER TRAINING PRIOR TO THE NORMANDY INVASION



In January 1944 the various Lehrtruppen, the training/demonstration units that were to constitute Panzer Lehr Division 130, assembled for the training and activation of the division in northeastern France, the various elements being quartered in Nancy, Verdun, Lunéville, Pont à Mousson and Toul.

Before training and activation had reached a useable level, the Division was warned for movement to the area of the 19th Armee near Avignon or Carcassone in southern France in fear of an Allied landing on the Mediterranean coast of France.

However, even as movement to southern France seemed imminent, on 6 March 1944 orders arrived that the Division would, instead, move to the Vienna area in Austria. This movement interrupted the process of organization and training. Rumours abounded. The facts were that the Division was to be employed as part of Hitler’s plan to occupy Hungary. Hitler feared that Hungary’s Regent, Admiral Horthy, was planning to jump ship, abandoning the foundering Nazi cause and taking Hungary out of the war or, even worse, switching sides. Hence the surprising change in plans for Panzer Lehr Division 130.

The Division’s Hungarian interlude involved no combat and, while it interrupted training plans, it did provide valuable experience in functioning as a division and planning and executing movements. While in Hungary the division resumed training. The move to the east raised the danger that the Division might be sucked into the maelstrom of the Eastern Front.

According to General Warlimont, the acting Chief of the Wehrmachtführungststabe, it was only with great difficulty that Panzer Lehr Division 130 and some of the other units detached from the West for this special operation in Hungary regained their original designation as reserved to counter the imminent Western Allied invasion.

On 29 April Generalinspekteur der Panzertruppe Guderian ordered that the Division, starting 1 May, was to return by rail to the area under Oberbefehlshaber West.


The Division war diary noted:

The six weeks commitment in Hungary have, despite the, especially initial, difficulties, given the Division opportunity to bring the activation and training to a definite conclusion. Although training in cooperation of arms still needs more practice, the units have made good progress in individual and weapons training and the exercises have resulted in understanding of the particular forms of employment of the individual elements.
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Generalleutnant Fritz Bayerlein, commander of Panzer-Lehr Division 130 from inception until late January 1945, and author of many of the reports presented in this book. Photo taken March 1944. (Bundesarchiv 146-1978-033-02)





The Division moved to the area west of Paris, the various elements billeted in the Chartres–Le Mans–Orléans area. Concern about increasing danger of air attack resulted in great dispersal and emphasis on camouflage.

Because of the danger from the air, barracks and cities were avoided, all units bivouacking in forests and farmsteads surrounding smaller communities. Daytime movement and activity was greatly restricted.

On 1 May Generalmajor Bayerlein was promoted to Generalleutnant. Personnel and materiel continued to arrive during May. Routes leading to probable areas of commitment were reconnoitered and determined. As of 1 June, the division was still short 487 (15%) non-commissioned officers but had an excess of enlisted men. The Division had, on that day, 229 tanks and tank-destroyers ready for action and 658 SPW (armoured half-tracks). It was rated as ready for any aggressive employment.






THE NORMANDY INVASION



The Allied invasion of Normandy began on 6 June. At 0415 in the early morning the Division’s troops were placed in readiness by telephone. As the troops feverishly prepared to move out, the Division received a preliminary order from Oberbefehlshaber West, Feldmarschall von Rundstedt:


The Panzer-Lehr-Division is to hold itself in readiness in its assembly area to advance toward Caen–Bayeux. The Division will provisionally be attached to Armeeoberkommando 7 [Command of the German 7th Armee]. Further instructions [are to be received from] Armeeheadquarters in Le Mans. The Commander is to proceed there for briefing.



