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A pr inc ip le  is  a  rufe for  e th ica l  conduct  and a s tandard

for  determin ing r ight  f rom wrong.  Wi thout  pr inc ip les,  1aw woul_d

dj -sappear ,  chaos would ensue and e iv i l - izat ion would cease to

ex i - s t .

Commitment  to  pr inc ip les means being honest  wi th  yoursel f

and wi th  others,  and t reat ing people wi th  considerat ion and

respect .  Lack of  pr inc ip lesr  o f l  the other  hand,  is  mot ivated

by  se l f i shness ,  wh ich  en ta i l - s  pu t t i ng  one ' s  needs  ahead  o f

o the rs ,  a lways  a t  t he  o the rs '  expense .  I n  po l i t i cs  th i s  i s

known as demagoguery.  The demagogue is  a d issembler  who wi l l

say anyth ing to  gain povrer .  He wi l l -  spout  for th  whatever  he

th inks wi l l  appeal  to  the peopler  t ro  mat ter  how faLse or

ma l i c i ous  h i s  ran t i ngs  may  be ,  wh i l e  c leve r t y  mask ing  h i s  rea l -

in tent ions.  In  the process,  the demagogue wi l - l  g i row more

see+*f+rJ'+* contemptuous of the people, who he is duping, unti l

h is  quest  for  power becomes insat iabLe.  At  th is  po int ,  even

the semblance of  honesty wi l l  d isappear ,  unt i l  f ina l ly  the

demagogue is  revealed for  what  he is  a  postur ing,  egot is t ica l ,

power-hungry lout whose l ies have harmed the people and wrecked

society .  The demagogue is  then d iscredi ted and repudiated by

the people,  but  by th is  t ime the damage has been done and cannot

be reversed.

Reject ion of  pr inc ip les opens the door  to  abuses of  power.

Thus any v io la t ion of  pr inc ip le  by the leaders of  government

must  be t reated wi th  the utmost  concern,  especia l ly  in  a

democracy where the qrovernment is entrusted with power. Once

a pr inc ip le  is  v io l -a ted,  a  precedent  is  establ - ished which could



be used in  the fu ture by unscrupulous por i t ic ians in terested

in subver t i -ng the democrat ic  process.

In  my book f  examine three cases in  h is tory  where democrat j -c

pr inc ip les were v io la ted in  the pursui t  o f  government  pol ic ies.

fn  The Sherman Ant i t rust  Act  and the Judic iary  -  Democracy

Betrayed,  I  reveal  how the Uni ted States Congress used subter fuge

to break the power of  organized labor .  fn  The Br i t ish Bomber

Of fens ive -  Surv j -va1 vs.  Mora l - i ty ,  I  explore how the Br i t ish

government  sk i r ted in ternat ional  law to assure the i r  country 's

surv iva l - .  And in  Mora l - i ty  and the Bui ]d ing of  the Atomic Bomb,

I  d i scuss  how mora l i t y  was  sac r i f i ced  i n  f avo r ,o f  m i l i t a ry

exped iency ,  w i th  t rag i c  resu l t s .

In  a l l -  three cases the government  was confronted wi th

d i f f i cu l t  cho i ces  i n  t imes  o f  c r i s i s .  The  she rman  An t i t r us t

Act  was enacted dur ing a per iod of  labor  unrest ;  the Br i t ish

bomber offensive and the development of the atomj-c bomb took

place under  emerqency condi t ions brought  about  by war .

These cases ra ise a bas ic  guest ion:  when are v j .o la t ions

o f  p r i nc ip le  j us t i f i ab le? .  The  ans \ ^ re r  i s :  p robab ly  neve r .  Fo r

democracy to  remai .n s t rong,  democrat ic  pr inc ip les must  remai_n

inv io la te.  When these pr inc ip les are compromised,  hypocr isy

and decei t  become the ru le  and f reedom is  p laced at  r isk .  To

prevent  th is  f rom happening,  the government  must  be constant ly

moni tored to  assure that  democrat ic  pr inc ip les are not  bet rayed.

I t  i s  dangerous  to  p resume tha t  ins t i tu t j_ons  o f  government

se t  up  to  p reserve  f reedom.  fns t i tu t ions  o f  government

mere ly  too ls  and on ly  the  peop le  can de termine how these

are

are

1] -



c. too ls  wi l l  be used.  r f  the people va lue the i r  f reedomr.  then

the j.nsti tut ions of government wil l  protect the peoples' freedom.

rf the people are lul led into indifference r ot succumb to the

appeals of a demagogu€r then the insti tut ions of government

wi l r  become inst ruments of  oppress i .on.  r t  is  up to  the people,

only  they can decide.
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World War Two was an a i r .  war .  Germany,  the Uni ted States,

- the  
Sov ie t  Un ion ,  Japan ,  and  Grea t  B r i t a in  a l l  used  the i r  a i r

f o rces  to  ach ieve  s t ra teg i c  ob jec t i ves .  f n  Grea t  B r i t a in ,  t he

Royal  A i r  Force had the responsib i l i ty  for  carry ing out  the

st rategic  bombing of fens ive against  Germany,  which meant  bombing

German  c i t i es .  The  B r i t i sh  knew tha t  t h i s  s t ra tegy  wou ld  resu l t

i n  a  g rea t  many  c i v i l i ans  be ing  k i l l ed  and  i n ju red .  D id  th i s

p rospec t  pose 'a  mora l  d i l emma fo r  B r i t i sh  po l i cy  makers ,  and

i f  so r  were  the  B r i t i sh  ab le  to  reconc i l e  t h i s  mora l  d i l emma

wi th -  t he  po l i t i ca l  ob jec t i ve  o f  w inn ing  the  war?

