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Description of the work

Actuality of the topic - More than 60 year has passed since the end of
the Second World War. which has no analogue in the human history with ity
scales, military and political results, There is lots of literature on the Second
World War, Among them are collections of documents, official issues,
memoirs of political and military figures, collective works of scientists,
joumnalists’ publications and 5o on, It's hard to find an analogue in world
history. Yet despite this, its annals are not duly studied, that should be done
in future. Then thinking of war one of the main problems that s worthy of
meditating is to find out whether it was possible to out down on its duration,
mpr:cedentcd seales, viclims and Nlm In this regard we become espectally

d m the probl § with the openi o{ﬂ\eﬁumdl‘mm
Namely: the p bl of its prej and fon in the
and meetings of anti-Hitler coalition leaders, which is one of the key issues of
in the history of the Second World War diplomacy. There is hardly any
serions research on the Second World War, namely, on the intemation:l
relations and military operations of that period, where there you :anl ﬂnd
maore or less interest to this question. Notwitk di
literature and 1ts separate mumcnls which deal with the history of the Second
Front, there is still great interest to this question. We shonld note that this
topic is not thoroughly studied in the historiography. There s still scientific
argument on the preparation of the second Front, the time and place of its
execution, military and political reasons for its hampering. Though o great
mumber of literatures dealing with this problem enables us fo analyses the
essence of the basic events of the military-political history of the Second
World War th iy and other questions refated 1o it

One of the in p and distingwshed problems of the Second World
War was the very close relationship among Great Britain, the Soviet Union
and the United States. This cooperation began from the very day when
Germany attacked the USSR and despite the diversity of ideas and conflicts
continued 1ill the end of the war. It may be stated, thit the allies had never
reached such a great success i the history in the sphere of unity their
resources, milisary aod diplomatic efforts and executing them, as it was
managed by the leader states of anti-Hitker coalition during the whole war.
We should note. that such o close refationship among these countries was
conditioned by their feaders' cooperation, who were at the head of the
government at the most cnnca! mommt in lhe world lnstmy, In this n:gard
one b Lin i and
among “The Great Tnul“ that made a profitable gmnd for fighting aganm
the Nazi tyranny, despite their different political opinions besides private
writings, intensive meetings among the anti-Hitler coalition leaders were also
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of great importance. as well as their relations with the high-rank

P ives of diplomatic corps and military headquarters, These
meetings played an important role in deciding the problems related 10
orzanizing the Second Front, which dealt with planning and preparing the
operation and the time and place of its realization.

Suurces — The dissertation work is based on the documents related to
this question. First of all, this we corespandence among the leaders of the
Soviel Union, Great Britain and the United States. the secret correspondence
among the leaders of the United statés and Great Britain, documents
depieting relations  between the USSR-England and the LSSR-USA,
materials on the conferences of the Second World War, Memoirs of military
and political figures of the Second World War are also widely used as o
historical source.

Chronological frames - The chronological frames of the work are the
years of 1941-1944: From June of 1914, when consultations on opening the
Sccond Front began, up 1 June-August of 1944, when in North and Southeen
France operations , Overlord” and  Dragoon” were put into effect

The subject, goals and objectives of the 0 Inthe p d
research we tried 1o study and evaluate the vole that the leaders of anti-Hitker
conlition — Great Britain, the USSR and the US played in preparing and
executing the opening of the Second Front in Western Europe. The goal of
tlve research is to show how the question of erealing the Second Front was
raised i the sponds and ings of ,the Great Trind"”, what
obstacles the allies met in the questions of European strategy, namely. on
forcing La Manche. what were the main reasons fhat hampered intrading in
Furope und was it seally possible 1o open the Second Front until 1944,

Scientific novelty and practieal importance - The work i ene of the
first attempts i Georgia to study on important problem of the Second World
War. In this work s great ion is paid o the dip ic activities of Great
Rritain, the USSR and the US leaders and governments to prepare and open
e Second Front, In the presented research o special study is devoted to the
<o called . Balkan Project” of the second Frant, the aspects of {is realization
and those politically important Josses that wete conditioned by the allics”
decision to intmduce in Western Europe. Except this, there is stated in the
wark. that only by executing Trans La Manche Stratezy” and wnoring
Churchill's  Balkan Project”, the Western allies made o rough political
mistake. that favored sefting the Soviet control on Eastern Europe and

pringing up other ist regimes in the world, that became the reason
40

of starting up . The Cold War” in future; it is emphasized, that executing
The Mediterrancan Strategy”. which foresaw including Turkey in the war,
opening the Second Front in the Balk and pying southern and
Southemn-Eastern Europe by English-Ametican troops, could hinder the
soviet army’ from intruding wpon this territaries, and to some €xient affect the:
war terms: in addition, for the First time, many facts or events on anti-Hither
coalition leaders’ spond and ings are showed in the Georgiai
fanguage; several exceptional opinions on opening the sccond front are
expressed.
The work hos cerain scientific and practical values, The ideas

i 4 in it and its Jusions miay be helpful for persons interested in
the modern history of European and Americin countries, namely: for
students studying the period of the Second World War and for a particular
part of readers.

Approbation of the work - The fon topic was probated at the
scientific session of Kutaisi Akaki Tseretelf State University on April 29,
2005 (Minuies N9), The work was discussed and recommended af the
session of Akaki Tsereteli State University Department of Historical Sciences
on December 14, 2005 (Minutes Ne3) and at the meeting of Intemational
Relations Studies Scientific Research Center on February 4, 2010 (Minutes
NG). Sep 1y of the di ion work have been read as reports it
Akaki Tsereteli State Universily and Ivane Javakhishvili Thitisi State
University scieatific confe at different pesiods. 5 publications about (he
work have been published.

