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Aunnomauus. Benvkas OTeyecTBeHHas BOJHA CTajla CEPbe3HBIM UCITbITaHMEM I/ Bcex HaponoB CoBeTckoro Cowsa, B TOM
yuciie 1151 apMsiHCKOTo Hapopa. C mepBbIx JHeN BoiiHbI B COBETCKOI ApMeHMM Hauaaach paboTa 1o peajnsaiiuy ee BOEHHOTO
roTeHMana. [lepen pecry6amMKoi CTOSTM Ype3BbIUaifHO BaXKHbIE 3aJjaul: TIePeOPUEeHTUPOBATh BCIO CBOIO MesITeTbHOCTh Ha
HY3KIIbI BOEHHOTO BpeMeHM, OpraH130BaTh MOOMIM3AINI0, HAGPATh KaJpbl B3aMeH YIIeIX Ha GPOHT U 06ecreunTs 6ecrie-
peboitHy0 paboTy B ThLTY. KpoMe TOro, He06X0AIMO 6BITI0 OPraHM30BaTh BOEHHYIO TIOATOTOBKY HACETeHMsI, COOpaTh HAPOJHOE
OITOJTYEHNE, TOCTPOUTh 0O0POHUTETbHBIE YKPETIEHNS B IPUTPAHUYHBIX paiioHax 1 T. . DOpMMUPOBaHMe HAllMOHATbHBIX IU-
BU3MIi ChITPAJIO BAXKHYIO POJIb B MOOM/IM3AI[MOHHOI paboTe, IPOBOAMBIIIENCS B ITEPBbIi Tepuof, BOIHBIL. Lleb JaHHOI paboThI —
OCBETUTH KITIOUEBBIE UCTOPUYECKYIE COOBITHS, CBSI3aHHBIE C yUACTHEM apMSITHCKMX OUBU3MIi B CTAIMHIPACKOI 61TBE 1 060pOHE
KaBkasa. McciemoBaHusi CBUIETENIbCTBYIOT O TOM, UTO apMSHCKME OMBU3UM MPOILIM TPYOHBIA reponveckuii 60eBoit myTh
B Benukoii OTeuecTBEHHOI BOJiHE, BHEIV 3HAYMTETbHBIN BK/Ia B Pa3rpoM (aimncTCKuX BoiicK. IToyuyeHHbIe TaHHbIE MO/ -
TBEPKIAIOT, YTO aPMSIHCKME IUBU3YY ChITPAIY BaXKHENIYI0 posib B CTaJIMHTPaICKOli OUTBE — COOBITHY, CTABIIIEM ITIOBOPOTHBIM
MOMEHTOM Kak B Besnnkoit OTeuecTBEHHOI, Tak 1 BO BTopoii MupoBoii BoitHe. KpoMe Toro, ux yuactue B 060poHe KaBkasa
6BLJIO pelIaloInyM [IJIsT ITpefoTBpallleHNs ITPOABYIKEeHNS Bpara Ha TeppuTopuio COBeTCKO ApMeHMN.
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Anamaupia. Bstikas AjiublHHAs BajiHa cTajia cyp’é3HbIM BhllTpabaBaHHeM s Ycix Hapomay CaBerkara Caio3a, yKII0Uao-
Ybl apMSIHCKi HApo[,. 3 MepIlbIX A3€H BaliHbl ¥ CaBelkaii ApMeHii mavasiacs mpalia rna paaaisallbli sie BaeHHara naToHIbISITY.
IMepap pacmybmikait crasiii Hag3BbIuali BaXKHbISI 38[1a4bl: ITepaapbleHTaBallb YCIo CBAlo A3eifHacllb Ha MaTpI0bl BaeHHara Ja-
Cy, apraHisaBailb MabiTisalpiio, Habpallb KaJpbl Hay3aMeH ThIX, SIKisl AT Ha QPOHT, i 3a0sIcTIeUbIIb OecriepaboifHYIo Ipairy
¥ ThlTe. AKpaMsi Taro, HeabxoHa ObUIO apraHizaBallb BAeHHYIO MTaPhIXTOYKY HACETbHIIITBA, cabpallb HApOIHae anaaudHHe,
nabymaBallb a6apOHYbIS YMallaBaHHi § MpbhIrpaHivHbIX paéHax i T. 1. @apMipaBaHHe HallbISTHATBHBIX IbIBi3ill ambIrpasa BasKHYIO
posio ¥ MabiisalplitHai mpaisl, sikast MpaBo/3isacs ¥ mepiibl Mepbisy BaiiHbl. MaTa Jaa3eHaii mpalibl — aCBSIIiIb KITOUaBbIs
ricTapbIYHbIs TIa/3€i, 3BSI3aHbIS 3 yI3eaaM apMsSHCKIX ObIBi3iit y CranmiHrpazackait 6iTBe i abapoHe Kaykasa. lacienaBaHHi
cBemqyallb ab ThIM, IITO I'IThIS AbIBi3ii MpaiIIi ISDKKiI repaiunbl 6asBbl IIISX Y Bstikaii AliubIHHA BaiiHe, yHECTi 3HAUHbI
VKmam y pasrpom GaIbICIKiX BOicKay. ATPbIMAHbIS JAHbIST TAIBSIPIKAIOIb, IITO aPMSTHCKIS AbIBi3ii agpirpasi HaiiBaxkHe -
mryto pomio ¥ CramiHrpaackaii 6iTBe — majsei, sikas cTajga maBapoTHBIM MOMaHTaM sIK y Bsitikait AjiubiHHa, Tak i ¥ Ipyroit
CycBeTHait BaiiHe. AKpaMsl Taro, ix yzasen y abapone Kaykasa ObIy BbIpalllajibHbIM AJIs1 IPafyXijleHHs IpacoyBaHHs Bopara
Ha TapbITOphIto CaBelkait ApMeHii.

