YALTA OR POTSDAM

by Vasilis Samaras

FROM MUNICH TO POTSDAM (1938-1945)

Prologue 1

It is generally accepted that approaching historical truth is a
quite difficult matter. In fact, if we consider the difficulties In
approaching truth to current issues, then we might understand the
problem regarding issues of the past. The problem is even greater
when it has to deal with the way the image of things reaches the
masses. This issue isnObnly related to the intentions of the ones who
deal with it but it is also related to the general context and mainly the
general balance power which exists in social and political field. It is
well known that this balance of power isnOtfavoring progressive
concepts, the movement, the working class and the peoples in
general.

This situation OpermitsCrertain artful persons to present or
Ointerpret®listory according their particular interests or pursues. They
write studies, they work out essays; they publish researches and
articles in newspapers and magazines. All these take place in the
name of Orestoration of historical truthO and the passing to the
peoples, who according them have a wrong understanding about
them. Thus, if people Pwho havenOtost yet their memory completely -
have a particular view about the role of the Bolshevik revolution and
COM intern, about the role of Soviet Union or StalinOsand their
contribution in WW2, all these are OdeceptionO products.

They are Odistorted@nages of historyOsOforgeryQAccording our
penholders it passed in peopleOsconscience and memory, through
some OevilO way.

Orwell is being mobilized (useful) somewhere around here.
With his help every diabolical remnant is being exorcised. This
continuous bombing formulates an atmosphere. Thus, all these do



not simply Orestore(iistory. They release us from certain ObondsO.
They save us from certain OnightmaresCror, the world described by
Orwell, was a nightmare. The forgers of history described in “1984”,
were nightmarish as well. They donOtlook like the prominent
scientists-historians who have so many profitable positions. (That
prominent!). They have no relation to exquisite journalists who
undertake the campaign of their Oresearch@esults. They are exactly
the opposite of the shining artists who try to reproduce the new
historical truth in a Onew dimensionO.

Finally they donOtook like the managers-financiers of the whole
campaign. Nowadays the last ones, by knowing the most advanced
marketing have their own Ofinesse(lhus, they feel free to proceed to
the most obvious distortions of historical events; they feel free to try
to make a complete forgery- overthrowing of history, in order to
satisfy the current demands of the system.

This is the whole case. If in the middle of the attack is for
example, OStalinissueOor OStalinism@nd other of the kind, the real
objective is the complete ideological disarming of the masses, within
the framework of the systemOs general attack globally.

OButshouldnOthere be criticism?OThis is the left pretext served
by some. OCriticismand self-criticism strengthen the movement, Lenin
saidO (They remembered even Lenin). Certainly criticism strengthens
the movement. We believe, criticism should be conducted and we
also believe that the completion of revolutionary criticism of that
period would not only help but it would resolutely contribute for the
determing advance of revolutionary movement.

There is only one thing. We cannot believe that the various
imperialist groups give a dime about revolutionOsadvance, or the
various press groups give a dime for communist movementOs
progress. We do not even accept Oself-criticism®y the reformists,
who only wish to be agreeable and acceptable by the system.

Finally we do not accept at all that Gorbachev policy aimed the
OenlightenO and OrestorationO of historical truth.

There is a Osimple@hing necessary to persuade us for their
intentions. Let the files open. (Yes, itOsnot the Stalinists that keep
them closed). Let everyone free access in the whole of sources and
evidence regarding that historical period. We have no illusion that this
might happen. They are simply going to speak in the abstract and the
evidence that is to be published will be very carefully chosen.

Nevertheless, things have another side. The misfortune for the



ones who undertook the Orestoration©f historical truth is that it exists.
Facts happened in a particular way. That is why their OinterpretationsO
are condemned to go around this OuniquenessGp mix with it and fall
into thousands contradictions.

Despite all their efforts to hide and distort truth, it managed to
escape and reveal inside their manuscripts.

This is exactly where we are going to lean on in this text. We will
not look for evidence in OStalinist@uthors. We are Osatisfied@ith the
evidence that occurred from bourgeois and revisionist writers, or even
fanatic anti-communists and extremely anti-Stalinist such as, for
example, Raymond Catrtier.