The Division commander, Generalleutnant Bayerlein learned about the situation in the landing zone. Subject to approval by the Wehrmachtsführungsstab, which had to release the divisions from its reserve, “The I SS-Panzer Korps–General der Waffen-SS Sepp Dietrich–is to attack with the 716th Infanterie Division, 21st Panzer Division and 12th SS-Panzer Division, seal off the east bank of the Orne and throw the enemy [forces] that have penetrated west of the Orne back into the sea.”1

At about 1430 hours the Führungsstab also released Panzer Lehr Division 130 for commitment against the beachhead. At 1730, due to the worsening situation at the bridgehead, Panzer Lehr Division 130 was attached to the I SS-Panzer Korps, of which Generalmajor Kraemer, interviewed below, was chief of staff.

Generalleutnant Bayerlein, the Division Commander, did his best to convince 7th Armee that the Division would be unable to complete the movement during the hours of darkness and that daytime movement would lead to serious losses due to Allied air attacks and, in fact, would not result in the Division arriving any sooner. His views were emphatically rejected. The Division would keep moving, day and night.
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Conversation between Oberbefehlshaber West Gerd von Rundstedt (left) and Generalfeldmarschall Erwin Rommel, commander Army Group B. Photo taken at the Hotel ‘George V’, Paris, December 1943. (Bundesarchiv 101I-718-0149-17A)
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Generalfeldmarschall Hans-Günther von Kluge, successor to von Rundstedt as Oberbefehlshaber West, France 1944. (Bundesarchiv 101I-299-1823-12)





Panzer Lehr Division 130 moved out on three separate march routes: Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130 and the Division staff proceeded via the center route, Nogent-le-Rotrou–Alençon–Argentan–Flers; Panzergrenadier-Regiment 901 marched via the northern route from Illiers to Thury-Harcourt. Panzergrenadier-Regiment 902 took the southern route from Vibray to Villers-Bocage.

From the very start the march turned into a nightmare as constant Allied air attacks left the route marked by columns of dark smoke rising from burning vehicles. Even at night, ‘Christmas Tree’ flares lit the scene for further attacks. Bayerlein’s fears were amply realized. The ferocity of the enemy air attacks exceeded anything that had been imagined.

The Division sent a liaison officer to the headquarters of the 716th Infanterie-Division which had been defending at the coast. The 716th Infanterie-Division had already been reduced to a few isolated pockets of resistance. The morrow’s attack by the 21st Panzer Division and 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ was discussed. The attack was to be launched at noon on 7 June. By the morning of 7 June Panzer Lehr’s Panzer IV Abteilung (II./Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130) was barely half-way on its 160 kilometre march, at the forest just north of Alençon, where it had to stop to refuel. While refuelling it was spotted and again attacked from the air, losing more tanks and wheeled vehicles.

The march continued, with greater spacing and in smaller groups, but losses continued to mount Ritgen (p. 106) states that the early report of the destruction of 5 Panzer IV, 84 SPW and prime-movers and 90 wheeled vehicles was exaggerated, but actual losses of precious vehicles, especially of the vital fuel tankers, were heavy and the time loss was even worse.

At this point the interviews below take over the account.
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Generalfeldmarschall Erwin Rommel, commander Army Group B. (Bundesarchiv 146-1973-012-43)






MS # B–814 



QUESTIONS TO FRITZ KRAEMER2

Translator’s note: At first all that was available was a translation by an Army translator. Then the original turned up. Wording slightly differs on the page of ‘Questions to be asked…’, nothing significant. Apparently questions were in German, so Kraemer could read them. The questions were then back-translated, apparently separately for the two versions of his answers, one in the original German, the other as translated by an army interpreter.

Although, in general, the army interpreter did well, several significant errors emerged when his version was compared with the German original. Therefore I discarded his version and worked directly from the German.

These questions were in English and are copied precisely.

QUESTIONS TO BE ANSWERED BY KRAEMER3



	1.
	When did 12th SS Pz Division begin moving from the Durex [Dreux] area? How far did it get 6 June? Did it have tanks in position to attack on the morning of 7 June?



