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PREFACE

This study has been prepared at the Aerospace
Studies Institﬁ;é (ASI) as part of the continuing program
to examine the role of airpower in guerrilla warfare.
Several of these éirpower studies® have emphasized.the
appliéation of airpower under different qircumstanées in
several areas of the world. In.Greece the battles were

primarily land operaticns against guerrillas (often called

bandits) in the mountainous areas. Infantrymen bore the

brunt of the fight for two long years while the aerial
units were being readied for action.
The last two chapters of this study describe the

aerial phase. Prior to this, the narrative analyzes the

) cbnflict, the opposing forces, and the nature of the land

engagements. Had mcre trained pilots and a sufficiént
number of aircraft been évailable, the Roygl Hellenic
Air Force (RHAF) cculd have assumed a more active role
earlier than 1949. The contributions of Greek airpower
are the hain emphasis in this review of the Greek Guer-

rilla War, 1947-1949.
*Seé Appendix 1 for the listing of other airpower studies.

- iv



~ 'The authors used documentary material from the
federal Records Center in Alexandria, Virginia, the Air
University Library, and the USAF Historical Division
Archives of the Aerospace Studies Institute. Other
material came from books and arficles written by partic-

ipants in the Greek Cuerrilla War. .
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Chaptef 1 -

THE STRUGGLE

Background
In the postwar years, as the United.States withdrew
her armed forces from Europe'and other battle-scarred
areas in the werld and as the western democracies licked
their wartime wounds. an expansicnist Soviet communism
Aacting almost like a cancer fastened itself in many .areas
without causing undue alarm. It was not until this
malignant growth pushed out to swallow Greece that
democracies endeavored to isclate clearly the growth
and stamp it out:.1
. At liberaticn in 1944, Greece contained rival.gréups

that had been originally organized tc battle the Axis

"aggressor." They opposed each other in a deadly power

leo1. 3. c. Murray, ''The Anti-Bandit War,' Marine
Corps Gazette, XXXVIII (January 1954), pp. 14-15. Col.
Murray had firsthand information of the Greek operatioms.
In 1949, he was a member of the American Military Mission
to Greece. Earlier, he had served as battalion commander
in World War II and as s member of the planning staff,
United Naticns Command, in the Far East during Korean
operations. When he wrote this series of articles
(January - May 1954, in Marine Corps_Gazette), he was
serving as Chief of the Policy Analysis Division of HQMC.




struggle for the next five years. Two cf these groups
that emerged as the German wiar miachine ccllapsed were
the Naticnal Republican Grezk League {EDES) and the

cocmmunist-led Naticnal Liberstion Frcnt,'operating

" through its Nationsl People's Liberacion army (ELAS).
in February 1945, when the Vzrkiza Agreem:znt was signed,
ELAS, which had been greatly strengthened by lesding the
resistance fcrces 2zainst the occupying powers, acknowl-
edged defeat in its drivé tc seize contrcl of Greece.

The Varkiza Agreement, negotiated between thé B?itish
and the Naticnal Liberatjon Front, called for the breakup
of the ELAS and an end to the civil war. The Communist
Party, hcﬁever, did not zbandon the power struggle:
Forced tc surrender its azrms, the ELAS gave up cnly
40,000 largely unserviceable wezapons, caching away the
better weapons for the next round of the fight. Subse-
quently, most éf the ELAS members returned to their
homes, but 2bout 4,000 of them preferred sznctuary with
‘satellite neighbors acress the frcnéier. Perhaps 4,000,
as potentiial nuclei fer future bands, fcund the mountains

mcre to their liking. These hard-core ccmmunists or




lawless men did not expect benefit from the partial
amnesty feature in the Varkiza Pact. )

In the interim, until a stable Greek government
could be estab}ished, the British troops occupied.and
tried to rebuild manyAareas of the nation. Gradually,
in the rehabilitation cf the country, these troops
accepted more and mcre responsibility for keeping the
peace while the Mcnarchists and the Republicans struggled
for power. In the midst of the factional fighting and
political instability, the communists attempted to dis-
credit the existing government.3 This was in preparation
for their unsuccessful effcrt tc establish a satéllite
recognized "Government cf Free Greece" or to link portions

of Greece like Macedenia, Epirus, or Thrace with

Yugoslavia, Albania, and Bulgaria, respectively.

21bid., p. 16. Sec also Frank Smothers, William
Hardy McNeill, and Elizabeth Darbishire McNeill, Report
on_the Greeks (New York: Twentieth Century Fund, 1948},

pp. 151-153.

31bid., pp. 155-157. When queried by visiting
Americans at their mountain villages in Thessaly,
guerrillas stated that Rightist terror including violence
against themselves cor their families, had driven them
into the hills. Althcugh mcst said they were not commu-
nists, two captains and scme others admitted to being
communists. - :



_The ccmmunists and perhaps other peolitical greups
may have thought the British trosps would leave Greece
after the plebiscite on the King'z —eturn. The Varkiza
Agrzemernt, however, did not promis2 that the British
troops would be withdzzuwm: aéd, 2& the British remainzd
in the country, the cimmunist leade=z became unwilling
to delay their activity a-y longer. Sericusly resumed
after thefelection, guarrilla activity increased greatly

after the September arrivzl of King C:zorge 11.4

Guerrilia Activity

The guerrillias gemzrally follicwed & uniform patterm
of sctivity. First, they murdered isolsted officials,
usually frcm the smail villsgges. 5 Next, ¢hey publicized

these murders and also frequent beatings, cemphaticsally

4Murray, "The Anti-Bendit War," op. cit., p. 16.
5Thsse who performcd th2 aszzszinations cf the local
"Monarchofascists," as the guerriilzs isbeled the leyal

politicisnz and royallsba, operated under secret orders.
One order of 30 Augusz 1947, for exemple, statzd that two
"ouerrilla bands™ were to be organized, ware to be supplied
with "light rifles, lignt mschxne»e;nh, ristols, and
revolvers." and werz to "Infiltrate int:> fillaée zmall
towns, 3and cities (whether under the eremy's contrcl or
not) and carry out their orlzars si tly and promptly."
Crder is quoted in F. A, Voight, Thz Grezk Sediticn
(London: Hollis and Carter, 19: £
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describing their drastic action so as te discourage the
citizenry from seeking assistance frem other officials.6
As thesé activities gradually increased in scope and as
attacks on smzll patréls and posts weakened *he Greek
forces, the Cendarmerie decreased the numkter of patrols
in crder to increase its strength at local headquarters.
This led to bandit raids on the uﬁprotected sms1l
villages wherz the guexrillas socught food, seized womén
and children as hostages, and improved their own security.
With this increased strength, the guerrillas attacked
the larger Gerdarmerie units that zveraged 30 to 40 men,
causiﬁg the units to protect conly the larger towns in

the troubled areas. Unable to cope with the attzacks, the

Cendarmerie had to let the Army handle the problem.7

61The primary purpose of the massacres is the exter-
mination of the elite. Their secondary purpcse is economic.
It is not the fighting so much as the massscres which are
emptying the villages, lez2ving the fields dezolate, and
creating a vast multitude of refugees who, themselves
completely destitute, are so heavy a financial burden on
the impoverished State." Voight, The Greek Sedition,
p. 168. 8See ibid., pp. 165-193 for exsmples <f guerrilla
massacres end sbductions which the author emphasized were
rerformed in crder to destroy the ruling clzss.,

7In April 1947, the Greek General Staff znnounced
the beginning of a '"major cperatiocn'" against the guerrilla
concentrations In the southern Pindus Mountains., L. S.




Greek Army Problems

The Army was ill-prepared for the task it faced.
Since World War II, phe British hed been equipping and.
training a new Greek Army; wa;ki:g”toward an effective
force of 100,000 men by 1948. Tha cxderly progrezz from
a small, weak'postﬁaf army of shaut 2,860 officers 2and
men to ths 1948 level was Irterrupted, however, by <¢his
bandit war in 1947. The goernment deéided to increase
the Army streﬁgth to 120,800 and o shorten the training

program. Subsequently, in early 1948, the government
added_;nother 12,000 and, in April, decided to augmeznt

the force with 15,000 more in ofder to perﬁit the training
of replacemsnts for‘casualties.8 By the end of the year,
the Army rumbered 147,000 men, crganized into eight
divisions plus ordnance, specizl commando, and reconnais-
" sance units. '

M2n alcne were ivsufficient; the Army needed sffec-

tive lesders, and few of the prewar professionzl officers

Stavriancs, Greece! American Dilemma. znd Oppertunity
(Chicago: Henry Regnery Cempany, 1952), p. 187,
Guerrillas were frequently called bsndits in Greece.
8Murray, "The Anti-Bandit Wzr," op. cit. (January 1954),
p. 21. See zlsc his article, np. _cit. (March 19543, p. 53.

6



were available. A large number of the best Army officers
had beccme gasualtiés in World War II, and many others -_
had become tainted with communism. The‘remaining offi-
cers who had been separated erm their profession and

the responsibilitiégw;£>command for several years needed
time to weld together their burgeoning military organiza- '
tion. Lacking were a strong 'will to win'" and 'will to
fight"; each blow from the communist-inspired guerrilla
forces aépeared‘to develop greater frustration and
futility. Moreover, the difference Between communism
and democracy was cloudy at best. ‘It was difficult to

recognize that guerrillas who once fought for Greece and

freedom now served the Soviet Union and slavery.9

Greek Air Fcrce Prcblems

The Greek Army received little benefit from its
aerial units at first. An aerial defense was unnecessary
and a true aerial war did not exist. The- World War II
experience cf Greek aviation could not have helped in

the guerrilla war. Between 1941 and 1945, the Greek

9Ibid. (February 1954), p. 53 and (March 1954)
p. 54. : A




aviators,Ahaﬁing escaped from the Nazi legions.de§ouring
their homeland, went to Egypt where they were organized
into a BHzllenic Bomber Squadron amd employed as r2rt of
the,RoyalyAir Force primarily in MsdiZzrranean Sez patrois.
The Greck Air Force rema*ned‘under operationzl con-
trol of the RAF until late 1946 &t which time the air units
were returned to Greek authorities se rthey could b= organ-
ized tc fight the guerrillias., In I*3 recrzanizaticn, the
Creek Air Ferce found it posseszed zhout 58 obsolete
aircraft snd perhaps 230 wartime %rzined pilots. The
governmené urgently sought additiorzl éirplanes, plsacing
an order with Creat Britain fer 250 war surplus aircraft.
The British rushed the planes to Grezce, and all were
delivered by the summer of 1947, These aircraft included
Wellirngton bombers, Spitfire fighters, C-47 transports,
and liaiscn aircraft. The buildup to ﬁhe summer of 1947
gave the Royal Hellenic Air Force {RHAF) about 5,000 men

of whom 400 were flying personnel.10

101bid. (May 1954), p. 53. U. S. Air Force Group, -
Greece, "USAFGG History,'" undatzd manuscript of 213 pages,
filed with doc. 314.7 Military Histcries {(USAF Sec.} USMAG,
May &4, 1951, in Federal Reccrds Center, NARS, Alexardria,
Virginia. See ibid., p. 98, the mission of USAFSG was to
advise RHAF on procurement and deiivery <f materiel to
Greece, air installations, .and cpersticnal matters.