Prologue 2

Our objective is not to write the history of this significant period,
as WW2 is. This is a task for historians. Based on the work of
historians and cross-examining evidence and information, we would
like to constitute some views on certain significant issues. The anti-
Stalinist campaign, launched nowadays, includes StalinOs both
political activity and personal life, ever since the day he was born.
Many prominent and brilliant scientists look for OtraumasQeft by
smallpox since his childhood, for something his left hand had and
other of the kind serious matters. They work on all these seriously,
hoping that people will deal with them the same way. Among the
older of them is Trotsky, whose obsession slipped through concepts
which barely abstain from racism. However, we are not going Bnot
now or ever- deal with the Otraumasof StalinOshildhoodOor TrotskyOs
or anyone elseOs. Our main interest is always in the political issues.

In current anti-Stalinist literature, the accusations for the Non-
attack act between Soviet Union and Germany (known in bourgeois
literature as Ribentrop-Molotov act), about Yalta and the
Oredistribution®f the world, about StalinOsOsurprise®f the German
attack, have a significant place. There is also an attempt to reduce or
even blacken his role and contribution during WW2.The then
leadership of Soviet Union for reasons that would be clarified later
hadnOtlways said things by their name, and practically didnOtefend
themselves in certain cases in their effort to secure more significant
issues.

In fact, this war was a number of political events which took turns
with the military in frequency, and mainly in significance and



criticality. The verification that war was the continuance of politics by
different means was materialized every day in the highest degree
during the whole length of it.

We believe that the most crucial Oissue@f the previous period
was Owhatkind of war this would beO.For, it was definite that there
was going to be a war. The circumstances created the previous
period, unavoidably, led to it. The question was: who was going to
fight against whom, why and for what objectives they would fight, who
would ally with whom and for what purpose? The image, a lot of
people have is the one of the final alliances. Particularly the new
generations under the OinfluenceQof the media have a rather
simplified image of war. We might say with great certainty that the
issue of alliances was not only an extremely decisive and crucial
matter but it was the one that followed the most Opeculiar@aths until
it took its final form (The way and as long it took it).

At the same time it (the alliances) was an issue that OfluctuatedO
during prewar period and kept on OfluctuatingOin this or the other
degree, during the whole length of it.

It was definitely the issue that played a decisive role for the war
to take the form and the features it finally got, in the formulation of
balance of power and correspondingly in its outcome and results.

It is only natural that this issue will occupy us, particularly since
our basic interest is the political dimension of the facts.

Note: In order to be correct we should say that the title is a
variant of the title Horrowitz used in his book OFrom Yalta to VietnamO.

PART 1
About the non-attack treaty between Soviet Union and Germany

War was inevitable

During the years before WW2, big and acute problems appeared
globally.

WW1 not only didnOtsolve the problems of the international
capitalist- imperialist system but created new and more acute ones.

Among the results of war there was one Ooutcome@xtremely
significant. The fulfilment of the Bolshevik revolution, the
establishment of the first proletarian state in the world. USSROs
construction OdrewoutOa huge market from the international capitalist



system but at the same time inspired and led the working and popular
movement in a great advance all over the world, causing at the same
time serious problems and the deepest hostility of the system.

On the other hand the outcome of war was increasingly argued
by many sides. The repartition of colonies, markets, the mapping out
of European borders, the distribution of roles of the international
system was argued. The forces which lost war, basically Germany
didnOthide their revanchist, which found its most dynamic form in
HitlerONazi party. At the same time other forces were raised in front
stage like Japan and Italy which demanded a new OarrangementO.
Even USA (it was true more discretely) was looking for a new role,
correspondent to their speedily developed dynamic. It was obvious
that the role Great Britain and France had played wasnOt
correspondent any more to the real balance of power.

The big economic crisis which turned into dust the makeup of the
capitalist system fired the explosion in the totality of contrasts and
contradictions of the system which reacted more and more
spasmodically.

The rising of fascism was a particular expression of development
and tendencies which were modulated in every capitalist country. If
fascism represented in some countries (for example Germany) the
revanchist, in the totality of the capitalist countries (Germany
included) configured a kind of an Oanswer@r the capitalist system to
the communist movementOsadvance. The bourgeoisie, panicked
turned ObackwardsCpoked for salvation, raised and invented on the
most reactionary forces it included.