Kntouaesis cnoewt: haiibiam; Bsutikast AitublHHAS BaiiHa; MabiTi3albist; apMsIHCKisI IbIBi3ii; 6asiBbI isx; CTayiHrpagcKas
6iTBa; Kaykascki GpoHT.
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Abstract. The Great Patriotic War of the Soviet Union was a severe challenge for all the peoples of the union, including the
Armenian people. From the very first days of the war, Soviet Armenia began work on realising the republic’s military potential.
It faced extremely important tasks: first of all, to reorganise all its activities on a military basis, to ensure mobilisation, to re-
cruit personnel to replace those who had gone to the front, and to continue the work of the rear without interruption. After
all this, it was necessary to organise military training for the population, form a people’s militia, build defensive fortifications
in border areas, etc. The formation of national divisions played an important role in the mobilisation work carried out in the
first period of the war. This article aims to highlight key historical moments involving Armenian divisions during the Battle
of Stalingrad and the defence of the Caucasus. Research indicates that these divisions endured a challenging combat path
throughout the Great Patriotic War, contributing significantly to the defeat of Nazi forces through courage and self-sacrifice.
The findings show that Armenian divisions played a crucial role in the Battle of Stalingrad, an event that proved decisive
for the outcome of the Great Patriotic War and World War II overall, as well as in the defence of the Caucasus, which helped
prevent an enemy advance into Soviet Armenia.

Keywords: fascism; Great Patriotic War; mobilisation; Armenian divisions; combat path; Battle of Stalingrad; Caucasian
front.

Introduction

At sunrise on 22 June 1941, German fascist troops Leningrad, and approached Moscow. A serious danger
violated the non-aggression pact signed in 1939 and at- loomed over the entire USSR [1, p. 150]. The Soviet
tacked the Soviet Union without declaring war. In a short government, assessing the situation, issued a state-
period, the fascist troops captured the Baltic states,Be- ment on 22 June calling on the people to defend their
larus, Ukraine, and western regions of Russia, blockaded homeland. The Armenian people sent tens of thousands
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of their children to the front. Armenian national divi-
sions were created, which were crowned with military
glory on the fronts.

The purpose of this study is to identify and high-
light the contribution of Armenian divisions on the
Stalingrad and Caucasian fronts. The relevance of this
study stems from the need to re-evaluate historical facts
in light of current political realities and recent geopo-
litical developments.

Given the fact that the Great Patriotic War was re-
peatedly mentioned, however, the issue of the participa-
tion of Armenian divisions in the Battle of Stalingrad
and on the Caucasian Front was not discussed in detail.

The source base for the study consisted of archival
documents, press publications by military units during
that period, scientific publications. Quite a lot of infor-
mation on this topic is provided by the materials stored
in the funds 1007 and 741 of the National Archives of Ar-
menia (NAA), where the detailed information about the
formation of divisions and the combat direction is given.