8
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-U, S, Assistance

The events in the year 1947 indicsated the great
assistance that the demccracies, especially the United
States, were to render in d;featiﬁg the guerrillas. On
24 Januafy,-the Greeks attempted to set their own house
in order by establishing a ccaliticn czbinet. Just about
2 month later, the British notified the United States
tﬁat it coculd no longer provide firnsncizal and econcmic
assistance tc Greece. This word caused the United States
to send an economic missicn to Greece ta investigate the
needs both for wsging a war against the guerrillas and
rebuilding the nation. The findings of this mission led
the U. S. Congress to approve legislation, called Public
Law 75, which included authority to dispatch a limited
number of American military advisers to assist the Greeks.
Absout a menth after President Trumsn signed Public Law 75
on 22 May, American zuthorities approvzd an Agreement on

Aid to Greece which incorporated ths provisions of Public

Law 75.11

118tavrianos, cp. cit., gp. 186-188. Ccmment on

- Public Law 75 can be found in USAFCGG, gp. cit., pp. 5-13.

9
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Guerriila Wzr,K 1947-1948

D e ————c— s 2 e — ————

Even though the pqospecfs‘of American aid boosted.
the mofale of the Greek Army, the loyal soldiers demon=
strated lictle sbility against éhe guerrillas in 1947.
This is not surprising because thz Army cculé not be
built overnight, especially whilz combzting increased
guerrilla activity. It was necessary to train,and to
equip the newly activated units,and still ccntinue to
restore facilities and reestablizn services dzmaged in
the World War II days or later ir guerrilla forays.

The next year was much the szms. ;On the one hand,
the Grezk communist rebels intensified their widespread
terrorism; and, on the other, the Creek Arm# became

better &quippad to hit the guerrillas.lz

In March 1948,

the Greek Air Force attacked two guerrilia landing strips
discovered at the junction ; the Albariar, Yugoslav, and
Greek borders. Two months later the Greek Second bivisien,-
supported by planes and artillery, moved inZs western

<

Macedonia intent upon hitting zrd surrcun.ding the chief

12pcter Paret and John W. Shy, Guerrillzs in the
1960's (Leondon: Pall Mall Press, 1562), p. 34.

10



concentration area of guerrillas in the Grammcs Méuntain
aréa‘before the bandit trocps cculd flee into Aibanié;13
This particular engagemznt, while not satisfactorily

executéd, does>i11uégrate two things. The Army units
were under strict ordsrs from the gevermment to aveid
internaticnal incidents and the poésibility cf shelling
cr bombing foreign territory. All major cperations, .
including plane cr grtiller&, for examéle, had‘to halc
five miles shortAcf Greace's northern boundaries. The
other pcint, not related but a mcre optimié;ic turn,
concerned the effectiveness of the Naticnal Army. For

a long time, the Army units necessarily had to protect
areas menaced by guerrilla bands. In part, their burden
was lightened with the establishment cf the Natighal
Defenze Corps battalions and by the issuance of rifles

to men in certain villages to prctect rcads and the
gathering of the annual hzrvest. But too often throughout
the year, the Greek Army with its unszatisfactory planning,

inept staff work, and uncosrdinated efiocrts did not have

13The New Ycrk Timss,
March 18, 1948, p. 22; ibid
June 18, 1948, p. 10.

Jznusry 30, 1948, p. 6; ibid.,
.s May 10, 1948, p. 12; ibid.,

11



 its troops in atrength where the gu=rrillas massed 2n

attack 14

Papagos snd Viet ory - N : -

Conditicns were much tetter for the Greek government
in 1949. By thc middle of 1948 all of the 1948 American
Mission fnnds were obligatad and also seversl illi
dollars of the 1949 funds. Six months later, substantial
shipments of American military suprlies were reaching the
Greek opefations. The Greek Army began real improvement
when CGeneral Alexander Papages.came out of retirement to
take the posiiZon of Commander-in-Chief cf the Greek forces.
He accepted the task with the understanding that he wquld.
have the power to direct operaticns and decide on probleme
of military organization and officer assignments. This
afforded him the opportunity to exert a stro ng influence
on the conduct of military operaticns. His experience
and influsnce was necessary aﬁ this time to exploit fully
the m2ny favcrable faetors, such as U. S. Military Assist-

ance, the rift between Tito and the Cominform, and the

14Ibld;., June 20, 1948, p. 1. See alsc Murray,
op. cit. {April 1954), p. 57.

12




bétter understanding within Greece cf the true nature of
the guerrilla war. By removing ineffective and unsuitable
officers, Generzl Pap2gos restorsd army diséipline so that
he”céuld order the Greek forces into military operations
depriving the gusrriilas of the Initiative in battle.
Under Papagos, the Army sprang into action and afforded

10 respite £o the enzmy. While there were no significant-
increases in mangower or equipment ard no miracles in
American-dirzscted training, the Army performed well

simply becaﬁse it was made to do what It was capable of

doing. This much and no more was essential to gain the

" victory. Seven months after General Papagos tcok charge,

the war came to zn end.15

1SMurray', op. cit. (March 1954), p. 57. Robert E.
Osgood in Limited Wer (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1957) emphzsized the impcrtance of American inter-
vention in the CGreek civil war. He wrote, 'It was, above
all, America‘s dispatch of military zdvisers, Its reor-
ganization of the CGreek army, its donzation of enormous
military suprlies, its granting of economic zid., and even
its interventicn in internzl political affairs +that kept
this key positiorn on the southern flank of Eurcpe out of
Russian coentrol.® Ikid., pp. 143-144, Sce also The New

York Times, Sune 20, 1948, p. 48.

13



Chapter 2

GUERRILLA STRATEGY AND ORGANIZATION

Guerrilla Advantages

In 1946, as tne guerrilla attacks became more severe,
the Greek communist party (the KKE) possessed certain’
advantages whicﬁ helped to create more instability and
insecurity in Greece; All of these must be kept in mind
when examining the organizational structure under which
the guerrillas waged war. First, since the Varkiza Pact
recognized the KKE as a legal party, the Greek communist
agents were able to propagandize and agitate throﬁgh their

own press. In addition, their agents had carefully con-

cealed large quantities of weapons in the mountains and

as many as 4,000 of the most trusted fighters remained in
mountain hide-outs. Cadres of the .communists also had
wartime guerrilla experience during the German occupation
of Greece; these people could no& fight the Greek
nationals. Finally, the communist guerrillas héd support
from two significant although diiterent groups. One

was the active support of the three neighboring nations--

Albania, Bulgaria and Yugoslavia--and the other was the

14




moral support of many rather naive idealists in the Wést.
~The latter considered the communist-led movement in
Greece as the one most genuinely expressing the people's
democratic aspirations.16' )
The guerrilla attacks_ reinforced by these numeroﬁs
advantages; wére most damaging to the hastily assembled
law-abiding elements directed against tne bandits. In
their attacks, the guerrillas moved swiitly, selécted
and concentrated strength against targets over which
they had temporarily achieved absolute superiority.17
While at first they operated in highly mobile bands
numbering up to 50 or more persons, in the summer of
1948 they organized themselves into much larger units.
In the Grammos area, for example, one division had three
brigades, equipped with rifles and some automatic weapons

18

collected from many national wartime supplies. In

16p. . Kousoulos, ''The Guerrilla War the Communists
Lost," United States Naval Institute Proceedings, LXXXIX
(May 1963), p. 67.

171bid., p. 71.

18Goumas, a young vigorous guerrilla of twenty-five
years, told the three American investigators of Twentieth
Century Tund that his forccs obtained arias and supplies
from battles and raids. For his full comment on this,
see Appendix 2. :

15




part, the explarnation for this shift in type of organiza- __ __

tion can be explained by reviewing the manpower resources - ‘!

and citing the growing numerical strengch of the guerrillas.

Manpower Resources

Three kinds ot bersonnel constituted the manbower
resources fof the guerriilas--the active rebel fighters
or bandits in Greece, the collabtorators within the
country and the reserves outside tne naﬁional boundaries.

