
1PANZER  Expansion #2

© 2012, 2016 GMT Games, LLC

Panzer Expansion #2:
The Final Forces on the Eastern Front

GMT Games, LLC
 P.O. Box 1308, Hanford, CA 93232-1308  •  www.GMTGames.com

Revised: March, 2016



2 PANZER  Expansion #2

© 2012, 2016 GMT Games, LLC

Introduction	  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 3
18th Tank Corps, 1 July 1943 .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 5
	 SF21: 110th, 170th and 181st Tank Brigades .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 6
	 SF22: 32nd Motorized Rifle Brigade  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 6
	 SF23: 36th Guards Heavy Tank Regiment (+)  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 8
	 SF124: 52nd Motorcycle Battalion .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 8
	 SF125: 1000th Anti-Tank Regiment .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 8
	 SF126: 736th Anti-Tank Battalion  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 8
	 SF127: 1694th Anti-Aircraft Regiment . .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 9
	 SF128: 115th Sapper Battalion .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	 9
1st Guards Mechanized Corps, early-1945 . .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	10
	 SF24: 1st, 2nd and 3rd Guards Mechanized Brigades 	11
	 SF25: 9th Guards Tank Brigade  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	12
	 SF26: 382nd Guards SU Regiment .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	13

	 SF27: 1453rd and 1821st SU Regiments  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	13
	 SF129: 11th Guards Motorcycle Battalion .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	13
	 SF130: 54th Guards Sapper Battalion .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	14
	 SF131: 1699th Anti-Aircraft Regiment  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	14
	 SF132: 407th Guards Mortar Battalion .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	14
Scenario 18: Beginning of the End: Kursk,  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	15
	 12 July 1943

Scenario 19: Battle of Brody Pt. 1: June 1941 .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	18
Scenario 20: Battle of Brody Pt. 2: June 1941 .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	21
Scenario 21: Pakfront: Kursk, 5 July 1943 .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	24
Scenario 22: The Rhino’s Horn: Vitebsk, June 1944 .  .  .  	27
Scenario 23: The Cauldron: Southern Russia,  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  	30
	 late-1942

Scenario 24: Operation Typhoon: Bryansk Pocket,  .  .  .  .  	33
	 October 1941

Table of Contents

CREDITS
Designer and Developer: James M. Day
Art Director, Cover Art & Package Design: Rodger B. MacGowan
Maps: Charles Kibler
Counters & Rulebook: James M. Day, Mark Simonitch, and Pascal 
Da Silva
Playtesters: Jay Wissmann, Michael Craighead, Rob Doane, Craig 
Taylor, Jeff Billings, and many others
Proofreading: Hans Korting, Jay Wissmann, Bob Schindler, and 
Robert Delwood
Production Coordination: Tony Curtis
Producers: Tony Curtis, Rodger MacGowan, Andy Lewis, Gene 
Billingsley and Mark Simonitch



3PANZER  Expansion #2

© 2012, 2016 GMT Games, LLC

Introduction
Two Panzer TO&Es are presented for representative Soviet corps 
that fielded Lend-Lease equipment. The two corps summaries 
(pages 5 and 10) depict their various member formations and sup-
port formations. Note that only combat formations and the units 
they fielded are depicted. Support and administrative units and 
organizations are not included. 

Over-Strength Formations have added one or more subordinate 
formations or combat units. These formations are depicted by a 
(+) following their name. Under-Strength Formations are miss-
ing one or more of their subordinate formations or combat units. 
These formations are depicted by a (-) following their name. 

When designing a scenario, utilize the major formations to select 
the appropriate forces from the formations and support forma-
tions. Always keep in mind that formations were rarely at full-
strength; losses, breakdowns and other forms of attrition typically 
kept formations understrength. 

The corps summaries also list the typical formation grade for its 
formations and support formations. Keep in mind that this is an 
overall categorization. Some formations or support formations 
certainly could have possessed a higher grade while others pos-
sessed a lower grade.

Lend-Lease
During World War II, the allied nations supplied the Soviet Union 
with 12,415 tanks through the Lend-Lease Program. Of signif-
icant importance, these vehicles amounted to nearly 20% of all 
Soviet tank production. Of that total, 1,475 were lost at sea in the 
Arctic convoys. In addition, nearly 10,000 of all other types of 
armored vehicles were also supplied. These shipments accounted 
for 100% of the armored carriers employed by the Soviets since 
they did not produce any vehicles of that type during the war. In 
service, Lend-Lease tanks were fielded along with Soviet tanks; 
brigades and regiments typically fielded the same model.

A fact not as well known is that the allies also provided in excess 
of a 500,000 wheeled tactical vehicles. This total exceeded the en-
tire Soviet production by nearly 150,000 vehicles, allowing Soviet 
factories to concentrate on the production of armored vehicles. It 
was these vehicles that really provided the critical mobility neces-
sary for the tank and mechanized corps.