Defeat ing your  enemy by dest roy ing h is  war-making capaci ty

is  noth ing new.  Reducing c i t ies to  rubble,  burn ing f ie lds and

mist reat ing the c iv i l ian populat ion of  your  adversary have a lways

been  a  pa r t  o f  wa r fa re .  I n  146  B .C .  Rome ob l i t e ra ted  Car thage

from- the face of  the ear th;  in  1099 the Crusaders massacred

the Moslems and Jews in  Jerusalemi  in  1864 Sherman le f t  much

of  Georg i -a in  ru ins.  Bruta l i ty  and carnage have a lways been

assoc i -a ted  w i th  war .

so why should the Br i t ish have been expected to  behave

any  d i f f e ren t l y?  By  the  ou tb reak  o f  t he  war  i n  Sep tember  1939 ,

the  B r i t i sh  a l ready  had  a  l ong  t rad i t i on  o f  respec t  f o r  t he

ru le of  1aw.  The law,  not  brute forcer  was the foundat ion upon

wh ich  B r i t i sh  soc ie t y  was  bu i l t .  W i thou t  respec t  f o t  t he  ru le

of  law,  the Br i t ish const i tu t ional  system would have never

-evolved.  Thus,  i t  was only  natura l  to  expect  that  dur ing Wor ld

War Two the Br i t ish would f ight  the war  wi th  a cer ta in  degree

o f  res t ra in t  ana  keep  w i th in  the  bounds  o f  i n te rna t i ona l  l aw .



By  Ju l y  1940  the  B r i t i sh  were  fac ing  the  g raves t  c r i s j - s

i n  the i r  h i s to ry .  They  had  su f fe red  the  nea r  d i sas te r  a t  Dunk i r k

jus t  a  few  weeks  be fo re  and  had  no  a l l i es  i n  t he  f i gh t  aga ins t

Germany.  Adol f  Hi t ler  was determined to crush Great  Br i ta in

and predic ted that  the Br i t ish Empire would not  surv ive the

war .  On  Ju l y  16 ,  1940 ,  H i t l e r  j - ssued  D i rec t i ve  16  conce rn ing

his  p lan to  invade England:

The a im' -of  th is  operat ion I  the land invasion
-  o f  Eng land l  i s  t o  e l im ina te  the  Eng l i sh

mother land as a base f rom which war  against
Germany  can  be  con t i nued  and ,  i f  necessa ry ,

-  t o  occupy  the  coun t r y  comp le te l y . '

Th ree  days  l a te r r  oD  Ju Iy  19 ,  1940 ,  H i t l e r  pub l i c l y  dec la red

to the wor ld  that  in  a war  wi th  Germany the Br i t ish Empire would

be dest royed:

Mr.  Churchi l l  ought  for  once to  bel ieve
me when f  say that  a  great  empJ-re wi l l  be
destroyed -  an empire which i t  h /as never
my in tent ion to  dest roy or  even Lo harm.
f  do ,  however ,  rea l i ze  tha t  t h i s  s t rugg le ,
i f  i t  con t i nues ,  can  end  on l y  w i th  the
complete annih i la t ion of  one or  o ther  of
the two adversar ies.  Mr.  Churchi l l  may
bel ieve that  th is  wi l l  be Germany.  I  know
i t  w i l l  b e  B r i t a i n . &

To  insu re  the i r  na t i ona l  su rv j - va l ,  t he  B r i t i sh  had  to  ac t .

When the war  in  Europe broke out  on September 1,  1939,  Great

B r i t a in  found  i t se l f  i nvo l ved  i n  a  con f l i c t  f o r  wh ich  i t  was

mi l i t a r i l y  i 11 -p repa red  to  f i gh t .  A f te r  t he  ou tb reak  o f  t he

war,  a  per iod then ensued which was ca l led the phony war .  The

so-cal Ied phony war  was a per iod in  which the f ight ing abated.

In  Ap r i l  1940 ,  t he  phony  war  pe r iod  ended  w i th  the  German
?

invas ion of  Norway-  and oenmark i  Br j - ta in 's  at tempt  to  force the

Germans out  o f  Norway fa i led.



F igh t i ng  aga in  esca la ted  on  May  10 ,  1940 ,  t he  day  H i t l e r

invaded France and the Low Countr ies.  The King of  Belg ium,

Leopo ld  I I f ,  r egues ted  ass i s tance  to  thwar t  t he  Naz i  agg resso rs .

Both Br i ta ln  and France responded to Leopold 's  request  and sent

f o r c e s  t o  a i d  t h e  B e l g i u m  a r m y .  O n  M a y  2 8 , 1 9 4 0 ,  K i n g  L e o p o l d

I I f  un i la tera l ly  ordered h is  army to surrender  af , ter  e ighteen

days of  f ight ing l  The Germans quick ly  moved to enc i rc le  the

Al l i .ed forces and a complete debacle was narrowly avoided when

the  B r i t i sh  succeeded  . i n  
evacua t i ng  338 ,226  men  f rom Dunk i r k

(one - th i rd  o f  t hose  evacua ted  were  no t  B r i t i sh ) {  on  June  22 ,

1 9 4 0 ,  F r a n c e  f e l l

A f te r  t he  fa l l  o f  F rance r "  Grea t  B r i t a in  was  the  on l y  coun t r y

s t i l l  f i gh t i ng  the  Naz is .  Ne i the r  t he  Un i ted  S ta tes  no r  t he

Sovj -et  Union had yet  entered the war .  Hi t ler  had invaded and

conquer -ed  Po land ,  Norway r 'Denmark ,  t he  Ne the r lands ,  Be lg iumt

Luxembourg,  and France.  The mi l i tary  s i tuat ion for  the Br i t ish

was b leak.  The Br i t ish army had been forced of f  the cont j -nent-

Grea t  B r i t a in  was  s tand ing  a lone .