During the same time and early enough quite significant events
took place and prove clearly the course of things. In 1932 Japan
attacked China and occupied Manjuria. A little later Italy invaded
Ethiopia. The explosion of the Spanish war in 1936 was a kind of a
general rehearsal for the coming big war, with the indistinct
intervention of Germany and lItaly in FrancoOsside and the Onon
interventionOof the Western. Hitler reconstructed German army and
in March 1938 invaded Austria. Using the help of the Austrian Nazi
Party he imposed Anslous (the unification of Germany and Austria).

The rising of all those system contradictions and contrasts, by
raising and reinforcing in a procedure the most reactionary and
aggressive forces, made more and more obvious the inevitability of
war. The then dominant question was OwhatkindOof a war would it
be?



The kind of the war it was being prepared.

In spite the contradictions and contrasts that separated
bourgeois governments, they were all united in one thing. They
agreed in their argument for the existence of Soviet Union. They
agreed in their intention Bmany didnOnhide it Dto erase from the map
that OredareaO.That was an element that defined resolutely the
various moves and development for a long period.

The threat against Soviet Union, the embargo wasnOta way of
speaking or StalinOpersecutiormaniaO Regarding the embargo one
should look only in a map of that period. Regarding the threat, it
composed a real fact that was evidenced by particular political
intentions and indistinct actions. Besides, the imperialist forces were
trying from the very first moment of the establishment of the Soviet
state to destroy it. First, they supported in every possible way the
reactionary forces inside Russia (Vragel- Denikin etc). They didnOt
hesitate to use their own military forces in order to destroy revolution.
Their failure didnOtmake them quit their objectives. The tactics of
economical suffocation, the complete isolation of Soviet Union
configured permanent elements of their policy towards Soviet Union.

However the most significant fact which was particularly
connected to war being prepared was HitlerOsncouragement. It was
a policy that could be considered Ostrange® we keep in mind certain
basic sides of the policy and pursues of Nazi Germany. The German
capital wanted the repartition of the world, the colonies, the markets
and the roles. These demands were firstly and primly turning against
England and France.

The claiming of Alsatian and Loraine (the result of WW1 had
given it to France) composed a dominant OnationalideaOof German
chauvinism. Despite all that Hitler had admirers and supporters in all
these countries. US ambassador in England Joseph Kennedy (the
presidentOsfather) couldnOthide at all his pro-Nazism. When the
American policy was definitely orientated in intervening in the war
against Germany, Roosevelt replaced him.

OInEngland, in the ruling class, the Nazi infiltration and the lack
of patriotism were as serious as in FranceE The newspaper ODaily
NewsOof Lord Rathermere wrote that Othebrave young Nazi of
Germany is our front tower against communismO (R.Cartieu).

All these Opeculiar@vidence could be interpreted in only one



way. It was the effort of all of them to orientate the German
aggressiveness towards Soviet Union, thinking that this way they
managed to achieve two objectives. On one hand they were released
from the German pressure and claims. On the other hand they would
erase that red spot which threatened their dominant class position
and filled their sleep with nightmares.

This perspective wasnOfar from the intentions and the plans of
Germany since they were thinking that the basic space for their
expansion of their land domination (lebensraum) was the European
region of Soviet Union. Let us mention something about it. ORobert
CoulondreOgeport, French ambassador in Berlin reported. Oltseems
that the basic form of the bid German enterprise isE to set under
German control Central Europe by occupying Czechoslovakia and
Hungary. Afterwards they want to create Major Ukraine under
German hegemonyE Regarding Ukraine for the last ten days the
whole national-socialist staff is being talking about itE. In the military
cycles they are already talking about a march to Caucasus and
BakuO. (J.Hellensteine, History of Soviet Union).

Besides all these there were other evidence that influenced
development and proved in a way with no misinterprets the thoughts
and the views of real substance which created the correspondent
facts.

One of them was the reconstruction of Wermacht (German army)
after HitlerOsrising. It was advanced very fast. (It should be notified
that the treaties of the end of WWL1 limited German army in a small
force without any tanks, air force etc). OIn1935 Hitler brought back
the obligatory military service and organized a national army of 36
divisions. Chief General von Fritsch considering the number
exaggerated and provocative declared that 24 divisions were enough
for the national security of Germany. Hitler didnOtake him in mind. No
one reacted. The reconstruction of German army continued in a
speedy rate overcoming soon the number of 36 divisions which von
Fritsch found provocative.

