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Battle Information Sheet

Common Reference: The 5th Infantry Division conducts a deliberate
crossing of the Moselle River.

Type Operation: Offensive, Deliberate River Crossing, Combined Arms.

Opposing Forces: US 5th Infantry Division with attachments: CCB
7th Armored Division, 1103d Engineer Combat Group,
84th Chemical (Smoke Generator) Company, 818th Tank
Destroyer Bn (SP), 735th Tank Bn (Medium), Troop C,
3d Cay Recon Sq, 284th FA Bn (105mm), 149th AAAII Automatic Weapons Bn.

German 47 Panzer Corps and 13 SS Corps. '4

Synopsis: The 5th Infantry Division's deliberate river
crossings at Dornot and Arnaville over the Moselle
River during September 1944 portrays the advantages
of combined arms opcrations.

With a compare/contrast of the relative
success/failure of the Dornot and Arnaville crossings
respectively, we can learn many valuable lessons.
Some of the more important lessons learned are as
follows:

(1) The effective use of tank destroyers inIc. overwatch positions at Arnaville were
instrumental in stopping German armor
counterattacks.

(2) Close Air Support was not employed at
Dornot but was very effective st Arnaville.

(3) No armor crossed at Dornot while large
numbers crossed at Arnaville.

(4) Small unit infantry tactics were executed '

in a better manner than the enemy. This was
primarily due to individual initiative of the
individual soldier and the effectiveness of
company grade leadership.

(5) The success of bridging efforts can
probably be traced completly to the successful 1
employmcnt of smoke.

(6) Lack of command and control was a
significant factor for the failure of the Dornot
crossing.
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I. THE STRATEGIC SETTLNG

The crossing of the Moselle River by the F4L'th Infantry Division is a
small piece in the massive jigsaw puzzle of World War II. The purpose of
this chapter is to provide a glimpse at the overall picture before narrowing
our scope to study the crossing in detail. The general strategic concepts
for World War II will be discussed, a general synopsis of the previous three
years of the war will be presented, and the events leading up to the
crossing of the Moselle River summarized in this chapter.

World War II began in Europe at dawn on 1 September 1939 as units of the
German Wermacht rolled across the Polish border. Two days later, Great
Britain and France declared war on Germany. The initial attack into Poland
was extremely successful and within thirty-one days, the Poles were forced
to surrender. The war was to last almost six years and more than thirty
million people would die.

Having quickly conquered Poland, Hitler used the winter months to plan
the campaign against the Allies, and on 10 May 1940, the Germans again
attacked. Initially rolling forward against Belgium and Holland, the
Germans deceived the Allies into believing that their strategy was the same
as that used during World War I, and the Allies overreacted to this attack.

The main German attack in reality was t--rough the Grand Duchy of
Luxembourg and the Ardennes. Virtually unopposed, the Germans moved through
the Ardennes and were on the main French defense positions on the 12th of
May before the French could react. By this time, it was too late for the
French to shift their reserves and on 14 May, there was a fifty-mile hole in
the French line as the French marching infantry attempted to maneuver
against the German tanks and Stukas. Two days later, the German armor was
on the Aisne and rolling into open country.

The Germans reached the sea at Abbeville on 21 May, and now the northern
Allied armies were cut off. The eventual defeat or evacuation of the
Allies' armies was well underway, and by 26 May, the British were for all
practical purposes out of the continental war. The campaign of France
lasted another three weeks, and on 22 June, a cease-fire was signed. By the
25th, the armistice negotiations were being conducted at Rethondes, in the
railway carriage where the Germans had surrendered to Marshall Foch in
1918. In less than six weeks, the Germans had defeated France, Belgium, and
Holland.

The asymmetry in the casualty figures highlights the one-sidedness of
this campaign. The Germans had suffered about 27,OQD killed, 18,000
missing, and just over 100,000 wounded. "On the other hand, the Dutch and
Belgian armies were ,ompletel7 destroyed while the British lost over 68,000
men and all their ,ieavy equipment, to include tanks, trucks, and guns.
Adolf Hitler was to control the continent of Europe for the next four years.
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4Approximately one ye'ar later on the 22nd of June 1941, the Germans
invaded Russia under the guidelines of operation BARBAROSSA. While

Kinitially successful, military and political errors in late July and early
Y August doomed the campaign. Indecision by Hitler and the mistreatment of

the Ukrainian people, who initially welcomed the Germans as liberators,
aggravated the military situation. However, the one factor that sealed the
Germans' fate was the early arrival of the hardest winter in half a
century. For all intents and purposes, the German drive died on 5 December
1941, twenty-five miles from Moscow.