The first group was the immediate combat strength of the

' The collatorators, however

so-called "Democratic Army."
_gumerous, furnished intelligence, security, and admin-
istrative services to the bands. Outside Creece.those
who aided the guerrilla cause included wounded fighters,
recruits in training, and personnel for trainihg'and
logistics. Still others who assisted were many hundreds
of Yﬁgoslavs, Albanians, aﬁd Bulgarians who labored for
the guerrillés within their own countries.19

In 1946 the rebel strength was estimated to-be

2,500 fighters. By January 1947 it totaled 8,000; by

19%urray, op. cit. (January 1954), p. i8. The
Twentieth Century Fund investigators believed that the
real movement began in Greece. See Appendix 2 for the
statement of the investigators. '

16




April it was 14,250; and in’November 1947 there were
18,00V rebel soldiers. This number continuéd to rise
until a peak of 26,000 was reached and;cnen i;A;;par—
ently was stabiiized between 26,000 and 25,000. Perhaps
ten to fiftéeﬁ”@ercenﬁihere veteran -ommunist party
militancs;.fifty percent may have been forcibly recruited
ana the rest joined for a variety of reasons. 20

The very nature of the collaborator and his work
has prevented an assessment of his strength. During
the war, some of these'people were rerreted out; evideﬂce,
indicates that they were most numerous. In 1949 a
defeated 3,600 guerrilla force in the Peloponnese, for
example, contained 1,600 collaborators. Probably their
ratio to guerrillas was even higher in areas near the
northern fronctiers which the bandits ofien controlled.21

During the war, the Greek rebel strength in the

Russian satellite countries seemed to be strong enough

20gee Appendix 2 for a listing ori these reasons.

21Murray, op. cit. (January 1954), p. 19. The
guerrillas readily admitted tnat they seized food rrom
collaborators, but they also raided army and gendarme
stores. Voluntary contributions of rcod and clothes
were sometimes pacrkaged for them in friendly cities like
Volos. Smothers, imcNeill, and Mcileiil, op. cit., p. 159.

17



’for“real concern to the Greek Army. Alban;a was rep;rted
to have 4,500 combat effectives and 6,500 ncneffectives
including older men and women, wounded fighters, and
children. Bulgaria had 2,000 to 2,500 effectives and
2,500 noneffectives while Yugoslavia contained 4,000
combat effectives ahd perhaps 10,000 noneffectives. Iﬁ
July 1949, however, when Tito clcsed the Gresk-Yugoslav
bordgr his 4,000 comtat effectives were shut off from
the more numerous guerrillas in cengral Creece. This
action also deprived the Bulgarian guerrillas and the
2,500 guerrillas in East Macedonia and Thkrsce from.the

protected east-west route north of the frontier.22

Guerrilla Organization
Throughout the war the ''Democratic Army'" was
almost entirely light infantry. The guerrillas did

have a 'cavalry brigade,"

and some antiaircraft and
field artillery, but the artillery had little value
because the guns and ammunition could not be concentrated .

for maximum employment.

‘ 22Murray, op. cit. (January 1954), p. 19.
231bid. (February 1954), p. 53.

18




The pqrmal military services for the "Democratic ~
Army'' were usually established beyond the frontier where
they were safe frdq_the Greek Army actions. These services
included such essentials as forwarding points ftor supplies;
training centers, transient camps, and hospitalé.24

. In 1947, as tﬁeir strength grew, the guerrillas
grouped the loosely organized bands of 50'men;or more into
companies and battalions. The next year they’formed the
battalions into brigades numbering 600 to 3800 men and in
May 1948 there were eight divisions controlling 23
brigades, 42 battalions, and 43 companies of various’

25

sorts.

Organizing the light infantry into divisions did

not provide for a force of ccmbined arms. Because

supporting arms were not added, the available ftorces

were simply consolidated into larger formations. By

241bid., p. 51 and (January 1954) p. 18.

25Col. Theodossios Papathanasiades, "The Bandits'
Last Stand in Greece,'" Military Review, XXX (February
1951), p. 22. This colonel was Chief of the Greek
General Staff Operations Office at the time the article
was written. During the German cccupation of Greece he
was active in a National Resistance Organization. In the
Greelkk Guerrilla War he fought against the guerrillas,
holding positions as Chief of Operations Section of a
Corps and Army.
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/
this technique the guerrilla lost some of his pecﬁliarA
advantages such as supérior mobility, great flexibility,
énd infiltration tactics. In the 1949 campaign this
guerfilla reorganization aided materially the more numerous
gcvernment forces who coula fight more sffectively with
the conventional infantry, artillery, and aerial forces.26

Numerically, the ''Derocratic Army" was organized

into: 27 : )
Active bands in Greece ---------- 18,000
Guerrillas in Satellites --------~- 10,000
Collaborators = ========== ?
Satellité personnel = = ---------- ?
28,000

26Murray, op. cit. (February 1954), p. 53.
- 271bid. (January 1954), p. 23. . °
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Chapter 3

GREEK ARMY STRATEGY AND ORGANIZATION

Greek Army Strategy

It was after ﬁhe Truman Doctrine became effective,
and American advisers with supplies were at hand, that
the Greek Army began to reorganize itself-apd reshapé‘its
strategy and tactics. Eventually, the General Staff
established a strategy of staggered expansion of
control.28 At this time, however, selective recruitment
of ideologically reliable youth was abandoned in favor
of induction for all eligibles. Those of questionable
loyalty were placed in nonsensitive positions or isolated
for intensive democratic indoctrination. The Greek
General Staff doubled the size of the Army and trained
special comma2ndo units in unconventional warfare. The
Army leaders effectively used the experience they had
gained to revise their factics of '"'static defense" and
| | 29

to work out a new plan to stamp out the guerrillas.

These tasks were not easily accomplished because, for

28See Appéndix 2 for the steps of this stratégy.
29Kousoulas, op. cit., p. 69.
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the most part, the military organization followed the
conventional pattern} | o
Infantry, artillery, armored reconnaissance, tanks, .
and combat engineers constituted the cémbat arms of the
Army. At first, ﬁhéiinfantry divisions did not have
organic supporting arms bpt when these were nceded, the
general staff directorates attached the appropriate
supporting units to the requesting corps or'divisions.
The Army was composed of thrmee field and four mountain
divisions; the former had motorized transport for war
on thé plains and the latter used only animal transport
in the highlands. Normally, each of the three field
divisions had a strength ot 10,000 men, giving them
2,000 more men than each of the mountain divisions

'possessed.3o

Greek Military Forces

The government employed six different types of
infantry. In addition to the field and mountain divisions,
the fighting force included commando infantry, the National

Defense Corps-;later designated as the light'infantry--

30Murray, op. cit. (February 19Y54), p. 53.
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armed civilian components, and the Gendarmerie. Each of
these was organized to meet a particular need. In the
crucizl early days of warring against the guerrillas, the
British Military Mission that trainad much of the Greek
Army hz2d crganized commandos tc speed training and to
furnish small units tailéred to battle the guerrillas.

It scon <eveloped that the best fighters were in these
commando units. Of course, they were given better equip-

ment, training, pay, and living conditions; but the real

source of their esprit de corps was an active military

role and nurerous military victories. In Greece the
commandos were actually heavily armed, highly mobile, and
very effective. Probably they were used longer in the
campaigns than they should have been. They were not"

the best suited for sustained ocperations; they depended
more on external administrative services, and their
effectiveness, in part, was possible only at the expense
of the standard infantry units.?l

Quite different organizstiocns were the Natiomal

Defense Ccrps (NDC) or light infantry and the Gendarmerie.

31ypid., pp. S3-56.
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The NDC battalions éamé prihcipally from the older
classes of reservists and these forces were used to
furnish static defenses for towns, lines of communica-
tions, and vital inslallations° As these NDC units
became operaticmnal and as the Army units tcok on more
active tasks, the NDC accepted local offensive missions
with subsequent redesignation as light infantry battalionms.
Initially,.the Gendarmerie had tried to put down the
guerrilla activity and its failure to do so lsd the Army
to the éask. The Gendarmerie, however, centinued to
assist in military operations, using specially equipped
mobile patrols to flush out guerrillas from areas just
behind Army operations. Upcn compietion of this mission,

. : 3
they reverted to their normal police work.

The strenzth of the governmment fcrces was as foliows:33

reek National Army  ---=---- 150,000
Naticnal Defense Corps =------ 50,000
Gendarmerie @ 0 =seec-=-- 25,G00
Civil Police @ = ==----- 7,560

232,560

321p3id., pp. S4-55.
33Murray, cp. cit. (January 1954), p. 23.
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Chapter & - R =

FIGHTING THE WAR

Geography of Greece

When the ELAS increased their warlike activity in
the middle of 1945, the guerrillas were aware that two
factors favored their type of opefation. One was the
instability of the-government at a time when rival
factions vied fof control. A stable government was
essential for postwar reconstruction and the military

forces were weak.34

.Hhilé the govermment's unstable
condition could perhaps be classified as temporary,
another factor--the geography of the country--then
favoring the guerrillas has consistently encouraged

disunity or rebellion in Greece.35 Geographers of Greece

have always emphasized: (1) a northern frontier

34ps late as 1947 this instability in government
still caused anxiety on all sides. See Appendix 2 for
-comment.

35As large in size as New York or Illinois, the
Greek nation "extends down into the Mediterranean much
like a bony hand. Much of its surface consists of barremn
mountains, with more level and more fertile stretches
along the seashores. The sea deeply indents the land and
partly submerged mountains make innumerable islands."
Smothers, McNeill, and McNeill, op. cit., p. 212,
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difficult to défend, (2) mountains tailor-made for o
centers of guerrilla activity, and (3) the sea waterways
which were  customarily the highways of transborfation'and
commerce. Only the waterways aided the loyalists., -

Defense of the frontier was almost impossible.for
even 3 powerful Greek army. Stretching for 700 miles
from the Adriatic to the Turkish bbrder, the mountains
could have swallowed up the eight wartime divisions of
the Greek Arﬁy if it had chosen to disperse along that
frontier. The avefage divisional froniage would have
been nearly 100 miles through a maze éf mountains. In
the east the Greek frontier has no depth; Only.a few
miles from the frontier is the seacoast. In this area
only one road and one railroad, both vulnerable to attack,
were the means of lateral éommunications.36