I t  seemed that  the only  means le f t  to  Br i ta in  to  take the

war to  Germany was through the bomber of fens ive.  The Br i t ish

dec ided  to  a t tack  l a rge  i ndus t r i a l  a reas  i ns ide  Germany .  Th i s

dec i s ion  was  made  by  the  M in i s t r i es ,  t he  Ch ie fs  o f  S ta f f

commit tee and the war  cabinet f  tn"  * . t  cabinet  la id  down the

genera l  l ines of  the bombing pol icy  af ter  receiv ing the advice

o f - t h e  C h i e f s  o f  S t a f f .  W i t h i n  t h e  t i m i t s  o f  t h a t  p o l i c y  a n d

under  the  au tho r i t y  o f  t he  Sec re ta ry  o f  S ta te ,  t he  A i r  S ta f f ,

a f ter  consul t ing wi th  other  Depar tments concerned,  issued a



di rect ive to  Bomber Command ind icat ing on broad i ines the targets

to be at tacked.  Subject  to  any specia l  d j - rect ions that  may

have been g iven,  the f ina l  dec is ion how and when a par t icu lar

target  would be at tacked necessar i ly  rested wi th  the Ai r  Of f icer

7
Commander-in-Chief ,  Bomber Command.

On  May  11 ,  1940 ,  t he  Roya l  A i r  Fo rce  l aunched  i t s  f i r s t

a t tack on industr ia l  areas in  Cermanyi  A l though the Br i t ish

began the bomber 'b f fens ive whi te  France was st i l l  in  the war t

i t  soon became apparent  to  the Br i t ish that  France was on the

br ink of  defeat ,  and wi th  the Br i t ish ground forces being no

match  fo r  t he  Germans r ' t he  B r i t i sh  u t i l i zed  thg  on l y  means  they

had le f t  to  ef fect ive ly  f ight  the war  the a i r  force-

The  Naz is  were  i n fu r i a ted  by  B r i t a in ' s  e f fo r t s  t o  ca r ry

the war  to  Germany.  on May 12,  1940,  Germany threatened

repr isa l - :  The New York T imes repor ted:

Ber l i n  g i ves  t t rep r i sa l  wa rn ing - "

Ber l i n ,  May  11  (Ue1  There  i s  no  ques t i on
of  to ta l  a i r  war  such as the enemy at t r ibutes
to Germany.  But  the German Aj - r  Force wi l l
repay many t imes every at tempt  by the enemy
to  tu rn  th i s  i n to  a  to ta l  $ la r .  (D .N-8 .
agency )  {

On  May  24 ,  1940 ,  Ado1 f  H i t l e r  au tho r i zed  the  German  A i r  Fo rce

to at tack the Engl ish home land in  the fu l lest  mannerr  ds soon

as  su f f i c i en t  f o rces  were  ava i l ab le .  H i t l e r  sa id :

Th i s  a t tack  w i l l  be  opened  by  an  ann ih i l a t i ng
rep r i sa l  f o r  Eng l i sh  a t tacks  on  the  nuh r . l o

On-Augus t  1 ,  1940 ,  H i t l e r  d i rec ted  tha t  he  rese rved  to  h imse l f

the r ight  to  dec ide qn ter ror  a t tacks as
measur6-s of  repr isa l . i l

O n  A u g u s t  1 3 ,  1 9 4 0 ,  t h e  B a t t l e  o f  B r i t a i n  b e g a n .  O n  t h e



lt
f i r s t  day ,  1  t485  German  a i r c ra f t  c rossed  the  Eng l i sh  Channe l .

eC f i rs t  the German Ai r  Force was under  s t r ic t  orders not  to
t3

bomb obvious ly  non-mi l i tary  areas.  This  changed however  af ter

the Br i t ish bombed Ber l in  on August  25 and again on August  28

in reta l ia t ion for  a  Nazi  a t tack on London which was bombed

tt+
bv  m is take j '  A f te r  t he  B r i t i sh  ra ids  on  Ber l j - n ,  t he  German  a i r

of fens ive against  Great  Br j - ta in  soon entered a new,  much crueler

and more v ic j -ous ' -phase.  On September 4,  1940,  Hi t ler ,  angered

by the Br i t ish at tacks on Ber l in ,  threatened to

'  raze c j - tes in  repr isa l  for  Br i t ish bombings.

H i t l e r  dec la reds

dann werden

we  w i l l

H i - t ler  meant  what  he 'sa id.  Between September and December

1940 ,  B r i t j - sh  c i t i es  were  i nd i sc r im ina te l y  pounded  by  f l ee ts

of  German a i rcraf t .  Hardest  h i t  were the c i t ies of  London,

Coventry ,  B i rmingham, Br is to l ,  Southampton and L iverpool .  The

resul ts  were devastat ing.  Between September 7 and November

13,  London was bombed 67 consecut ive n ights ,  except ing on" .16

London uut t "a i7

perhaps the worst  s ing le at tack on a Br i t ish c i ty  occurred

on  November  14 ,  1940 ,  when  German  a i r c ra f t  d ropped  600  tons

of  explos ives and thousands of  incendiar ies on Coventry t

annih i la t ing the center  o f  the c i ty  and resul t ing in  the death
. t g

of  400 people. -  The at tack on Coventry  was fo l lowed by three

successive ra ids on Bi rmingham, England,  f rom November 1 9th

Wenn s ie unsere Stadte angre i fen,
wi r  ihre Stadte ausradi -eren!

(T f  ou r  c i t i es  a re  a t tacked ,  t hen
erad ica te  the i r  c i t i es !  ) / f



t i l1  the 22nd,  resul t ing in  a lmost  800 deaths and over  two

thousand : -n iured19 The goal  o f  the bombing was to  shat ter  the

morale of  the Br i t ish people in  order  to  compel  the i r

uncondi t ional  surrender .  This ,  however ,  Hi t ler  fa i led to

achieve,  and on September 15r  1940,  wi th  the German Ai r  Force

unable to  achieve a i r  super ior i ty  over  England,  Hi t ler  postponed

indef in i te ly  Operat ion Seal ion,  h is  p lan for  the invas ion of

er i ta in? But  German a i r  a t tacks over  Great  Br i ta j -n  cont inued,

w i th  l e tha I  resu l t s .  By  March  28 ,  1941 t  a  to ta l  o f  28 ,859

c i v i l i ans  had  been  k i l l ed  and  40 r ' 166  se r ious l y  wounded  in  a i r

ra ids on Great  er i ta i r i j  by June 30,  1943,  the, f igures had r isen
?e

to  more  than  40 ,000  k i l l ed  and  more  than  120 t000  wounded .