The works of K. Harutyunyan [2-4] are of great scien-
tific importance, in which the author mentions the con-
tribution of the Armenian people to the war. The work of
V. V. Litvinenko [5], in which the Battle of Stalingrad is
discussed in detail, is valuable for highlighting the is-
sues to be considered. The author critically analyses
the existing estimates of human losses in the battles of
Stalingrad and calculates the casualties of the Soviet
and German forces in the Battle of Stalingrad based on
a unified concept. The work «The Great Patriotic War of
1941-1945» stands out as a source of scientific value [6],
which discusses the prehistory of the German attack
and the events of the first three months of the Great
Patriotic War, and then the current situation, the ral-
lying of the Soviet people in defense of the Motherland.
Some information about the Caucasian front is also gi-
ven by E. F. Krinko and A. Yu. Bezugolnyi [7] in a scien-
tific article co-authored, the authors discuss the pre-
war plans of the nazi leadership, the real threats of the
seizure of the Caucasus.

Research methodology

The methodological foundation of the study is based
on the principles of historicism and historical-compa-
rative analysis. The availability of the aforementioned
sources enabled the identification and delineation of
the research subject. Archival materials from the NAA
were utilised to clarify chronological frameworks and
contextual details. Furthermore, the use of data and ma-
terials published in scholarly sources made it possible

to examine the participation of Armenian military units
and to emphasise their role in the war.

Adhering to the principles of historical authenticity,
the research was carried out through the examination of
factual evidence and the comparative analysis of diverse
materials. The collected data substantiate the conclu-
sion that Armenian divisions made a significant con-
tribution to the victory of the Motherland in the war.

Results and discussion

Among the tasks carried out in the early stages of the
war, the formation of national divisions, which took
place in Armenia in the first days of the war, occupied
a special place. In 1922, the 76™ Armenian division was
formed. With the start of the Great Patriotic War, the
89 2615, 390™, 408™, and 409™ Armenian rifle divi-
sions were quickly formed in the Soviet Army, with their
ranks mainly filled by Armenians. The 89" Taman rifle
division, which was awarded three times, performed
great feats in the Great Patriotic War, marching from
the Caucasus Mountains to Berlin. According to Re-
solution of the State Defence Committee of the USSR
of 22 November 1941 No. 935, as well as Directive of the
People’s Defence Committee of the USSR of 28 Novem-
ber 1941 No. 3218, the 474" rifle division began to form
in Yerevan on 15 December as part of the 45" army of
the Transcaucasian front.

The latter was mainly replenished with human and
material resources from the Armenian SSR. Military
units and subdivisions of the division were also reple-

INAA. Fund 1007. Inv. 3. File 4. Sh. 5.
Ibid.

nished from Nagorno-Karabakh and Armenian-popula-
ted areas of Georgia. On 5 January 1942, by order of the
People’s Commissariat of Defence of the USSR No. 780101,
the 474™ rifle division was renamed the 89" rifle divi-
sion. On the eve of its departure to the front, the 89 ri-
fle division had 11 782 men in its ranks, 11 674 of them
were Armenians (99.1 % of the total personnel)2. Colonel
S. Zakyan was appointed commander of the division,
and Lieutenant Colonel A. Kazarian was appointed chief
of staff. The division consisted of three rifle regiments
and one artillery regiment, as well as of separate profes-
sional units®. S. Zakyan was later appointed commander
of the 390 rifle division. Under his leadership, Armeni-
an military units fought heroically against the German
invaders. Together with other army units, Armenian sol-
diers repelled an attack by the German 22™ panzer divi-
sion on 20 March 1942 and defeated the enemy. Colonel
S. Zakyan died heroically in fierce fighting*. From De-
cember 1941 to early August 1942, military units of the
89" Taman rifle division intensively trained in combat

SHistory of Armenian people / ed.: S. P. Agayan [et al.]. Yerevan : Acad. of Sci. of the Arm. SSR, 1970. Vol. 8. P. 48 (in Arm.).

“Battle Banner. 1942. 10 Apr. (No. 188) (in Arm.).
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skills in Yerevan, preparing to enter the battle. Later, on
4 August 1942, they received orders to go to the front®.