Historiography — Scientific rescarch on the Second Front probiem
began immediately afier the end of the Second World War a large part of
pistorical literature which deals upon preparing and realizing the Second
Front is published in the United States and Great Britain. ‘Accordingly. the
first researchers of the above joned problem were those American and
British political or militery figures. who directly participated in the
organizing the Second Front. Among them the first mention should be given
to the British Prime Minister W. Churchill, whose monograph. which
consists of 6 volimes, deals with many inleresting ind imp questions of
the Second World War In the work a greal importance is given to separate
aspects of the Second World War dipiomatic history. English premier’s

pondence and mectings with the US and the USSR leaders are
extensively described, ns well as with the heads of British miliiary
Theadd and 1oy ives of the diplomatic corps. The problem of
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opening the Second Front was first deseribed in the works of D. Eisenhower,
1 Stimson, R Sherwood, W Leshy, G, Harrison and others. It's interesting
o note that the work of an American historian Gordon Harrison | Cross-
Channel Attack”, published In I‘)ﬁl is the first scientfic research which
Jescribes the probl of preparing and 2 the scmml Front, We
should note. that the aby toned authors idered the lack of the
allies' powers and transportation 10 be the main reason of hampering opening
the second Front in Europe.

The works of W. MeNeill and H, Feis deal upon prepaning the
opesation of immding 1 Europe. which explain hindering the process of
opening the second Front by !he luk of the landing forces. Tbc monograph
of R, Beitzell is also d 10 di ion of g the Second
Front, by which the main reason of l’occmg La Manche was contradictions in
the policies of the LIS-Great Britain,

The reasons of hampum; sntrusion in Western Europe are discussed
in the works of A R. Ingersoll, M. Metloff and E. Snell,
who explain lengthening the problem of opening the Second Front by the
contradictions between the US-Gmn Britain and blame the English for that.
Other Amenican authors, eg. R. Leighton and R. Coakley, blume the very
Hritish Prime Minister W, Churchill for lengthening the second Front
upening in their book | Global Logistics and strategy, 1949-1945" British
authors M. Howard and J. Fuller try to justify English politicians” attitude
towards the question of the Second Front in their works, . Grand Strategy.
Augost 1942-September 19437 and | The Second World War 1939-19457,
and blame Americans for having no strategically thinking,

The so called , Balkan Project” of the Second Front is discussed in the
works of historians H. Baldwin, J. Pratt and Ch. Wilmot. These researchers
severely eriticize F. Roosevelt's policy, praise W. Churchill's strategy and
regret thae they could not deploy the US-British troops in the Balkan, that
warld enable the allies to occupy southern and southem-Esstern Europe. An
Amenican historian M. Stoler pays attention to the political reasons of
hindering mtrusion i Westemn Eumpe. To his mind. the gquestion of the
second Front was being dis n hington as an 1mp political

blem, that was conditioned by the |.IS ruling circles' destre 1o widen the
scopc of influence n Europe, and hence, they tried to find a strategies
moment for opening the Second Front. The reasons of intruding in Europe by
the allies are also discussed in the work of R, Dallek _Franklin D. Roosevelt
and Amerscan Foreign pohc) in 1932-19457, which was published in 1979,
The rescarcher thmks that it is groundless to raise the ¢ of ing the
Second Front at an carly stage. Awmlmg 1o his upmmn. inlmding in Europe
by Americans at an early stage would be followed by a great sacrifice. And
Roosevell was inferested in winning over Germany and Japan easily, and
42

Joining the Soviet army for this reason. Besides the above mentioned authors
the question of the Second Front was surveyed in the works of J. Erman, B.
Liddel Hart, T. Higgins, A Bryml. 0. Bndlcy. H Bulchumduhcr&

As for the soviet histor here the opinion that
opening the Second Front was quite possﬂale it 1942-1943, and one of the
reasons of hampering the allies’ intrasion in Europe was political factors. To
the history of diplumalk preparation of the Second Front are devoted

hs of Soviet b wans 1 Undask V' Kulish and 1. Zemskov, in
which the authors blame the knelling cireles of the US and Great Brieain, for
lengthening intrugion 1 Western Ewrope on purpose. All other Soviet
rescarchers hold nearly the same opinion on the Second Front in their works:
Among them are M. Tolchenov, N. Jakoviev, V. Israchian, 1 Maisky, O
Rzheshevsky, V. Sekistov, and athers.

We would like to pay a special amtention to the monograph of a
CGieorgian historian T, Papaskiri .. The Problems of Preparing and Opening of
the Second Front in the Us-llnush Diplomacy.  1941-1943" published in
2002. 1t must be noled, that this research is, in fact, the first try in Georgia o
study one of the i questions of the diph ic history of the Second
Warld War In the work there are ¥ d on blems of
the research question. Namely: when ‘hscussmg the mlluary lmpomnce of
the operation ., Torch” passed by the ailies in Northern Africa, the authors
remarks, that in case of ful and of this op the allies would have
more chance 10 conlinve siruggle even m case if the Soviet Unipn were
deteated and the author explains lengthening the opening of the Second Front
by the Tow level of vmhlary preparednc%s of the US—Enghsh troops.

So we have reviewed aspects d with d
and reahization of the Second Front. On the background of diverse fiterature
dealing with military political history of intruding the allies i Europe, we
deem it interesting to raise this question once more, analyze and appreciate
its separale moments.

Structure and Contents of the Work

‘The dissentation work consists of a preface, three chaplers and o

Tusion, The work i followed by the list of references and sources used in

the work, In the preface there is given actuality of the topic. chronological

frames of the work, and its goals and objectives. On the background of

historical review there is emphasized the novelty that the dissertation theme
brings in the survey of preparing and opening of the Second Front

In the first chapter — . Attack of Germany on the Soviet Union and
the Question of the Second Front in 19417 there 15 discussed the question of
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raising the problem of opening the Second Front, which became actual for
the USSR from the very day of Germany's attack: there is showed the efforts
of Great Britain, the USSR and the US o form an anti-Hitler coalition, that
would be a ble ground for fighting against the common encmy
Germany.