Thl ' l  Bri. t ish retal iated by expanding t,heir air offensit 'e

against  Germany.  On September 11,  1940,  the Royal  A i r  Force

at tacked Ber l in ,  dropping "a ver i tab le hai l  o f  incendiary bombs

on the famous Unter  den L inden and Brandenburg Gate."  Br i t ish

ai rcraf t  a lso at tacked Hamburg and por ts  on the Cont inent .

In  these at tacks the Br i t ish used "secret  weaponrr r  an

incendiary device which the Royal Air Force dropped on Germany
t 3

"by the mi l l ions" l  on September 23,  1940,  the Br i t ish at tacked
1 g

B e r 1 i n  a g a i n l '

Even after the Germans invaded the Soviet Union on June

22,  1941,  the bombing of  Br i ta i .n  d id  not  s top.  The Germans
2 t ' 6

launched especia l ly  large a j - r  ra ids in  1942 and 1944.  But  as

German mil i tary resources lere depleted in the east, the German

Alr Porce ceased to be a major factor in conducting offensive

operat ions against  Great  gr i ta in lT

fn p lace of  the a i r  force,  Germany ut i l ized new k inds of

6



weapons to  cont inue the i r  a t tack on the Br i t ish rs les.  These

weapons were ca l led V weapons,  V s tanding for  Vergul tung or

ret r ibut ion.  There were two V weapons.  The V 1 was a

jet -propel led p i lo t less a i rcraf t  which carr led a one- ton warhead.

Beg inn ing  i n  June  1944 t  2 r448  o f  t hese  weapons  h i t  An twerp r

2 t 4 1 9  L o n d o n  ( o u t  o f  1 0 , 4 9 2  a i m e d  a t  i t )  a n d  3 , 1 3 2  h i t  o t h e r

par ts  of  England.  The V 2 was a rocket .  f t  was lmpossib le

to ln tercept  and arr ived wi thout  warn i .ng s ince i t  t raveled faster

than sound. The V 2 was therefore a more terri fying weapon

than the V 1.  Antwerp received 1 t265 h i ts .  London received

517 and other  par ts  of  England 537.

The Germans were also developing a V 3 weapon - a long

range gr ln ,  416 feet .  long,  which was to  f i : re  one shel1 on Londcr

every twelve seconds.  Construct ion of  th is  weapon hras s tar ted,

but never completed.

The V 1 and V 2 at tacks were ter r i fy ing.  The worst  aspect

of these attacks l tas the number of men, women and children who

$/ere bl inded by f lying glass before they knew that anything

had st ruck.  In  sp i te  of  doctors work ing round the c lock on

del icate eye operat ions many lost  the i r  s ight  for  1 i fe .

I n  the  f i r s t  two  weeks  the  V  1  s  k i l l ed  1 ,600  peopJ .e ,

se r ious l y  i n ju red  ano the r  4 r5OO and  damaged  200 r000  houses l

the casual ty  ra te in  England in  June 1 944 was as heavy as i t

had been in  September 1940,  a l though the weight  o f  a t tack

measured in tons of explosives was much l ighter. Over the whole

per iod of  the V 1 and V 2 at tacks 291400 houses were complete ly

destroyed in Lorrdon and over a guarter of a rnj.1l ior, , la*"ged18

Thus while the Brit ish were bombing the German homeland,



the Germans,  ut i l iz ing formidable je t  and rocket  propel led

weapons,  hTere bombing the Br i t ish homeland too.  I t  was to ta l

war .

s tar$ ing wi th  the ra id  on Mannheim on December 16,  1940 1

Br i t ish a i r  ch iefs  began bombing the homes of  workers.  The

ai r  ch iefs  argued that  such targets  were easj -er  to  h i t  then
J9

factor ies and would reduce German industr ia l  product ion.  This

tact ic  Aained oTf ic ia l  approval  in  March 1942 wi th  the adopt ion

of  the L indemann P1a.n by the War Cabinet .  Freder ick L indemann'

Wins ton  Church i l l ' s  P r inc ipa l  Sc ien t i f i c  Adv i se r ,  u rged  tha t

bombing be d i rected against  German work ing-c lags houses in

preference to  mi l i tary  object ives,  which were much too d i f f icu l t

t o  h i t .  He  c la imed  tha t  g i ven  a ,  t o ta l  concen t ra t i on  o f  e f fo r t

on the product ion of  a i rcraf t  su i tab le for  th is  workr  50 percent

o f  a l l -  houses  i n  t he  c i t i es  and  towns  i n  Germany  w i th  ove r  5OIOO0

inhabi tants  would be dest royed,  thus s ign i f icant ly  reducing

3 o
German industr ia l  product ion.

L indemannrs posi t ion was st rongly  contested by other

sc ien t i - s t s ,  no tab l y  P ro fesso rs  Henry  T i za rd  and  P .M.S .  B Iacke t t ,

who a l - leged that  expectat ions were great ly  exaggerated and argued

for  more se lect ive operat ions such as the war  against  the U-

3 i
b o a t s .