The cooling relations of post-war Europe prompted the Soviet 
Union to minimize the importance of the Lend-Lease Program 
on the ultimate outcome of the war in Eastern Europe. This po-
litical posturing belittled not only the quantities of equipment 
shipped, but also criticized the quality of tanks provided. While 
no one would question the inferiority of the Valentine, Matilda 
and Churchill as compared to the T-34, it must be noted that at 
the time of these shipments, these tanks were considered first-
line units in the British Army. In addition, while nowhere near as 
technologically revolutionary as the T‑34, the Sherman was far 
more robust and reliable than the Soviet design. In many post war 
encounters in the 1950s Korea War and during the various Arab-
Israeli Wars up to the early 1970s, the Sherman consistently de-
feated the T-34 in these head-to-head tests of their mettle.

Valentine Infantry Tank: S-31A & S-32B 
The Valentine was the most common Commonwealth tank sup-
plied to the Soviets. In total, 3,782 of the various Marks were 
provided, equaling nearly 1/2 of all the Valentines produced by 
both Britain and Canada. All versions of the 2-pdr (pounder) and 
6-pdr armed Valentines were shipped throughout the war, not end-
ing until 1944. It was the most popular Commonwealth design, 
much preferred over the Matilda and Churchill due to its superior 
automotive performance. 

The Valentine II (S-31A), typical of the 2-pdr armed versions, 
lacked a main gun HE shell, its GP firepower was provided by just 
its coaxial machinegun. Marks III, V, VI and VII featured a three-
man turret which improved the distribution of labor responsibili-
ties over the two-man turrets of the Marks II and IV. Marks VI and 
VII were the 2-pdr armed versions produced in Canada.

The Valentine VIII (S-32B) and IX featured the much more effec-
tive 6-pdr gun. Due to the limited size of the Valentine’s turret, the 
crew was again reduced to two men to accommodate the larger 
weapon. In addition, the coaxial machinegun had to be deleted to 
save space. The Mark X retained the 6-pdr gun but also fitted an 
externally mounted coaxial machinegun.

The Valentine XI was the final production version. It mounted a 
British version of the 75mm gun (derived from the 6-pdr) along 
with a coaxial machinegun in a two-man turret.

Matilda II Infantry Tank: S-31B 
The Matilda was the second most common British tank supplied 
to the Soviets; 1,084 were shipped. It was not as popular as the 
Valentine since it was slower, had less mobility, and performed 
poorly in heavy snow.

There were five models of the Matilda produced. With the excep-
tion of the Matilda III CS (3in howitzer), all of the other models 
mounted the 2-pdr gun. The various versions differed only in their 
automotive components including the AEC or Leyland diesel en-
gines and gearbox configuration.

Churchill III Infantry Tank: S-32A
Only limited numbers of the 6-pdr armed version of the Churchill 
were supplied to the Soviets; in fact, just 301 tanks were shipped. 
In Soviet service, the Churchill was classified as a heavy tank. At 
Kursk, the 5th Guards Tank Army’s only heavy tanks were the 35 
Churchill IIIs fielded by its 18th Tank Corps’ 36th Guards Heavy 
Tank Regiment (SF23, page 8). In any event, the Soviets consid-
ered the Churchill to be an inferior design and shipments were 
terminated after 1942.

Thirteen major models of the Churchill were produced throughout 
the war. In total, 5,640 vehicles were eventually built. Various 
armaments were fitted, including the 2-pdr, 6-pdr, 3in and 95mm 
howitzers, and both US and British versions of the 75mm gun. 
The Mark VII through the Mark XI also featured thicker armor.

Stuart III Light Tank: S-33A
Of the 1,676 Stuarts shipped to the Soviets, many were die-
sel-powered. The petrol engine versions suffered from the uneven 
quality of Soviet-produced petrol. While the Soviets considered 



4 PANZER  Expansion #2

© 2012, 2016 GMT Games, LLC

its silhouette too high for a light tank, the Stuart was still marked-
ly superior to the T-60 and was overall superior to the T‑70. After 
production of the M3 Stuart was terminated, the Soviets refused 
any further light tank shipments, declining both the M5A1 Stuart 
and M24 Chaffee, in favor of the Sherman.

The most widely used American light tank, the M3 Stuart was 
produced in three major models up until late 1943, totaling 13,859 
vehicles. The M3A2 was projected as the designation for welded 
versions of the M3A1, but was not officially utilized. 

In British service there were five designations: Stuart I (M3, 7-
cylinder radial petrol engine), Stuart II (M3, 9-cylinder radial die-
sel engine), Stuart III (M3A1, 7-cylinder radial petrol engine), 
Stuart IV (M3A1, 9-cylinder radial diesel engine), and the Stuart 
V (M3A3, 7-cylinder radial petrol engine).

