America in World War IT,
19411945

I\l'zrfsctl;irthgvy long it may take us to overcome this
geople inat}?e' ]_n?ra]:lon [Pearl Harbor], the American
1r righteous mi % ;
absolute victory, g ght will win through to

Franklin D, Roosevelt, War Message, 1941

P_ rologiie: The nation was plunged into war by the worst military disaster in its
history—the Japanese surprise attack at Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, on December 7, 1941.
Caught .ﬂat-fooFed, the United States quickly whipped itself into fighting shape. War
production revived the depression-drugged economy, stimulating the growth of nu-
merous “boomtowns,” many of them in the South and West. A panicky government in-
terned some 110,000 Japanese Americans in so-called relocation centers, and a few
race riots involving blacks and Latinos blotted the wartime record, but for the most part
the United States’ many racial and ethnic minorities were willing and welcome partners
in the war effort. Millions of new defense-related jobs created unprecedented employ-
ment opportunities for women. As the mighty U.S. economic machine went into high
gear, the tide of battle slowly began to turn. U.S. troops fought their way agonizingly
up the chains of Pacific islands from New Guinea toward Japan. In Europe the hard-
pressed and ever-suspicious Soviet Union, eager to have the Western Allies share equally
in the bloodletting, clamored ceaselessly for a second front. After frustrating postpone-
ments, the Western Allies at last invaded the northern French coast on D-Day, June 6,
1944. After Germany was hammered into inglorious defeat in May 1945, Japan was
atom-bombed into submission in August 1945. World War II ended as the nuclear age
dawned, ushered in by an ominous mushroom-shaped cloud.

A War and American Society

I. The War Transforms the Economy (1943)

As war orders flooded the nation's factories, the decade-old blight of depression was
banished, and the face of the United States was transformed. Millions of workers
pulled up, stakes and moved to the bustling war production centers. Older cities were

'Merlo J. Pusey, “Revolution at Home,” South Atlantic Quarterly 42 (July 1943): 207-219, published by
Duke University Press.
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ergy is at a premium. War is pushsilxgle’ exery fook ot gpace and every o'u1:1c:e
Now York behind. . .. g Hartford ahead as ruthlessly as it 15 8
One exception to the general trend stands out in striking contrast. That is the
sudden spurt of industrialization in the West. Great Salt Lake an Utah valleys for
ex?mple, are undergoing the most profound changes they have experienced since
Brigham :YOUﬂg'S pioneers broke their parched soil nearly 2 hundred years ago.
Great rmhtary‘establishments have taken the place of quict farms. peaceful land-
scapes have given way 0 smoke-belching behemoths of industry. Aluminum, radio
parts, coke, steel, and other strategic products are beginning to pour out of an area
that has heretofore been noted chiefly for the exportation of Mormonism. - - - |

Taken as a unit, the West is feeling the stimulus of war industry more keenly
than either the North or the South. In 1940 the West had only 10.5 Per cent of the
country’s population. But more than 13 per cent of the governrnent’s war-plant fund
is being spent there, chiefly for permanent assets. One explanation is the pull of
power. southern California, the beneficiary of Boulder Dam power, has become
a seething caldron of war industry. San Diego was until recently known as the
«hottest spot” in the whole national picture of wartime dislocations. LoS Angeles has
eclipsed even the fantastic peacetime records of that city. The Golden State as a

whole is getting more than $390,000,000 in Federal money
it 2 sizable lead on the great industrial state of New York, and puts it far a

New England in the wartime expansion O

In the Northwest, Seattle is the hub of an amazing workshop for war. Grand

Coulee and Bonneville dams are doing for the Northwest what Boulder Dam has

done for Southern California and Nevada. Their great resources of power attract war
nt of Federal

industries as certainly as a bag of oats attracts a mule. The investme
the state of Washington will equal $80 per capita (1940 cen-

funds in war plants in

sus). That outpouring of funds added to previous investments in pOWer has given

the Columbia River valley and Puget Sound regioh great opportunity to raid neigh-

boring states for manpOwer. And they are€ making the most of it. War has thus
he industrial revolution that was already under way

thrown into double-quick pace t
nomic upheavais is

in the West.
The meaning of these social and eco

signs the war contract,” as 2 Senate committee said recently, “is the hand that shapes
the future.” Metal—ribbed Nevada has acquired new government-ﬁnanced plants
costing the equivalent of nearly $600 for every resident. The agricultural Dakotas
have no new war plants. In each cas€ the consequences will be far-reaching.
For in this nationwide mobilization there is no chance to maintain the status quo.
o not thrust a community into the maelstrom of war
they can better serve

If strategy and eography d
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Fearing Japanese invas L :
ordered the removal of Jap aﬂes;d by the Supreme Court, the constitutionality of g,

Washington. Though later uph - and bas beert hotly 'debated ever since
removal orcjer wa;gf z,flmeri n K. Himbc}gfﬁ)s}:; ;’z{zgef t(} regisie
One young JApe™ 1 8:00 P.M. CUY, e n Japan

e dJe}POﬁgrf o 'aﬂd éeliij; a;;@;;:g? ifeagas tried and convicte'd Jor b?tb‘ Offensesz
Americans i1 his natt;e inJ;he Jecision excerpted here, gpbeld his co:wzcnon Whay
and tbg Supreme _’Cou Y 1 reasons for denying the military orders: Ho.w does the
were Hirabayashi s principal ' urt’s arguments convincing? (In

ourt justify gover ; . ns? Are the co

C nustify the gove nment’s actions: : . ing
/ ]9 t51 a fe eral court i San Francisco overtumed Htm‘bayasbz s conviction of
early 198 d

forty-three years earlier.)

estioned at
can cit izen,

ould be dismissed because he was an
and had never borne allegiance
f March 21, 1942, was an uncon-

d that the indictment sh

Appellant asserte .
P never been a subject of

American citizen who had
to the Empire of Japan, and also because the Act O : . :
stitutional delegation of Congressional power: On the trial to @ jury it appeared that

appellant was born in Seattle in 1918, of Japanesc parents who had come from
ted States, and who had never afterward returned to Japan, that he

Japan to the Uni : .
was educated in the Washington public schools and at the time of his arrest was a
senior in the University of Washington; that he had never been in Japan or had any

association with Japanese residing there. . . .
y failed to obey the curfew order as

Appellant does not deny that he knowingl
charged in the second count of the indictment. ... . His contentions are only that. ..
even if the regulation were in other respects lawfully authorized, the Fifth Amend-

ment prohibits the discrimination made between citizens of Japanese descent and
those of other ancestry. . ..
The war power of the national government is “the power 1o wage war Success-
fully.” It extends to every matter and activity so related to war as substantially to affect
its conduct and progress. The power is not restricted to the winning of victories in the
field and the repulse of enemy forces. It embraces every phase of the national defense,
l:rlleuding the protection of war materials and the members of the armed forces from
injury and frox:n the dangers which attend the rise, prosecution and progress of war. . ..
therc;, .v.vgolur inquiry m}ist be .whether in the light of all the facts and circumstances
fhere » mlsn anz subst'antlal basis for the conclusion, in which Congress and the mili-
oy it e e 1 syl vas  rocce e 16
o i ey migﬁig; and glsplonage which would substantially affect
invasion. The alternative which appsecl}lr:;t Y t?e sHpeciec o ald 2 L e eflf?mY
authorities to impose the curfew og al ci[l'nSIStS mu§t be accepted is for the military
In a case of threatened danger requirin aens Wlthlr} the military area, or on nOI}e'
flicting obviously needless hardship on ?hprompt action, it is a choice between o
in the presence of the threat. We think e s sitting passive and unresistn
ink that constitutional government, in Gme 9