Nonetheless the Ai r  Min is t ry  fe l l  behind the L indemann

paper .  Opposi t ion to  the L indemann Plan was not  on ly  defeated

bu t  squashed .  T i za rd  was  ca l l ed  a  de fea t i s t .  S t ra teg i c  bomb ing ,

accord ing_ to  th_e L indemann pol icy,  was put  in to act ion wi th

every ef for t  the country  coula *" r " iZ
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The Br i t ish a i r  o f fens ive against  Nazi  Germany became

ie len t l ess .  By  November  1942 ,  Be r l i n  had  been  a t tacked  53  t imes '

B remen  101  t imes ,  Co logne  110  t imes ,  Hamburg  93  t imes ,  and  K ie l

? ' t
70 t imesl '  A1most  every major  German c i ty  was bombed by the

B r i t i s h .  I n  o n e  h u g e  a t t a c k  o n  c o l o g n e  o n  M a y  3 1 ,  1 9 4 2 ,  t h e

Br i t ish dropped 3r000 tons of  incendiary and explos ive bombs

on the c i ty ,  leavJ-ng seven-e ighths of  the c i ty  in  f lames and

.rv
causing 20tO0O'-deaths. '  fn  an at tack on Bremerhaven on the

even ing  o f  Sep tember  18 ,  1944 ,  t he  B r i t i sh  i n  twen ty  m inu tes

d ropped  42O.OOO incend ia ry  bombs  and  511  exp los i ve  bombs t

des t roy ing  2 ,670  bu i td ings r  i nc lud ing  6  chu rches  and  14  schoo ls ,

d a m a g i n g  o v e r  1 r 8 0 0  o t h e r  b u i l d i n g s ,  a n d  l e a v i n g  6 1 8  d e a d t  1 t 4 9 3

se r ious l y  i n ju red  and  ove r  30 rO00  ho*e less I  Such  a t tacks  were

catast rophic

-The est i rnates of  the numbers of  Germans k i l led and wounded

i n  t h e  a i r  a t t a c k s  v a r y .  T h e  f i g u r e s . r a n g e  f r o m  3 0 5 t 0 0 0  k i l l e d

36
t o  6 0 0 r 0 0 0  k i l l e d  a n d  8 0 0 r 0 0 0  w o u n d e d .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  4 . 1 1  m i l l i o n

homes  in  Germany  were  en t i re l y  o r  pa r t i a l l y  des t royed  and  13  ' 7

mir l ion Germans became homeless due to  the a i r  a t tackJ Not

a l l  t hese  fosses  cou ld  be  a t t r i bu ted  to  the  B r i t i sh r  however ,

s ince the Uni ted States Ai r  Force a lso bombed German c i t ies l f ,

Despi te  the immense damage in f t ic ted on the German c i t ies

by the Royal  A i r  Force,  quest ions were ra ised concern ing the

mi l i t a ry  e f fec t i veness  o f  t he  bomber  o f fens i ve .  Due  to  techn ica l

l imi ta t ions which made prec is j -on bombing f rom high a l t i tudes

exceed ing l y  d i f f i cu l t  i f  no t  comp le te l y  imposs ib le ,  on l y  a  sma l -1

percentage of  the bombs that  were dropped h i t  the i r  ta tg" t "J7



Nonetheless many lvlPs in the House of Commons wholeheartedly

ipproved the bombing of  German c i t ies.  Perhaps the greatest

advocate of  s t ra tegic  bombing was Wj-nston Churchi l l .  Churchi l l

repeatedly  spoke out  in  favor  of  bombing as a mi l i tary  measure

that  woul -d h inder  Germany's  war  making capaci ty  and thereby

he lp  w in  the  war .  On  Oc tobe r  8 r  1940 ,  Church i l l  sa id :

What  we are doing now is  to  bat ter
cont inuously ,  wi th  forces which s teadi ly
incre-ase in  power,  each one of  those points

-  j -n  Germany which we bel ieve wi l l  do the
Germans  mos t  i n ju ry  and  w i l l  mos t  speed i l y
lessen the i r  Power to  s t r ike at  us

'  Our  object  must  be to  in f l ic t  the maximum
harm on the enemy's  war-making capaci ty .  un
Th is  i s  t he  on l y  ob jec t  t ha t  we  sha l !  pu rsue" -

On  May  10 ,  1942 ,  Church i l l  s "a id :

T h e  B r i t i s h . . . b o m b i n g  o f f e n s i v e  a g a i n s t
Germany wi t l  be one of  the pr inc ipa l  features
o f  t h i s  yea r rs  wor ld  war .  Now i s  t he  t ime
to use our  increasingly  super ior  a i r  s t rength

-  t o  s t r j - ke  and" ion t i nua l l y  a t  t he  home f ron t
i n  Germany . . .wh ich  i s  t he  founda t ion  o f
the whole enormous German i-nvasion of
R u s s i a . . . . N o w  i t  i s  t h e  t i - m e  t o  b r i n g  h o m e
to the German people the wickedness of  the i r
ru lers ,  by dest roy ing under  the i r  very eyes
the factor ies and seapor ts  on which the i r
war  ef for t  dePends.?/

To Churchi l l ,  the German "home f ront t t  was a leg i t imate mi l i tary

ta rge t .

Many in  Par l iament  agreed wiLh churchi l l .  one MP argued

tha t  a t l  o f  Germany  shou ld  be  bombed .  On  November  13 ,  19411

Cap ta in  John  P ro fumo (Conserva t i ve )  sa id :

There are some who say we should not  debase
ourselves by bombing anyth ing but  mi l i tary
object ives.  To those I  would answer that
in  my opin ion any sguare inch of  land which

- i s  o -cup ied  by  any th ing ,  an j -ma l  o r  m ine ra l ,
which is  contr ibut ing in  any way to  the
German war ef for t  is  a  leg i t imate mi l i tary
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target tl

others in  Par l iament  fe l t  that  even i f  the bombs d id not

h i t  the i r  targets ,  the bomber of fens ive had great  mi l i tary  va lue

because i t  undermined German morale.  on March 4,  1942,  George

Garro-Jones (Labor  -  Aberdeen,  Nor th)  sa id:

Now we know that these heavy bombers cannot
operate except from extreme alt i tudes or
by night. fn the former case they cannot
h i t  the i r  targets .  As far  as d j . rect  h i ts
on speci f ied industr ia l  targets  by h igh-' 
f lying ai-rcraft by night 

"16 
concerned,

we might as well send the long distance
bombers to  the moon. . . .And no$/  a few words
about  the moral  e f fect .  The moral  e f fect
is of immense i.mportance.*J

Similar views $tere expressed by Arthur Duckworth (Conservative

sa1op, shrewsburyl: Geoffrey Mander (Liberar - worverhampton,
It{.