M3 Lee Medium Tank: S-33B
Most of the 1,386 M3 Lees shipped to the Soviets were either 
the M3A3 or M3A5 diesel-powered versions. It was considered 
an obsolete design from the onset due to its hull-mounted, limit-
ed-traverse 75mm gun. The Soviets also disliked its somewhat 
high silhouette, and also felt it was underpowered and found its 
rubber-metal tracks prone to high breakdowns on the mostly un-
improved Soviet roads. In Soviet service it was unflatteringly 
dubbed “A Coffin for Seven Brothers.” In spite of this fact, or as 
dictated by expediency, the M3 Lee was still used in greater num-
bers by the Soviets than either the US or British Forces.

Six different models of the M3 Lee were produced up until late 
1942, totaling 6,258 vehicles. The original M3 model, with the 9-
cylinder Wright radial petrol engine, amounted to nearly 80% of 
the vehicles produced. 

The M3 was also fielded under the ‘Grant’ nickname in British 
service. The Grant I was an M3 with a turret designed to British 
requirements, while the Grant II was the designation for the final 
M3A5 model fitted with the original US produced turret.

M4 Sherman III Medium Tank: S-34A & S-34B
By far the most respected Lead-Lease tank in Soviet service, the 
diesel-powered Sherman III was also the most numerically sig-
nificant with a total of 4,102 shipped. They were equally divided 
between the 75mm (2,007) and 76mm (2,095) armed versions. 
The Sherman was widely fielded by Soviet forces during the later 
stages of the war. The tank brigades and regiments of some tank 
and mechanized corps, like the 1st Guard Mechanized Corps in 
1945 (page 10), were equipped entirely with Sherman tanks.

The 49,234 Shermans produced throughout the war were divided 
among six major models mounting 75mm (68%), 76mm (22%) 
and 105mm (10%) guns. Only the M4 (British Sherman I) and the 
M4A3 (British Sherman IV) mounted the 105mm howitzer. 

The Sherman was also widely modified as dictated by battlefield 
requirements. Two of the most notable were the M4A3E2 Sher-
man Jumbo, a heavily armored assault tank, and the Sherman 
Firefly which mounted the hard-hitting British-designed 17-pdr 
(76mm) gun.

In British service there were six designations: Sherman I (M4, 
9-cylinder radial petrol engine), Sherman II (M4A1, 9-cylinder 
radial petrol engine), Sherman III (M4A2, 12-cylinder diesel en-
gine), Sherman IV (M4A3, 8-cylinder petrol engine), Sherman V 
(M4A4, 30-cylinder multi-bank petrol engine), and the Sherman 
VII (M4A6, 9-cylinder radial diesel engine). The Sherman VI had 
been reserved for the M4A5 Sherman which was the designation 
allocated but not used for the Canadian-built Ram. 

To designate weapon options beyond the basic 75mm, the British 
added a suffix: ‘A’ – US 76mm, ‘B’ – 105mm, and ‘C’ – 17-pdr. 
Therefore, the Sherman VC Firefly was an M4A4 Sherman armed 
with the 17-pdr gun; it was the most widespread version of the 
Sherman Firefly.

M3A1 Scout Car: S-15A
Developed by the White Motor Company to meet the US Army’s 
requirement for a high-speed scout vehicle, the White Scout Car 
was based on one of the company’s lines of commercial trucks. It 
shared a number of features with the M2-M3 series of halftracks. 
It had seating for six along with ample storage. Its passenger 
compartment was not fitted with doors, requiring its passengers to 
climb over the sides to enter and exit. The M3A1 was the up-ar-
mored version of the original production vehicle, the M3.

A total of 3,340 were shipped. The Soviets utilized them as 
scout, liaison, radio control vehicles and command cars. They 
served in many reconnaissance units replacing the BA-64 M43 
Armored Car. 

Halftracks: S-15B M2 APC, S-16A M17 MGMC, 
and S-27B SU-57 M43
With over 41,000 units produced, the M2 through M9 series of 
halftracks played a significant role for all of the allied forces. 
The US shipped 2,928 halftracks of various types to the Soviet 
Union. These included troop carriers, which were used mainly as 
command vehicles, and the various gun armed versions. These 
later types proved to be the most popular with the Soviet Forces. 
In fact, the multi-gun armed vehicles represented the only sub-
stantial number of armored anti-aircraft vehicles fielded by the 
Soviets. 

The most numerically significant halftrack provided was the T-48; 
known as the SU-57 M43 in Soviet service. At 650 units shipped, 
the US released nearly the entire production run of the 57mm 
armed anti-tank vehicle for Lend-Lease service.
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