2 s
Hirabayashi v. United States, 320 U.S. 83 (1943)
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lic propaganda, cultivati ally believed to be sources of Japanese nationalis-
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be approximately 10 000g of eglaer:;e o Japan. Considerable numbers, estimated to
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Congress and t s n
tributed special sigr?i;ci)::;; I;Ve‘, mdUd,ing the military commander, could have at-
descent. to the maintenancé Ict;flts bearing on the loyalties of persons of Japanese
born in the United States of Te Japan b‘).f its system of dual citizenship. Children
born before December 1, 1924 ;?1(13 S(zl b N s g g
law, to be citizens of Jap;m. N(; Ofﬁcgl er many circumstances deemed, by Japanese
ing thus retained Japanese citizenshi 'CensuiT e whorr_l ity e ha‘v-
chat the siber s larse, ip is available, but there is ground for the belief
The l.arge Illumber of resident alien Japanese, approximately one-third of all
J apanese. inhabitants of the country, are of mature years and occupy positions of in-
fluence in Japanese communities. The association of influential Japanese residents
with Japanese Consulates has been deemed a ready means for the dissemination of
propaganda and for the maintenance of the influence of the Japanese Government
with the Japanese population in this country.
As a result of all these conditions affecting the life of the Japanese, both aliens
and citizens, in the Pacific Coast area, there has been relatively little social inter-
course between them and the white population. The restrictions, both practical and
legal, affecting the privileges and opportunities afforded to persons of Japanese ex-
traction residing in the United States, have been sources of irritation and may well
have tended to increase their isolation, and in many instances their attachments to
Japan and its institutions. _ ' _ ) )
. These are only some of the many conmderatlon-s which thos§ charged ‘w.n:h
the responsibility for the national defense ’could take into accou-nt in detenmm}';g
the nature and extent of the danger of espionage and sabotage, in the event of in-
) . raid attack. The extent of that danger could be _deﬁmtely known on!y
e fter it was too late to meet it. Whatever views we may entertain
after the event and after - try of the citizens of Japanese ancestry, we cannot
regarding the Joyalty to this coun ry

; - ot of the military authorities and of Congress that
reject as unfounded the JUdgﬂ}ethat population. . . - [and] that in a critical hour such

‘ O 7 .
there were disloyal e isolated and separately dealt with, and constituted a

persons CO‘:;}‘; ?;iiéiﬁig;fgise and safety, which demanded that prompt and ade-
menace 1o

uard against it. _
quate measures be taken 10 & that, given the danger, a curfew was an appropriate
Appellan

¢ does not deny
measure agains

l;;el $0 hard a choice if those charged with
ave reasonable ground for believing that

t sabotage€. « -
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the power is Inappropriate and une,

izens of Japanese ancestry, in Violag,
contains No equal protection Clausn
n by Congress as amounts tg 4 dee

hit a particular danger where it is seen, Withoy

nial of due process. . . - * ot so evident Of so urgent. . .. DlStlncFiOnS betWeen
providing for others which are 1 ncestry are by their very nature odious to 5 fre
citizens solely because of their 2 o upon the octrine of equality. For thy ree
el wiicse intiustions 31 fill?{:rimination pased on race alone has often be?

Jative classification Of €15¢ il discmiag -
‘}510[1::,1 lt‘[z:-glbse a denial of equal pratection. - - - [Yet, b]el-f'zll;lsed o oo :;nmanons are
i em st circumstances irrelevant and therefore pdel lrlleE’ 5; ealILS follows
e : the Executive are wholl

; ress an .
that, in dealing with the perils of war, Cong e s ylichirs ] Y pre.
cluded from taking into account those facts an circ ! elevan
measures for our national defense and for the successgq}fprozfzgifz of ;he war, ang
it i iftere T
which may in fact place citizens of one anc?stry ina e i g” 1;5; éom QIhersl
wwe must never forget, that it is @ constitution wWe ar ) g, onstitution
tly, to be adapted to the vap.

intended to endure for ages to come, and, consequen ' e
ous crises of human affairs.” The adoption by Government, i the crisis of war anq

of threatened invasion, of measures for the public safety, based upon the recogni-

tion of facts and circumstances which indicate that a group of one national extrac-
tion may menace that safety more than others, is not wholly beyond the limits of the
Constitution and is not to be condemned merely because in other and in most cir-
cumstances racial distinctions are irrelevant. . . .
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3. A Black American Ponders the War’s
Meaning (1942)
Black.s had b?'n‘er memories of World War I, when they bad clamored in vain to play
a major roj; in the “war to make. the world safe for democracy.” Despite urgent man-
Cigrments and rlgated oty 1 “labor batalons 1o vy, 41 o
o e : Y to “labor battalions” in the army. At bome they
won o Jy ,a,ccess 1o war-related jobs and were the victims of several bloody
“ };;;brgtzlzikwars rlmd. In the light of this sorry record, it was an open question
e eS x;)l?)?zi ;u}goﬁ the Allied cause in World War II. Japanese propagan-
bretberbosdmib A Sn z:zzted. States’ vexed history of race relations by claiming
i Ot ror s it ;?;emcans as another “people of color” Oppressgd by whife
e black author of the Jollowing essay decide to suppor

the war? Was be bein, Sti
- g realistic? Might b S .
course of the civil rights movementgaﬁereﬂlj: ﬁaﬁign Aiiuslonad of plemseitints v

War ha ; .
had no heroic tradjtigns fo; me. Wars were white folks’. All wars in histor®”
ayPtE;]I;ltSl;;lAn:lerican War before that, and the civil
rce, bit mitted of no heroics. I think my paren®
» DIRCT, soul-searching war of spiritual and €<

War. I had been brou '
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were right. Life for them WI:IS aalliz
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: " . ir
nomic attrition; they fought it without heroics, but with stubborn heroism- Thlee
that it found 2 safety valv
pack at Jeast

heroism was screwed up to a pitch of idealism so intense
in cynicism about the heroics of white folks® war. This cynicism went

as far as my paternal grandmother, whose fierce eyes used to lash the faces of her
five grandchildren as she said, “An’ he done som’pin big an’ brave away down dere
to Chickymorgy an’ dey made a iron image of him 'cause he got his head plowed
off an’ his stomick blowed out fightin’ to keep his slaves.” I cannot convey the scort
hero-son of her but I

and the cynicism she put into her picture of that slave-master,
The European fighting,

distantly meaningless ©
nly the City was flag-
holidays. I remember
a new slogan: GIVE!
ldest of us, asked
ed, but pefore he

have never forgotten.

[ was nearly ten when we entered the last war in 1917.
and the sinking of the Lusitania, had seemed as remote, a5
us, as the Battle of Hastings. Then we went in and sudde
draped, slogan-plastered, and as riotously gay as on circus half-
one fine Sunday we came upon an immense new billboard with
TO MAKE THE WORLD SAFE FOR DEMOCRACY. My brother, who was the ©
what making the world safe for democracy meant. My father frown

could answer, my mother broke in.
»__and then she was stuck until she hit upon

“I’s just something to say, like . ..
Let's make a million dollars.”” We all laughed,
est of us, like the

one of the family’s old jokes—"like
but the bitter core of her meaning lay revealed, even for the young

stone in a halved peach. . ..