After Germany's attack on the Soviet Union. the mest important task
that was set for the Soviet countrics being under aggression, was scarching
for the allies and making them participate in the war against Germany, so that
i the shorter term the surpass the strategic advantage that the fascist block
Jiad gained in the first days of the war. In this regard statements made by the
British Prime Minister W Churchill and the US President F. Roosevelt on
helping the Soviet Union were of greil importance, as they made a good
pround for close opetation among these stales and fighting agamst the fascist
black in future.

Immediately an starting up the war the question of apening the Second
Front on European tetritory became of upper-most importance for the Soviet
Union that would aically imp centers of Gi and
make its enemy redistribute its powers and resources amons several fronts.
Despite the fact thut the wea of opening the Second Froat in Europe, that
meant forcing English troupes in France, officially came from the British
side. namely, from Lord W. Beaverbrook. the demand of the real of the
Sovigt government to create Second Front in Europe in 1941 with the
preparation of England. wis unreal, because of the poor military-material
sources of this country, This was justly noted by the British premier m the
correspondence with J. Stafin.

On Johy 12, 1941 signing the agreement on cooperation and military
help between the Soviet Union and Greal Britain was the first serious step
torward for creating anti-Hitler coalition, Signing parts of the agreement ook
it ws their duty to: 1) help each other: 2 not having negotiations, putting an
agreement. or peace reaties without each others' consent.

The visit of the US President's private repi H. Hopkins in
Moscow at the end of July 1941 was ulso of great importance, which had
meetings with J. Stalin and Tigh-rank offictals of the Soviet government, This
visit made the American diplomat, who had been assigned 1o find out what
provisions the USSR weeded 10 fight a war, obviously believe in fighting
efficiency of the last, In spite of the fact that no concrete decisions were
made on helping the Soviet Union at the mectings with the President’s
representative in- Moscow, it may be said that N, Hopking' visit was a
completely new stage in the refations of the 1S, Great Britain and the USSR.

On the way of obviating an anti-Hitler coalition, the meeting between

e US President £ R 1t and England’s Prime Minister W. Churchill in
Argentia, Wiss ong more siep forward. which took part in August 1941, At the
4

conference the so called , Atlantic Charter™ was madg, which stated the US
i Great Britain's common goals in the Second Waorld War. . The Atlantic
(harter” was mainly of declarative character and jundical made no
obligations for formally neutral country the United Stales of America
Though it was clear from the sixth paragraph of the document on final
annibilation of the Nazi tyranny, that the United States would not take the
duty of only being a watchdog of the events taking place in Europe and if
necded would interfere in the war against Germany together with other anti-
Hitler powers.,

On December 7. 1941 when Japan attacked on the Usited States, a
new stage in the Second World War began Drawing the US into the wat
completely changed the balance of powers, | diately after ng
war ggainst Japan the strategics of the White House demanded from F.
Roosevelt to take the same deciss ing G y and taly. Though
Roosevelt did not share their idea, The president preferred to wasit until Hitler
and Mussolini would announce the war with the 15 themselves. Such kind of
an action from Roosevell was conditioned by the President's doubt thit
announcing war with these countries from the Congress would have no
perspectives. One more reason, defining Roosevelts policy, was that

Jing 1o the & jon thist presi wis aware of, if Japan started
military activities against the USA, Germany would immediately declare war
10 the USA. On the same day Roosevelt asked the Congress fo announce war
with these countries, his request was satisfied.

After Per] Harbor, in the US leaders there rose a niew question, who
was 1o be foken as the first enemy, Germany or Japan. For President
Roosevelt and his team the main goal was to defeat Germany and after that
rearrange all their forces against Sapan. Against the LIS ofticial policy, there
was 4 serious opposition which regarded Japan 25 the US' first enemy.
Amang them were the US marine militaries with admiral I, King i head of
them. We have to take into account that the main part of the US population
shared the same political position. Despite the fact, that among the US
Jeaders most of them were against Germany than against Japan, it was clearly
shown thot , Anti Japans™ was serious political part and Roosevelt was made
1o take them into account. Also as Germany declared war against the US it
wive Roosevelt opp ity 10 act independently which helped him to adopt
right strategies for Europe.

US involvement into the war basically changed England’s hopeless
position and made if rearmange its forces for new wat strategies. [n the middle
of December 1941 Great Britain's  Prime Minsster W. Churchill had formed
new plans of war making in & This dum has three
parts: the first was about war action in Atlantic Front, the second was about
war action in the Pacific Ocean. and the third one was about war action m
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1943 In the first part Great Britain's Prime Minister mentioned main plans
for US and Great Britain’s to oceupy whole France colonies in North-West
Africa and make control on it by 1942, Alse whole North Africa was
intended to be under control of Great Britain, Churchill thought it would give
English opportunity to have outlets from Mediterranean Sea to Levant and
Suez  channel. This strategy made the US protest Great Britain from
Mediterranean Sea attsck from Germany and ot take into account USSR sell’
protection, for which effective assistance would be only if the West began
wide range of war operations. The second part of the memorandum was
ahout the problem of regaining US-British influence on seas. To reach these
wonls and main strategy Greal Britain's Prime Minister intended to crepte
efficient navy in Pacific Occan for 1942, which must be more powerful than
its rivals: As for the third part of memorandum it was about invasions i
Europe in 1943, but it would be possible only i 1) 1942 years vperations in
Pacific and Atlantic Ocean would be successtul; 2) USA and Great Britain
would achieve whole superiority in Pacific Ocean and reganed their Jost
territories; 3) British Islands would be ly p d from il
possible invasion; 4) Whale coasts of West and North Afnca from Dakar to
Suez, Channel, also Levant coasts tll Turkey's border would be under USA
and Gret Britain's control: §) USSR condition would be stronger; 6) Great
Britain and USA  would have better control over Jtaly and Sicily. But all
those i Chuechill’s opinton, was not the end of war. War in Furope had 10
finish Germany's army destruction or there must have hean crash nside
Germany ‘s policy. As Great Britain's Prime Mimster made remarks, for all
those allies had 1o be prepared for liberation of G ‘s conquered West
and South Europe, to stroke army in profitable places, to organize enslaved
people make rebel. I allied forees ued i or simul
ransterring of soldiers, for example in Norway, Denmark, Holland and in
Belgium, also i France La Manche and in Atlantic coasts, afso in Ialy and
The Batkans, German garrisons would not make oppose against rebelled
people, in Churchill's opinion