	2.
	What were the first orders given to Panzer Lehr Division? When were they received? When was Panzer Lehr ordered to move? What was its designated assembly area? What was its mission? What elements did it have in position to attack on the morning of 7 June? What elements were ready on 8 June?



	3.
	What happened during 8 June? Apparently I SS Panzer Corps had scheduled an attack west of Caen for the morning. It also seems that no such attack took place. Apparently Panzer Lehr Division did not move from its assembly areas near Thury-Harcourt during the day. At the end of the day 12th SS Panzer Division was holding a line northwest of Caen roughly from Authie to Carpiquet. Did 12th SS Panzer Division try to attack? Did it become involved immediately in defensive battles? What tanks did it have in action?




MS # B–814–ANSWERS BY FRITZ KRAEMER

Translated by Frederick P. Steinhardt. German unit designations standardized for uniformity.



	
	Fritz KRAEMER
	Landsberg, 28.



	I)
	12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’
	 






	1.
	The 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ moved out, on 5 June, from its billeting area northwest of Paris toward the mouth of the Seine. Oberbefehlshaber West [the Commander in Chief, West, Feldmarschall von Rundstedt] issued the order [for this movement] through the General der Panzertruppen West [General Geyr von Schweppenburg].



	 
	Basis: Assembly for defence against expected enemy landings west of the mouth of the Seine.



	 
	Departure of the Division in the evening of 5 June.



	 
	Intense aerial attacks during the movement until darkness fell.



	2.
	The 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ was attached to the I SS-Panzer Korps effective 1500 hour, 6 June, and was immediately diverted to an area between Falaise and Caen.



	 
	Mission: Concentration and assembly for attack west of Caen in conjunction with the 21st Panzer Division (This division had, for some time, already been stationed in the area on both sides of and south of Caen.)



	 
	Ia: Oberstleutnant i. G. von Berlichingen.4



	 
	The leading elements of the 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ arrived in the intended area in the morning of 7 June.



	 
	SS-Panzer-Aufklärungs-Abteilung 12, commanded by Sturmbannführer Brettmer, established contact on 7 June with the 21st Panzer Division and an infantry division stationed at the coast (command post in a big command-bunker at the west edge of Caen).



	 
	The Division’s armour did not arrive until evening of 7 June. The Division had no enemy contact on 7 June.



	 
	The commander of SS-Panzer-Regiment 12, Obersturmbannführer Wünsche (in English captivity) has, certainly, prepared extensive reports.



	II)
	Panzer Lehr Division 130



	 
	By orders of the 7th Armee, Generalmajor Pemsel5, the Division was set in march to an area southwest of Caen and attached to the I SS-Panzer Korps during the night of 6/7 June.



	 
	The Division Commander, Generalleutnant Beyerle in [sic.], can give details.



	III)
	The I SS-Panzer Korps was attached with staff and corps troops to the 7th Armee at about 1500 hours on 6 June.



	 
	Mission: The I SS-Panzer Korps was to attack the enemy that had landed near Caen and throw him back into the sea.



	 
	Attached to the corps were the 21st Panzer Division, 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ and, in anticipation [of its arrival], Panzer Lehr Division 130. The attack was to begin on 7 June, the time to be reported. The corps staff and corps units (communications section [Abteilung], one heavy tank battalion [schwere Panzer Abteilung], one artillery Abteilung[=battalion]) were set in march on 6 June. Their last elements arrived during the night of 7/8 June.



	 
	On 7 and 8 June (mornings) only the 21st Panzer Division attacked, conducting localized thrusts.



	 
	During the afternoon of 8 June the 21st Panzer Division (right) and elements of the 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ (left) were committed in an attack west of Caen in order to gain a usable assembly area for the combined attack of the 12th SS-Panzer Division and Panzer Lehr Divison 130. In addition this (locally limited) attack was intended to prevent any further advance of the English to extend their beachhead.