And so, since I have reached maturity and though
's—a Negro man’s—experiences, I have thought
ve in this one.
hings about this war that I do no

tianity that I do not like. But I believe in Christianity,
unfulfilling in the conduct of this war, I do it as vol-
the workings of «practical”

t the trash in
that arises from some

litical pandering
I do not like the world’s

an with General Wain-
» “.yel_

hts and had a

t a man’s thoug
believe in

that I could never

man
war again. Yet I belie

There are many t
things about “practical” Chris
and if I accept the shoddy and
untarily and as purposefully as I accep
Christianity. I do not like the odor of po
groups. I do 1ot like these “race incidents” in the camps.
not knowing officially that there were Negro soldiers on Bata
wright.* I do not like the constant references tO the Japs as “yellow bastards,
low bellies,” and “yellow monkeys,” as if color had something to do with treachery,
as if color were the issu€ and the thing we are fighting rather than oppression, slav-
ery, and a way of life hateful and nauseating. These and other things I do not like,

yet I believe in the war. . . .
This is a war to keep men free. The struggle to broaden and lengthen the road
of freedom—our own private and important war to enlarge freedom here in America—
will come later. That this private, intra-American war will be carried on and won is
Negroes have 0 fight. We must keep the road open. Did we
could not believe in nor

the only real reason W€
not believe in a victory in that intra-American Waf, we
uld not believe in the realization of dem-

stomach the compulsion of this. If we €O
one could ask us to die for the preserva-

ocratic freedom for ourselves, certainly no
But to broaden and lengthen the road of freedom

tion of that ideal for others.

t like, just as there are many

s through which Jonathan Wainwright’s captured American garrison
in May 1942—the “Bataan Death March.”

er-of-war camps

*Baaan was an area in the Philippine
was cruelly forced t0 march to prison
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is different from preserving it. And our first duty is to keep the road of frecqqy,
open. It must be done continuously. It is the duty of the whole people 1o g, is
Our next duty (and this, t00, is the whole people’s) is to broaden the roa '
more people can travel it without snarling traffic. To die in these duties js
something. . . . o . L

I believe in this war, finally, because I believe in the u'lumate Ymdlcati
wisdom of the brotherhood of man. This is not foggy ‘%deahsm. I think that
ing manifestations of the interdependence of all men is an argument for ¢
of brotherhood. I think that the shrunk compass of the world is an argument, | thin
that the talk of united nations and of planned interdepenc?ence. IS an argumen;.

More immediately, I believe in this war becau'se I be.lleve 1n-A1:11€ri€:a. I belieye
in what America professes to stand for. Nor is this, I think, whistling in the dark.
There are a great many things wrong here. There are only a few men of good wij
I do not lose sight of that. I know the inequalities, the outraged hopes and faith, the
inbred hate; and 1 know that there are people who wish merely to lay these by
in the closet of the national mind until the crisis is over. But it would be equally
foolish for me to lose sight of the advances that are made, the barriers that are |ey.
eled, the privileges that grow. Foolish, too, to remain blind to the distinction thgat ex-
ists between simple race prejudice, already growing moribund under the impacy
of this war, and theories of racial superiority as a basic tenet of a societa] System—
theories that at bottom are the avowed justification for suppression, defilement and
murder.

I'will take this that I have here. I will take the democrati
of freedom that stretches throu
fact that I, a Negro in America,
ing for. This open fighting agai
democratic freedom. I do not
must take place, the evils that

d S0 t
to die for

on of the

the 8row.
he Wisdg

¢ theory. The bit of roaq
gh America is worth fighting to preserve. The very

can fight against the evils in America is worth fight-
nst the wrongs one hates is the mark and the hope of
underestimate the struggle. 1 know the learning that

must be broken, the depths that must be climbed. But
I'am free to help in doing these things. I count. I am free {though only a little as yet)

to pound blows at the huge body of my American world until, like a chastened
mother, she gives me nurture with the rest,

4. A Woman Remembers
the War (1984)

she remember most and least fondly about ber
wartime job? What aspects of it ¢ Jondly

llenged her most? wp t t fulfilling about
it? What were the war’s brincipal effects on peys @t was most fulflling

“From Mark Jonathan Harris, Franklin D Mitch '
Lot Vitehell, and Steven J, schet t: America Durin8
World War II, pp. 126-129, Copyright © 1984, Reprinted by pgrmissit)zr;)ﬁﬁf ;J:tlﬁ{)fro" |
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When the war started

i I
clerk in a drugstore in Los z:lagselt: el;tY-
s.

the invent six, unmarried, and working as 2 cosmetics

ory and all that. It seemed Was running the whole department, handling
country was at war. I felt that | ed asinine, though, to be selling lipstick when the
toward the war effort. was capable of doing something more than that

ab ;
& dlifcrende between my salary and those in defense work.

I was making something |j
ng like tw ¥
store. You could earn a much grigw two, twenty-four dollars a2 week in the drug-

plants. Also it interested me. There ter amount of money for your labor in defense

of challenge, and here was an o Was a certain curiosity about meeting that kind
openings for women. pportunity to do that, for there were more and more

So I went to two o
absolutely no mechaniz at:l;i‘?l})lants a}nd took their tests. And they all told me I had
plant, AD.EL. I was intervi ility. I said, “I don’t believe that.” So I went to another
hydraulic-valve system f IEWed and got the job. This particular plant made the
room. You sat or the B-17. And where did they put women? In the burr

) at a workbench, which was essentially lik icnic table, with a bunch
of other women. and : ially like a picnic table, with a bunc
’ you worked grinding and sandi hi rts to make them
smooth. That's what ' 8 nding machine parts to ma
you did all day long. It was very mechanical and it was ve bor-
ing. There were about thi h ry mechanicat 2 Sk
beauty sh ity women in the burr room, and it was like being in a

1?1’ l? op every day. I couldn’t stand the inane talk. So when they asked me if 1
would like to work someplace else in the shop, 1 said I very much would.

_ They started training me. I went to a blueprint class and learned how to use a
micrometer and how to draw tools out of the tool crib and everything else. Then
one day they said, “Okay, how would you like to go into the machine shop?”

I said, “Terrific.”

And thew gaid, “Now, Adele, it's going to be a real challenge, because you'll be
the only wor:zn in the machine shop.” I thought to myself, Well, that's going to be
fun, all those guys and Adele in the machine shop. So the foreman took me over
there. It was 2 b:ig room, with a high ceiling and fluorescent lights, and it was very
noisy. I walked in there, in my overalls, and suddenly all the machines stopped and
every guy in the shop just turned around and looked at me. It took, 1 think, two
weeks before anyone €ven talked to me. The discrimination was indescribable.

They wanted to kill me. .
My attitude was, “Okay, you bastards, I'm going to prove 1o you I can do any-

thing you can do, and maybe better than some of you.” And that’s exactly the way

it turned out. I used to do the rework on the pieces that the guy on the shift before
me had screwed up. I

finally got assigned to nothing but rework.
Later they taught me 10 ¢ screwing machine. It's a big mother,
a
and it took a lot of stre

run an automati
hing into gear. They probably thought
[ wasn't going to be ab

15t to throw thatt
nliﬂ:c:ujo it. But I was determined to succeed. As a matter of
fanta
fact, 1 developed the most
Even today I still have 2 little of that muscle left.

stic biceps from throwing that machine into gear.

the men became Very friendly, particularly the older

. lly some of ies. They were journeymen tool and die

ones, the ones n Killed that they could work anywhere at very high salaries.
SO §

makers and Were * ive. They weren't threatened by me. The younger

They were SO1t of fatherly, protec

men, I think, were:
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Our plant was an open shop, ;:md télctlf tilrggr;izovlz:;lr Ii\:(i(;gl?ﬁ;o; ;ithé?chm_ists
was trying to unionize the workers. joined t . nd I had o = € Unjo,
in the plant. I proselytized for the union during lunch hour, al . ad a big altercy,
tion with the management over that. The empb}’ef s and my E?i man and foneman
called me into the office and said, “We have a right to fire you. ‘

I said, “On what basis? I work as well or better than anybody else in the §

' eymen.”
EXCE%;;IES;(;E,I I‘]‘N)g, not because of that. geczliluse you're talking for the Unio
roperty. You’re not allowed to do that.”
Comf:;lijé,p “Vgﬂﬁhat’s just too bad, because I can't get off the grounds here You
won't allow us to leave the grounds during lunch hour. And you don’t pPay me fo,
my lunch hour, so that time doesn’t belong to you, so you can't tell me what ¢, do.»
And they backed down.