In the Spanish civil war case, England, France and US accepted
their limitation in a role of an observer regarding development that
influenced the international balance of power. This was the same
time that Italy and Germany made a leap in the process of claiming
for themselves a regulating role in development of the European b
and not only- things. Accordingly, they didnOteact in Anslous. The



pick of this whole process was Munich. In 30.11038 Chamberlain,
Daladieu, Mussolini and Hitler confirmed the already taken decision
of Hitler to annex Souditia (Czechoslovakian region).

German troops invaded Rumania, imposed Antonescou and
secured the domination of oil wells in Ploesti (it was a necessary term
for the conduction of war). Hitler annexed Memel of Lithuania and 6
months later he annexed the whole of Czechoslovakia.

However nothing seemed able to move the Western from the
orbit they had taken. On the contrary in 6.12.38 a French and
German act was signed by Ribendrop and Bonne and through which
Hitler accepted in paper the French state of Alsatian and Loraine.
This fact only could be enough evidence of the orientation of that
period.

Claiming Alsatian and Loraine was one of the first (if not the first
one) which Hitler used in order to raise the Nazi as a dominant force
in Germany. OQuittingGhis claim typically and temporarily would do
for only one very significant reason and for the sake of a great
objective. That was the attack to Soviet Union, which Hitler wanted to
materialize without open problems behind him.

Significant events took place in other parts of the planet, which
all of them converged to one particular direction. Since 1938 serious
incidents took place in the borders of Soviet Union and Japan, in
Hasan Lake that developed in bloodshed battles between Red army
and the Japanese. The events were repeated in 1939 in Halkin Gol
and in August of 1939 in the Kalha River. In the mean time Italy
attacked and occupied Albania.

The effort of Soviet Union to stop Hitler

During this whole period the Soviet leadership watched the
development, understood the German intentions quite clearly and the
wishful thinking of the Western as well.

From this point of view, StalinOsntroduction in 18" Congress was
characteristic: OWestand towards the apparent repartition of the world
and the influence zones against the interests of the non aggressive
countries, without any attempt of resistance from them, in fact with
some kind of toleranceEQ Afterwards and regarding the duty set for
the communists he defined as the basic duty the Ocontinuanceof
peace policyOand O(theparty) should act correctly and not allow the
warmongers who are used to let others clear things to draw away our



country in conflictsE to reinforce with every means the militant power
of Red Army and NavyEO and finally he warned OEthe supporters of
non intervention have started a dangerous game that might end very
badly for themO.

The impressing in this estimation was how clearly Stalin
understood the development, still being in the middle of it. Even
today, fifty years later and after the facts had been developed what
we could add in this estimation is the reference to the development
and the facts which confirmed it.

The Soviet leadership estimated that the prime danger was
coming from Germany. The policy it adopted and advanced with
consistency was the effort to ally with England and France basically
and in general with the countries that were offended by the fascist
expansionism. Using the term non aggressive countries referred to
them and it was a conventional one used constrainedly based on the
crucial problems of the period. During this whole period until the
summer of 1939 Soviet Union suggested many times, to these
countries the establishment of a coalition against the expansionism of
the Axis countries, which were all rejected.

In 23 March 1939 Germany occupied Memel in Lithuania without
significant reaction from the WesternE The English government
withdrew its proposal for quadripartite declaration against the threats
of attackO.(Hellensteine) (The declaration was about to be signed by
Great Britain, France, Poland and Soviet Union).

OIn 14.04.39 Lidvinov proposed the synapse of mutual help
between France, England and USSR along with a military act that
would guarantee the independence of all the countries from the Baltic
to the Black SeaO (Hellensteine). Until a few days before the synapse
of the well known ORibentrop-MolotovactO,there were discussions
held in Moscow about this issue. According to Raymond Cartier the
fulfillment of the agreement was prevented by the refusal of Poland to
allow the entrance of Soviet troops in its territory (in a crisis case)
since there were no common border between Germany and Soviet
Union.