Two days later on 7 December, the Japanese attacked the United States at
Pearl Harbor, and the United States was in the war. At the Arcadia

* Conference in Washington two weeks later, the British and Americans
reaffirmed the decision to defeat Germany first. They decided on an air
bombardment of Germany through 1942, and the clearing of the North African
coast if possible. Furthermore, they tentatively agreed to invade
continental Europe in 1943, though even now the British balked at this earlyp date for a frontal assault on the Continent.

French North Africa was invaded in the fall of 1942 and by January 1943,

*it was all but liberated. Chruchill. and Eisenhower then agreed on the
invasion of Sicily as a continuation of the operations in the
Mediterranean.* It was at this conference in Casablanca that Churchill
agreed with Roosevelt's desire to f orce the Axis Powers int o an
"unconditional surrender'."

The consensus on this issue had a major impact on the conduct of the
war. Under the concept of an "unconditional surrender," the enemy powers

throw themselves completely on the mercy of the Allies. Undoubtedly, this

changed the complexion of the war and lengthened it. If it was ever needed,

this provided the motivation for the Axis Powers to fight to the bitter end.

May of 1943 saw the British and American planners meeting in WashingtonI
for the Trident Conference.* Two key agreements were made here.* First, at
the urging of the British, the Allies agreed to go from Sicily to Italy.
Second, at the Americans' urging, a firm date of 1 May 1944 was set for tile
cross-channel invasion. To get the Americans to agree to 'the Italy
decision, the British conceded that future buildup would be in England
instead of in the Mediterranean.

In August at the Quadrant Conference in Quebec, the Allies reaffirmed
the decision to Cross the Channel, and the British agreed to an upgrading of
offensives in the Pacific against Japan. The tide of the war in the Pacific
had turned iii 1942 and the pressure against the Japanese would continue to
mount for the next eighteen months.

7 Cl- 3WPCO429j/MAY832j
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On 3 September 1943, British and Canadian troops oethe 8th Army made an
assault crossing of the Straits of Messina and landed on the European
"continent for the first time since 1940. Simultaneously, the Italian
government signed an armistice with the Allies while the Germans started to
pull out from southern Italy. Six days later, the US 5th Army, under
General Mark Clark, landed at Salerno. Thus began the long bitter fight up
the Italian boot. Rome was destined to fall ten months later on 4 June
1944, but the German forces in northern Italy would hold out to the end of
"the war.

On 6 June 1944, the Allied Forces crossed the English Channel operating
under the guidelines of Operation OVERLORD. The Supreme Headquarters Allied
Expeditionary Force's (SHAEF) objective was to seize and secure a lodgement
area on the Continent from which further offensive operations could be
developed. The operation was to be executed in two phases:

(1) Phase I - The assault and capture of an initial beachhead including
the development of airfield sites in the Caen area and the capture of
Cherbourg.

(2) Phase II - The enlargement of the area captured in Phase I to
include the Brittany Peninsula, all ports south to the Loire, and the area
between the Loire and Seine.

The combined operation command structure had General Dwight David
Eisenhower as the Supreme Commander, Sir Bernard Law Field Marshall,
Montgomery as the Ground Force Commander, Admiral Sir Betrand Ramsay as the
naval commander, and Air Vice-Marshal Sir Trafford Leigh-Mallory commanding

C'. . the combined air forces. A total of 2,876,000 soldiers, sailors, and airmen
were mustered for the operation.

T.•: Supreme Headquarters Allied Expeditionary Force had developed a
timetable for the operation based on the expected German reaction and the
availability of men and supplies. By 23 June 1944 (D+17), they planned to
have the Normandy Peninsula cleared. By D+35 (10 July), they were to be at
the mouth of the Seine in the east and to have cut off the Britanny
Peninsula to the south and west.