I had one experience at the plant that really made me work for. the union, g,
day while I was burring I had an accident and ripped some cartilage out of my
hand. It wasn’t serious, but it looked kind of messy. They had to take me over to the
industrial hospital to get my hand sutured. I came back and couldn’t work for 4 day
or two because my hand was all bandaged. It wasn’t serious, but it was awkward,
When I got my paycheck, I saw that they had docked me for time that I was in the
industrial hospital. When I saw that I was really mad.

It’s ironic that when the union finally got into the plant, they had me transferred
out. They were anxious to get rid of me because after we got them in I went to a few
meetings and complained about it being a Jim Crow union. So they arranged for me
to have a higher rating instead of a worker’s rating, This allowed me to make twenty-
five cents an hour more, and I got transferred to another plant. By this time I was
married. When I became pregnant I worked for about three months more, then I quit.

For me defense work was the beginning of my emancigation as a woman. For the
first time in my life I found out that I could do something with my hands besides bake
a pie. I found out that I had manual dexterity and the mentality to read blueprints and
gauges, and to be inquisitive enough about things to develop skills other than the
conventional roles that women had at that time. T had the consciousness-raising ex-
perience of being the only woman in this machine shop and having the mantle of
challenge laid down by the men, which stimulated my competitiveness and forced me
to prove myself. This, plus working in the union, gave me a lot of self-confidence.

hOp

non

B. The Second-Front Controversy

. Eisenhower Urges the Earliest Possible Second Front (1942)

The German “blitzkrieg” invasion of the Soviet Union was six montbs old by the time
the United States entered World War II in December 1941, and by that date the Sovieis
had already suffered bundreds of thousands of casualties, From the outset, the Soviel
leadier, Joseph Stalin, emphasized that what he most urgently needed from his British
and American allies was for them to open a second front in Western Europe that would

'Eisenhower, Dwight D., 7he Papers of Dwigh

! David Eisenbower: Th right ©
1970 The Johns Hopkins University Press, *Warears, Va2 p. 153, 008



B. The Second-Frong C’ontrovemy
help to reduce th o
e e e ferocioys German pressyy ' . .
gt'C disagreem, g?‘ee‘:‘_i’ though politica] co dore {be gt oo, et
é v ool ol deemﬂoﬂ& logistical bottlenecks, and strate-
?nd one-half more yegps until ] D, e 6. st o monive bgore
conclusion of the war iy gy, ' D-Day, June 6, 1944—just eleven months before the
acerbated Soviet suspicions ope. The simmering cOnlpuersy) aier Hhe sEemd frone e
belping to set the stage for :bof (‘fbe West and significantly soured US -Soviel relations
Febrivary 28, 1942, Dwigbtle) §.’d War that followed. In the following document from
ey 28 2042 Durge Su_ menlgoz'ue?; then the head of the army’s War Plans Di-
dof the United States), laid og,f"eme allied commander in Europe (and later president

Whiat are bis chief points? Wi the Smftegfc case for the earliest possible second front.
© What are bis principal worries about the Soviet Union?

.. . The task of keepi s
Plans Division. imn €pIng Russia in the war involves, in the opinion of the War
ns Division, immediate and definj ; : ;
Russians the indirect ad efinite action. It js not sufficient to urge upon the
distant parts of the I:cll ntages that will accrye to them from Allied operations in
foices h world, although these opetations may be designed to free our
orces for a later offensive against G . :
tacking Siberia. Russia’ gainst Germany, pr to keep Japan from immediately at-
et o a. Russia’s pt:oblem is to sustain herself during the coming summef,
' JONISE DGk be permitted to reach such a precarious position that she will ac-
cept a ne:gouated peace, no matter how upfavorable to herself, in preference to a
continuation of the fight.

There are two important ways in which this result can probably be brought
about. The first is by direct aid through lease-lend; the second is through the early
initiation of operations that will draw off from the Russian front sizable portions of
the German Army, both air and ground. Such an operation must be so conceived,
and so presgnted to the Russians, that they will recognize the importance of the sup-
port rendered. Air, possibly ground, attack from England is indicated. Air operations
can be initiated long before a sizable land attack could be staged. . . .

2. Churchill Explains to Stalin That There Will Be No

Second Front in 1942 (1 942)
ycheslav Molotov, to London and Washington,

Eralin sent bis foreign minister, Va : ;
D.C., inMay 1 9{1’2 to secure agreement on an early second front. Winston Churchill
tﬁeo; to dampen Soviet bopes, but Roosevelt assured Molotov that the Americans

' . bromise that Churchill almost immediately
st Oe3 e Z{;O;:egfz. Iﬁgﬁezll t(? gbm"cbill to carry that discouraging news Lo
pers?,mded RO(’)S?ZQ ime minister wrote that bis mission to Moscow was “like carry-
.?‘mlm. e Pf’i to the Nbrtb Pole.” Churchill later reporied to Roosevelt on bis
mg a. lm'ge_ lump oflc.st leader in August 1942. How does be characterize Stalin’s re-
mi«?tm;g‘;lg;bt g;j(;?be Churchill’s underlying anxieties about the British-American-
action:

Spviet alliance?

d Manfred Jonas and Harold D. Langley, editors,

— ; heim an :
It and Churchill by Ffa?a?‘nf"g;’;ﬁ l[). Langley and Manfred Jonas, Used by permission of
o L, Lowen helm, '

f penguin GrouP (UsA) Inc.
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376 Chapter 35 A lin at eleven p.m. and were received only

e el qun s most nplesant decsn
Stalin and MolotO‘t’l:: l:;:;}fséd document 1 f:f?hzfie must understand we hZ?Z
i e be pursued and that feproachiee e v,
made up our minued for about two hours: iu;ift;fidw glfcggliizg the Gefm“g;e::glff
gz;iaii;jc?a;?about our being 100 mucd it not so bad, that we had broken oy,

. fin : . .
we tried it like the Russians We shouldsed Allied invasion of Nazi-occupied France,

promise about sledgehammer [a propo Jelivering the supplies promised to Russj,

failed in

planned for 1942], that Wget;ag:ha 4 taken all we ne.eded for O:;‘SSV;; ;\iiparenﬂy
i Selm rfsn$::ésaildressed as much to the United States :

these complain

- hout taunts of any kind. I suppose

I repulsed all his contention's SQUarelYaE’:él;Vgg? he did not become at all aFr)xgry

he is not used to being contradu_:ted TEI.)S « pardon that remark only on account of
or even animated. On one occasmr: ;-salu, hg " id we could carry it no Rifther, He
the bravery of the Rus.»sian troops. lmz;ﬂ ‘};wd "< 1o dinner at eight o'clock tonight,
must accept our decisnon‘ and 3brupt.zjr [ would leave by plane at dawn the next
Accepted the invitation [butl ;an N concerned at this and asked could |
morning, i.e., ﬁﬂlee‘fg]‘cionzi;elyer?: lhz(:én was any good to be done, and that T would
:»Ztitsgarfekr)r?fg -dasflanyhow. I then exclaimed there was no r.ing of comradeship in
P i e 1 had tavelled far to establish good working relations. We had done our
utmost to help Russia and would continue to do so. We had been le‘:ft entirely alfmﬂ
for a year against Germany and Italy. Now that the three great nations were allied,
victory was certain provided we did not fall apart, and so forth. I was somewhat an-
imated in this passage and before it could be translated he made the remark that he
liked the temperament or spirit of my utterance. Thereafter the talk began again in

a somewhat less tense atmosphere.