	 
	Due to the unheard-of strength of enemy aerial attacks, the Division’s movements to the areas specified on 6 June took longer that foreseen by the superior commands. Daytime movements were practically excluded. The German Luftwaffe, unfortunately, was not visible during those days.



	 
	The 21st Panzer Division and 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ went over to the defence late in the evening of 8 June in the positions attained. It was necessary to wait for the arrival of the entire Panzer Lehr Division 130.



	 
	I can no longer give locations and lines without maps.



	 
	About 50 tanks of the 21st Panzer Division and 60 tanks of the 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ took part in the attack. Elements of the 21st Panzer Division were employed east of Caen. There was no intention of remaining on the defensive.



	 
	During 7 and 8 June it became evident that the infantry division that had been stationed at the coast had been almost entirely destroyed (the number of the division is no longer known).




Signed: Fritz Kraemer

MS # B–814–ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS TO BAYERLEIN

Translated by Frederick P. Steinhardt.

23 April 1948
Additional Questions. [to Fritz Bayerlein]



	1.
	(Questions 1–5). Panzer Lehr Division 130 remained in the Nogent le Rotrou–Chateaudun–Vendom area starting 8 May as OKW [Oberkommando der Wehrmacht] reserve. Routes for movement into the presumptive landing areas were reconnoitered and determined.






	a.
	In Normandy–Caen, Bayeux and St. Lo areas.



	 



	b. 
	In Brittany–Brest area and south thereof.



	 



	a.
	[tr. note- The original document repeats ‘a’ and ‘b’, as given here, with no break, heading or explanation.]



	 
	From Oberbefehlshaber West at 0400 hours in the morning: ‘The Allies have landed between the Orne and the mouth of the Vire. Panzer Lehr Division is to prepare to move out.’



	 



	b.
	From Oberbefehlshaber West via Panzer Gruppe West at 0600 hours in the morning: ‘Panzer Lehr is to assemble to advance toward Caen–Bayeux by 1700 hours in the Nogent le Rotrou–La Ferte Bernarde–Montfort area along the Chartres–Le Mans road. The Division will be attached to the 7th Armee. Further instructions in Armee Hauptquartier Le Mans. Division Commander [is to proceed] there for briefing.’



	 
	From the 7th Armee at 1730 hours the Division received the following orders:



	 
	‘The Panzer Lehr Division 130’ is immediately to depart from its Nogent–Le Mans assembly area. It is to depart immediately via the line Argentan–Mortain and reach the Thury Harcourt–Aunay–Benie Bocage area by a night march. The Division will be attached to the I SS-Panzer Korps, with which it is to establish immediate contact.’



	 
	Note: No attention was given to the Division Commander’s opinion that this objective could not be attained during the night and that a daytime move would result in extremely heavy losses due to the expected constant enemy air attacks and also would not result in any significant savings in time.



	 



	2.
	(Question 6) The mission was merely to reach the Thury Harcourt area. The I [SS-Panzer] Korps was to issue further orders. These orders were to read something like: Attack the enemy forces that had landed near Bayeux–Caen, destroy them and eliminate the beachhead.



	
	The Division Commander tried throughout the entire night of 6/7 June to find the corps staff in order to get orders. However, the staff was nowhere to be found. 



	 



	3.
	(Question 7) In the morning of 7 June the leading elements of the Division march-column were roughly in the line Argentan–Domfront. The Division was considerably spread-out in depth. The Division was thus still far distant from a jump-off position for an attack. There was still no sort of attack order nor assembly position for an attack issued by the corps.



	
	In the afternoon of 7 June, at the headquarters of the I SS-Panzer Korps, which had, at last, been located southeast of Thury Harcourt, the Division received the following orders: ‘Panzer Lehr Division 130 is to reach the Norrey–Brouay area (west of Caen, at the Caen–Bayeux railroad line) by the morning of 8 June and be in readiness there to attack to the coast between Courseulles sur Mer and Arromanches. The attack will be conducted along with the 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ with the objective of crushing and eliminating the bridgehead.’