East) ,  and Capta j .n  Peter  Macdonald (Conservat ive -  Is le  of
+6

wight  )  .

one MP felt rel ief when told that the bombing of Germany

would cont inue.  on March 11,  1942 Lt .  co l .  s i r  Thomas Moore

(Conservat ive -  Dis t r ic ts  of  Ayr  Burghs)  sa j .d : .

I  paid a visit  to Gerrnany after the war
and came across a very intel l igent German
of f icer . . .and one of  the th ings he repeatedly
rubbed in, was that the Germans feared
bombing more than anyth ing e lse. .  " . f  was
rel ieved in my mind by the statement of
the Secretary of State, when he made it
clear, in categorical terms, that the policy
of the Air Force hras to continue bombing
Germany relentlessly 37

The bombing had a devastating effect on the morale of the

German people. one German who had l ived through several air

attacks wrote:

These constant air attacks were a tremendous
hardship on the civi l j -an populati .on,

i 1



e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  w o m e n . . . . L i f e  i n  t h e  b i g
c i t i es  was  no th ing  bg t  t u rmo i l ,  no t  j us t
phys i ca l l y ,  bu t  t he  psycho log i ca l  e f fec ts
w e r e  c o n s j - d e r a b l e . . . . E v e n  t h e  B e r l i n e r s ,
who were known for  the i r  toughness,  became
unnerved as t ime went  by.  Day af ter  dayt
n ight  a f ter  n ight ,  our  nerves*  were tested
in the basements.  The German people would
have not  been able to  s tand th is  war  of
ne rves ,  . t h i s  psycho log i ca l  ha rdsh ip  much
longer. t 'F

Another  German who surv ived the Br i t ish at tack on Bremerhaven

o n  S e p t e m b e r  1 9 ,  1 9 4 4 ,  l a t e r  r e c a l l e d :

Menschen laufen vere inzel t  und verstor t
durch d ie Trummer.  rn  den Gesichten sehe
ich  fas t  nu r  gequa l te  En tsch lossenhe i t ,
das Leid konnte ich nur  erahnen.  Am nachsten
Tag begann wieder ,  wie se i t  5  Jahrenr  d i 'e
Arbel t  fur  den schon sei t  langem ver lorenen
Kr ieg.  Warum, warum?

(Men ran sporadica l ly  and bewi ldered through
the ru ins.  In  the faces I  saw only  tormented
de te rm ina t i on ,  g r i e f  r  cou ld  on l y  imag ine .
Next  day we began work ing again,  a l ready
f ive years,  for  a  $/ar  that  had long s ince
been  los t .  WhY,  whY? lV t

By br ing ing the war  d i rect ly  to  the German homeland,  the Br i t ish
fo

bomber of fens ive weakened the wi l l  o f  the German people to  f ight .

suppor t  for  churchi t l_  t  s  conduct  o f  the war  was a lmost

fl
unanimous- . '  On July  2t  1942,  the quest ion was put  to  a vote l

the  House vo ted  475 to  25

f{
o f  the  war .  On the  same

i n  f  avo r  o f  Church i l - 1  ' s  d i rec t i on

day Churchi l l  again defended the need

for  cont inu ing the bomber of fens ive.

I  know there is  a  tendency to  der ide and
disparage the bomber ef for t  against  Germany'
bu t  I  t h ink  tha t  i s  a  ve ry  g rea t  m is take .
There is  no doubt  that  the bomber of fens ive
against  Germany is  the most  powerfu l  means
we have of  carry ipg on an of fens ive war
aga ins t  Germany . ' -

Despi te  the overwhelming supppor t  for  Churchi l l  in  the
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House of  Commons,  some Members of  Par l iament  be l ieved that  the

bomber of fens ive,  which was centra l  to  Churchi l l ' s  war  program,

was moral ly  wrong and should be s topped.  This  issue was ra ised

on severa l  occasj -ons by Richard Stokes Lt ,abor  
-  fpswich) .  On

May  19 ,  1g42 ,  S tokes  ca l l ed  s t ra teg i c  bomb in j  " con tag ious  l unacy "
r?

which would never  dest roy the morale of  the peoPle,  and on

November 24,  1942,  Stokes,  quot ing a speech he made in  June

1942,  ca l led the bombing of  Cologne

moral ly  wrongr  Ers no real  e f for t  was made
to  l im i t  t he  ta rge ts  to  m i l i t a ry
o b j e c t i v e s . . . .

Stokes vras outraged by the carnage resul t ing f rom the bombing:

;;; ffiffil""lirlllll'.3nill';il"?:;"I"T;:,
l i ve ,  and  i t  f i l l s  me  w i th  abso lu te  nausea
to Lhink of  the f i l thy task that  many of
our  young men are being inv i ted to  carry
o u t . S j

Stokes was not  a lone in  h is  opposi t ion to  the way the bomber

o f fens i ve  was  be ing  conduc ted .  On  November  12 ,  1942 ,  r vo r  Thomas

(Labor  Keighty)  expressed concern over  the moral i ty  o f  bombing

non-mi l i tary  targets  and how the wor l -d  would judge the Br i t ish

peop le .

. . . w e  d o  n o t  b e l i e v e  i n  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f
an eye for  an eye and a tooth for  a
t o o t h . . . . S u c h  a  s t e p ,  i n  s u m r  w o u l d  b r i n g
us no mi l i tary  advantages but  would be
calcu lated to  br ing us in to d isrepute
throughout  the wor ld ,  and i t  woul -d in f lame
pub l i c  op in ion  aga ins t  us .sZ

Thomas was jo ined by Ol iver  S immonds (Nat ional  Unionis t

Bi rmingham, Duddleston)  who lamented the bombing of  enemy

coun t r i es .