Those kending operations had 10 take part armored and mechanized
Sormations, which would be landed not in ports but in coasts, from specially
made landing barges or from Ocean ships. For operation 10 be successful air
and sea advantage was main to achieve, also USA and Great Britam have to
humb G y's territory § ively. This op would need one million
4ix hundred thousand people from which 40 armored division.

Washington Confe (December 22, 194 1-January 14, 1942)
pliayed s vital fole in the formation of anti-Hitler Coalition, based on the main
theses ¢ ing military campaign p d in W, Churchill memorandum
on Decemher 1941 The main question di d at the conf was 10
work out the <rategy for military activities by the USA and Great Britain,
6

Ihespite the difficulties taking place in the Pacific Ocean. the leaders of the
Jwo countries realized the true picture of the current events and considered

them fo be Jess imp pared with the pean ones. This kind of
policy by Roosevelt and Churchill greatly affected one of the most important
decisions made at the conf 1t referred to dech G y a5 the

principal opy . One more imp event having taken place ot the
Washingfon conference was | the United Nations Declaration” passed by 26
countries on January 1, 1942 The document played a viml role in

pthening i | relations within Anti-Hitler forces and in working out
fursher strategy against fascist block.

In the second chapter ~ 1942 Year: Diplomatic Affords Made
Order to Strengthen Anti-Hitler Conlition” refers (0 Washington Conference
11, with its main task 1o work out & joint strategic plan for England and the
(SA ahout war campaign. The same chapter comprises some data about V-
Molotov, the head of the Soviet Union Foreign Offige, visiting Greal Britain
and W, Churchill, the Prime Minister of Great Britain visiting Moscow.
which nssisted greatly 10 strengthen anti-Hitler Coalition.

Al the beginning of 1942 the question of creating own military
sirstegy for Europe was being di d in Washington. The Ameri were
welk aware of the fact that in case the Soviel Union had been defeated,
English and American troops would have had to go through hard struggle in
Europe. On March 1942 the leaders of the USA Army Headguarters began 1o
prepare for the main plan. concerning military activities 10 be carried out 1n
Furope. Possible attacks from Norway, Spain, the Mediterrancan Sea and
France on Germany were discussed. Finally the United Commitice of the
1SA Army Head quarters made & decision to gather its military forces on the
British Isles, President Roosevelt approved this decision wnd gen. & Marshall
and H, Hopking were sent 1o London 10 discuss this matter.

On April 1942 6 Marshall and 1. Hopkins had been negotiating with
their British colleagues about their joint English-American plan conceming
military activities for a week. The Americans managed to make England
approve their plan, The British supported the idea of camrying out a big
operation in West Europe in 1943 by the English-American troops 1 The
operation ,.Roundup” ). though they ad some fears about another operation
_Sledgehammer™ at first, which was to be made in 1942, The British didn't
want o take much responsibility on them as the operation was to be
implemented mainty by them. However W Churchill had to agree on the
American plan fearing that the USA might consider the Pacific Ocean more
important. At the mesting held on April 14 the British Prime minister
publicly approved the American plan defining it as the classical model of
military acts. By this staement W Churchill mint 10 concentrate forces
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against the principle enemy which would have been maintained only in case
the LISA admitted the Evropean military activities being of a major
importance,

V. Molotov's, the head of the Soviet Union Foreign Affairs, Visits 1o
the USA and Englnd were very important for strengthening anti-Hitler
Coalition. During Negotations with W, Churchill in London the Soviet
Delegation raised the question of the allied forces entering Europe in 1942, In
retum to this proposal the English Prime Minister informed the Soviet
representatives that not having enough landing means would make it difficult
10 carry out this plan, Evcnlunlly the two sides agreed on discussing this

stion after Mol e lrom W
durlng Molotov’s sty tn London on alliance treaty was signed between the
Soviet Union and Greal Britain. The treaty stated that the two countrics
would have to assist cach other during the war time and they were not
allowed to have 1alks with enemies without muking the other be aware of it.

V. Molatov rused the qumlm of opcnmg the Sccond Front while
visiting the USA President 100, i d the head of the Soviet
Forcign Office that lockage of tonnage would make it impossible to enter
Europe. In addition be akso ﬂaled that the USA was working on pmdu:mg
special landing ships. A e 10 his calenkistions all this p had
o be finished by 1943, As far as Roosevell was concemcd this would
hecome possible only in case the USA stopped assisting the Soviet Union
witching Lend-Lease agreement and thus 10 sse additional tonnage for
throwing American forees 10 the British Isles,

At the ead of Molotav's visit the two conntries agreed on urgent talks
1o be held for the purpose of opening the second from in Furope by 1942
This ag was ded in the joint the Soviet
Union and the USA. Tt must also be mentioned that hv this Roosevelt caused
some difficultics to the English Prime Minister as lhey had 1o issue two
identical documents in London and Washington on the same day. V. Mololov
made the English corrects several stems in it However, this step had its
advantages 100, Churchill thought that this public confession might have
helped them 1o play a trick on Germany and make the Genmans leave as
many troops in the west as possible in order to resist the possible attack from
the allied forces. However the English Prime Minister found it reasonable 1o
warn the Soviet Union that it would he impossible to implement this
operation by 1942,

From June 19-25 1942 a meeting was held in Washington between the
American and British leaders. During (hc meeting with Roosevelt, Churchill