Mountains like the Pindus that extend southeastward
from the Albanian border 160 miles to the Gulf of Corintﬁ
can be reached only by mule or on foot. It was nearly

impossible for motorized military units to operate in

this area and for generations bandits have used certain

36Murray, op. cit. (April 1954), pp. 53-5&.
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of these areas for operating bases and sanctuaries. This
mountain range, varying in width from 40 to 60 miles and
rising in height to a maximum of 7,500 feet, made a
nearly solid ba;rie; to east-west communicatidﬂs ﬂetween
the Albanian'border and the’Gulf of Corinth. Ground
mcvement then, in the Pindus, was limited to a few desep

narrow valleys. The mountains became an asset of great

value tc the guerrillas.37

1947 and 1948 Efforts

Keeping the geography in mind, the Army began its
first major campaign in April 1947 by aﬁtacking in
central Greece close to the Gulf of Corinth. Its
leaders intended to sweep gradually northward to the
border, destroying the gﬁerrilla units cn the way.
Guerrillas not killed would be forced across the frontier
and the border would be sealed against reinfiltration.
As the fighting progressed, the Army commaﬁders tried to
isolate, surround, and annihilate thg Suerrillas; but a

few months of action revealed that this campaign had

371pid., p. S4.
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" failed. Plagued with poor timing and bad coordination with

rather timid movements, the Army was not able to match

the progressively stronger guerrilla forces and was
forced to cancel'its winter campéign.38

‘ Before beginning its new clearing campaign in April
of 1348, the Greek Army reorganized. The task of prs-
Qiding static defense for the tcwns became the mission
of the National Defense Corps thus freeing more troops
for che major clearing cperation. Once again the
preliminary phase to kill guerrillas or drive them-
northward tegan in central Greece. But progress was -
slow and.the enemy units consistently esczpaed from ;he
planned encirclements. By 29 June the Army forces had
driven back the guerrillas to their strongholds in the
Gram=mos area which formed a defensible.front. For two
and one-half months, an enemy force of less than 15,000
guerrillas defended themselves against tha Army of
50,0C0 troops. Eventually the GNA crashed through the
frent, but the guerrillas successfully withdrew into

Albania only to reappear later in the Vitsi area to the -

381pid., p. 57.
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northeast; eaawhile, the Army was forced to shift its
forces in order to mop up its own rear areas because thé
guerrillas had slipped through the Army lines and
resumed opé}ations in south and central Greece, especially
in the Peloponnese. The Army was successful in its
efforts to end the war against the bandits in.1948.39
Several factors favored the National Army as the
campaign began in 1949. 3y this time the U. S. military
advisers had.retrained and reeéuipped the Army troops
so that théy could fight a more aggressive, mobile war,
making maximum use of the available airpower for close .
support operations. Leadership of the armed forces was
improved when General Papagos became Commander-in-Chief.
On the political front, Tito's split with the Cominform
resulted in the seéling ot the Yugoslav frontier, a task

the Army had not been able to acccmplish.40

1949 Plans and Actions

From the experience gained and lessons learned in

1948, the Greek General Staff developed plans for a

39Murray, op. cit. (January 1954). p. 18. See also
Stavrianos, op. cit., pp. 190-191.
40Murray, op. cit. (March 1954), pp. 52, 55-57.
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méjor effort in 1949. The National Defense‘Corpi
Battglggns took over the securitf of towﬂs and villéges
-and released the Greek National Army of 147,000 to
execute mobile operations. ' Gemerally, the government
forces hoped to contain the guerrillas along the ncrthern
frontier with minimum forces and, at the same time, com-
plete the campaign in four phases. 'First, they planned B
to clear out the Peloponnese and second, central Greece.
Their éhird‘task was to reduce the strongiy fortified
areas.of Vitsi and Grammos, close bty the Yugoslav and
Albanian frontiers, and their last work was to‘locate
and defeat the few remaining guerrilla bands in Greecéa41
In the spring and early summer of 1949, the Greek
National Army completed the first two phases of the
campaign. Troops arrested all known communist sympa-
thizers and suspected informers within the designated
areas, and advaenced with Vigorous and bold columns cn a

brcad freont and in considerable depth. They pursued

the enemy so relentlessly by day and night that the

41Papathanasiades, op. cit.; pp. 23-31. This account
is used for the next four paragraphs.
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gper;illas were unable to resupply themselves frca the

hidden supply bases in the mountains.__By late July 1949{—""

the Greek armed forces were ready to begin Oberation.
TORCH, the task of destroying the ‘bandit fSrcified posi-
tions in the Vitsi and Grammos afeas. It was a twofold
plan--to destroy the Vitsi position enclosing the bandit
héadquarters and to capture the Grammos.

The'guerrillas in the Vitsi area, estimated at 7,500,
expected an attack from government forces during the
surmer months. They had fortified this mountainous -area
of 375 square miles, mining and cerrihg all poséible
avenues of approach from within Greece by machine gun,
mortar, and artiilery fires. But also believing there
woald be attacks on the Grammos area, the guerrillas did
not know which would occur first. To confuse the
guerrilla forces, the Greek Army created a di&érsion in
the CGrammos area by launching air attacks, artillery
bembardrent, and limited small-scale local ground attacks.
Being fcoled by these limited attacks and much movement
of motor vekicles in the rear of the Grammos area, the
guerrillas were not ready for the main government thrust

into the Vitsi area during the period 10 to 14 August.
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In about 72 ﬁours, the national trcops overfan the
guerrilla positions. About 5,000 of the guerrillas in
these stronghcldslhastily and suécessfufly'rgtreated.'
The charging governzent forces were unatble to'cué-off
escspe rcutes. Leaving about 1,000 cf their auxber
dead and 500 or more as priscners, the guerrillas
escaped into Albania via the Lake Prespa area.

The enthusiastic Greek forces made short work of
the Grammos.enemy forces. The improved mcbility of the
National Army divisions became apparent after this third
phase began in late August. In five days the froops,
exploiting tactical surprise to the fullest, occupied the
200 ;quare mile -section of the Grannos'Mountain_areé, 5
region more rugged than the Vitsi. All of the guerrilla
defenses in the northern area collapsed on .the night of
27 - 28 August, and the bandits withdrew hastily to the
south leaving behind large quantities of equipment. Other
guerrillas holding cpen the route to Albania.received
ground and air attacks from the naticnals on 29 and 30
August. Late on 30 August the national forces completelyA
occupied the Grammos area. Thus the principal phases of

the 1949 campaign ended. On an average, the Greek forces
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had used more than ten soldiers and airmen for every

single guerrilla it had fought in Greece.

Navy/Air Fcrce Participation

While the Greek campaigns were mainly infantry and
artillery battles, the naval and air units provided aid.
At the begirning the Navy was hetter prepared than
either the Army or Air Force. Unlike them, it had been
able to withdraw most of its forces when Greece féll to
the Germans. When the Navy returned to Greecs with the
exile government it had a gooed nucleus of officers and
ratings, and the British loaned Greece enough ships to
meet its requirements later. Because of the few roads
and mountainous areas in Greece, the sea was especially
important for transportation and communications during
the war against the guerrillas. Aerial operations were
not so successful at first. The development or the
Roval Hellenic Air Force lagged behind that of the
Army and the Navy. By the end of the war aerial units
were equipped and trgined sufficiently to be of |

significant assistance.42

4zMurray, op. _cit. (May 1954), pp. 56-57.
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Chapter S .

WAR IN THE AIR

ly after a buildup of airplanes and trainsd crews
cculd the Royal Hellenic Air‘Force (REAF) fulfill its
ess2ntisl rcle in the war sgainst the guerrillas,
Unfcrtunstely, Greece did not possess the technical or
industrial capacity to estsblish and maintsin a highly
qualified Air Fcrce, so development and training of
zerial units prcceeded slocwly. Worse still; esven the
develﬁping of the new RHAF did nct have a high priority.43
In the épring cf 1947, shortly after the Aid to Greeée
Agraeient was signed by U. S. and Creek represzentatives,
and ezpecizily after cthe arrival in Greecs cf.Bfigadier
General Willism A. Matheny, USAF, with his small staff

cf cfficers and airmen in February 1948, the United

(V2]

States began to plan for the legistic buildup cf the
F.b46

2

As part of this work, the USAF arr:anged to fly

43Murray, op. cit. (May 1954), p. 54.
For comment cn American corganizztions in Athens
see Appendix 2.
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- -— C=47= =zxrd AT:6-type'aircraft to Greece from the USAFE
command in Girmzny. At 2bout this same time, the

Spitfirzss and cther war-surplus British aircraft were

arriving from £he United Kingdom. By early 1948, many
cf thesa plana2s were operatiopal.45
For the time, the respcnsibiliéy for training an&
organizinz the RHAF remainéd British. Tke task was great
kFecause zggresszive Isadersbip'Within the RHAF develope?
very sioyly. Tha fact that Greece was more agfa;ian

than industrisl i ced meant that the techniczizns for air-

industrizl arezs. These had to be trained from recruits

who coften did rno: pcssess the necessary aptitude.46

QSUSAFD: Historical Data Headquarters United States
Air Fcxces inm Evrore, 1 Januzry - 30 June 1950, I (Ncvember
1850), po. 3¢7-331. Murray, op. cit. (May 1934), p. 53.

beve, 28 Jznuary /T°&§] the /British/ Air Ministry
ststed ctrnat cexrtzin repor s from Athens anncurcing the
psstponement of the 'projected withdrawals from Greece of
British Roy3l Air Ferce Squadreons® were misleading. . . .
The only RA: tnits in Greece comprize a communications

light of six zircrzft 2nd a trezining mission to the RHAF--

it had bzen heped to reduce the communication flight, but
ccniinued compizments will not allow the reductions.™
Quoted in Rovzl United Service Institution Journal, XCIII
(1%48), . 228. See also Murray, op. cit. (May 1954),
pp. 53=53.

")
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In Creece, the aircraft available for combat were

uCt fhe most satisfactory for this kind of bandit war. .