In fact every discussion between Soviet Union with France and
England reached a dead end because the last wouldnOtommit them,
in no way, with mutual and clear military obligation. They were tied in
a policy of which most characteristic expression was the Munich act.
They insisted on it despite the development showed that things
werenOt going according their plans and expectations.



The unexpected surprise of 23.9.39

Soviet Union finally confronted all the aforementioned with the
signing of the non attack treaty with Germany in 1939. What was that
treaty and was its significance? In a way Stalin himself answered this
guestion in the aforementioned introduction. Soviet Union was not
willing to do the job of others. At the same he pointed clearly to the
Western that Othegame they had started could end very badly for
themO.Regarding the explanations given later (for example StalinOs
speech after the German attack) the main reason being raised was
winning time. This indeed was a serious reason. However according
our opinion the most significant reason was the one not told. It wasnOt
told because it couldnObe told without being self-contradictory at the
same moment. Before we deal with this issue let us follow the events
a little more.

The non attack act between Soviet Union and Germany not only
surprised the English and the French but confused them a lot as well.
The policy they followed up to then was based on deep concepts and
had very serious support to change so fast. Definitely from that point
on the contradictions of this policy rose more and more, while the
attack against Poland sharpened them even more.

Certainly the attack to Poland seemed to take the predicted
direction (to the East). On the other hand though, Poland was their
ally and England and France had guaranteed its independence and
integrity by specific acts. The characteristic of the situation was the
panic of even the E ltalian government vis-"-vis a turn of the course
of things other than the OpredictedOn Paris the minister of foreign
affairs Bonne was desperately hooked from the Italian propose for a
guadripartite meeting. England expressed similar hesitation.
However, other tendencies started emerging. OEnglishmembers of
Parliament attacked severely the limp statements of ChamberlainE
in WestminsterOscorridors they were talking about the possibility to
overthrow Chamberlain and replace him with Churchill®. (Raymond
Catrtier).

Finally they declared war against Germany, England first and
France later. Nevertheless this declaration of war was far from having
any particular material result. It was characteristic that this war
declaration didnOtworry Hitler at all. (We will talk about the political
dimension of the fact).



OGermanyhad left only 11 active divisions in the West. It will
require many weeks for the 35 divisions of 3™ and 4" turn to get a
serious retention, which are about to replace themgO

OIn 7.9.39 (when the Polish army was practically defeated)
France attackedOE In the 9" of the month the attack endedE and the
French army OstarteddefendingO.Olnthe request of the Polish for air
support mission they answered that RAF threw every night leaflets in
Germany and the French government couldnOtsee why it should
provoke retaliation against its war industryO.

OE It is a strange war, dozens of trains passed every day the
right part of Rene, only 500 m. from the French machine guns set in
the bridge of SalabeuEO OE The British government has forbidden
the bombing of German ships inside the harbors while it allows it in
the open seaEO (Raymond Cartier)

That was how the English and the French fought to defend their
ally, Poland.

Overthrowing of Chamberlain and Daladier. The change of the
course

Either way the biggest war, up to then, had started. The question
though, remained. What would this war be? English and French still
were in the middle of contradictions.

OInEngland the law for the obligatory military service besides it
took quite some to be voted, it is applied only for the young
bachelors. The extrication from it was extended to the ones that
cleaned the trees and the streets from grubsO (Raymond Cartier).

Even in US there was a similar atmosphere. OWhen came home
from Berlin at Christmas 1940 | found my compatriots ignore what
Hitler really pursuedEO (William Shiret - The end of the calendarO).

In the battle field the issue of Normandy had already been set,
something Hitler was interested in as well. They talked about many
kinds of actions and the laying of mines in the Rene was among
them. France was against it and Chamberlain hooked on it in order to
do nothing and postponed the laying of mines in the Normandy coast.
On the contrary they were much occupied with intervening in Russian
and Finland war, the assignment of expeditionary troops and attack
Soviet Union through Finland. These forces wouldnOtstrike Hitler
when he crashed Poland and while the answer of the problem was in
front of their guns. Now they were ready to campaign in the polar



circle. From a military point of view this seemed as a product of an
infants thought. There wasnOany simplicity in the political side of the
thing. It was about the last attempt of the English and French
government to turn the war to its original direction.