However, in the initial phases, they were immediately thrown off
schedule by much stronger German resistance than they had anticipated.SFortunately for the Allies, Hitler's intransigent nature backfired as
numerous forces became trapped and besieged in coastal ports. By refusing
to release the reserve forces or to allow any German forces to retreat
without is permission, Hitler placed his military commandpr in an untenable
Position.

3WPCO429J/MAY83
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.0: Seven weeks after the crossing of the Channel, the A2lied Forces,

despite intensive fighting, had established a salient that at its deepest
penetrations was only twenty-five to thirty miles deep along an eighty mile
front. The combined British, Canadian, and United States forces had
suffered over 122,000 casualties. However, during this period, these losses
were quickly replaced and on 23 July 1944, the Allied Forces were virtually
up to strength.

The German losses during this period were approximately the same, but
their replacements numbered only 10,000 men--less than twelfth of the Allied
number. Despite this asymmetry, the German forces had been able to contain
the Allies in the hedgerows of Normandy.

For the Allies, this period of containment would have some future
adverse implications. The maneuver space for the Allied Forces was
extremely constricted, and this limited area prevented the Allies from
establishing their logistics bases. Subsequently, this restricted their
ability to build up stockpiles of supplies for future operations. In the
dash across France, this would prove to be critical in the effort to sustain
the offensive.

"Once established on the continent, the Allies had two objectives in mind
while developing their strategy. One objective was the capture of the
political heart of Germany - the city of Berlin - while the second objective

,[•.•.]was the capture of the economic soul of Germany -the Ruhr industrial area.

,. This latter objective was considered the logistics lifeline of the Germans,
and for this reason, the Allies assumed that Hitler would mass his forces in
the north to protect the Ruhr area. One of Eisenhower's guiding principles

SCwas the destruction of as many German forces as possible. Therefore, this
concentrating of troops in the north added to the significance of the area.
For these reasons, the Ruhr industrial area became the primary objective for

kjK. the Allied Forces in northern France.

Four avenues of approach existed from northern France into the Ruhr
area. The four avenues were::K.

(1) South of the Ardennes by way of Metz, Saarbrucken, and Frankfurt;

"" (2) Straight through the Ardennes;

(3) North of the Ardennes via Maubeuge and Liege; and

(4) through the plains of Flanders.

General Eisenhower selected the avenue of approach north of the Ardennes
0 * as the primary avenue of advance. The freedom of maneuver and the

availability of airfields were two of the reasons for this choice. The
circuitous route along the Metz-Saarbrucken-Frankfurt axis was selected as

3WPC0429j/MAY83
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the secondary avenue of advance with the industrial complex just south in
the Saar Valley as an intermediate objective. The main avenue north of the
Ardennes was assigned to the 21st Army Group under the command of Field•. 0 Marshall Montgomery (overall Ground Forces Commander) while the 12th Army

(71[ Group, under General Omar Bradley, would move along the secondary axis.

The decision on whether to attack on a broad front or with a single
thrust was (and continues to be) a hotly debated one. Initial plans had the
21st Army group attacking to capture the Ruhr industrial area from the
north. The First Army of Bradley's 12th Army Group was to cross the Rhine
and attack the southern Ruhr area along the northern avenue. Meanwhile,
General George Patton's Third Army would move along the secondary avenue ofapproach. After crossing the Moselle, Patton was to advance through
Alsace-Lorraine, and cross the Rhine River in the vicinity of Mannheim and
Mainz, and attack the Saar industrial complex. (As a result, Bradley's
command was divided on two different axis of advance.)

Montgomery and Bradley both disagreed with the concept. Montgomery
argued to concentrate all the allied strength on a drive through the low
countries by way of Amiens and Brussels. However, this was not the most
direct route to the Ruhr area. Montgomery's main argument for a single
thrust was that if the 21st Army Group could move fast enough, Antwerp, thechannel ports, and the Belgian airfields could be quickly seized.
Additionally, the launch sites from which the rockets that the Germans were
firing at London were located in this zone and would be cleared away.