Tcr example, desplte its later successes, the Sp1tf1£§
possesse ed relatlvely short- range, limited space for
immuniticn and great vulnerability to ground fire. 3y
ccntrast, the C-47 trznsports handled the logi:ztic missicn

:n an excellent manner° The RHAF m:dified these tranz-

n
l‘)
(oY
o
w

> they could car ry 250= and 500-pcund bi=hs on
razks bansath the fuselage, but the expzrimeat did nct

to be very practical. The American adviszrs

lu
"
0

<

17

Guezticned the accurécy cf this type of bombing. The
single-engine AT-6 became the e&es of the RHAF, handling

the mission of aerial reconnaissance by locating and

terial Procecdures and Techniques

The aerisl units employed'two types of air operaticns:

cne to isclate the battlefield® and the cther tc directly

47Mufra) op. _cit. (May 1954), pp. 53-56. See also

USAFGG, op. cit., pp. 52-53, 102. .
éSmce all CGreece was the battlefield, the cbjective

w23 actually tc destroy all guerrilla forces. Murray,
zp._cit., (May 1954), p. 53. .
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suppcrt Ehe'grcund trceps. Three techniqueé were used
fox the fermer; pre-planned strikes on targets located
by serial photcgraphy of intelligence, armed reconnais-A
sance when it wss kncwn that prefitable targets or large
enemy formaticas might be in a given area, and use of
reccénaissance aircraft to locate targets and direct
strike aircraft to these targets. .These incependent air
attacks were made at trocps on march and at fixed targets,
such as bandit headquarters, supply camps, and fortified
pésitions. Théy'were limited by the availatilicy of air-
craft, pilots, and the difficulty of target iden:ificationm.
Mgﬂy cccasicns arose when the RHAF could employ its
a1rcraft in d$rect support of ground troops.49 This
became even mire significant because the GNA had cnly a
limited numker of artrillery pieces and mortar and operated
in mcuntéineus areas where artillery cculd not be emplcyed

effectively., "Flying artillery" often became the only

491p3d.. p. 54. Murray esplained, "Direct support
tock mzny forms., It included c<mmen liaison, tactical
reccnnaiszance, air observation, air spet for artillery,

n 3
aerial phctigraphy, serizl resupply, the dropplng of
prcopagandz leafletrs, and the attack of targets in con-
junctica with the grcund forces. The last named was, of
ccurse, the mc<t impcrtant."
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§olution for the moving targets which guerrillas coften -
presented. |

Deficiencies in gir=gf6und communications hampered
the air effort. Vehicle-mounted radios were cf limited
value Iin the mountainous regions. Mule pack radios,
'capable of contacting support aircraft, were in short
supply and were not employed at the assault level but
rather at brigade and division headquarters. It was nct
until late 1948 that mule pack air suppcrt signal units
were mcre widely distributed and even this ﬁas on a
limited basis and was inadequate. Unfortunately,
commanders failed to understand fully the capabilities of
the aerial weapon. The inexperience of the units recon-
stituted after WO;ld War II and the lack cf cpportunity
fcr realistic maneuvers, involving both grcund and air
units, reta¥ded this development of effective aigagfound
procedures.so

The difficulty of target identification was a major

factor in the air operations. The guerrilla ccmmanders

501bid., pp. 54=56. See also The New York Times,
August 1, 1948, p. 4.
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srided themseives on their ability to hide their "dispc
ticn, strength, composition of units, and intenticns by
frequent mcvement and implanted rumors."l The employﬁ
=f tecter methcods of target identification and mere eff

tivez ccmmunicstions improved the zir-ground eff2rt in t

war zgailn:t.the guarrillas.

By the esrly part cf 1948, the combat urits of the

2d to support the ground operaticns., .
52

RHAF were cxzgsn

Ho

each of threaz strategically located permanent bases
the REAF stzticned cne fighter squadren and = reconnais
Tre alrcraft then, fLy;ng from the

three differznt fields, prov1ded air coverege over Cree

1Qucted frem Lt. Col. Anastase Balcos, "Cuerrilla

" Milirary Review, XXXVII (March 1958), p. 52.
s based on the perzonal experiences of the aut
a memter of the Greek guerrilla fsrces uad:=r th
Axis occupation znd later a battalion commsndsr .(1248-1
veek Nzrionzl Army when it fought the communist
Ibid., p. 50.
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On the bases, however, the runﬁays were barely adequate
and.strong crosswinds frequently delayed or even canéeledv
air cperations. Aircrzft enzaged in liaiscn and medical
evacuation utilized dry weacher airstrips,54 -

| By mid-March 1948, the Greek Air Force unit: were
in &peration. The RHAF carefully mcnitored a 1§?ding
strip builc by bandits in the Lake Presps area at cthe
junction of the Albaniza, Yugoslav, znd Grezk barders
and cnce bcmbed the strip. In addition, the Grecek sirmen
dug perscnnel trenches and dispersed their aircrsft, but
the guerrillas never resorted to aerial attacks.”>

In April and May 1948, the Greek Air Ferce suppcrted

the Greek Army units in cheir first major cffensive in

the Rcumeli area. For 2 long time, the Rcumeli region

bad ®»een occupied by abcut 3,000 guerrillas who hzd bzen

S4There were two transportation squadrons, c¢ne witch
12 Anson I aircraft and the cther with 20 Dakcta {C-47)
aircraft. In addition, cthe flying training schocl at
Tatci was equipped with 23 Harvard IIA; 8 Tiger Mcth, 3
Oxford snd 1 Spitfire IX aircraft. The flying refresher
flight at Elevsis had 9 Spitfire IX, 17 Spitfire V, 7
Oxfcrd and 1 Harvard TIA z2ircraft. In the RHAF Aircraft
Stcrage Pool were mcre than 30 aircraft, including several
L-5 airplanes. Ibid., pp. .98-100. '

551bid., p. 99.
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terrcrizing ;hé inhabitants and disrupting the main

ccmmuniicaticons routes between cen;ral and ncrthern

Greece. In April, as the result of combined planmning

ty the Greek authorities and the American and British

missicns, a fcrce estimated at 30,0C0 closed in on the
bandits from three main points. This force hzad the

A

suppert of the RﬁAF. Around the twehtieth of Apriil,
w2ather cenditions becaﬁe favorable'for air operations,
at which time Spitfires and Harvards fléw in- support of
ground operations, ‘In May 1948, while sﬁppcrting the -
land coperations, the Greek pilots flew 641 sc:cies, cf
which 370 were za.rmed.,'cffensive'sor:ties.s6
In addition, there were other types of air activity.
C-47 sircraft flew more than 22 supply-drop missicms,

that included focd and medical supplies, and cne leaflet-
drep mission. The AT-6 aircraft also flew reccnniaissance
serties. By June, the press revealed that the eremy had
‘suffered continucus air attacks and that heavy air support

had aided the Army in its advance into the Crammos srea.

56;gig,, pe. 38, 99-100. Spitfires flew alil of the
cffensive sorties. One Spitfire was destreyed and ten
dzmaged.
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The increased air activity indicated that the RHAF was

finally able to support the effort against the guerrillas.d’