According to Resolution of the People’s Commissar
of Defence of the USSR of 9 August 1941 No. 459 and
Directive of the People’s Commissar of Defence of the
USSR of 11 August 1941 No. 2/539004, the 408™ rifle
division began to form in Echmiadzin and then in Yere-
van [2, p. 214]. As of 25 September 1942, the division
had 11 463 personnel, 11 125 of it were Armenians,
accounting for 97.1 %. Colonel P. Kitsuke was appoin-
ted commander of the division. In the spring of 1942,
soldiers of other nationalities who were part of the
408" rifle division were transferred to other military
units, and their places were taken by Armenians. At that
time, the 408™ rifle division became an Armenian di-
vision in terms of its composition. It consisted of three
rifle regiments (the 663™, 670, and 672"%) and one (the
963" rifle regiment [8, p. 10]. In August 1942, the divi-
sion command reported that they were ready to be sent
to the front. In the autumn of 1942, the 261 rifle di-
vision was formed in Armenia, fully manned by Arme-
nian soldiers. The division commander was Colonel
N. Baloyan, the military commissar was Senior Bat-
talion Commissar A. Kananov, and the political chief
was L. Shahbazyan. The division’s regiments were sta-
tioned in various settlements. It remained in the rear
until the end of the war. The division trained reserves
and replenished the military units of the active army.
Tens of thousands of Armenian soldiers who underwent
combat and political training in its ranks went to the
front. The division published the Armenian Red Army
newspaper «Struggle for the Motherland», which shared
combat experience with the soldiers and helped them
master the art of war [8, p. 12].

The 409" rifle division was formed by order of the
Military Headquarters of the Supreme Command of
the Soviet Army on 28 June 1941 in Stepanavan(’. Ac-
cording to Resolution of the State Defence Committee
of the USSR of 9 August 1941 No. 459, the 409" rifle
division began to be formed as part of the 45™ army of
the Transcaucasian front.

By a Resolution of the State Defence Committee of the
USSR of 20 November 1941 No. 459, the 409 rifle divisi-
on was included in the 45" army of the Transcaucasian
front. Initially, the division operated as a foreign unit.
As of 15-20 November 1941, the division had 2523 Ar-
menians in its ranks. At the end of 1942, the 409" rifle
division under the command of A. Vasilyan numbered
13 837 men, 13 460 of them were Armenians. The mili-
tary commissar was A. Ayrapetyan, the deputy comman-
ders were Colonel I. Prokopenko, Colonel S. Stepanyan,

SNAA. Fund 1007. Inv. 3. File 3. Sh. 2-3.
®Ibid. Fund 741. Inv. 1. File 27. Sh. 1.
"Ibid. File 3. Sh. 1-3 ; Ibid. File 7. Sh. 2-3.
81bid. File 27. Sh. 3-4.
°Ibid. Sh. 9.

O1hid. Sh. 11.

30

and the head of the politburo L. Vardanyan. The division
consisted of three rifle regiments (the 675™, 677™, and
684™) and one (the 690™) artillery regiment’. In early
February 1942, foreign soldiers serving in the military
units of the 409" rifle division were reassigned to other
divisions, and the unit was subsequently replenished
with Armenian personnel. On 23 February 1942, the
division began publishing its Armenian-language news-
paper «Battle Banner». Thus, the 409 rifle division was
reorganised into an Armenian national military unit.
At the end of November 1942, the division received the
order to go to the front [9, p. 12]. It left the city of Leni-
nakan for the front, took up positions on the front line
north of the city of Grozny, and fought for the libera-
tion of the city of Mozdok®. On 8 January 1944, the
409" rifle division was given the honourary title «Ki-
rovograd» in recognition of its role in the liberation
of the city of Kirovograd’. For its participation in the
liberation of the strategically important cities and rail-
way junctions of Novoukrainka and Pomoshnaya, the
division was awarded the Order of Bogdan Khmelnitsky
of 2™ class. The division then participated in the libe-
ration of Moldova, Romania, Hungary, Czechoslovakia,
and Austria as part of the 2" Ukrainian front'’.

Only one of the Armenian national divisions formed
during the Great Patriotic War did not participate in
combat operations from the day of its formation un-
til the end of the war. It was the Armenian 261 rifle
division. This division was tasked with defending the
relevant section of the Soviet-Turkish border on the ter-
ritory of Soviet Armenia. At the start of the war, it had
9384 personnel, 7499 of it were Armenians. The division
consisted of the 974™, 976™, and 978" rifle regiments,
as well as the 809" artillery regiment. Until the day of
its disbandment in the summer of 1945, the division ho-
nourably fulfilled the tasks assigned to it. The 261°" ri-
fle division also trained reserves and replenished the
military units of the active army with marching batta-
lions [9, p. 14].

The 390%™ rifle division, which was formed on the
Kerch front under combat conditions, also stands out
among the Armenian national units. It began to form
on 25 August 1941 in the Georgian cities of Makha-
radze, Poti and Zugdidi as a non-national unit. Colonel
I. Vingradov was appointed commander of the divisi-
on, A. Sotnikov was appointed military commissar, and
Lieutenant Colonel G. Sikhuralidze was appointed chief
of staff. The division consisted of three rifle regiments
(the 784", 789" and 792™%), and one (the 954" rear
regiment. In early March 1942, a delegation from the
Armenian SSR led by M. Papyan arrived in Kerch and
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presented the division and its regiments with battle
flags. The Armenian soldiers swore to fulfil their sacred
duty with honour [9, p. 14].