He plunged into a long discussion of two Russian trench mortar-firing rockets
which he declared were devastating in their effects and which he offered to demon-
strate to our experts if they could wait. He said he would let us have all information
about them, but should there not be something in return. Should there not be an
agreement to exchange information of inventions. I said that we would give them
everything without any bargaining except only those devices which, if carried in

aroplanes 0(;";;] th‘lf enemy lines and shot down, would make our bombing of Ger-
many more ditficult. He accepted this. He also 's mils ities
should meet our generals and thi agreed that his military authorit

§ was arranged for three o’clock this afternoon. . . -

em
. od to the Kr
. [Wie all repaire rerpreter.

me up throughout and we neither of LS ar.elg(’t won with plans.” Harriman backed
It is my considered opin: $ Yielded an inch nor spoke a bitter word. - -
: pinion that in hjs P

we are right an Wl IS heart so far a5 . in knows
. Mori:over Ida;}]la:e;l:i r?lt‘];l::;(;]r'ls on Sledgehammer wml;:l }clli)s l?inrr{: itc?hgoo‘j this
him a strong sy ; '° Sure-footed and quick militare udoe akes

In that ho gi pporter of Torch, I thinj j not s C!}ud{ mniliary judgement %
Pe I persevere, Anyhow [ app sure i npossible that he will make amends.
t was better to have it out this way than
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ggestion of their not fighting

any other. There was never at any time the slightest su
hat he will win. . - -

on and I think myself that Stalin has good confidence t

3. Stalin Resents the Delay of the Second Front ( 1943)
43, Roosevelt and churchill

At their meeting in Casablanca, Morocco, in January 19

announced their iniention 1o invade Italy later that year thus postponing the
plan‘ned major attack across the English Channel until 194j4. As the second front
continued _to be delayed, Stalin grew increasingly embittered. 11 this secrel message
10 Churchill on June 24, 1943, he gave Sfull vent to bis anger. From the viewpoint of
she Western Allies, what part of Stalin’s aititude might bave been most alarming?

ia if we threw away

«it would be no help to RusS
111 candois remind

.. When you now write that
_Channel attack,” 4

2 hundred thousand men in a disastrous cross
you of the following. :
First, your own Aide-Mémoire of June 1942, in which you de

e under way for an invasion, not by 2 hundred thousa
llion men at the very start of

ch mentioned €xten

August of Septembe
housand men,

clared that prepa-
nd, but by an
the operation.
sive measures
r 1943, which,
but by an

rations wer
Anglo-American force exceeding one mi

Second, your February [1943] message, whi
preparatory 1o the invasion of Western Europe in
apparently, envisaged an operation, not by a hundred t

adequate force.
So when you now declare: “I cannot s€¢ how a great B

the Soviet armies,’
utterly groun

ritish defeat and slaugh-
» is it not clear that 2 statement of this kind in rela-
dless and directly contradicts your previous

gorous measures by

t extensive and Vi
this year, measures on which the

ter would aid
tion to the Soviet Union is
and responsible decisions, listed above, abou
the British and Americans 1O organize the invasion
complete success of the operation should hinge?

I shall not enlarge on the fact that this responsible decision, revoking your pre-
vious decisions on the invasion of Western FEurope, was reached by you and the
President without Soviet participation and without inviting its representatives to the
Washington conference, although you cannot but be aware that the Soviet Union’s
role in the war against Germany and its interest in the problems of the second front

are great enough.
There is no 1

overnment cannot become reconciled

he common enemy.
y disappointment. I must tell you that the
f the Soviet Government, but the preser-
which is being subjected to severe
saving millions of lives in the oc-
educing the enormous sacrifices
fices of the Anglo-American

eed to say that the Soviet G
to this disregard of vital Soviet interests in the war against t

You say that you “quite understand” m
point here is not just the disappointment ©

vation of its confidence in its Allies, @ € :
s a question of

stress. One should not forget that it i ! !
cupied areas of Western Europe and Russia, and of redt
of the Soviet armies, compared with which the sacrt

armies are insignificant.
. i ; SSR Correspondeﬂce Between the Chairman of the Council of Minis-
3Ministry of Foreigh Affairs of the USSR, 1 the Prime Ministers of Great Britain Duri

? nd the Presidents ¢ the USA @ witisig The Greas
fers of the USSR d 2. TP 75-76.

Patriotic War of 1 941-1945 (1 957), V'
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4. Roosevelt and Stalin Meet Face-to-Face (I 943)

At the Iranian capital of Teheran, Roosevelt and Stalin met face-to-face at last i, No-
vember 1943, for the first of just two such occasions (the other was at Yalia, iy, the
Soviet Crimea, in early 1945). Talk of the second front dominated much of the dis.
cussion among Churchill, Roosevelt, and Stalin. In the following exchange, how gpe,
the second-front question reveal the tensions in the “Grand Alliance”? How does g, ’
second-front issue foreshadow U.S.-Soviet problems in the postwar era?

Bobhlen Minutes

Secret

The President said that since there was no agenda for the conference he thoughy
it would be a good idea to have a report from the military staffs who had met thjg
morning, and if there was no objection they might hear from General Brooke, Marshg]

Voroshilov and General Marshall. . . .

[The three generals—representing Great Britain, the Soviet Union, and the United
States, respectively—addressed various issues relating to the planned Allied invasion
of northern France, which they code-named “Ouerlord.” The first stage of that oper-
ation would commence six months later on “D-Day,” June 6, 1944.]

Marshal Stalin then inquired who will command Overlord.

The President replied that it had not yet been decided. . ..
Marshall Stalin stated that the Russians do not expect to have a voice in the se-

lection of the Commander-in-Chief; they merely want to know who he is to be and

to have him appointed as soon as possible.
The Prime Minister expressed agreement and said that he thought the appoint-

ment could be announced within a fortnight. He then went on to say that he was a
little concerned at the number and complexity of the problems which were before
the conference. He said many hundreds of millions of people are watching this con-
ference, and he hoped that it would not break up until an agreement had been
reached on big military, political and moral questions. He said that the British Staff
and himself had given prolonged thought to the Mediterranean theater and that they
were most anxious to have the armies there fight against the enemy and not have
them stripped of essential elements. ... The operation into southern France from
northern Italy had been mentioned but not studied and should, therefore, be ex-
plored more fully between the United States and British Staffs. Mr. Churchill said that
Marshal Stalin had correctly stressed the value of pincers movement [implying the
need for a second, western front to serve as the complementary ‘pincer” to the Red
Army in the East] but that the time element was important and a prematuré sub-
sidiary attack might be wiped out. He went on to 3ay that personally all he wanted
was landing craft for two divisions in the Medlterranean and that with such a force
many operations would be feasible, for example, it could be used to facilitate the op-
erations in Italy or to take the island of Rhodes if Turkey will enter the war, and
could be used for these purposes for at least six months and then employed in Sup-