Ths méjcr effort of the RHAF, however, suppcrted the
Greek Naticnal Army. Spitfirés played an impcortant role
and mzle exteunsive use of rockets, btombs; michine guns,

~~~~~ and canﬁ&no Hacvards flew many feccnnaissance sdrties,
snd C=47"s were used to drcp fcod and medical suppiies,
Many times, cbsarvers~in Harvards. spotted the gusrrills
w3nds msnsuvering belcw and drepped 20-pound fragmsntztion-
bcmbs., If the size of the target warranted, thz recon-
naissance pilct radiced for Spitfire assistance; and
strcnéer aerizl actacks would be launched. Because of
its smsll size, the RHAF was unsble to furnish ccmplate
support for z11 ground units simultanecusly. In crder
to prcvide the maximum assistance, the RHAF wcrked under
2 pricrity prccedure, controlled at Corps Heaaquarters,‘

wh

P

ch allccsted the savailable aircraft for specific

cperaticns.58

57id., p. 99. The New York Times, June 20, 1948,
p. 48,

58USAFGG, op. cit., p. 39. Murray, op. cit. (May
195’*)3 ppo 55”560 . ’
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In June, the RHAF triéd t; heip the Army smash the
enamy frent in the Grammos area. Cn 17 June, the Creek
Army maszed five divisions for the largest offensive to
date agzirst guerrilla fcrmations, dumps, and installations
in the Grammcs Mcountains. When the action began, three
RHAF sqqadrons and four flights supported the CGNA. One 4
squadr:-n cf Spitfires was based at Yannina and ancther at
Kezani, Eiach cf these fields also had a flight of four
Harvards and a few communications aircraft. A flight of
Hsrvards and Austers was also located at Avgos Orestikon
for srtiliery reconnaissance. A fiight of Oxfords was
bssed at Sedes for photo feconnaissance, and a squadren
cf Daketas based at Elevsis supported the airlift require-
ments.”? Under che fighter aircrsft and arcillery
umbrella, the Army forces moved alcng a 40-mile front nesar
the Albzanisn berder. The fighter planes proved'to be
effective. On the left flank, for =xample, they shcwered

rockets and berbs on the guerrilla deputy commander's

hesdquarters cn Mount CGrammos. Planes with rockets and

59This Army attack was known as Operacion CRCWN.
USAFGG, »p._cit., p. 39.
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bcmbs, making 24 scrties, attacked positicns at Lykorrochi
ca the Grammos heights. Thus,.artillery Qith continual
tactical support from RHAF Spitfires,'scme ¢f which
carried fragmentation bombs, scme rockets, and the rest
canncn or machine guns, aided Greek units.%0 oOn: of the
unics being suppcrted was the 15th Divisicon, whosa treeps
climbed the rebel-held heights to cut c¢ff or capture the
rebel fanacics in western Macedonia,61 This‘pafticular
attack w:s the twelfth sizsble cperaticn since esrly in
1948. 3But, by the end of the month, the Greck Army knew
that the offensiveAwas nbt as successful as hcped. The
majcrity of the guerrillas escaped and fled in small
bands tcward the Albanian border.

Even the government's second phase attsck, lsunchad
in August agaihst the inaccessible rsbel strcnghelds in
the Grammos Massif, failed to completé thé~missicn of
capturing the guerrilla fcrces. Handicapped by'the
mcuntaincus terrain that provided invalﬁable camcuflage

against serial assault and by heavy casualties frcm the

60The New York Times, June 19, 1948, p. 2; ibid.,
June 2G, 1948, pp. 1, 49.

61mbid., June 20, 1948, p. 49. The division's war
z¢ng, rcughly translated, meant "Hit the breeze, traictcrs."
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fields of "schunh!" {or nonferrous) ﬁines, naticnal forces
were unsbis to surround.and take‘thevguerrillas. Though
beaten agaiz at the front, the enemy eluded capture,
dispersed, snd *etreated into Albania.®2 The RHAF flew
a total of 2,474 scorties during this cperation with a
daily average of 52.6 scrties. The menthly sortie rate
reached a2 =3k in August when 1,570 sorties were flown,

considerzbly more than the 641 sorties flocwn in May.

Spitfires piayed the principal role and accounted for
most of the ff‘ sive sorties.63

In thz £ali of 1948 and throughout the winter, the
RHAF ccntinusd the buildup of aerial units. In early
September, aircraft suppcrted a GNA cperation in the
Vitsi area. Launched on the sixth of September, one
GNA divisicn affectively reduced a force of 1,500
guerrillas ia 11 days. The effeétive tactical support

by the RHAF ccntributed to the success of the operation.é4

621514, Avgust 1, 1948, IV, p. 4.
6353arca, cp._ci t., p. 40. 1In this operation 23
Spitfires weze hit by iight antiaircraft (A/A) fire, one
of whlch crashed in flames into the target area, killing
the pilet. See 2lsc ibid:, p. 102.
64in this Vitsi cawpglgn the formations of Spitfires
ware ecpecislly successful in divebombing or :traflng
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- Because cf the weather in the late fall and winter the

RHAF was primarily engaged in . close suppcert of small -

units and small operations. Harvard aircraft making

cbzervation flights tc locate guerrilla ccrcentraticns

-

elec

uccezsful many times. The RHAF then directed airx
65

s

2

zZttacks to theszas targets.
Winter cordit sns fcr ths next few menths reduced
caenbat activity. In November, while uﬁdergcing a
redispcsition and recrganization pregram, the GNA
centinued its offensive agzinst the guerrilla in che
Vitsi area 2nd the RHAF flew a limited number of recon=

s5sicns; but, because of bad westher, the

e

pilets flew few cffensive sorties. When weather
permifted; they made harassing attacks zgainst guerrilla

pcsiticns and guerriila-held villsgez. This pzttern of

crganized or camouflsged guerrilla pesiticns lecated by
GNA trcops wheo zlerted the pilets by smoke shells cr sent
radic messages thrcugh the Air Support Signal Units.
USAFGG, cp. cit., pp. 41, 103,

USAFGG, c¢p. cit., p. 43. The GXA 2nd Division
starred an cffensive on 10 Octcber, suppcrted by Spitfires
empleying rockets, bombs, machine guns and cannon., Excel-
lent ccmmunications were maintained between air and ground
units throughout ‘the attack enabling the grbund units to
achieve its planned objective. ‘
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- air acfivity continued thrcughout the winter and spring.

Even thcugh bad weather caused a reducticn in flying, —
the RHAF ccntinued supporting the GNA by seeking out
guerrilla forces asnd perfcrming éir etrikee against

many viilages and cutpests under attack by the guer-
rxlla“.66 On 22 December, the guerrllla attacked the
village *f Edezs5 where Spitfires successfully defeated
- the guerrilla fcrces, killing 157 guerrillas and per-.
mitting GNA trc ps to capture 50 cthers in the enccunter.
The RHAF ccntinued to strike the-guerriilas antil the
night cf 24 December, at which time the guerrillis began
a fan-l:ke retreaﬁ in the directicn cf the Albanien and
Yugcslav berders. Separating ingc baﬁds ocf 50 men, the
guerrillas were pursued by the GNA effectively suppcrted
by the RHAF.using 3ir <uppcrt signal units during the
pursuit.67 On 12 February, two guerrilla divisions wi:ﬁ
five brizadez (4,000 men) launched an attack cn Florina,

RHAF aircraft, dispatched tc the battle zrea, attacked

66 15id.. pp. 41-46, 50-59, 106-109. :
Thid., p. &6, The large number cf casualties was
a true indicazticon of the first major success cf the GNA
in repulsing strcng guerrilla attacks cn towns and
villages.
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large groups cf guerrillas in the ravines west c¢f Florina.
A ccunt cf casualties revealed that mcre than 900‘guer=
ri1llas had been killed or captured; the Air Fcrce was
credited with the cverwhelming majority eof the casualties
sustained by the enemy.%8

During the spring and early summer the RHAF ccne
tinued to harass the guerrillas. Aerialyunité becmbed
and sctrafed guerrilla bands whenever and wherever they

cculd be fcund. Supporting several cperations, the RHAF

maintained ccntinucus pressure on the guerri11a5.69

Cezbat Igprcvemenés

Thrcughcut the 1948 campaigns and in the winter
operaticns, the United States and British military
advisers studied the effectiveness of the Greek ccmbat

aircraft,70 They, as well as the RHAF, recognized the

681bid., p. 55. The GNA lost 44 killed and 220
w:undg o :

9Ibid,, p. 59. Food, supply and mail drcps were
made t3 GNA trcops in snow=-bound and isclated aress.

70puring the 1948 campaigns, the RHAF combat aircraft
fiew 8,907 sorties while transport aircraft flew 9,891
flights. 1In the same period 10 pilots and 2 cobservers
were killed with the wounded numbering 25 pilots and 6
ubservers. Royal Sexvice Institution Jcurnal, XCIV
(1949), p. 322. :
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need fbr an aircraft capable of carrying heavier bemb
loads. In March 1949, their studies and further, more
intensive investigations led to the June decision to
sbtain at least 40 SB2C-5 Heildiver éircraft from the
U, S. Navy for use irn the bandit war. By great effort,
the aircraft weré in place o fly their first opefational
mission on 24 August.:’1

Another tactic for improving the combat aircraft
cffectiveness was the use of napslm. After careful
study, the Operztions Division, JUSMAPG, believed it was
highly desirable for the RHAF to u:e napalm against enemy
targets. The United States providsed a six-man team to
train the RHAF in the "proper handling and effective use"
cf the weapon with the :ztandsrd Spitfire, and work began
in May 1948. Many problem; arcse znd lack of complete
cccperation from RBAF officisls magnified the difficulties.

Froper tanks were not 2vailable, sc MATS plares finally

"IMurcay, op. cit. {May 1934), p. 55, and USAFGG,
cp. _cit., pp. 98-119. The U. S. Air Force F-47 aircraft
was also considered becsuse it tould carry the desired
bemb load, but cost factors and svzilability favored the
Helldiver. See alsc The New Yerk Times, August 18, 1948,
p. 9, for earlier comments on this. -
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f}ew some from CGermany. . This Ilimited 3upp1yiéaii that
wWzs available‘inAEur:pe--was\insufficient. ‘The s;atesideA
price was toc high so the Sreeks vcluntééred to build the
tanks. The necessary material for'the tank construction
had té ccme frem the United States, and more time was lost.
The first successful test ¢f 3 napalm tank on a Spitfire
cczurred in mid-September 1948. Scome RHAF pilots cbjected
to carrying this type of crdnance, and many Grecks opposed
the use of it at first. Althcugh limited use cf napalm
began in the summer of 1948, it was nct until late 1948
that it began to supplement other types of ordnance.’2.
Before the SB2C-5 with nspalm became available in the
iast days of_the war, the oider planes flew the air
support rcle. In early Juns 1949, for example, the rebel
forces burnaé the village of Nacusa and killed many of
its ‘inhabitants. After three dz2ys ¢f this burning and

locting, the guerrilles carrisd off 300 civilian hostages.

72Major Nelson H. Russell, Ordnance Aviation Section,
JUSMAPG to Chief, Air Secticn, January 18, 1949, in file
471 Ammunition (Napalm), FRC, NARS, GSA. Gen. Matheny,

. Chief, Air Secticn JUSMAPCG, was most interested in the

availability and use of napalm. See his notes of weekly
staff meeting, June 28, 1948, Stsff Minutes - 1948 in
file 050, FRC, NARS, GSA.




As bart of the'pursuiggﬂgovernmeﬁt force, tthGAF air-
craft roéred over the Vermioﬁ Mountains northwest of
Salonika ''gunning" and "dive bombing" a broken line of
retreating guerrillas. The retreating rebel columns
suffered heavily from the na;ionalist aerial attacks