The Armenian 76" mountain rifle division, previously
formed in Soviet Armenia in 1920-1922, which was reor-
ganised into a non-national unit in 1938-1940, was re-
plenished in 1941 with human and material resources
from the republic, regained its national identity, and
went to the front in September. The division was espe-
cially distinguished in the Battle of Stalingrad'’.

In the very first period of the war, the Armenian di-
visions, taking part in the fighting, honourably fulfilled
their duty to the Motherland. Talented military lea-
ders have emerged from among the Armenian soldiers,
whose names have forever entered the annals of the
Great Patriotic War.

After failing in the Moscow direction, the German
fascist forces redirected their main offensive toward
Crimea, the Caucasus, and Stalingrad. From 17 July 1942
to 2 February 1943, the largest and most decisive battle
of the Great Patriotic War, the Battle of Stalingrad, un-
folded between the Don and Volga rivers [5, p. 40]. The
enemy aimed to break through Soviet defenses with
deep penetrations in the Taganrog and Kursk sectors
along a 650-kilometer front, encircle and destroy the
forces of the Bryansk, Southwestern, and Southern
fronts west of the Don using mobile strike groups, and
thereby regain the strategic initiative. Soviet troops
were ordered to hold the Stalingrad defensive lines at all
costs and not to surrender a single position [10, p. 178].
The Supreme Command of the Soviet Army’s plan to en-
circle and destroy the enemy grouping at Stalingrad was
implemented under the leadership of generals N. Batu-
tin, A. Eremenko, K. Rokossovskii, and F. Golikov, and
coordinated by representatives of the Supreme Com-
mand Headquarters (generals G. Zhukov, A. Vasilevskii,
and N. Voronov)'%

Between 23 November and 10 January 1942 surroun-
ded on the outskirts of Stalingrad, 330 000 German
troops lost about 140 000 soldiers!>. From 19 Novem-
ber 1942 to early January 1943, 144 150 enemy soldiers
and officers were taken prisoner'*. The Battle of Stalin-
grad lasted 200 days and ended with the encirclement
and complete defeat of the German troops. The defeat
of the enemy at Stalingrad was one of the largest and
most important military and political events of the
World War II, marking the beginning of a radical tur-
ning point in both the Great Patriotic War and the entire
course of the World War II. The sons of the Armenian
people, especially the Armenians who joined the ranks
of the national divisions, made a significant contribu-
tion to this historically significant victory and created
glorious pages of self-sacrifice. The Armenian 76 rifle
division took part in the Battle of Stalingrad from its

very beginning to its conclusion. In the first days of the
offensive, with powerful support from artillery, tanks
and aviation, the division broke through enemy posi-
tions in the area of the village of Dimitrovka and cap-
tured the largest nazi defence hub - the village of Kar-
povka, as well as the strategically important aerodroms
«Pitomnik» and «Gumrak». The enemy was no longer
able to stop their advance. On 10 January 1943, Soviet
troops launched an offensive to destroy the enemy’s
Stalingrad group [6, p. 91].

The 51° guards division took an active part in these
combat operations as part of the Don front. On 27-29 Ja-
nuary 1943, units of the division fought bloody battles in
the central part of the city, and the next day, continu-
ing street fighting, cleared the streets of Irtyshevskaya,
Rakhinskaya, Karskaya, Dnepropetrovskaya, Azovskaya,
Donetskaya, Respublikanskaya, Solnechnaya and Kom-
munisticheskaya of nazi troops. On 31 January, the
southern enemy group ceased resistance. On 2 February,
the northern enemy group also surrendered [3, p. 55].
German Army Commander Field Marshal F. Paulus, who
had received this rank a few days earlier, and a total of
17 generals were taken prisoner [6, p. 90]. For its bra-
very in battle on 23 November 1942, the division was
reorganised into a guards division and subsequently re-
named the 51° guards rifle division. By order of the Peo-
ple’s Commissar of Defence of the USSR of 23 Novem-
ber 1942 No. 375, it was awarded the title of «guards».
The order stated, in particular: «In the battles for our
Soviet Motherland against the German invaders, the
76" rifle division showed examples of courage, disci-
pline and organisation. Constantly fighting the German
invaders, the 76 division inflicted heavy losses on the
fascist troops and destroyed the enemy’s manpower and
equipment with its crushing blows, mercilessly crushing
and smashing the German invaders. For its courage,
steadfastness, discipline and organisation in the bat-
tles for the Motherland against the German invaders,
the 76" division was reorganised into the 51% guards
division... The reorganised division was awarded the
Guards Banner...» [2, p. 231]. In addition to being awar-
ded the title of «guards» for its successes, the division
received the gratitude of Supreme Commander-in-Chief
I. V. Stalin, participated in the parade of military units
that distinguished themselves in the liberation of the
city,and in 1943, on 19 June 1941, was awarded the Order
of Lenin by Decree of the Presidium of the Supreme So-
viet of the USSR [2, p. 232]. Following the conferral of the
title of «guards», the division’s military units and indi-
vidual subunits were also assigned new numerical de-
signations. This honourary title significantly boosted
the morale of the division’s command and personnel,
reinforcing their sense of duty and motivating them to
intensify their efforts against the enemy. At the end