	 



	4.
	In the morning of 8 June at 0700 hours the following units were ready to attack on the line Norrey–Brouay (at the Caen–Bayeux railroad line):






	One battalion of Panzergrenadier-Regiment 901 at Norrey,



	one battalion Panzergrenadier-Regiment 902 at Brouay,



	two artillery Abteilungen [ = battalions],



	no tanks, since, due to the lengthy approach march, they could not yet be present.



	Panzeraufklärungs-Lehr-Abteilung 130 and Panzer-Pionier-Bataillon 130 were already committed in the Tilly area as flank protection.






	 



	5.
	(Question 8.) The attack order was not initially carried out in order to await the arrival of the armour. After they had captured Brouay, the troops of Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902 were, themselves, attacked by strong English forces and had difficulty holding the place. The following order from I SS-Panzer-Korps arrived in the afternoon: ‘Do not carry out the attack. The Division will be withdrawn from the Norrey–Brouay sector of the front and shifted during the night of 8/9 June to the Tilly area, where it will attack in the morning of 9 June along the Tilly–Bayeux road with the objective of capturing Bayeux.



	 



	6.
	(Question 9) Kampfgruppe 901 was pulled out of the front in the evening of 8 June. Kampfgruppe 902, on the other hand, had to remain in Brouay since it had already been cut off by the English (Its extraction did not succeed until the next day). During the night of 8/9 [June] the II Bataillon of Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902 and one Panzer Abteilung arrived in the Tilly area, so the attack along the Tilly–Bayeux road could be carried out in the morning of 9 June with the II. Bataillon of Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902, Panzeraufklärungs-Lehr-Abteilung 130 and one Panzer Abteilung. By noon the attack reached Ellon (south of Bayeux) as orders arrived to halt the attack, hold in the line Tilly–Lingevres–la Belle Epine and go over to defence.



	
	In the event of additional questions or if more extensive answers are required to the questions, I await orders.




Signed Fritz Bayerlein






PANZER LEHR DIVISION 130 AND THE JUNE 7–9 COUNTERATTACKS AGAINST THE NORMANDY INVASION 



A key element in understanding this confused and confusing series of events is that the confusion started at the top and received little clarification at other levels. As Hubert Meyer makes clear in Die Kriegsgeschichte der 12. SS-Panzerdivision ‘Hitlerjugend’, (pp. 89ff.), the destruction of communications resulting from the pre-invasion air-strikes combined with mandatory radio silence during movements and the effects of constant air-attacks on the moving units resulted in misinformation and misunderstanding at all levels. As a prime example, at 0400 hours in the morning of 7 June Rommel’s Chief of Staff informed him that the three Panzer divisions attached to the I. SS-Panzer Korps were already in their assembly positions, ready to counterattack with all available forces. In fact, the 21st Panzer Division was, at that time, in contact with the enemy, west of the Orne, on the defensive. The other divisions were still en route and unable to report their whereabouts or condition due to radio silence. The description that follows is based largely on Ritgen’s account in Die Geschichte der Panzer Lehr Division im Westen, 1944 1945, Jean-Claude Perrigault’s La Panzer-Lehr-Division and Hubert Meyer’s Die Geschichte der 12. SS-Panzer-Division ‘Hitlerjugend’.

When Generalleutnant Bayerlein, the commander of Panzer Lehr Division 130, finally located the command post of the I SS-Panzer Korps in the afternoon of 7 June, he learned the 7th Armee was calling for, the elimination of the enemy beachhead west of the Orne river in a decisive armoured attack by the I SS-Panzer Korps that was to take place on 8 June.

The resultant Division attack order for 8 June 1944 read:6



	1.
	Enemy forces that landed from the sea are established in the Cherbourg–Caen–Caen-Bayeux highway area. [ed. note- Ritgen gives this paragraph as ‘Enemy airborne troops…, which appears to be in error, so I have followed Perrigault.]