On the other hand, Bradley proposed a modified double thrust. Third
Army was to advance past Metz and penetrate the West Wall (also known as the
Siegfried Line). Bradley argued that this rapid thrust would seize the Saar
industrial basin and prevent the Germans from concentrazcing their forces inthe nort

On 23 August 1944 Eisenhower tentatively approved the single thrustconcept. Montgomery would make the main effort while Bradley supported the
attack with all nir,. divisions of his First Army. Patton's Third Army would
advance along the southern axis, but would not have priority on supplies.

On 25 July 1944, the Allies attacked to break out of "hedgerow"
country. First Army, under General Courtney Hodges, made the main attack
operating under the guidelines of operation COBRA. In the north, operations
GOODWOOD and SPRING were supporting attacks made by the British and
Canadians, respectively. Due in large degree to the superb close air
support provided by the IX Tactical Air Command, operation COBRA was a
success as the Allies burst out of their salient and bean racing acroqs
France.

"3WPC0429j/MAY83
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At the end of August, the Allied Forces were firmly entrenched in
northern France. The area between the Seine and Loire Rivers, originally
designated as the "Initial Lodgement Area" in the OVERLORD plan, had been
"secured, and most of the German troops in this area were mopped up by
31 August 1944.

Meanwhile, the Allies had also landed in southern France on 15 August
1944. This operation was met by only occasional heavy resistance as General
Alexander Patch's Seventh Army, consisting of General Lucian Truscott's VI
Corps and two French Corps under General de Lattre de Tassigny, pushed
forward. On tne 28th, the French Corps captured the port of Marse. lies
while the Americans moved up the Rhone Valley. Opposed by mainly
second-line troops, the Allies reached Grenoble by the end of August.

In northern France, Allied forces were already across the Seine River in
pursuit of the fleeing German Armies on 1 September 1944. The Allied losses
had been relatively moderate in relation to the territory won and casualties
inflicted on the enemy since 6 June. Most of the Allied losses were quickly
replaced while the Germans still could not match their losses with
replacements.

General Dwight D. Eisenhower, the Supreme Allied Commander, assumed
direct operational command of all Allied Forces in northern France on
September 1, 1944 from Field Marshall Montgomery. He would continue to walk
the thin red line of coalition warfare as he strove to keep the Allies a
cohesive fighting force. His ability to manage diverse personalities was
key to the Allied success.

I (79 On paper, the array of Allied Forces versus German forces on I September
1544 looked relatively equal. The Allies had twenty-three infantry
divisions and the equivalent of fifteen armored divisions on the Continent.
These thirty-eight divisions were opposed by forty-one German divisions.

However, this number of German divisions is exceedingly deceptive. Five
of these divisions were in coastal fortresses or on Channel islands trapped
by Hitler's fatal directives and the Allied Forces. The remaining divisions
had suffered substantial personnel and equipment losses. The Allied
superiority in guns was approximately 2 1/2 to 1, and in tanks, 20 to 1.
SHAEF's three tactical air forces against the German's one weak tactical
force gave the Allies a decisive advantage on the battlefield.

At the end of August, the Allied Forces were arrayed across France with
the 21st Army Group under Montgomery in the north and the 12th Army Group in
central France under Bradley. The 21st Army Group consisted of the
1st Canadian Army and the 2d British Army. The Canadian Army was driving
towards the Belgian city of Bruge while the 2d British Army was moving
towards Brussels and Antwerp.

3WPCO"29j/MAY83
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The 12th Army Group consisted of the 1st Army under General Courtney
-Hodges and the 3d Army commanded by Patton. The Third Army had done
extremely well under Patton. While the XII and XV Corps had participated in

-•, the dash across northern France, their victories had been speedy advances
and quick success. Some divisions had suffered heavy casualties, but
overall, relatively few officers and men of the Third Army had taken part in
the tedious hedgerow battles in Normandy and morale was good.

The spirits of Third Army also received substantial bolstering by three
events that occurred in late August. First, the Champagne eaves at Reim and
Epernay were captured. Second, they passed through the ominous Argonne
Forest without a fight, and third, on August 31, they seized the city of
Verdun without substantial losses. During World War I, literally tens of
thousands of soldiers had died to seize this same city.