"History of Armenian people / ed.: S. P. Agayan [et al.]. Yerevan : Acad. of Sci. of the Arm. SSR, 1970. Vol. 8. P. 52 (in Arm.).

12Battle Banner. 1943. 4 Jan. (No. 309) (in Arm.).
3Fight for the Motherland. 1943. 1 Febr. (No. 15) (in Arm.).
“Ibid. 1 Jan. (No. 4) (in Arm.).
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of November and throughout December 1943, all mili-
tary units successfully repelled enemy attacks aimed
at breaking through the encirclement. After the war,
one of the newly opened streets in the Dzerzhinsky dis-
trict of Stalingrad was named after the 51° guards di-
vision. In addition to the 76 rifle division, the 136™
(15™ guards) and 138" (70™ guards) Armenian rifle
divisions also took part in the fighting, as did thou-
sands of Armenians who joined the ranks of various
divisions and actively participated in both defensive and
offensive battles. In the Battle of Stalingrad alone, the
number of Armenian participants reached about 30 000.
Among the active participants in the Battle of Sta-
lingrad were major generals S. Galadzhev, 1. Vekilov,
H. Tumanyan, and one of the defenders of Pavlov’s
house, Mayor V. Avakimov. Among the heroes of Stalin-
grad were S. Burnazyan, M. Magatyan, G. Kalustov and
others [9, p. 16].

The victory in the Battle of Stalingrad was of par-
ticular importance to the Armenian people, as Turkey
had amassed 26 divisions on the borders of Soviet Ar-
menia and was waiting for a convenient moment to at-
tack. However, the victory in this battle sobered Turkey,
which immediately withdrew its troops from the bor-
der'®. The Battle of Stalingrad marked a turning point
in the war, as the Soviet armed forces seized the stra-
tegic initiative from the enemy and maintained it until
final victory.

The real threat of the seizure of the Caucasus by nazi
troops first arose in the autumn of 1942. On 21 Novem-
ber, enemy troops captured Rostov-on-Don. The Don
was a major transportation hub in the south of the coun-
try, considered the gateway to the Caucasus [7, p. 5].

Particular attention should be paid to the plan of
German leader Field Marshal P. von Hindenburg to con-
quer the Caucasus and the Armenian Highlands as
a crossroads of the East, while the desire to pass through
Iran to India found new expression in the Hitlerite com-
mand’s plan, operation «Edelweiss», with which the ene-
my sought to encircle and destroy Soviet troops south
and east of Rostov-on-Don, as well as to seize the entire
Caucasus. The German side considered the conquest of
the Caucasus a priority for economic reasons, as the army
needed the natural resources of the Caucasus, the oil
fields of Grozny and Baku, and the grain-rich regions of
the Kuban. The struggle for the Caucasus lasted 442 days
and became the second longest battle of the war af-
ter the defence of Leningrad [11, p. 71]. In history, this
heroic battle is known as the defence of the Caucasus
and is divided into two periods. The first period be-
gan in 1942. The first stage of the offensive lasted from
25 July 1943 to early January 1943 and was characte-
rised by a temporary retreat of the army and stubborn
defensive battles. The second period of offensive bat-