and were forced to release the hcstage$.73

Final Campaign

By August, the Gréek Genera1~S£aff authorized a
series of strong attacks against communist fortified -
positions on fhe northern slcpes of the Grammos Mountains
near the Albanian frontier. The staff plan was to seize
. and Hold éhe main passes into Albania by which, in 1948,
the defeated communist forces had.escaped from these
mountains. The Greek Arm} then hcped to seal the border
and prevent the reeﬁtry of the guerriilas after the area
“had been cleared.’4 " In August 1949, about 5,000 rebel
troops were engaged and enclosed temporarily in a triangle

of about 250 square miles with its base on the Albanian

73The New York Times, January 18, 1949, p. 10.

74The Times (London), August-8, 1949, p. 3; ibid.,
August 12, 1949, p. 4. See also Papathanasiades, op. cit.,
pp. 22-31.
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frontier. The Greek Army attacked with six divisions of

infantry, a commando divisicn, armor, and aircraft on the————

hypotenuse of the triangle.

The Grammos Mountains harbored many guerrillas. The -

" GNA made a .concentrated drive te clear the sectors.

During the first week in August, RHAF piloés directed
mostléf their air attacks against strong points of guer-
rilla resistance. They delivered the lafgest single air
strike of the week on 5 August. Waves of 10 to 14 aircraft
gave close support to GNA asszults on guerrilla.positionms.
From 10-16 August, the RHAF shattered all previous records
of sorties flown an& ammunicion expended agaiqs; the
guerrillas in their Vitsi stronghold. On 10 August,

these pilots flew 169 sorties in 14 hours; and on the next
day, more than 150 sorties were flown. They averaged 126
sorties daily during the first five days of the offensive;
and by 10 August, they had helped to end all organized

resistance in the Vitsi area.’?

75USAFGG, op. cit., pp. 69-70. Napalm bombs were
dropped on 5 August and, according to prisoner interroga-
tions, ''they proved especially effective and terrifying."
Papathanasiades, op. cit., p. 26, has described the effects
on the guerrillas. See Appendix 2 for this account.
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While thé_Vitsi operation was in progress; General
Van.Fleet, Chief of the Amétican ﬁilitary Mission,
énnounced tga: "Helldiver" American dive bombers would
soon be at the disposal of the RHAF. The U. S. Navy
was rushing them to Greece by aircraft carrier,-readying
éhem on the way. Each aircraft waé capable of delivering
two tons of bombs at pinpoint targets, such as the
scattered mountain fortifications, and was equipped for
rocket, cannon, and small arms fire. For several weeks
previously, Greek airmen had been learning to fly two of
these aircraft that had been brought in for traiﬁing
purposes.76

On 24 August, the second major phase of the August
offensive began with a Greek First Army Corps attack on
the last rebel strongholqs in the Grammos Mountains.
Again, the communist forces held a triangular area with
ité base on the Albanian frontier. Its perimeter on
the Greek side measured about 40 miles. Most of the.
area consisted of heavily wooéed; precipitous mountains--

many more than a mile high. About 5,000 rebels were

76The Times (London), August 11, 1949, p. 3.
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reported to be in the fcftificatibns although others who
had escaped from the Vitsi Mcuntains into Albania might
be on théir way to reinfcrceAthe Grammos bases. The
greatest artillery concentrsticn ever massed by the
Greeks shelled thé guerrilla-infested areas, and the Air
Force attacked the rebel pcsitions with rocket-firing
Spitfires. In additicn, zighteen’of the new 'Helldiver"
bombers dropped incendiaries on the rebel positions high
cn the Tsarno Ridge,77

"On the second day cf the battle, the Helldivers
flew in three waves ¢of nine sircraft each. Each formation
attacked strongly preparsd guerrilla positions, often
beyond the reach of the cemmzndcs or even the artillefy‘
fire. The Grammos cffensive, including ground and air
attack, con;inued until 30 August. In 826 sorties, the
RHAF drcpped 288 tcns of bembs, expended 1,935 rockets
and made 114 napalm strikes. The Grammos operation

ended the last majcr guerrilla recsistance in Greece.’8

771bid., August 26, 1949, p. 3.
78USAFGG, op. cit., pp. 71-73. Papathanasiades, op.
cit., p. 31, summarized the effects of the Grammos battle.

See Appendix 2.
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Chabter 6

RHAF ACCOMPLISHMENT‘

in the spring cf 1949, Great Britain had made an

esrimate of the Greek situation. In reviewing aerial

operaticns, the British indicated that the Greeks had

failed to use their superiority ipr the air. This was

Atrue, especially for the period to 1949, but the state-

ment deserves some explanaticn and should descrite the
prcblems encountered in the slow and difficult buildup

of the RHAF The scarcity of trained pilots and main-
tenance.men handicapped the aerial arm for many months.
The shortage of equipment and facilities made more diffi-
cult the task of building an Air Force. It was not until
April and May 1948, that the aerial units became opera-
éional snd supported the ground trcops in a limited manner.
The lack of aggraessive RHAF leadership, the communist
infiltration intc loyalist units, the limited suitability
of aircraft, the absence of effective techniques for

bcth training and operaticn, and a limited comprehension

of the capabilities of close support aircraft had

- mitigated against getting maximum return from the air

effert in the early phases of the struggle.
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There were steady improvements in operaticns from
May 1948 to August 1949 aléﬁcﬁéb many proble&s required.
solution. Control of the air was ;evérvgvdﬁéétion since
no enemy aircraft was encountered. The RHAF attacked
ground targets independently or with ground units. While
independent attacks zssisted the cverall effort, the
direct support of grouﬁd trocps could have been gmployéd
more advantagecusly. Lack of effective communications
between ground units and eaircraft hampered the effort,
thus making target identification more difficult. Poor
coordination between air and ground units was evident
when air attacks on guerrilla positions weré requested
toé far in advance cof the government troops. This per-
mitted the guerrillas to move into a relatively éheltered,
close range position to meet the assault by the ground
troops. As both grcund ard air commanders gained in
experience, ground unit éupport became better.

In the latter phase of the conflict, air re;onnais-
sance was effectively used to locate guérrillas in their
mountain hide-outs and attack them with 2C-pound ‘fragmenta-
tion bombs. This pro&ed to be a successful techaique.

Spitfires, in spite of their limited capability, made air
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strikes on supply dunps, ene..; fortifications, and enemy

strongholds to assist the grcuud troops in thgir struggle.
In 1949, the Air Force, at ‘last reasonably well-equipped
and trained, demonstrated its power in the last bigA>
campaizn of the war. Using the fmerican SB2-C (Helldiver)
to supplement the Spitiire in the fipal'phase of the
ground war enabled the RH'F to furnish sufficient support
to the land {orces. 2roper techniques with adequaée
equipmentidemonstrated how eifective airpowér can be in
an operation of this :type. Starting with almost nothing,
the RHAF had developed to a point that it could contribute.
immeasurably to the overall efiort. An example was the
use of aircraft to lccate and destioy enemy tacili;ies
and formations in the rough mcuntainous terrain. The
close support giveﬁ to the ground troops oﬁ preplanned
operations, and the aerial assistance furnished isolated
villages and troops uuider attaclk, decisively affected
the outcome of the war.

The appointment of General ?apagos as Commander-in-
Chief of the Greek Forces was a turning point in the

battle against the zuerrillas. . competent leader, he was

able to consolidate and coorcinate the army and air effort.
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The govefnment benefitéd, too, when Tiro'Split with the
Comidfor@ and st&ppedlthe traffic cver his border into
Gréece. The guerrillas, thus, were éeprived of a source
‘of sﬁpplies, both materiel and manpewer. By this time,
the RHAF was also employiﬁg air surveillsnce at the
frontier. 'Thése efforts contributed immezsurably to the
defeat of the rebels. o

Any accomplishment must be evaluated.in terms of its
cost in manpower and materiel. less thar 7,500 men were
utilized in the air.effortG. The cost of ths sir operation
was prcbably -less than 10 pefcent cf the ccst of the ground
operation. The return was certainly great.  The importance
of air support became apparent in the lest weeks of the
Greek guerrilla war. The GNA had cnly 2 limited number
of artillery and mortars to support the infantry advance
in a mountainous area. In this situation the guerrillas
could successfully employ their 'hit=andfruﬁ tactics,"
i.e., uhtil they encountered the more mobiie, speedy

aerial weapons of the RHAF. These weapons proved to be

decisive in the final campaigns of this war.
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Appendix 1

List.of Guerrilla Warfére Airpower Studies

1. BIDLIOGRAPHY (Annotated), INSURGENCY AND COUNTEﬁ-
INSURGENCY, June 1962

2. IIISURGENCY AND COUNTERINSURGENCY, ANNOTATED .BIBLIOGRAPHY,
-December 1962

3. THE ROLE OF AIRPOVER IN GUERRILLA WARFARE ('YORLD WAR II),‘
December 1962

4. THE ACCOMPLISHMENTS CF AIRPOWER IN THE MALAYAN
EMERGENCY (1948-1960), May 1963

5. GUERRILLA WARFARE AND AIRPOWER IN KOREA, 1950-53, -
January 1964
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Appendix 2

Explanatery Notes

Refarence Footnote 18--GUERRILLA COMAS® COMMENT ON ARMS
PROCUREMENT:

Arms and ammunition come from thrze scurces,

. . . Irom battle, from raids bv cur spscisl
units on gendarmes and ar.y <oraciiuency, ang
finally, from raids on civiliens iz the villages
who have been armed by the govzrrwont snd trox
regular Rightist bands. Generaliv spiaking, cur
guns are all English, Gerwman and Ttzlien. English
rifles we get mostly from the arn: and gendsrces.
German and Italian guns acve seis<c By us
Rightist bands and armed civiilians--ihl
ELAS gave up after the Varkiza agrcement.

s AZS
light meapons and ammunitions, beczuiz they den't
have much heart in their reoles an? don’'t know how

to fight. . . . All ycu have to
take their guns away from them.
when we capture such armed civilizrs
there is nothing serious against :ham, ~2 send
them away and tell them they can votuirn the favor
by slipping us ammunition from tiiz (o time.

In their thanks for good treatment, gquite 2
number comply.

n ':1 A (v N

Quoted in Smothers, McNeill, and Mc¥eiii, ¢p __cit., pp.
157-158.

Reference Footnote 19--ORIGIN OF THE GUZ=ATLILA “OVEMENT
IN GREECE:

Undoubtedly, Leftist guerrillss hove received

assistance, material, and moral, frsn across the
frontiers of neighboring Ba2lksn statc¢s. Some ot
the partisan warriors are Greexs wno fled acress
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the icontier aud then returned. Evidence

scems clear thact some rveceived training while
abread, notalle ot Bulkes in Yugeslavia. &
United lations miission has investigated the
border situation aad has reported its findings,
hased on woe’s ﬁf testimony. Cur team dGoes

not purnort to nave detailed information of its