Soubled about a possible fature in 2 Europe by 5. ber 1942 and
the Cabinet cunﬂrmed his duuhls Abow.‘ all. lhc British Government feared
hit ficting the op wSledgy i 1942 would make it
48

hington to London. On May 26

difficult to mipk the ion plmned for 1943, In this situation the
only wise solution to be found would be an operation in Nosth Africa, (The
operation . Gymnast”) though the Americans would possibly object 1o it
They thought that it would interfere with the success of the operation to be
made in 1943 This was confirmed by the statement made by the united
committee of the leaders of the LISA Army Headquarters disapproving the
operation . Gymnast™, However the news about England's faifure in Libya
made them look through the statement once again. Tobruk Catastrophe, when
33000 English soldiers were captured by the Gerntans, made Churchill even
more fearful sbout entering France, After this fact the USA had to change its
opinion and 10 take African question more seriously as it was evident the
Germans would try to occupy Egypt oo Finally the decision was made about
making urgent plans concering the Gymnast”. In spite of it the British
Prime Minister couldn’t manage to make the Americans sgree on entering the
North Africa. On the other hand it was also obyious that the USA would
possibly fail i making the British support the operation ., Sledgchammer” in
1942, AII these made Churchill hupe that they would scon make the

Gy ", The final deci g where to camy out
military activitics in I‘NZ. was mide at the meeting ol [ the LISA and English
defegations in London at the end of July. It must also be mentioned that
owing to deep difference of opinion between the two: sides couldn't manage
tongruandlh:mllmmded.n‘ dlock Tbe‘ can delegati askedfof
further i ions from President R The President o d
omit the . Sledgehammer” from the agenda and thus to maintain the
possibility to take part in military sctions against Germany in 1942, Al the
meeting. held on July 24 between the feaders of the 1we countries military
headguarters. the Americans suggested & new plan. According 10 i the
operation ,,Roundup” had to be under preparatory woek until the passibility
of carrying it out existed. All these facts were dependent of the situation on
the front between the Soviet Union and Germany In-case the Soviet Union
Iisd sulfered lrom the attacks from Germany, the USA and Great Britam
would have to throw their landing forees ta the North-West of Afrca as the
operation of entering Europe in 1943 would have become unrealizable. Both
to Churchill and the leaders of the English military headquarters accepted this
proposal, After making the final agreement on July 24 President Roosevelt
asked the USA Army Headquarters to prepare the operation . Torch”,
{Former the , Gymnast™), tn spite of the situation on the East front.

After making this decision British Prime Minister W. Churchill visited
Maoscow in order 1o consider details of the operations to be made m 1942
During the meeting with | Stalin he used to emphasize the unreason ability
of this forcmg La Manche in 1942 and tried to persuade him in advantages of
the operation in the North Africa. Stalin approved this plan from its strategic
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side but doubted about its political aspects, Finally the Soviet Leader had to
agree on Churchill's suggestion © postpone opening the second front, On the
other hand, Churchill became confident of the Soviet Union being capable of
cirrying oul military activities and thus hoped 1o succeed in realization of the
African progect,

In the third Chapter ~  The European Strategy of the USA and
CGirear Britain before Opening the Second Front”, consisting of twe units;
-.From Casablanca to Tehran” and “The Final success of Trans La Manche
Strategy — the operations . Overlord” and |, Dragoon”. refer 1o Casabl
Washington I, Quebec, Moscow snd Tehran conferences In the same
chapters you can also find reviews of military actions in the Norh Africa,
between the Soviet Hnion and Germany and on the Mediterranean fronts.

After the successful operation i the North Africa the leaders of the
USA and anu Britain had to consider their future joint military stratepy. For
this purg ing was held | President Roosevelt and Prime
Mumstcr (‘Iumchlll n (‘ bl At Casab, Conference (anwry 14-24,
1943) after & ten-day discussion the leaders of the united headguarters
presented thew decision about the war campaign to be conducted in 1943
Thxs Atatement :crc:m! m lht military activities 10 be carried out in the

It was d d to occupy Sicily and thus to provide safety of
communications in llw Region and lhus 10 cause more pressure on Italy.
Abave all, imph 5 this op nded 10 create the surroundings

preventing Turkey from Lequng iself neutral, The next part of the repont was
about the operations planned to be made from Britain. It referred to air tacks
on German military. centers, to concentration of allied forces on the British
Isles in readi for the i arany time in case Germany's
failure. Jndglngb) lhc fact that in I‘MS the military failure of Germany was
hard to predict, it is ble to this as made in order to
please the Soviet Union.

In Spring 1943, the armed forces of the USA and Great Britain began
to attack German-lalian troops in the North Africa and the latter’s were
badly defeated in the middie of May: after the Germans lost control over the
North Africa they now began to face another threat from the West Europe as
well as from the south. while their major ally was snffering from the attacks
from England and the USA. This mide the USA and Great Britain work out
further prosp gethes. For this purpose a ing was held between
(hun:Mll and Rousev:h in Wuhingm an may 12, 1943, Al the conference
(May 12-15) W, Churchill announced about their intention to implement
mlitary actions in Taly and thus to keep the allied forces active until the
upcmlmn in La Manche, A for the plan of mlmng Eorope, the Pome

i idered it more ible 10 posty in until 1944, President
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I’ It approved this p | Instead he considered it unrealizable the
estension ol the hostilities from the USA and Great Britain side after
occupation of Sicily. He also intended to widen military actions in the
Mediterranean  Sea after occupying  Sicily  According w0 Roosevelt
caleulation this should assist to keep German troops busy and thus to allow
them fight on other froms. Finally the two sides could come to an agreement.
Forcing La Manche was considered to be of the major importance and it was
1o have been carried out by May 1, 1944,

As for the military action hebd in the Medi ~the C &
mn-chicf General D. Eisenhower of the allies was charged with the order to
work out a more farge: smle plan than occupying Sicily for the case if

ing the above won would not be followed by
capitulation of Italy

The President of the USA £ Roosevelt announced . Stalin about the
decision of Washington. Stalin, being dissatisfied by the decision made by
the leaders of the allics expressed his protest in letiers 10 Rmmeh und
Churchill, Besides this the Soviet der made the diph i
and d § the soviel fors from the UQ and Greal Britain. It should
be noted that not keeping the promise of i the Second Froat in 1942
1943 from the leaders of the US and an)nnd caitsed a serious disagreement
amony the allies and even jeopardized the unity of anti-Hitler Coalition.