Ie t  me  no t  be  accused  o f  reve l i ng  i n
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carnage.  This  bombing of  enemy countr ies,
just  l ike the bombing of  our  own land,  is
a horr ib le  neeessi ty  i -n  modern war fare,
w h i c h  n o b o d y  w a n t s  l e s s  t h a n  I . . . . f ' 7

On  March  11 ,  1943 ,  F rede r i ck  Mon tague  (Labor  f s l i ng ton ,  Wes t )

ca l led for  a  reaf f i rmat ion that  the bombing pol icy  was a imed

at  mi l i tary  object ives and that  the bombing was not  mere ly  to

in f l i c t  wan ton  des t ruc t i - on .

. . . . f  d o  n o t  l i k e  t h e  i d e a  o f  w a n t o n
d e s t r u c t i o n . , . . I  b e l i e v e  t h a t  w e  a r e
mainta j -n ing our  po l icy  of  -concentrat ing
upon  m i l i t a ry  ob jec t i ves ,  bu t  f  t h ink  i t
is  impor tant  that  we should s tate to  the-
wor ld  that  there is  no depar ture of  po l icy t
that rde are not bombing the people of Germany
-  women and chi ldren to  use another
sent imenta l  phrase -  mere ly  for  i ts  *anton
sake.  5- f

Montague's  appeal  1ed to  a response f rom Capta in Haro ld

Bal four ,  the Jo int  UndersecreLary of  State for  A i r ,  who denied

tha t  t he  B r i t i sh  were  respons ib le  fo r  t he  su f fe r i ng  o f . t he  German

c iv i l i an  popu la t i on  and  re i t e ra ted  the  m i l i t a ry  pu rpose  o f  t he

bombing.

f  g ive the assurance that  there is  no change
in  ou r  po l i cy ,  t ha t  ou r  pu rpose  i s  t o  des t roy
Germany's  industry ,  t ranspor t  and war
industry  and war  potent la l ,  and that  we
are not  wantonly  bombing women and chi ldren
for  the sake of  do ing so.e" l

On  March  6 ,  1945 ,  R icha rd  S tokes ,  re fe r r i ng  to  the  a t tack

o n  D r e s d e n  i n  w h i c h  3 5 r 0 0 0  t o  2 5 0 1 0 0 0  p e o p l e  d i e d f o a s f e a  i f

ter ror  bombing was now par t  o f  Br i t is t r  pot icySl  Stokes '  quest ion

Ied to  a rep ly  f rom Commander Ruper t  Brabner ,  the Jo int

Undersecretary of  State for  a i r ,  who vehement ly  denied that

the Br i t ish were engaged in  ter ror  bombing

We are not wasting our bombers or t j-me on
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pure ly  ter ror  tact ics .  Out  job is  to  dest roy
the enemy. That is what we are doing, I
hope in an ever j-ncreasing and more eff icient
way.  I t  does not  do the hon.  Member just ice
to come to this House and try to suggest
that there are a 1ot of Air Marshals or
p i lo ts  r  o t  anyone e lser  s i t t ing in  a room,
trying to think how many German women and
c h i l d r e n  t h e y  c a n  k i l 1 . . . . W e  a r e
concentrating on war targets, and we intend
to remain concentrated on them unti l  Germany
gives up.a

It can be argued that the Brit ish bomber offensj-ve was

a reasonable,  Iog ica l ,  necessary,  and acceptable mi l i tary

s t ra tegy .  A f te r  a l J - ,  B r i t a in ' s  su rv i va l  was  a t  s take .  Bu t

was the bomber offensive legal under internationat law? Sir

Ar thur  Harr is ,  the Commander- in-Chief  o f  the Royal  A i r  Force

during most of World War Two, clai-med that there was no

internat ionaL law in  the mat ter  o f  the use of  a i rcraf t f j  However '

this does not seem to have been the case. At the outbreak of

World War Two there were at least sixteen international
/ l I

agreements governing the rules of warfarel '  Four of these

agreements the 1 899 Hague Convent ion,  the 1907 Hague

Convent ion,  the 1923 Hague Rules of  A i r  Warfare,  and the 1 938

League of Nation resolution on warfare from the air - were

appl icable to  aer ia t  rar f . r "9 f  Both the l1gg and 1gO7 Hague

Conventions stated that only armed and uniformed personnel who

conducted t ' their operations in accordance with the laws and

customs of  war ;  "  gual i f  ied as bel l iger  
" r r t=6rL 

thus exc luding

c iv i l ians,  and that  " the r ight  o f  be l l igerents  to  adopt  means

o f  i n ju r i ng  Lhe  enemy  [was ]  no t  un l im i ted . "6TBo th  t rea t i es  a l so

p roh ib i t ed  " the  a t tack  o r  bombardmen t  o f  t owns ,  v i11ages . . . o r

bui ld ings"  which hTere undefend"a!  In  addi t ion,  the 1gO7 Hague
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Convent j -on prohib i ted the employment  of  "arms,  pro ject i les,
61

or  mater ia l  ca lcu lated to  cause unnecessary suf fer i_ng"  and

fur ther  s tated that

I i ]n  s ieges and bombardments a l l  necessary
steps must be taken to spare as far as
possib le ,  bu i ld ings dedicated to  re l ig ion,
ar t ,  sc iencer  ox char i tab le purposes,
h is tor ic  monuments,  hospi ta ls ,  and p laces
where the sick and wounded are collected,'  provided they are not being used at the
t ime for  mi l i tary  purposes.u

'  
Rules speci f ica l ly  govern ing the conduct  o f  a i r  war fare

were set forth in the 1923 Hague Rules of Air Warfare and the

1 938 League of Nation resolution on warfare from the air. The

1923 Hague Rules of Air Warfare forbade the

talerial bombardment for the purpose of
terrorizing the civi l ian -population, of
destroying or damaging private property
not  o f  a  mi l i tary  character ,  or  o f  in jur ing
non-combatants" 7l

and "the indj.scriminate bombardment of the civi l ian population"

if  sj-tuated around mil i tary targets in such a manner that the

bombardnent of the civi l ian population could not be avoidedl

The 1 938 League of Nation resolutj .on on warfare from the air

stated, according to Adam Roberts and Richard Guelff,  that

reasonable care must be taken in attacking
mil i tary objectives co avoj.d bombardment
of a ci l i t i ln population in the neighborhood.TJ

Great Brj-tain had a moral and legal responsibi l i ty to comply

with these agreements. However, considering the technical

problems affecting bombing accuracy and the viciousness of the

war i tse l f ,  i t  is  not  surpr is ing that  Br i t ish conduct  o f  the

bomber offensive may have at t imes breached j.nternational law.