‘Foreign Relations of the United States, 1943 (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office), pp- 533-539-
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10 discuss gy length }he Indian theater. That is the dilemma. .
Yugoslavia and er—namely, the valu; 7€ importance of several maitters in the
Mr Churebil € potential impacs of e of Marshal Tito'’s “Partisan” resistance in
: Proposed that the a Turkish decision to Join the Allied effort.]
President meet to discyss the W"lf_)_f()relgn secretaries and the representative of the
ions inVolva ttical aspects of the Turkish question as well as
Ing the Balkans area. Mr. Churchill said that he had

Marshall Stalin saig that M

tude toward Bulgaria; that if r. Churchill need have no worry about the Soviet atti-

war with Bulgaria, but evep ST U;keylemered the war the Soviet Union would go to
ued that there was no differeno € dld_nlot think Turkey would come in. He contin-
tisans, but that he must sy tie Oi opinion a5 to the importance of helping the Par
Turkey, the Partisans and: e}; at from the Russian point of view the question of
operations. He said that Ov e? the occupation of Rome were not really important
done Yo' disttact Atistior fel‘ ord was the most important and nothing should be
SivEn, (6 the. mlitary ataf rom that operation. He felt that a directive should be
s, and proposed the following one:

1%3&12 Z'afgfsi]hgilglﬁzlif;helg l;'llight be given from the east to the execution of Over-
s ;\l‘tack : h e 31‘1 the operation should not be postponed. (2). If possible

: in southern France should precede Overlord by two months, but if that is im-
possible, then simultaneously or even a litte after Overlord. An operation in southern
France would be a supporting operation as contrasted with diversionary operations in
Rome or in the Balkans, and would assure the success of Overlord. (3). The appoint-
ment of a Commander-in-Chief for Overlord as soon as possible. Until that is done the
Overlord operation cannot be considered as really in progress. Marshall Stalin added
that the appointment of the Commander-in-Chief was the business of the President and
Mr. Churchill but that it would be advantageous to have the appointment made here.

d been most interested in hearing the various
.. The President then said he was in
lord set at Quebec, namely, the first

The President then said he ha
angles discussed from Overlord to Turkey. .
favor of adhering to the original date for Over

part of May.
Marshal Sta
of May; that he did not car

date was important. o
The Prime Minister said it did not ap;i
5 i > itish Governmern 1s 1o beg
e seemzdiTh(: g;;ire to neglect the great possibilities i
e but did no : i i
idi “lav of a month or twWo.

: sake of avoiding 2 delay : ‘
merely fo}i tthe b?]iesaid that the operations in the Mediterranean have a value but
Marshal Stalir at: &
they are really only diversion® British view the la

The Prime Minister ‘s ;.l 1] be pressing
ane: ould not stanc - re the allied
ranean sh T the campaign in here

that to bred ' P
army would be impossible:

Overlord undertaken during the month

i id he would like to see
e the 1st, 15th or 20th, but that a definite

e whether it was

ear that the points of view were as far
was anxious to begin Overlord as soon
n the Mediterranean

as possibl

rge British forces in the Mediter-
the enemy with vigor. He added

Italy W forces were holding a German
a
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Marshall Stalin said it looked as though M;-l Churchill thought that the Russiap
i t the British armies do nothing.

wef?r;l;g%fiﬁzgmt?;is?elr said that if landing craft is [are] taken from the Me _diter_
ranean theater there will be no action. Hr.? added that ::1(ti Moslc:(?v; tlile conditing
under which the British Government considered Overlor 1;:mu ehaunche d hag
been fully explained, and these were that there should not be monle ntf an 12 mobjle
German divisions behind the coastal troops and that Germanl ﬁrﬁ:; OTCemem:_S for
sixty days should not exceed 15 Divisions. He added that to ffu ﬂl]les? con dition
it was necessary in the intervening period to press the enemy from a directions He
said that the Divisions now facing the allies in Italy had come frorln th.e MOSt par i,
France [for the most part from France?, and to break off the action in .Italy would
only mean that they would return to France to oppose Overlord. Turning 5

gain 1o
the question of Turkey, The Prime Minister said that all were agreed on the question
of Turkey's entrance into the war. . . .

Marshal Stalin interposed to ask how many French Divisions were being traineq
in North Africa.

General Marshall replied that for the present there were five Divisions ready
and four in training, and that one of these five was in Italy with the American Fif},
Army and another was en route. He said that from the battle experience gained it
would be possible to decide how best to utilize the other French Divisions,

The President then proposed that instead of three directives to the three Staffs
that one directive be agreed upon here. He then proposed 2 joint directive as fol-
lows: (1). That the military staffs should assume that Overlord is the dominating op-
eration. (2). That the Staffs make recommendations in regard o other operations in
the Mediterranean area, having carefully in mind the possitiliiy of causing a delay in
Overlord.

Marshal Stalin said he saw no need for a

questions involved should be decided at the
any political sub-
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q n, not smilj "
Coufaged. If it was 3] 20ing t, lijmg, Dothing human to get hold of, I felt pretty dis-
having made thig long iOUrnge © (? official paper work, there was no sense in my
place in Egrzv hmfh &.le Russians had wanted, They couldn’t come
be for it. T had come there to accommodate Stalin. I

. had a feeling that th i i i
seein : , ‘ e Russians did not feel right about
“%)zsniﬁcf)r;f::;?f :Egﬂhe? in a language which we understood and they didn't.
confere - : ;
[Churchill] and T had just a nce room that morning we caught up with Winston

moment to say to him, “Winston, I hope you won’t be
sore at me for what I am going to do.’ ' ’ , ey

Winston just shifted his cigar and grunted. 1 must say he behaved very decently
afterward.

‘I began almost as soon as we got into the conference room. I talked privately
with Stalin. T didn’t say anything that I hadn’t said before, but it appeared quite
chummy and confidential, enough so that the other Russians joined us to listen. Still
no smile.

“Then I said, lifting my hand up to cover a whisper (which of course had to be in-
terpreted), “Winston is cranky this morning, he got up on the wrong side of the bed.’

“A vague smile passed over Stalin’s eyes, and I decided 1 was on the right track.
As soon as I sat down at the conference table, I began to tease Churchill about his
Britishness, about John Bull, about his cigars, about his [drinking?] habits. It began to
register with Stalin. Winston got red and scowled, and the more he did so, the more
Stalin smiled. Finally Stalin broke out into 2 deep, hearty guffaxln, anc} for the ﬁrs_t
time in three days I saw light. kept it up until Stalin was laughing with me, and it
was then that I called him ‘Uncle Joe.’ He Woulddha;lveolt{hz;gﬁg ;ge fresh the day

came over and sho :
befo‘l"e, bUttilg;t t?r?l}; }:)enliz%hrz(lia?igis were personal, and Stalin himself indulged in

FrO'[.n f itticism. The ice was broken and we talked l.1ke men and brother‘s.

an oc\(iasui{naog he was deeply touched by the presentation of the sword which
“You know . . .

Churchill brought him from the British people.”

in abusively charged bad faith in
, . 1 1945. Then Stalin @
before Rooseyg.alt S deﬂtbr:ijgfof Cerman troops in Italy, and Roosevelt came back
connection with I;I::;zsgmliﬂ s piolations of bis Yalta pledges, notably in connection
with protests agatrh

with Poland.]
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C. The “Unconditiond
1948)

rwood Defends FDR.;Q‘MW pasion of French North Africg, |,
Allies zam_zcbed ;:z ine second front. Shortly C;Jgé"ﬁ.ROOSeveltﬂeli
reCOg”tze . 1 0:6170 f or é Conf(-}?’eﬂce wﬁb };rtz;:f@d ;‘?L;ter Cburcbi”
to Casablanca, i French M‘;d Roosevelt knew that the em in s ,‘?” was degpy,
s eighth cousin on re;nzzf wetween Hiler and the Alhf;‘d ne y;l‘j dgmon et
puseE of a posvllr ¢ with the Germans, a5 had done, Wil aisasiroys o
ey e 2 Sepﬂm[e~pe5;tc's instigation, the Casablanca a,”:lf erence proclaimey a
Ject, in 1918. At Ropsevf S er—that 1 e unconditional surrender of iy,
policy of “‘uncondition? e of the German populace, nor of the liglig,
riter associate of Rooseye)

Axis regimes bul not “the degmcfgi}?;qﬂuood the ghost
or Japanese populace: » Robert E. ’ pjectives the president had i,

) different O
beve gives bis version. Note how many o
view %’/Iyy can one argue that “uncondinonal surrender” did not prolong Germay

resistance?