On July 10, 1943 the US and Great “Britain began to deploy their
troops. in Sicily. (The operation |, Husky™) The allies' attacks were quick and
successful. After a month's fights English-American troops gained a complete
control over Sicily. Simultancously more large-scale military actions were:
being conducted at the G Soviet front than in the operation conducted
in the Mediterranean district. As @ result of effective and successful attacks
frum the Soviet troops Germans were severely defeated in the sites of Kursk,
After winning the fights in Kursk the strategic initiative was in-the hands of
the Soviet Army at the Eastern Front, which successfully continued to
demolish the German military machine.

In order 1w determine further nulnm actions of xhe alfies it became
BECESSArY 10 arrange one more F. It and W.
Churchill, The conference was going in Quebcc from August 14- 24, in 1943,
It is noteworthy, that at the conference the English tried to convince
Ameticans in the preference of their so called . Italian-Balkun™ project. which
foresaw moving military actions in the Balkans after occupying Haly. In
diffesence with English, Americans believed that the most effective way of
defeating Germans was 1o intrude in France: in addition, coming from the
strategic interest of the US, it was more important for ﬂwm 1o occupy the
regions of Ruhr and Saar of G 1y than pying the B
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Finally, at the Queber confe President Roosevelt ged o
defend Overlord” (A new code naming of intruding the ailied troops in
North France) and resist moving military actions in the Balkans, Besides. at
Quebee the US president convinced Churchill 1o intrude English-American
forces i Southern France (The operation , Anvil™). Great Britains Prime
Minister couldn’t ensute Roosevelt in his plans advantages, but decisions
made a1 the conference about the war sctions in Haly filled him with a hope
10 realize the ,.Balkan Project”. On August 24, the conference approved
allies' headquarters leaders’ decision to announce about 1943-1944 sirategies
Lo be taken into action. According to this in W Europe
another 1ype of actions were planned: 1) Air attack and bombing Germany: 2)
To reslize operation , Overlord” as an ailies’ main military action on May L,
1944 33 If La Manche forcing would be impossible, 10 change  Overlord”
with fts altemative operation  named Jupiter” (coded name of military
invasion 1o Norway ): 4) Prepare and mike a three step war sction in laly. the
first step — 1o disconnect ltaly from war and make military bases in Rome
region, the second step — to invade Sardinia and Corsica, and the third step -
1o make pressure on Geeman anmy based in northern laly: 53 Allies” military
invasion in Southern France; 63 1f Germans crashed, to land army in
continent (The operation  Raakin) and 7) To make minor actions i the
Balkans which were considered as litthe divers-landing groups actions,
euerillas supply from air and from sea and bombing main strategic places.
After the end of conference, US President and Great Britain's Prime
Minister announced to USSR heads theis decisions made in Quebec, Allies
Jeaders in their joint letter. aboul 1943-1944 war taking actions, announced
that they would inue German bombing to force La Manche and would
make American military concentration in Great Britain's islands. Also arvest
fraly, Corsica and Sardinia which were used as an allies” bases against
Germany But in the Batkans they would make limited operations. It must be
announced that n this Tetter nothing was said about exact time of the Second
Front opening in Europe. USSR Jeader feft this letter without response.
AL that fime at the beginning of September 1943 the US and Great
Britain made wide range of attacks on Mediterrancan Sea region. After
September 3. when the peace trealy was signed with Ttaly. allied armics
invaded southern Ialy and began moving o Naples dircction. taly
& ber 8 1 :

ed copitulation on - Such develog of fon gave
stimuhis to Churehill to think once more about realizing the Balkan Strategy
plan. At that time his fon was 1 10 Dod Istands (Rhodes,

1.eros, Cos. Simi, Stampalia et¢.). To his mind, if they invaded those istands,
which had their air and seis military bases and had strategic meaning, allies
would control Aegean Sea's whole territory. Al these. in Churchill’s opinion
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wonld made serious effect 1 Turkey whose position was crucial for Great
Viritain's Prime Minister to carry out the _Balkan Project™.

At the beginning of September Great Britain’s Prime Minister visited
Washi 1 share his opmion with R it US president agreed and
liked the plan to invade Dodecanese Isfands, this plan was also supparted by
allies joint headg After that England began war action in Aegean Sea
o September 10 AL first they invaded some Islands, exactly Leros, and Cos.
but Germans powerful opposition delfeated them to occupy Rhodes. IF they
couldn’t occupy this iskand their success had no meaning. For this reason
(ireat Britain's Prime Minister asked for additional forces to D, Eiseahower
on September 25, he asked the same to President Roosevelt on Octaber 7. 1n
the letter to US President Churchill d his feeling about hard situation
in Acgean Sea which caused islands connter-attacks from Germany. If the
situstion would go on like this it would affect the success of ltalian plan.
Hecause Apennine and Balkan peninsulas were connccted very close to each
wther both from military and political viewpoints and made the same war
making strategies. In Churchill's opinion it was reason for Germans to avoid
possible unwanted events in the Balkans, they had to keep Dodecancse
ishands. As the thought if allies went on the war making in the region, it could
cause chain reaction to the Balkan countries, in Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria,
Greeee and in Yugoslavia Tt was not excluded that such develog of
cvents would involve Turkey into War, all these would make it easier for
allies to make war actions in ltaly. As for war actions in the Balkan
1 k. Churchill d that he was going to do this not with allied
forces, but with .Commandos™ troops and agents, so that o support guerilfy
attacks there, Great Britain’s Prime Minister hoped that such types of actions
would give allies’ possibility to succeed. With all these he wanted 1o invade
Rhodes and Dodecanese other sstands, which had to be taken into action if La
Manche forcing demanded landing ships.