cwa on the extent of illezal aid received ifromn
the Slavic states. . .Aside {rom the question

of the extent of supplies, harbor or training,
tne fact that the extreme Left in Greece
possesses friends ncar at nhand constitutes;

in itsell, =moral suppcrt which, {rom the
beginning, nas msde armed revolr more probable--
iust as support from Britzin and tiane United
States accounts [or the fact that che Right is
able to take the measures it has chosen azgainst
its opposicion. The 2id which the zovernment
receives from abrcad is cpen, legal, wnolesale*
that which Laftist guerriilas receive is
clandestine, illegal, difticult to appraise
with accuracy, but ncne the less sigaiticant.

Yevertheless, at the time covered by this
report, the revolt is essentially civil. The
guerrililas are Greek--including the minority

of Slavo-ilacedonians amonz them. Commuaists

in reliable tiaison with Moscow head the move-
wment. But they would have nad no revolt to
head, and the 'morthern neighbors™ would have
hed no upheaval to assist, had not thousands

of desperate Greexs fled tc the mountains,
ready to sell their lives as dearly as possible,
and had not many times their number sywpathized
with them.

Smothers, McNeill, and McNeill, op. cit.. pp. 152-153.

Reference Footnote 20--RECRUITX3NT:OF GUERRILLAS:

Many factors nave ccntributed to winning.the
guerrillas new recruits. They include,
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prominently, the extreme cccnomic want in
Greece. They include the prepinozuity of many
mountain boys to vetzrams in the hills, 1o
acquaintance or xinship with the=. 3nd various
appeals or pressures bv the veterzns forced
recruitment has frequently been chsrged and it
doubtless occurs--although the <:i-riding lines
between sentiment, appeal, persuzsican, chreat,
and force are very difficult te cavzvel; and
such guerrillas 3s went to the c—-untains against
their will would make the wost urr g
warriors. But whatever the congri

including deep povertv--Rightist t¢rrov has
been the primary recruiting egeni for the
bands of the Left. A notable upsurge in
recruitment was credibly regortel iIn the
countryside to members of <his te:w sfter Zemas
mass arrests and depcrtatloﬁs wither Trisl in
March 1947.
Ibld., p. 153. See also Murray, op__: - i anuary 1954),
p. 18. -

Reference Footnote 28--GENERAL STACF

(]

EXPANSION OF CONTROL:

The strategy of staggered expsnsicn of cantrol
was a system that was a partial v.wersal of
guerrilla tactics. It inctuded twelve steps:.

(a) selection of targer srea; & concentra-
tion of regular and special enti-zuverrilla

forces; (c) relentless eradiceti.— of thes under-
ground apparatus used by the guerrillas for ’

information, recruitment zund supp.ies; id)- launch-
ing of a sustained series cf ofiersive opera-

tions from the periphery toward c-e center of

the communist stronghold; ‘¢1 estv:hlishment of
several successive lines of defernsz: desisned to
cut off all possible routes cf pe; (f) exter-
mination or capture cf the guerri.iz force in

the area; (g) mop-up operzticns. auxiliary
forces; (h) establishment cf locel units of

)
[ RN Y B YR
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62

TRATEZSY OF STAGGERED




static self-defense; (i) extension of perinanent .. — . .
government control and authority cver cleared
area; (j) measures to prevent re-infiltration
of the area by guerriilas from other regions;
(k) selection of another suitable area to
repeat the process in no man's land; and

(1) special operations to join the two cleared
areas and proceed further.

Xousoulas, op. cit., p. 69.

Reference Footnote 34--EVIDENCE OF INSTABILITY OF GREEK
GOVERNMENT:

Royalists feared Communists; those affiliated
with the Left fezred the royalist-controlled
government and its forces; those in the Center
feared both extremes. Peasants feared guerrilla
bands on the one hand, and gendarmes, army and
police on the other. Most Greeks feared
possible aggression ty the Slavic neighbors to
the north; nearly all but Communists feared
Russia. Not only Comreunists but many moderace
Greeks feared the exercise of British or American
power in ways which might aid the factions they
opposed and the possitle consequences of inter-
ventions, such as a wsr which would further
devastate the cocuntry. Underlying all were
poverty and eccncmic insecurity, which led to
tear of unemployment in the cities and under
nutrition for nearly all.

Quotation is from Smothers, McNeill, and McNeill, op. cit.,
p. 212.
Reference Footnote 44--aMERICAN ORGANIZATION FOR GREEK
AID:

The United States army Group Greece (USAGG)

was organized in Washington on 14 April 1947.
With a strength cit less than 50 ofticers,
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enlisted men and civilians at first, it
operated under the direction ¢f the Chief

of the American Mission for Aid to Greece.

Its basic mission was tc determipe the

supplies and equipment requived by the Greek
National Army, the Gendarmerie and the Royal
Hellenic Air Force (RHAF) and to procure the
required items from American and British
sources. In mid-November, the Department of
the Army announced that USAGG would be
increased by 170 officers and men to advise

the Greek National Army. By a directive

the JCS established on 31 December 1947 the
Joint United States Military Adviscry and
Planning Group (JUSMAPG). It was crganized
into three sections, Air, Army and Navy.

The United States Air Force Group, Greece
(USAFGG), was established 1 November 1948 as an
operating agency of Headquarters USAF tc advise
the RHAF on procurement and delivery to Greece,
air installations, and cperational matters.

(See pp. 5-25 of USAFGG, op. cit , that has sections of
Chapter I on Law 75, USAFGG and JUSMAPC.)

Reference Footnote 75--EFFECTS OF B0MBING IN VITSI STRONG-
HOLD, ACGUST 1949:

In their hasty and disorderly withdrawal from
the Vitsi area, the guerrillas abandcned all
of their heavy equipment and supplies. The
following equipment was captured: 43 artillery
pieces; 1 75-mm AT gun; 2 AA guns; 115 mortars;
232 German light machine guns; 68 British -
light machine guns; 96 heavy machine guns; 25
AA machine guns; 3,392 rifles; 142 bazookas;
1,650 mines; 49 cases of artillery shells;

and ‘7,500 artillery shells. Intelligence
reported that, of the six guerrilla brigades
origiunally in the Vitsi erea, the 103d, in

the southwest part thereof, was the only unit
to witadraw into Albania with most of its
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- equipment and personnel. The 1l4th, 105th,
and Officer Schocl Brigades were reported as
having lost 50 percent of their strength.
Guerrilla casualties reported for this Opera-
tion, from 10 August tc 15 August, were 997
killed; 509 captured; and 133 surrendered.
The Greek National Army casualties included
229 killed; 116 wounded; and 3 missing. Im
addition, the Greek National Army found the
bodies of 20 Albanian soldiers and captured
7 others.

Reference Footnote 78--SURPRISE A FACTCR IN FINAL GRAMMOS
BATTLE: .

Strategic surprise was not possible in the.
Grammos. At this time, the Grammos was the
only bandit stronghold left in Greece. Com-
plete tactical surprise was achieved, however,
-as to the time and the direction of the main
attack. The use of '"soft-spot" tactics
indicated that the enemy's left or northern
flank, resting on the Albanian border, was:
extremely weak. Furthermore, the bandits
did not expect the Grammos attack so soon.
The guerrillas who escaped from the Vitsi
area to the Grammos had not yet been fully
reorganized when the attack was begun. The
"A" Corps Commander kept his reserves close
to the operaticn, and when the breakthrough
occurred, there was no time lost in passing
to the exploitation phase of the campaign.
Once the rear of the ernemy's position was
reached, organized defensive areas quickly
collapsed.
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Appendix 3 - - -

Types of Aircraft Employed -~ = =

Bémbers

Dakota = RAF name for the American-made DC-3 or C-47
twin-engine blane. t was able to carry 5,500 pounds up
to 1;500 miles. Scme of these plznes weré supplied by the
British and some by the United States. Since morz bombers
.were needed, the RHAF modified some of the planes, using
them to haul 250~ and 50C-pound bombs.

Helléiver - Called the SB2C-5 by the U. S. Navy,
the Helldiver in an earlier mcdel was a U. S. Na;y dive-
bomber in World War II, especially in the Pacific areas.
Its armament consisted of six S50-caliler machine guns or
two 5C-caliber mzchivne guns and two 20-mm cannons. With
two wing-mounted 20-mm cannons, the Helldiver was most
effective as a strafing vchiclé. It wés able to carry
3,000-pound bombs up to 1,000 miles. It entered the
Greek civil war in the last few days of August 1949,

Spitfire - One of the most famous RAF fighters of
World War II, the Spitfire with the Rolls-Royce Merlin

engine had a speed up to 400 MPH and a range of 480
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miles. In Greece, it was usually employed in a fighter-

borber role, carrying eight 60-pound fockets, two to
four 20-mm cannons, and one 500-p6und or egght 20-pound
bombs. | .

IWellington - In the early days of World War II thié
Vickers-Armstrong built twiﬁfengine aircraft was the
. principal bomber of the RAF. Then it was most effective
against specific targets rather than in area bombing. It
was found to be inoperable in Greece and was.subsequently

grounded.

Fighters

Harvard - This RAF version of the American-made AT-6
North American advanced trainer had been modified to carry
eight 2C-pound fragmentation bombs and was armed with one
7.9-mm machine gun. It could fly at 208 MPﬁ and had an
850-mile range.

Spitfire - See above.

Liaison
Auster - This standard British light aircraft cruised

at 100 knots and a range of about 200 nautical miles.
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With no wind, it could clear a 50-foot obstacle at 675 R

feet from start of takeoff roll.

Pioneer - A RAF light airplane that cruised at speeds
up to 130 knots and had a range of 260 nauvtical miles.
With ﬁo wind, it could clear a 50-foot chbstacle at 603
feet from start of takeoff roll. -

Tiger Moth - This brimary trainer, called De Havilland
PT-24, had speéds up to 107 miies per hour ard a range of

- 270 miles. Tt was powered by a 4-cylinder 140-HP engine.

Photographic Reconnaissance

Oxford - This RAF navigation and radioc trziner was
a twin-engine ﬁonoplane, powered by the nine-cycle, air-
cecled WASP; prcduced by Pratt and Whitne&. Holding a
crew of three, it had a maximum speed of 175 knots and
could ciimb to 10,000 feet in six minutes. In Greece,

it was used for aerial recornnaissance.

Transport

Anson - This versatile twin-engine transport was
used by the British in Worlid War II as a flying classroom,'
personnel carrier, and general reconnaissance vehicle.

Built princ¢ipally of plywnod and fabric the Anson had
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speed up to 170 MPH. It was armed with one 303 fixed-
‘nose Lewis machine gun and had the capability of carrying
sixteen 25-pound bombs. In Greece'it was used primarily
as a transport.

Dakota (C-47) - Seé above.

Pembrooke - This was a small RAF twin-engine utility
aircraft. It could be modified for photographic recon-

naissance.
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op. cit., pp. 26-27.—
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Chicago Press, 1957,
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