There were many propaganda experts, both British and American, who be.

lieved that the utterance of these words [“unconditional surrender. ] would put the

iron of desperate resistance into the Germans, Japanese, and Italians and thereby
e are some who still believe

needlessly prolong the war and increase its COSG; ther
that it did so. These critics Were not necessarily opposed to the principle of total de-
disastrous mistake for the President to announce i

feat—but they considered it 2
publicly. . . .

|. Robert She

Late in 1942 the
Syalin refused 0

[ wrote Winston Churchill asking him if he had discussed the unconditional
press conference at Casablanca, and

surrender statement with Roosevelt before the
his reply was as follows: ‘T heard the words ‘Unconditional Surrender’ for the first
membered that at that

time from the Presiden[.’s lips at the Conference. It must be re

2;);132? ;(i ;?c;}:)aj (:ja ﬂgtht to pl:coclmm that Victory was assured. Therefore, Defiance
s L not myself have used these words, but I immediately stood by
ident and have frequently defended the decisi i '
el (s o Neaied : cision. It is false to suggest that
. Negotiation with Hitler was im ibl iac wi
supreme power to play his hand out to the end hr')(;fsg e. He was a maniac W!
Honsceslt i : , which he did; and so did we.’
tediend h‘l":ﬂgg;ﬂ;ﬁftﬁbst?lved Churchill with all responsibility for the statement
“We ha!d so much trc:;ublztlft ;e::’ - a}? unpremeditated one on his own part. I st
: ing those two F : {
t}(: myself that this was as difficult as arran ginfe?lsh gene'rals together that 1 though
then sudder.xly the press conference was o b e _meﬂilng of Grant and Lee— a
Efepafe for it, and the thought popped inton’ and Winston and I had had no time 1
nconditional Surrender’ and the next th my mind that they had called Grant Ol

feilORooSSVe!fa for some reason, often likendg L Miow] bl maid 1.
w who did not give sufficient attentiop tto picture himself as a rather frivolovs
o the consequences of chance M >
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C. The Uncondftfona." Surrender» Cony,
Hroversy AR

n, indicating a spur-of-

less thap justice to him

the-moment slip of the tongue, he certainly
ery deeply deliberated
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: S€ems Possible)-.l_tjt v?r even if it had no effect whatsoever on the du-
pohc?y and he refused qJ] Suggesti 45 4 ftrue statement of Roosevelt's considered
continued refy 1ons tl

sal to the day of his 1at he retract the statement or soften it and
What Roosevelt was sayin death. In fact, he restated it a great many times. . . .
compromise with Nazism andgp?,asf that there would be no negotiated peace, no
Fourteen Points which could le ;bqsm’ no “escape clauses” provided by another
was again at his shoulder.) 4d 1o another Hitler. (The Ghost of Woodrow Wilson
€r.) Roosevelt wanted this uricompromising purpose to be
€§)p]e and the Russians and the Chinese, and to the
pied nations, and he wanted it brought home to the
nuance of force nor by contrivance of a new spirit of
heir present leaders gain for them a soft peace. He
he war was won it would stay won.

ration (which

Germans—that neither by conti
sweet reasonableness could t
wanted to ensure that when t

2. Cordell Hull Opposes Unconditional
Surrender (1948)

“Unconditional surrender” had its warm supporters. In addition to the advantages
already indicated, it would bhearten German-conquered peoples like the Poles; it
would key the Allies up for greater sacrifices; it would posipone disruptive arguments
among the Allies over surrender terms; it would avert a quarrel like that with Ger-
many dfter 1918 over the armistice terms. Yet critics like Senator Burton Wheeler of
Montana branded “unconditional surrender” as “brutal” and “asinine.” It was vague
and easily misinterpreted; it would provide ammunition for enemy propagandisis; it
would close the door to negotiations with Germany; it would pave the way for Soviet
ascendancy in Eastern Europe. Secretary of State Hull, somewhat miffed, advanced
additional argumenis in bis Memoirs. Notice what be reveals about relations be-
tween the president and the State Department. Would the alternative policy that be
suggests have made more sense?

The principle of unconditional surren;ler 10er1'?{1:;1cloweci our policy toward the
i .- satellites and our planning for their huture. o
Axis and' thetr sa' . ~iole had not formed part of the State Department’s thinking.
Originally this principle had n _ :
i Churchill when, for the first time, the President,
Wi e as much surprised as Mr. : :
e wer : ted it suddenly to a press conference during the
in the Prime Minister’s presence, state _ <
Gasabl Conference in January, 1943, T was told that the Prime Minister was
asablanca
dumbfounded. inciple for two reasons, as were many of my
) o the principle for e . : .
Basically, I was O}?Iﬁfigi;ht proI])ong the war by solidifying Axis resistance into
associates. One .was tha cople of the Axis countties, by behewr}g they had noth:mg
one of deSPer"zlt1onET?iII:Co§ditional surrender to the will of their conquerors, might
to look forward to bu
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of other pEOPICS Hevetbe = ;i:e'uf the hands of NaZ! prOPagandxstS_.
fication, and it ap ically required the victor nations ¢,

ciple logt
The second reason was ncip | and local Governments of the

nationad
be ready to take OVEl every P rnmental activilies and properties, We
conquered countries,

i d to undertake this vast obligation.
and Io:;r Al]‘;ts t:::i:ﬂ principle of surrender should be flexible. In some cases the
most ;(:zrge terms should be imposed. had Cfef .many.a?d Jailjan in mln‘d in this
connection. In other cases We€ would have preliminary 10 Ofﬂ'laf conversations that
would result in substantial adjustments away from the terms O ut}condltxonal sur-
render. Here I had in mind Italy and the Axis satellite States, Rumania, Hungary, Bul-

garia, and Finland. R
In our postwar-planning discussions in the State Department, which had begun
more than three years prior to the Casablanca Conference, W€ had not embraced the
:dea of unconditional surrender. In the United Nations Declaration of January 1, 1942,
each Government simply pledged itself not to make a separate armistice or peace
with the enemies. Nevertheless, after the President had stated the principle so em-
hing we could do except to follow it at least in

phatically at Casablanca, there was not
form. It was to fise On NUMErous 0ccasions o plague us and to require explanation.