1t can be said that R It's answer was pected for English
Prime Minister, as he had almost declared that he wouldn't help English, In
the letter 1o Prime Minister US Presid d that he didn’t wanl to
plan such operations which would oppose Talian war campaigns’ fast and
: ol dovel i

[ <uch kind of replacement i allies militaries

and ition was inadmissible. Such point of view of president was

ppotted by US head This answer from US president had troubled
English Prime Minister. Great Britain's Prime Minister wis d by

the plan to invade Dodecancse Islands, which was approved by US
government and headquarters. had 1o be done by himself without any help
from the US. Also he took US President’s arg as i incible as
these operations would oppose Overlord™ <* realization. Charchill once
more applied to Roosevell (o invade Rhades on October &, In the Answening
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lener he | that the op w0 invade Rhodes and Dodecanese
Ishands needed a lot of recourses from allies’ side. All these would cause
forces to detach from Ttaly front or cancel forcing 1a Manche, and it was

prable. Besides. US President’s mind they would be more successful if
they taok war attacks in the north of Rome and threatened Balkan rather than
by risky landing operations in Dodecanese iskands. At fast England didn't get
any belp from the USA to keep Rhodes and Dodecanese islands and German
air and landing forces gained control. Such devel of events troubled
Churchill’s Balkan Plans realization. To Great Britain’s Prime Minister's
mind exactly Acgean Sea failure was the main reason for Turkeys position,
which had refused to give possibility to allies to use his airports and 1o
involve into war against Germany i Autumn of 1943, But despite all these
Churchill was going 10 fight to realize his Balkan Plan.

At Moscow Conference of October 19-30, 1943 three countries”
foreign departments leaders, were present. from USSR - M. Molotov, from
USA - € Hull and from Great Brtain - A Eden. Great Britain's Prime
Minister tried 1o Jearm USSR's point of view abont Balkan region from his
foreign minister He was interested if USSR would be backed by allies in war
attacks in Acgean Sea, also Turkey's mvolvement into war and opening
Dardanelle and Bosporus strail opening 1o give possibility to English army to
hielp USSR army with their naval and mercantile marine ships.

Great Britain's Prime Minister was also keen to know how far was
the USSR interested in letting the USA and English ships freedom to sale to
Black Sea to supply allics’ other members such as Turkey. Also he wanted to
clear up if would be scceptable for USSR to take such kind of activity from
allies or would they still prefer 1o invade France. It must be noted that USSR
leaders, who were interested in opening the Second Front in the Balkans at
the beginning of the war, now refused such kind of action and said that it was
inexpedient and sand that oaly aceeptable war operation would be La Manche
forcing. Besides s M i the USSR side asked for
confirmation from the US and Great Britain to mvikde North France in Spring
1944, In answer 1o this, Genersl H. ismay announced with the name of allies
that La Manche forcing would be possible only it climate would be suitable
at the moment of invasson in North France. it would cause 1o limit Germin
air activity and wonldn't place more than 12 divisions in continent and when
1S and Great Britain's joint army would cross the canal at first 2 moaths
Germans should not have opportunity to place more 15 divisions In this
region Al this conference H. Ismay and US delegate J. Din alsa didn't said
the exact time of opening the Second Front. On October 27, Great Britain's
Foreign Minister A. Eden at the meeling with Soviet Govemment said that it
would never realize forcing La Manche in 1944, He <aid that the reason for
thaat was that [talian front had troubled situation snd by Churchill’s request he
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vave H. Alexander's announcement to Stalin, which said nua}l of alled

militanes failed 1o d in Apenning, it would end. the ion of
North France. 1t is interesting 1o note that with the point of view of Great
hitain’s Prime Minister, the of English-American troops on lalian

front didn’t gave them opportunity to fulfill their aims. For this reason, i the
letter of foreign ministry in Moscow, Great Britain’s Prime Minister wrote
that he took operation “Overlord” as an inexpedient and swid that it could
hinder the war actions in ltaly and threaten allies’ Balkan plan. Besides 10 his
mind US and Great Britain's joint army had to make La Manche forcing enly
In case of German crash. In other cases forces intended for , Overlord” would
not be enough to make opposition to rivals. English Prime Minister said that
i wasn't refusal of , Overdord™ which had to be the main operation for the
1944, he thought it y to postpone La Manche forcing ull July, to
have allies’ forces possibility to invade the capital of Italy, At the end of
Moscow conference, where a fot of issucs were discussed, US and Grea
Britain’s foreign lesders confirmed to USSR decisions made by F, Roosevelt
and W. Churchill on opening the Second Front in Spring 1944 But as C. Hull
and A, Eden announced at the moment of forcing La Manche they had 1o
foresee General H 1smay’s terms. It is noticeable thit decssions made at this
[ brought new approaches to anti-Hitler coalition 1o join, which
created good precondition for the three countries” leaders 1o make summit
meeting. and at last the place was taken for this meeting and it was Tehran,
To define the time and place of opening the Second front in Burope
Tehran  Confe N ber 28-December 1, 1943) was of great
importance, in which besides the heads of the USA, Great Britain and the
LISSR, the leaders of foeeign office. political and military counselors of three
tries participated. The agr ched at Tehran Conference by the
leaders of the US, Great Britain ond the USSR povernments, finally
determined the time and place of opening the Second Front in Furope. By the
decision of the summit, May of 1944 was announced as the date of beginning
_Overlord™. Besides, in parallel with La Manche forcing, it was planned to