	



	2.
	German strongpoints are still holding at the coast and in the enemy landing area.



	



	3.
	I. SS-Panzer Korps with attached 21st Panzer Division, 12th SS-Panzer Division and Panzer Lehr Division is to attack the beachhead from the Caen–St Croix area and attain the line St. Aubin–Vauvres–Creully. In addition it is to screen the left flank in the line Carcagny–Ellon–Trungy with reconnaissance forces.



	



	4.
	Panzer Lehr Division is to position itself during the night of 7/8 June 1944 in the Bretteville–St. Croix area by 0300 hours on 8 June in readiness to attack when ordered toward Courselles [Courseulles].



	



	5.
	Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 901 is to be ready on the right, Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902 on the left.



	
	Boundary line: Le Mesnil-Patry–Putot (902)–Sequeville (901)–Lantheuil (902).



	
	Front line of the assembly area is the road to Bayeux.



	



	6.
	Routes of advance: for Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 901: Thury-Harcourt–Curcy–Evrecy–Moudrainville [sic.]–Cheux.



	
	[tr. note–The type font used for place names on the detailed map of Normandy that the Germans used is peculiar in that frequently a lower case ‘u’ and lower case ‘n’ are easily confused. What seemed, at first, to be inexplicable mis-spellings of some French place names in a variety of sources, particularly in Kurt Meyer’s [‘Panzermeyer’s’] account, Panzergrenadiere, suddenly became comprehensible upon close examination of that map. Hence the probable explanation for the mis-spelling here of Mondrainville. A good photocopy of that map which survives considerable photographic enlargement is Karte 1 in the map section of Herbert Meyer’s Kriegsgeschichte der 12. SS-Panzer-Division ‘Hitlerjugend.]



	
	for Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902: Villers-Bocage–Juvigny–Fontenay.



	



	7.
	Panzer-Artillerie-Regiment 130 is to take position in the assembly area such that it can cover the assembly area and the attack, with Schwerpunkt [point of main emphasis] on supporting Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902. Schwere Artillerie Abteilung 992 will, for movement purposes to the assembly area, be attached to Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902.



	



	8.
	Panzer-Aufklärungs-Lehr-Abteilung 130 is to advance to the northwest via Villers-Bocage, attaining the line Le-Douet–Ellon–Trungy, thereby securing the left flank of the Division. SS-Panzer Aufklärungs Abteilung 12 is to continue securing the line, in contact, to the east to the assembly area of the Division. Boundary: Tilly–Bayeux road (to Panzer-Aufklärungs-Lehr Abteilung 130).



	



	9.
	Panzer-[Pionier]-Bataillon 130, to which the Divisions-Begleit-Kompanie is attached for march purposes, is to attain the Rauray–Tessel area at 0500 hours on 8 June.to be available to the Division.



	



	10.
	Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130 and Panzerjäger-[Lehr]-Abteilung 130 are to close up behind Panzer-Pionier-Bataillon 130 to be available to the Division.



	



	11.
	Heeres-Flak-Abteilung 311 ….



	



	12.
	Medical units …



	



	13.
	Command post in the Cheux area.’




These orders were far removed from the reality of the situation, but did determine the organization of the Division for the upcoming battle.
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Obergruppenführer und General der Waffen-SS Joseph ‘Sepp’ Dietrich, commander I SS-Panzer-Korps. Photo taken in 1944. (Bundesarchiv 183-J27366)





According to Perrigault (p. 160), SS-Obergruppenführer und General der Waffen-SS Dietrich, commanding the I SS-Panzer-Korps realized the necessity of launching the 8 June attack with the forces actually on hand. Since Panzer Lehr’s two Panzergrenadier regiments had not arrived, he modified his plan of attack, assigning Panzer Lehr’s original zone to 12th SS-Panzer-Division ‘Hitlerjugend’s’ Panzergrenadier-Regiment 26. That regiment also had many delays in its approach march, arriving west of Caen in the evening of 7 June. Its 1st Bataillon occupied the village Cheux, which had been specified in Panzer Lehr’s attack order as Panzer Lehr Division 130’s command post.