However the facts had their own course. On one hand the
Russian and Finland war ended with a peace treaty signed by the two
countries. On the other hand Hitler surprised them again. In 9.4.40 he
attacked and occupied Norway. It was now the turning point. Norway
wasnOto the way to the East. At the same time it was in a position to
provide naval bases to German army right in front of the gates of
England, which felt threatened on the exact field its superiority laid.

At that time more significant development advanced. The
preparation for the attack against France wasnOsomething they could
hide. All these and many more caused new serious political
classification in England and France. In 19.3.1940 Daladier fell and
Paul Raynod set up a new government. In 7.5.1940 Chamberlain was
overthrown and Churchill rose in his position.

It was about the most decisive, up to that moment, point
regarding the orientation and the direction of the two countries. This
didnOt mean that the new direction in the course hadnOtany
probations, hesitations and differentiations. This was underlined by
the way these changes occurred. Daladier was overthrown from
Prime minister but he remained national defense minister and
covered general Gamelen, to whose presence even Prime Minister
Reynod objected. Chamberlain was subverted but he tried to raise
Lord Halifax as Prime Minister. (Halifax was a Lord and couldnOtbe
accepted in Parliament). Besides all these, the significance of the
change was very big and resolute for further development.

A Few Conclusions

It is time to try to reach to a few conclusions about the up to this
point course of things. It is true that the afterwards development
could provide further evidence, but we consider necessary for the
better understanding of this development the first tracing of certain
conclusions.

We aforementioned that fascism rising was a kind of an OanswerQO
of the capitalist system against the communist movement. In the
rising of Nazi Germany as the most advanced and dynamic
expression of this tendency. In the direction it was orientated (east)



and the role for which it was designated with the complicity of the
other imperialist forces (the crash of Soviet Union).

Great Britain and France, by encouraging GermanyOs
strengthening and reinforcing HitlerOsintentions they though they
were safe by having the most powerful fleet in the world (England)
and the most powerful army (France).

At the same time they believed that the clash between Germany
and Soviet Union would inevitably Bnomatter what the winner - cause
a big damage to both of them and it would allow them to intervene as
regulators being safe. Things had started developing unpredictably.
The more Germany strengthened, the more it was functioning
autonomously and started asserting its particular claim. At the same it
proceeded in a coalition with the forces (ltaly and Japan) with which
they rose the demand for the repartition of the world. The trimmer act
was real and couldnOt be ignored by the winners of WW1.

In both countries the tendency that questioned the, up to then,
direction and demanded a resolute stance against Hitler was
strengthening.

The non attack act between Germany and Soviet Union pointed
the beginning of a panic. The occupation of Poland strengthened the
pressure to Chamberlain and Daladier. The occupation of Norway
and the preparation of the attack against France led to their
overthrowing. Things took another orbit.

We aforementioned the most characteristic-the Italian- case of
panic and the confusion created by the new development.

There were more about it. Mussolini Oirg.1.40 wrote to Hitler and
advised him to negotiate, emphasizing that he was wrong if he
believed that he was able to smash England and FranceO.(Raymond
Cartier). However Hitler had his own plans and Mussolini wasnOt
always aware of them. Before we refer to these further more we
should mention a few things bout the stance of some other forces.

ltaly was a bluff. The Oshabby®@nperialism (according to Gramsi)
it represented, could only try to gain as much as possible, by taking
advantage in current circumstances. It didnOtiave anything to do with
either its expanding intentions or the cruelty of the regime in the
cases it could use it. It was connected to the inborn shortcomings of
Italian imperialism, the contradictions it suffered and the resistance of
the Italian people. These features turned it to the weak link of Axis.

Japan was a new developing imperialist power with intensive
militarist and peculiar feudal features. It configured the rising power of



the Far East and its ambition was to dominate in it. This brought it in
contrast with England, France and mainly with US, which had the
same ambition for expanding their domination. Regarding its military
power, Hitler was right when he estimated it as smaller than the one it
looked like. Definitely it was demanding a new repatrtition of the world
and that brought it closer to Germany and lItaly.

Regarding US it configured the biggest industrial power in the
world, but its military power wasnOtaccordingly developed. At the
same time the rulers in US thought that it hadnOhave the appropriate
position in the international balance of power.