' 16



The fact  is  that ,  in  accordance wi th  the L indemann P1an,  the

Br i t ish d id target  German c iv i l ians for  aer la l  bombardment  and

did subject  German c i t ies to  ind iscr iminate bombing,  resul t i -ng

in the dest ruct ion of  schools ,  churches and hospi ta ls ,  which

could hard ly  be considered leg i t imate mi l i tary  targets .  But

did this mean that the Brit ish bomber offensive was immoral?

Perhaps the decision to bomb German cj.vi l j .ans cannot be condor,"al*

but there were extenuatj.ng circumstances which caused the Brit ish

to take that  act ion.  The Br i t ish were being threatened wi th

total destruction from Nazi. Germany and the Brit ish had to do

something to defend themselves and insure their survival.

Moreover, the Brit ish bomber offensive was not a craven act.

Germany was far  f rom being. , le fensel -ess and, ,  un l ike the Nazj -s ,

whose ult imate goal sras, in the words of Adolf Eichmann, the
-7'

"k i l l ing,  e l j .minat ion and annj -h i la t ion"  of  whole populat ions

and the imposi t ion of  the i r  rac is t  ideology on the rest  o f  the

Europe, the Brit ish were not bent on exterminating the German

people or  explo i t ing them af ter  the war .  Br i t ish war  pol icy

was shaped by a desire to preserve their own existence and bring

the war  to  a successfu l  c lose.  fn  a le t ter  to  Joseph Sta l in

dated June 25,  1g4O, Winston Churchi l l  def ined Br i t ish war  a ims; ;

Great  Br i ta in 's  po l icy  is  concentrated on
two objects  -  one,  to  save hersel f  f rom
German domi.nation, which the Nazi government
wj.shes to i-mpose, and the other, to free
the rest of Europe from the domination which
Germany j.s now in the process of imposing
on i t .76

Brit ish war aims did not include massacre of the German people.
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World War Two was a worldwide calamity which proved once

again the horror and savagery of war. The cost of the war in

terms of  l ives lost  and proper ty  damaged is  inca1culable.

Mi l l ions vrere k i l led,  mi l l ions were in jured,  mi l l ions more were

disp laced,  and whole countr ies were devastated.
77

The Br i t ish d id not  escape the carnage.  In  addi t ion to

the thousands of  c j -v i l ians k i l led and in jured in  German a i r

ra ids and V 1 and V 2 rocket  a t tacks,  Br i t ish mi l i tary  losses

nere  264 ,443  k i I l ed ,  277 ,077  wounded ,  and  213 t919  taken  p r i sone r

78 7q
o r  m iss ing ;  55 r000  d ied  i n  t he  bomber  o f fens i ve  aga ins t  Germany . '

Yet  despi te  the bruta l i ty  o f  the war  and, the i r  v ic t imizat ion

as targets  of  Nazi  aggress j -on,  the Br i t ish d id not  debase

themselves l ike the Nazj .s  who,  der ived patholoqica l .  sat is fact ion

f rom the v i le  acts  of  barbar ism they commit ted in  the regions

they occupiedio Alan C1ark wr i tes of  " the sept ic  v io lence of

N a z i s m " ,  t h e

mass murder ,  depor tat ionsr  de l iberate
starvat ion of  pr isoner  cages,  the burn ing
al ive of  school  ch i ldren,  " target  pract ice"
o n  c i v i l i a n  h o s p i t a l s  -  a t r o c i t i e s . . . s o
commonplace that no man coming fresh to
the scene could stay sane without acquir ing
a protect ive veneer  of  bruta l izat ion.8f

The Brit ish never sank to such depths of depravity during the

$rar. Indeed, immediately after the war, with anger and outrage

over  German at roc i t ies at  a  h igh p i tch,  and wi th  every

opportunity to emulate the behavior of their former enemy, the

Br i t ish s t i l l  t reated the Germans wi th  len iency and generos i ty f f

in stark contrast to the way the Germans had tormented and

and ter ror ized rhei r  he lp less v j .c t i rus,  especia l ly  the ;e l * 's13
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i r ,

The Br i t ish bomber of fens ive was a lso an act  o f  v io lence,

but  i t  was not  a  gratu i tous and psychopath ic  act  o f  ter ror  nor

htas i t  part of an exterminatj-onlst program. The bomber offensive

$tas s t r ic t ry  a mi l l tary  measure,  and the RoyaL Ai r  Force was

a mi l i tary  uni t  and not  a  ter ror is t  organizat ion l ike the ss

Einsatzg.rrpp"..t*

Br i t ish pol icy  makers were confronted wi th  a choice e i ther

bomb Germany wi th  ar1 the means at  the i r  d isposal ,  which meant

that  c iv i l ians would not  be sparedr  or  r isk  Great  Br i ta in

suf fer ing crushing defeat .  The choice was made and German c i t ies

l rere dest royed.  The ev idence. ind icates that  the Br i t ish

government  was not  insensi t ive to  the moral  impl icat ions of

the bomber of fens ive,  but  under  the ex igencies of  war ,  the

Br i t ish governmentrs  war  s t rategy was u l t imate ly  in f luenced

hot by moral conslderatlons but by the overriding need to achieve

Victory .
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