[Ironically, Japan did not surrender unconditionally in 1945 but beld out for
the retention of the emperor.]
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D. Dropping the Atomic Bomb

I. Japan’s Horrified Reaction (1945)

With G
wih Bj;ﬁmg ﬁ;oc?egi out of the war, President Truman journeyed to Potsdam,
was there i?;formedy Ibat;}\;o C(.ma?ﬁ plans with Stalin and the British leaders. He
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ism. In the early days of the ¢
repeatedly protested against the
standing the fact that the Japa
against strictly military objecti
United States seems to see no
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ombing operations of the Japanese forces, notwith-
nese operations were conducted on a limited scale
ves. But where its own actions are concerned, the
inconsistency in committing on an unimaginably vast
scale the ¥ Ean g Y
e }‘]’efY Sa_ItT'le 1Crn;ile it had falsely accused others of committing.
ypocritical character of the Americans had alread
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]sjtratf;)d fn t.he previous bombings of Japanese cities. Strewing explosives and fire
Qm S m(l:hs.crm-lmately over an extensive area, hitting large cities and small towns
without distinction, wiping out vast districts which could not be mistaken as being
anything but strictly residential in character, burning or blasting to death countless
thousands of helpless women and children, and machine-gunning fleeing refugees
p gunning g refugees,
the American raiders had already shown how completely they violate in their actual
deeds the principles of humanity which they mouth in conspicuous pretense.

But now beside the latest technique of total destruction which the Americans
have adopted, their earliest crimes pale into relative insignificance. What more bar-
barous atrocity can there be than to wipe out at one stroke the population of
a whole city without distinction*—men, women, and children; the aged, the weak,
the infirm; those in positions of authority, and those with no power at all; all snuffed

’ : : f lifting even a finger in either defense or defiance!
out without being given a chance of lifting ; == )
: . 0 4 lame attempt to raise a pretext in justification
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. ; that a policy of utter annihilation is necessitated by Japan'’s fail-
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rendering or not surren <‘3r1‘ e e a method which under any circumstance
t is justifiable to us )
uestion of whether itis ] inci international law and of morality.
q d alike by the principles © .
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Chapter 35 America in World War II, 1941-1945

2. The Christian Century Deplores
the Bombing {1945)

The use of the atomic bomb was reluctantly but Overw’?elm.mgb; fec‘;mme”d‘-’d .
Truman’s large corps of expert advisers. Some of the scientists ba 573 lP” oposed. tes
demonstrations in an uninbabited place, but the United States ha zny nltg)o bomps,
and they might prove to be humiliating duds. 77_3632 could not wracks mic damage
in desert areas and might leave the Japanese unimpressed. {ftbe cries to be bombey
were warned in advance, the Japanese might move American przso?zers of war to
them and at the same time ambush the U.S. bombers. _{apan was re.?lmg, b.uz it pf;r_
haps bad enough suicide resistance left to exact a mzllzon. ca..«;uﬂ‘me& while losing
more than a million of its own people. The atomic bomb, z'ndzcatmig that awesome
forces were working against the Japanese, might stun them inlo a quick surrender—
as it did. (A dry-run demonstration would have weakened this effect.) Tb.e cost was
perhaps 150,000 Japanese lives, as against 2 million—Japanese, American, and
British. The Christian Century, & prominent Protestant journal published in Chicago,
did 1ot accept the philosopby of a “mercy bombing.” Which, if any, of its suggestions
would have strengthened the moral position of the United States?

Something like a moral earthquake has followed the dropping of atomic bombs
on two Japanese cities. Its continued tremors throughout the world have diverted
attention even from the military victory itself. . . . It is our belief that the use made of
the atomic bomb has placed our nation in an indefensible moral position.

We do not propose to debate the issue of military necessity, though the facts are
clearly on one side of this issue. The atomic bomb was used at a time when Japan’s
navy was sunk, her air force virtually destroyed, her homeland surrounded, her sup-
plies cut off, and our forces poised for the final stroke. Recognition of her imminent
defeat could be read between the lines of every Japanese communiqué. Neither do
we intend to challenge Mr. Churchill’s highly speculative assertion that the use of the
bomb saved the lives of more than one million American and 250,000 British soldiers.

We believe, however, that these lives could have been saved had our govern-
ment followed a different course, more honorable and more humane. Our leaders
seem not to have weighed the moral considerations involved. No sooner was the
bomb ready than it was rushed to the front and dropped on two helpless cities, de-
stroying more lives than the United States has lost in the entire war.

Perhaps it was inevitable that the bomb would ultimately be employed to bring
Japan to the point of surrender. . . But there was no military advantage in hurling
the bomb upon Japan without warning. The least we might have done was to an-

sed the atomic bomb; that its destructive power

experimentally demonstrated in th;
what was in store for her unless

' she surrendered immediately, If she doubted the
good faith of our representations |

» it would have been a simple matter to select 2

ZAmerica’s Atomic Alrocity,” Copyright 1945 Chr

lS[.: 1t1 1 ission
Framie A 29,1945, insuc of 1 Chmistion o erlz : :;;1} Century Foundation, Reprinted by permissio



I Dropping the Atomic Bomb
ace where the loss of
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reat cities, utterly extinguishing them.” This course has place
a bad light throughout the world. What the us€ of poison 84°
f Germany in World War [, the use of the atomic bomb hﬁfs
e security 15
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3. Harry Truman Justifies the Bombing (1945)
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pility for bis decision and later defended it in bis Memoirs, &S
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me about only after
e the full story. He
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ed in bis action?

own knowledge of these [atomic] developments had co
ent, when Secretary [of War] Stimson had given m
hat time that the project was nearing completion, and that a2 bomb
another four months. It was at his suggestion, 100, that I
ttee of top men and had asked them to study with great
pon might have for us. . . .
he bomb be used against the enemy as soon as
used without specific

further that it should be
devastating strength. I had re-
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d be expected within
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cations the new wea

care the implic
It was (heir recommendation that t
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hat would clearly show its

warning, and against target t
alized, of course, that an atomic bomb explosion would
¢ hand, the scientific advisers of the committee re-

beyond imagination. On t
ported, “We can propose n nstration likely to bring an end to the war;
we see no acceptable alterna litary use.” It was their conclusion that no
technical demonstration they might proposeé, such as over @ deserted island, would be
likely to bring the war to an end. It had to be used against an enemy target.
The final decision of where and when [© use the atomic bomb was up to me.
the bomb as 2 military weapon, and
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Chapter 35 America in World War I, 1941-1945

never had any doubt that it should be used. The top milit.al'Y advisers © the Pres;.
dent recommended its use, and when I talked to Churchill, he unhesitating}y told
me that he favored the use of the atomic bomb if it might aid.to end the war.

In deciding to use this bomb I wanted to make sure that it would be useq as 3
weapon of war in the manner prescribed by the laws of war. That meant that | Wante
it dropped on a military target. I had told Stimson that th.e borr%l? ShO\-lld be droppeq
as nearly as possibly upon a war production center of prime mllhtary importance, ,

Four cities were finally recommended as targets: Hiroshima, Kokura, Niigaty
and Nagasaki. They were listed in that order as targets for the first attack. The ordey
of selection was in accordance with the military importance of these cities, but .
lowance would be given for weather conditions at the time of the bombing,

[The devastating impact of the atomic bomb, together with the Soviet Uniop g
sudden entry into the war against Japan, undoubtedly forced the Japanese Surren.-
der sooner than would otherwise have been possible. Even so, the fanatical military
men in Tokyo almost won out for a last-ditch stand.

In 1959, during interchanges with the students of Columbia University, forme,
Dresident Truman vigorously justified his action. He noted that “when we gskey
them to surrender at Potsdam, they gave us a very snotty answer. That is what 1
8ot. . .. They told me to go to hell, words to that effect.” Mr. Truman insisted thqgt the
dropping of the bomb was “just a military maneuver, that is all,” because “we were
destroying the factories that were making more munitions.” He then concluded: “Aj]
this uproar about what we did and what could have been stopped—should we take
these wonderful Monday morning quarterbacks, the experts who are supposed to be
right? They don't know what they are talking about. I was there. I did it. [ would do
it again.” (Truman Speaks [New York: Columbia University Press, 1960), pb. 73-74.)]
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