Patton's Third Army consisted of three corps - the VIII Corps, XII
Corps, and the XX Corps. However, the VIII Corps was located at Brest
containing the Germans located there, and in early September, would become
part of the 9th Army. The two remaining corps, XX and XII, were operating
on an eastern front ninety miles wide while at the same time the Third Army
held the line of the Loire River which secured the southern flank of the
Allied armies in northern France. This combination of the eastern front and
southern flank made General Patton's Third Army responsible for over 450
miles of frontage.

•.':..On 31 August, the Third Army's tanks and cavalry crossed the Meuse River
at Verdun and Comercy. One day later, small cavalry patrols were on the

west bank of the Moselle River. One hundred and seventy-five miles south of
the Third Army, advance detachments of the 7th Army were fighting in the
vicinity of Lyon. In the north, Montgomery's forces were moving towards
Brussels and Antwerp over the World War I battlefields of the Marne andSSomme

Meanwhile at Versailles on 2 September, General Eisenhower met with
Bradley, Patton, Hodges, and MG Hoyt Vandenberg (commander 9th AF) while
First Army was moving to the north to support the 21st Army Group. General
Eisenhower outlined his plans for the near future, and directed that once
the First Army completed its move to the north, both the First and Third
"Armies would remain "generally static" until sufficient supplies
"(particularly gasoline) could be accumulated to allow the Army Group to move
to the Siegfried Line and seize that line with at least part of a Corps.

Following the meeting, Bradley briefly outlined a plan that gave Patton
L a future axis of advance calculated to cross the. Rhine River in

.Mannheim-Frankfurt sector once permissiofi was received to advance again.
Patton immediately phoned his headquarters and directed that the Third Army
should not advance beyond the Meuse bridgeline. However, he did authorize
recon elements to probe forward.

3WPC0429J/MAY83
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The order to General Eddy's XII Corps and General Walker's XX Corps was
not necessary. BotL corps had ground to a halt shortly after crossing the
Meuse because of the gasoline shortage. The logistics situation had done

:what the Germans could not--stop the incredible advance of the Allies.

This logistics picture was disheartening. The incredible success of the
Allied Forces _'n northern France was primarily responsible for the problem.
The initial constricted area of maneuver for the seven weeks following the
landings at Normandy had prevented the Allies from buliding up their
logistics base ashore. This limitation coupled with the unexpected speed of
advance over the Seine and across France caused an extraordinary logistical
lag. On 31 August, Third Army alone was 150 miles ahead of the OVERLORD

•'• timetable. WTith the bulk of the supplies still coming over the beaches atNormandy, Third Army had simply outrun its logistics.

Transportation shortages aggravated the supply problems. Before the
invasion, the Allies had bombed and severely damaged the railroads and
pipelines to delay German reinforcements. Now the effectiveness of this

* campaign hindered Allied logistical resupply efforts as they had to rebuild
these same transportation networks to support the Allied Forces' rapid
advance. With the Third Army halted at the Meuse River, this is a good time
to look at the opposing forces in the Third Army (and more specifically, the
"XX Corps) sector.

The German Army was in a precarious position. The months of June, July,
and August had seen one German defeat after another on both the Eastern and
Western fronts. In five years of war since the invasion of Poland, the
German losses were over 3.6 million men and 114,215 officers. These figures
include only the dead, missing in action, and physically disabled.

At the beginning of September 1944, .the Field Army (Feldheer) strength
was estimated to be at 3,421,000 officers and men. The majority of these
men (2,046,000) were concentrated on the Eastern front against the
Russians. Fighting in two fronts, the German strength was quicklv being
attrited. The continuous pressure on both fronts prevented Hitler from
shuttling divisions back and forth between the two fronts.

During 1944, Hitler began getting more and more involved in military
decisions. For example, a commander of von Rundstedt's prestige could not
move a corps more than a few miles without Hitler's approval. The attempt
on Hitler's life in July 1944 further limited the influence of the field
commanders and General Staff. In effect, the prewar system o.f. Germans and
organization had been abandoned.

In September 1942, Hitler had issued a directive on unyielding defense
that stripped field commanders of initiative and authority. Hitler directed
that no army commander or army group commander would undertake any "tactical

.1
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withdrawal" without his expressed permission. This order was apparently
never rescinded and deprived the German field comnanders of their chief

operational concept--maneuver.