When the leading elements of Panzer Lehr Division 130 began to arrive, they found ‘Hitlerjugend’ troops already in their assigned assembly area, which partly coincided with that already assigned to 12th SS-Panzer-Division ‘Hitlerjugend’s’ SS-Panzergrenadier-Regiment 26.

Hubert Meyer suggests that, perhaps, I SS-Panzer Korps intended to shift ‘Hitlerjugend’s’ 26th Panzergrenadier-Regiment to the right, in conformity with its sister regiment, thereby clearing its former assembly area for Panzer Lehr. If so, neither division involved was so informed. Nor was Panzer Lehr informed that the enemy was already into the front of its assembly area.

When the first elements of 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ arrived, Standartenführer Kurt Meyer, generally known as ‘Panzermeyer’, commanding SS-Panzergrenadier-Regiment 25, set up his command post in one of the towers of the Abbaye d’Ardennes on the northwest fringe of Caen. He immediately saw that Canadian forces were advancing dangerously fast and committed his reinforced regiment to an attack, thereby committing SS-Panzergrenadier-Regiment 25 on the right of ‘Hitlerjugend’s’ sector.

The progress of the Division’s elements was delayed during the second night of their movement by detours which tracked vehicles had torn up to the point where wheeled vehicles got stuck and by difficulties getting through bombed crossroads-communities. Bayerlein’s vehicle was knocked out in an aerial attack that left him with minor wounds but killed his driver.

There is confusion regarding Panzer Lehr Division 130’s actions on 8 June. The Canadian 3rd Infantry Division had already crossed the Caen–Bayeux road, which had been specified as the front of Panzer Lehr’s assembly area. In the area specified for Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 901 the Royal Winnipeg Rifles occupied Putot-en-Bessin by noon of 8 June, the Regina Rifle Regiment in Bretteville l’Orgueilleuse, with companies in position south of Norrey-en-Bessin and at Villeneuve. Canadian outposts were on both sides of the railroad and south of the Caen–Bayeux highway with loose contact with the British 50th (Northumberland) Division to the west. The Canadians planned to continue their attack toward Buron.

The 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’s 8 June attack achieved little, barely hanging on to Brouay. After changing hands several times, Putot ended up Canadian and Norrey remained so. Before even reaching the specified assembly area from which it was to launch the attack, Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 901 was thereby halted right after passing through Cheux, where it awaited orders that never came.

The leading elements of Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902’s II Bataillon reached the Fontenay–Tilly area, its I Bataillon still lagging far behind. SS-Panzeraufklärungs-Abteilung 12 (‘Hitlerjugend’) secured in front of the sector in the general line Brouay–railroad line–le Douet.. Isolated elements of the battered 352nd Infanterie Division conducted a valiant fighting retreat before superior enemy forces.

As Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment’s II Bataillon reached the railway line near Brouay and le Bas d’Audrieu it found a melee of German and hostile troops with leading elements of enemy forces advancing on both Brouay and le Bas d’Audrieu. The Nottingham Yeomanry tank battalion bypassed Loucelles to the west, capturing the railroad crossing and Point 103. That evening the Dorset infantry and tanks of the 4/7 Dragoon Guards took Loucelles and the Audrieu area, Audrieu itself remaining divided between the two sides during the night.

Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902’s II Bataillon held onto the railway crossing at Brouay initially, setting up the regimental command post in the nearby chateau’s park, where British tanks rolled up to the park entrance and shot up the command post and vehicles. An observation plane then directed naval gunfire on the hapless scene, exacting heavy losses in men and equipment in the Brouay area and to its south.

With Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902’s II Bataillon caught up in the British 8th Armoured Brigade Group’s advance there could be no hope of a concerted attack by the divisions of the I SS-Panzer Korps on 8 June.

The long-awaited II/Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 130 languished since early morning of 8 June in the Monts chateau park awaiting orders for the scheduled attack that never came..

During the night of 8/9 June Panzergruppe West (General Geyr von Schweppenburg) took over command of the Calvados sector from 7th Armee. The Panzergruppe ordered preparations for the joint counterattack during the night of 10/11 June to divide the British bridgehead. But now it is necessary to go back to 7 June.

On 7 June the British 50th (Northumbrian) Division occupied Bayeux after patrols of the 2nd Battalion of the Essex Regiment of the 56th Infantry Battalion had found little opposition there the previous evening. The German command realized there was a major opening for a British advance south through Bayeux with little hindrance to the south, southwest and southeast. Therefore the emphasis now shifted to recapturing Bayeux before General Geyr von Schweppenburg’s Panzergruppe West, controlling the three Panzer divisions, could launch the major armoured attack.to the coast.

Accordingly, I SS-Panzer Korps redirected Panzer Lehr Division 130 to shift west, assemble on both sides of the Tilly–Bayeux highway and recapture Bayeux. With some of its elements already involved in combat, others yet on the approach march, the Panzer-Lehr Division was less than enthused about the new mission.

Nevertheless, those elements of the Division that were available were in position in the morning of 9 June to launch the attack: Panzergrenadier-Regiment 901, reinforced with Panzerjäger-Abteilung 130 was on the right, straddling the Seulles River; on the left was gepanzerte Gruppe Schönburg (II/Panzer-Lehr-Regiment 902 and I/Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902.) The remainder of Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 902 was still hotly engaged in Brouay. Panzeraufklärungs-Lehr-Abteilung 130 continued to secure the Division’s left flank in the line Ellon–Trungy.

At this point Generalleutnant Bayerlein had to look to his right flank. Enemy pressure mounted near Tilly. Audrieu went lost. Bayerlein ordered Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 901 to forego the attack on Bayeux and concentrate on holding Tilly.

Late in the morning of 9 June Gruppe von Schönburg launched its attack northward, its first objective, the village of Ellon. Generalleutnant Bayerlein accompanied the assault group. Ellon fell without resistance, but, as the force exited Ellon to the north, enemy armour was spotted to the northeast. Bayerlein then ordered the attack be held up, whether on his own initiative or on orders from higher up is, according to Ritgen’s account, unclear.

The entire sector of the front was under pressure. Panzergrenadier-Lehr-Regiment 901 was having a hard time hanging on to Tilly. New enemy forces were attacking from Hill 103, while 12th SS-Panzer Division ‘Hitlerjugend’ was under attack at Cristot.

The armour was pulled back to its jump-off position. As Ritgen puts it (p.112),


… the only classic armoured attack conducted by the Panzer Lehr Division in Normandy was at an end. At the same time, the attempt to thwart the enemy that had landed back in to the sea and regain the initiative finally failed.



At this point the Allied air forces also put an end to Panzergruppe West’s impending attack that was to split the British position. On 11 June, the Royal Air Force wiped out General Geyr von Schweppenburg’s mobile headquarters, killing most of the general’s staff, though he, himself, escaped with wounds. At the time the Germans believed it was the result of General Geyr’s complete failure to camouflage his headquarters. However, according to Ralph Bennet, Ultra in the West, the RAF had been notified of its whereabouts from an Ultra intercept. It was the end of June before Panzergruppe West was back in action as a functioning command entity. Thus, Panzergruppe West’s control of the three armoured divisions was short lived. Command reverted to Obergruppenführer und General der Waffen-SS Sepp Dietrich. Dietrich immediately put a hold on the three-Panzer-division attack General Geyr had planned.
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