tles lasted from January 1943 to 9 October 1943, when
the liberation of the Taman Peninsula completed the
defeat of the enemy forces [4, p. 53]. All military bran-
ches joined the fight for the Caucasus: ground forces,
the Black Sea Fleet, the Azov and Caspian flotillas, the
Air Force, and partisans. Transcaucasian national mili-
tary units played an important role in this struggle and
were severely tested. The sons of the Armenian people
took the most active part in the defence of the Caucasus.
A significant number of them fought in the Armeni-
an 89", 408™ and 409" rifle divisions. On 7 August 1942,
the command of the 89™ rifle division was tasked with
preparing to defend the right flank of Grozny, as the ene-
my had reached the Terek and the approaches to Grozny.
On 13 August 1943, having reached Grozny, units of the
89" rifle division replaced the previous military units
and took up defensive positions. Then, on the orders
of the Military Council of the 9™ army, the 89" rifle
division took up defensive positions on the right bank
of the Terek'®. On 11 September 1942, the 408" rifle
division, which was part of the 47t army of the Black
Sea group, also left Yerevan for the front. In September,
heavy defensive battles unfolded in the North Caucasus.
On 10 September 1943, the troops of the North Cau-
casian front, commanded by Colonel-General I. Petrov,
broke through the seemingly impregnable «Blue line».
The Novorossiysk — Taman operation, the final stage
of the Caucasian Battle, has begun. On 16 September,
Novorossiysk was liberated, and on 9 October, Taman
was completely cleared of the enemy. This day marked
the final stage of the Battle of the Caucasus [6, p. 11].
Enemy aircraft heavily bombed our units. Not re-
ceiving adequate reinforcements for a long time, the
division’s ranks gradually thinned. Under the command
of Colonel P. Kitsuk, the 408" rifle division, supported by
coastal troops, participated in the defence of Gelendzhik
and its surroundings, then took part in a number of other
settlements, defeating the Romanian 30" mountain
rifle division, losing about 8000 killed and wounded
[11, p. 78]. In October 1942, fierce battles took place
in the Tuapse area, where, after suffering heavy losses,
the division was reorganised into the 7% rifle brigade
and continued to participate in battles for other settle-
ments in the Caucasus. The 409" rifle division, which
had been transferred to the Transcaucasian front, began
its combat operations in the Mozdok area, participating in
the liberation of Mozdok, Georgievsk, Mineralnye Vody,
Stavropol, Armavir, and Krasnodar'’. It was awarded
orders and medals «For the defence of the Caucasus»
by the Supreme Command Headquarters for its defen-
ce of the Caucasus and Kuban'®. The defensive battles
on the Caucasian front were followed by offensive bat-
tles aimed at encircling and defeating enemy troops in
the North Caucasus and blocking their retreat routes to
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Rostov, Donbass and Crimea. The Black Sea Fleet, the
fleets of the North Caucasus and Transcaucasian fronts,
and the Caspian Sea took an active part in these com-
bat operations. Advancing 600 km to the west, the
Stavropol Krai, a number of regions of North Ossetia,
Kabardino-Balkaria and the Rostov Region, and some
territories of the Krasnodar Krai were liberated, and
hundreds of thousands of citizens were freed from Ger-
man captivity!’. The enemy, unable to withdraw its
troops along the Rostov roads, was forced to send the
main forces to the Kuban and Taman Peninsula. A po-
werful defensive line was built here, called the «Blue li-
ne», which stretched from the Sea of Azov to the Black
Sea. It consisted of several tiers with powerful firing
points. The nazi command attached great importance
to the fortifications of the «Blue line». The strong de-
fence of the approaches to the Taman Peninsula and
the terrain made it difficult for our troops to advance,
which also required amphibious operations. More than
150 ships and the same number of combat aircraft par-
ticipated in the liberation of the peninsula. The ground
forces, mainly the 18™ army, which included the 89 ri-
fle division, delivered powerful blows?’. The latter took
an active part and launched offensive operations in the
direction of Mount Dolgaya and Height Sakharnaya Go-
lovka. These were the first battles of the division under
the command of Colonel N. Safaryan for the liberation
of Novorossiysk and the Taman Peninsula. The gene-
ral offensive on this sector of the front, as is known, be-
gan on 10 September 1943. The military units operating
on the left wing of the division liberated Novorossiysk on
16 September. The military units operating on the right
wing, having gone on the offensive, broke through the
«Blue line» of the enemy’s defense. Many enemy firing
points were suppressed. [t was necessary to suppress
other firing points in order to clear the way for the
advancing troops. Senior Sergeant H. Avetisyan took
over this task. He climbed Mount Dolgaya and, at the
cost of his life, suppressed the fire of enemy machine
guns, closing the machine gun embrasure of the fascist
wooden-earthen firing point with his body. Thus, he
opened the way for his advancing comrades, ensuring
their advancement. Then the division liberated Mount
Dolgaya, H. Avetisyan was posthumously awarded the
high title of Hero of the Soviet Union?'. Continuing
to pursue the enemy, units of the division advanced
at night. Having advanced more than 30 km in 5 days
of stubborn fighting, the division broke through the