In early September, Hitler issued a directive stating his "intention."
In it he ordered that the retreating German armies must stand and hold in
front of the West Wall to gain time for the rearming of the West Wall
defenses. Hitler designated a battle line running from the Dutch coast,
through northern Belgium, along the forward positions of the West Wall
segment between Aachen and the Moselle River, and thus along the western
borders of Lorraine and Alsace. Hitler reasoned that a successful defensive
battle along this line would have several important results:

(1) The Netherlands would be retained as an important center of German
air and naval activity, while its industrial and agricultural production
would continue to flow to the Third Reich.

(2) No German soil would be lost.

(3) The Allies would be unable to use the port of An-twerp, so long as
the Schelde mouths were denied them.

"(4) Allied air bases would be kept as far as possible from central
Germany.

(5) The great industrial production of the Ruhr and the Saar would be
protected.

The German Forces had some extremely serious problems. While the Allied
C- problems were caused by overwhelming success, the German problems were

caused by significant failures. Losses of personnel and equipment had been
extremely high. For example, at the end of August 1944 when the German 1st
Army had retreated across the Meuse River, it consisted of only nine
battalions of infantry, two batteries of field guns, ten tanks, three flak
batteries, and ten 7.5-am guns--not a very formidable threat.

However, while the lack of Class III and V supplies halted the Third
Army just beyond the Meuse River, the Germans worked feverishly to establish
a credible defense along the West Wall. On 5 September 1944,
Generalfieldmarschall Gerd von Rundstedt assumed command of the combined
German Armies on th3 German western front. Von Rundstedt had served i6 this
position in late 1940-early 1941 before being assigned to the eastern
front. Considered a great strategist, von Rundstedt was well known to the
German soldiers and his return was expected to bolster their morale.

On paper, the armies he assumed command of were impressiN 3. They
consisted of forty-eight infantry divisions, fourteen panzer divi4.%ons, and
four panzer brigades. However, out of these forces, only thirteen infantry

3WPC0429J/MAY83
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divisions, three panzer divisions, and two- panzer brgades were close to
full strength. Even this status is deceptive as four of these infantry
divisions were encircled in fortress positions behind Allied lines. Twelve
infantry divisions, two panzer divisions, and two panzer brigades were
greatly understrength, but still considered usable. Fourteen infantry
divisions and seven panzer divisions were fought out and considered combat
ineffective. The remaining nine infantry divisions and two panzer divisions
were in the process of rehabilitation and refitting.

The bulk of the above divisions were grouped under Generalfieldmarschall
Walter Model's Army Group B whose front extended from the North Sea to a
point south of Nancy in Lorraine. Model had been the Commander in Chief
"West, and concurrently the Commander in Chief of Army Group B, from
mid-August 1944 until von Runstedt's return in September. In Army Group B,
"Model commanded four armies--15th Army, 1st Parachute Army, Seventh Army,
and First Army (arrayed north to south respectively).

In the south, the German left wing was formed by Army Group G under the
command of Generaloberst Johannes Blaskowitz. Consisting of just seven
divisions arrayed under LXVI Corps and 19th Army, Army Group G was tasked
with establishing a cohesive defensive line west of the Vosges Mountains in
the area between the Nancy sector and the Swiss border.

Patton's axis of advance towards the Moselle River would strike directly
into the German's First Army front, brush against the northern flank of the

19th Army, and threaten to sever the weak connection between the two Army
Groups.

On 6 September, Hitler appointed General der Panzertruppen Otto von
IKnobelsdorff as commander of the First Army. Knobelsdorff was recognized as
a brave commander, but was conceded to be "no towering tactician." He had
fought well on the eastern front, but at the time of this appointment, he
was still weak from previously received wounds.

Two days later, the 1st Army and 19th Armies were grouped into Army
"Group G. Blaskowitz would be the chief ground commander opposing Patton's
Third Army during September 1944. Despite his personal feud with Heinrich
Himmler, Blaskowitz was recognized as a superior organizer and able
commander.

The lull during early September allowed the German First Army to rebuild
its strength substantially. However, it still remained markedly weak in
antitauk defense. Therefore, the main defense against mechanized attack
would be the natural antitank barrier formed by the Moselle River.
Artillery and communications support were also extremely limited. Thus,

•0 Army Group G tenuously held a line along the Moselle.
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