Juct landing operations in southern France, We should note that despite
his pis at Tehran Conf Churchill could not convince F. Roosevelt
in tealizing the so calied . Balkan Strategy”, who preferred 1o support La
Manche forcing operation b of the gic | of the USA It

should be said that such kind of a position from Roosevelt was conditioned
by the weak influence of the USA i the Balkans. Just for that the UIS
President was less interested in this region and preferred 1o occupy the
regions of Ruhr and Saar, and it would be possible by inteuding in Europe. In
addition, participating of the Soviet Union in the war against Japan was very
important for the US President, without the help of which, as he believed. it
would be impossible to gain quick and easy victory ever Japan. After
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the USA President F. Roosevelt to back the USSR played a great role, In our
opinion this made a good basis 1o fight against the common rival - Germany,
and for close collaboration in future,

2 From the very beginning of the war it was very actual for the USSR
10 create the Second Front which would threaten Genman sirategic centres
and make the rivals split their forces and resources among different fronts,
Despite the fact that the ides of creating the Second Front in Europe, which
meant moving the English troops into France, officially came from Great
Britain, namely, from Lord W, Beaverbrook. the Soviet Union's leader’s
request to create the Second Front in Europe with the help of England by the
vear of 1941 was unreal due to poor material and military resources of this
country. It was justly voted by British Prime-Minister W Churchill in his
correspondence with J, Stalin

3. The main theses of memorandum presented by W. Churchill in
December 1941 about the plans of ing military campaigns, b the
hasis of the issues 10 be di d at the confi [ the USA and
Great Britain in Washington. The main task was working out joint strategic
plan of executing English-American military actions. It should be noticed
that despite the tense situation in the Pacific region, the leaders of both
countries were realistic about the existing situation and appreciated this
military spectack: as second rate in comparison with Europe. In our opinion,
F Roosevel’s and W. Churchill’s such position conditioned the most
umportant decision made at the conf ~ declaring G v as the main
rival. One more significant event at Washinglon conference on January
1% 1942, where 26 countries took part, was adopting the called , Declarati
of the United Nations”. This declaration was of great value for strengthening
relationships among anti-Hitler forces and fighting the Fascist block.

4. During the visit of the Soviet Union’s Commissar for Foreign
Aftairs V. Molotoy 1o Washington . m May, 1942, President ¥, Roosevelt
promised him that be would open the Second Front by 1942, which was
proved by the Communigué between the USA and the USSR Similar
ngreement was made with Great Britain as well duning V. Molotov's visit to
London. Conving out from the lact that by 1942 it was impossible to intrude
into Furope suceessfully duc to a number of reasons, we may think that F.
Roosevelt's and W. Churchill’s promise was conditioned by their wish to
support the Soviet Union.

5. Despite the p of British Prime-Minister and USA President
made 1o the Soviet Leader on opening the Second Front in Europe by 1943,
the leiders of allies jered 1t advisable to postpone forcing La Manche
until 1944 This decision became familiar to J. Stalin atter Washington
Conference by F. Roosevelt's Jetter. Displeased by this fact J, Stalin appealed
1o the leaders of allies by protesting letters. Besides the Soviet leader applied
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i diplomatic demarche and called away Soviet smbassadors M. Litvinoy and
| Maisky from the USA and Great Britain, F. Roosévelt’s and W. Churchill's
[ailure 1o keep their promise on opening the Second Front in  1942-1941,
camsed a serious disagreement amony the allies wid threatened the unity of
anti-Hitler coahtion.

6. Decisions made at Quebec Conference by F. Roosevelt and W
Churchill sbout openimg the Second Front in Westem Furope by the spring of
1944 were of great importance. These were proved at the three-sided meeting
in Tehran, At this conference the heads of the USA. Great Britain and the
Soviet Union finally agreed on the date and place of opening the Second
Iront in Europe. Though the tried hard, W. Churchill could not persuade F.
Roosevelt on realizing the so called Balkan Stategy. At last. coming ol
from the interest of the USA, the Jater supported forcmg La Manche, It
should be noticed that F. Roosevelt’s such position was conditioned by the
weuk influence of the USA President showed little mferest in the above-

toned region and p d 10 occupy the distnicts of Rubr and Siar,
Which would be possible by intruding into Western Europe. Besides, it was
very important for F. Roosevelt to draw the Soviet Umon into the war against
Japan. Otherwise. as he thought. it was impossible to defeat Japan quickly
and casily. After receiving # guarantee from J. Stalin to participste in the war
against Japan, ¥, Roosevelt fixed on , Overlord”, To our mind, it was a rude
political mistake that the USA President supporied only . Trans La Manche
Strategy™ and ignoring W. Churchill’'s  Balkan Project”, as it esabled the
Soviet Union to _redden” the Eastem Earope and have on mfluence on the
above-mentioned region. We think that if' F. Roosevell had supported W
Churchill’s pln a1 the Tehran Conference, it could have been possible to
hinder the Soviel troops from invading the Balkans and reduce the terms of
war.

7. Realizing the operations of Overlord” and | Dragoon™ m
Northern and Southern France on June 6 and August 15, 1944, was the proof
of the victory of American strategy of military actions, Intruding into
Western Burope fully made G 's lition worse and finally
hastened its crash. Although, realizing only these operations and ignaring the
so called . Mediterrancan Strategy™. which meant drawing Turkey into the
wir, opening the Second Front and occupying the southeen and eastem parts
of Europe by English-American troops, was not considerate to our mind.
neither from the strategic nor from the political point of view

8 In vur opinion pestponing the operation of intruding into Western
Europe until 1944, was conditioned by a number of reasons. Among them
was lack of landing forces. that was conditioned by their improper
dissemination on different fronts: by the military state of Germany. which
was still firm by 1943; by disagreement between the USA and Great Britam,
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In relation with hindering the opening of the Second Front, political factors
should also be given a notice, which, as we think. often determinesd the
British strategy of war.

The main theses of the dissertation are issued in the following
publication:
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