enemy’s defenses and on 3 October was the first to reach
the Taman Peninsula, for which the division was awar-
ded the title «Taman». And the next day, the division’s
fighters liberated the large Primorskaya Village. Thus,
the 89" rifle division completed the fighting on the
Taman Peninsula. And on 9 October, thanks to the mas-
sive heroism of the front troops, the Caucasus was com-
pletely liberated from the enemy. 115 soldiers defending
the Caucasus were awarded the high title of Hero of the
Soviet Union, 6 of them were Armenians. For their per-
sonal courage shown in the battles for the liberation
of Novorossiysk and the Taman Peninsula, sapper Pri-
vate J. Karakhanyan and Senior Sergeant S. Arakelyan
were also awarded the high title of Hero of the Soviet
Union. Among the Armenian soldiers who distingui-
shed themselves in the defensive battles of the Cauca-
sus, Captain S. Mkrtumyan was the first to be awarded
the title of Hero of the Soviet Union. From 24 June to
16 November 1942, he flew 27 combat missions on an
I1-2 aircraft, destroying a large number of enemy mi-
litary equipment, as well as hundreds of soldiers and
officers. Lieutenant S. Tashiev also became a hero for
his excellent performance of combat missions, personal
courage and the shooting down of seven enemy aircraft.
Senior Lieutenant G. Madoyan was also awarded the
high title of Hero of the Soviet Union for liberating
the railway station with his battalion in the battles
for Rostov-on-Don, holding it for 6 days and repelling
43 enemy attacks during that time?2. For the courage and
bravery shown in this battle, many Armenian soldiers
were awarded government awards, orders and medals,
defending the honour of the Armenian people. They
distinguished themselves by heroic actions in the air and
navy, in various tank, artillery, cavalry units and parti-
san detachments, making a great contribution to the
victory. The battles for the Caucasus are one of the glo-
rious pages of the history of the Great Patriotic War.
The Supreme Soviet of the USSR, highly apprecia-
ting the historical significance of the Battle for the Cau-
casus, put it on a par with the battles of Moscow, Lenin-
grad, Odessa, Sevastopol, and Stalingrad and established
the medal «For the defense of the Caucasus», which was
awarded to 583 045 defenders [2, p. 215]. A comparative
analysis of the available arguments allows us to assert
that the Armenian divisions made a substantial contri-
bution to the victory on the Caucasian front and, more
broadly, to the overall success of the Soviet Union in the
Great Patriotic War.

Conclusions

Summing up the topic of the study, we came to the
following conclusions.

1. From the very first days of the struggle against fas-
cism, the Armenian people rushed to defend their home-
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land with all their might, and the active participation of
Armenians was highly appreciated. The Armenian people
sent tens of thousands of their sons to the front, and Ar-
menian divisions were created, which were anointed with
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military glory on the fronts. Armenian soldiers could be
found on all fronts of the war, in all parts of the army.
2. The victory at Stalingrad shook the foundations
of nazi Germany, disrupted the plans of action of Tur-
key and Japan against the USSR, inspired both the al-
lied countries and the forces waging an underground
and guerrilla struggle against fascism. The Armenian
76" rifle division, which participated from the first days

of the battle to the end, made a great contribution to
this victory and became a guards unit for its heroism.

3. The Battle for the Caucasus ended in a complete
failure of the plans of the fascist command. After clea-
ring the Caucasus of enemy troops, the Armenian divi-
sions stopped the enemy’s advance towards Transcau-
casia at the cost of heavy losses and made their worthy
contribution to the Caucasian front.
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ABTOpBI:

Awom Azacueguu MenkoHsIH — JOKTOP MCTOPUUYECKUX HAYK;
nupekTop”, mpodeccop Kadbenps! MCTOPUM APMEHMM HC-
TOpUYEeCKoro (akyaprera.

Hckyu Huxonaeena AeéaHecsiH — KaHIUAAT UCTOPUUECKUX
HayK; Hay4YHbIJ COTPYIHUK OTAesa MICTOPUU apMSIHCKO-
ro BOIpoca u rexouymaa’, momeHT Kadenpsl 061ECTBO3HA-
HMSI 9)KOHOMUYECKOTO (baKyaneTaZ).

Jlunum Ackana3oeéHa MakapsiH — KaHAUIAT UCTOPUIECKUX
HayK; JOIeHT Kadeapbl UCTOPUM ApMEHUM UCTOPUYECKOTO
dakynbreTa.
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