There was a difference between the ones who were favoring the
intervention in war and the supporters of isolation. There was also a
contradiction between the ones that thought that the main field was
Europe and the ones that thought it was the Pacific. Nevertheless
they didnOthave the dimensions they seemed to. The American
capital and US political leadership wouldnOtose the Oopportunity@nd
knew quite well that the main balance of power would be judged in
Europe. Under those circumstances US laid in wait (and temporized)
during the period before war and for some time after it started. They
waited to choose the moment to intervene under the best
circumstances for them. We will say more about these countries later.

German scope and plans.

Hitler and the Nazi were raised in power expressing the
opposition of the system to communism and the German revanchist,
or the tendency of German capital for expansion and its demand for
the repartition of the world. The strategic for expansion to the East
(USSR) united in a great degree and expressed these objectives.
However there were sides uncovered. One of them was the gulf with
France about Alsatian and Lorraine (and not only). The German
leadership accepted with pleasure the reinforcement and the
encouraging stance of English and French, but knew quite well who
was dealing with. They studied in the same school.

As the German power was rising, the tendency to advance its
role without paternalism and directions was rising as well. In process
and while the preparation of war was obvious and showed that it was
about a war that would define the future of the world for quite some
time the features of German strategic started formulating. Hitler was
not crazy at all as some wanted to present in order to secure an alibi



for a system that led in such a massacre. He understood quite clearly
where things were going. He also understood that for the fulfillment of
German objectives certain coalition was required. He also understood
that for the demands of war the German human, productive and
military dynamic wasnOtenough. In the military field Germany could
not afford to keep at the same time a huge army, a powerful air force
and a big navy fleet. In fact it resigned from the attempt to create a
strong Navy and the prime form of sea war was the submarine war, a
kind of guerrilla war in the sea. Even there, he resisted the mass
production of submarines although it was proposed by his staff
(Denich). The coagulation of the trimmer (or OsteelGjct with Italy and
Japan composed a step to this direction. Only Hitler himself didnOt
consider it so OsteelCHe didnOtount so much Italy for he knew very
well its real dynamic and considered unsubstantial the military power
Japan presented. Apart from that, Japan was far away from Europe,
where the basic balance of power was to be judged.

Consequently, a basic problem for the German strategy
remained unsolved. Nevertheless let us see a little the diagram of
German objectives. Their prime pursue was the land expansion
mainly against Soviet Union. The theory of OlebensraumGet this
exact issue. At the same time this objective was connected with the
ideological Nazi direction and the desires of the totality of capitalist
world.

In fact, things werenOso easy. The basic principle of the German
(Prussian) military theory was three words. Not two fronts! From this
point of view Hitler was not willing to attack to the East without clear
and particular guarantee for his back. He dared it with Poland. Yet,
the issue was being set otherwise with Soviet Union which had
another military status. The problem that had to be somehow solved
was in the relations (and the contrasts) with the other powers. It was
a problem that became more and more complicated and couldnOhide
under the dimensions of Munich act. The most serious and direct
problem was in reference to France. It wasnObnly the revanchist for
the defeat of 014018r the claim of Alsatian and Loraine from which
they couldnOtetreat. The main issue was the hegemony in European
area.

It was of minor importance the exact moment that Hitler decided
to make France a power of second rate. The point was that from
some point he believed that the two of them couldnOOfitéh Europe as
great powers.



Regarding US Hitler could see the dynamic (and the future
danger) they presented but he believed that they couldnOtntervene in
war in the near future. Definitely he considered that he had the time
to deal with this future danger as long as he fulfilled his European
objectives.

Regarding Great Britain, it was exactly the power Hitler was
looking to, for a strategic ally. From certain evidence and actions, the
idea possessing him, was the connection of German military power
with the marine power of Great Britain.

The small importance B compared to other sectors D in
strengthening the German Navy was related to this exact concept.
Let us see a few more indications of this tendency.

In late August O3%nd days before the already decided attack
against Poland, OHitlercalled Gering: - | stop everything.  Oh!
(Relief), definitely? B No, | want to find out if there is a way to avoid
the Intervention of the EnglishO.When, after the invasion to Poland,
England declared Bthe way it did- war to Germany, HitlerOsreaction
was very characteristic. OSchmitttranslated the ultimatum slowly.
Hitler seemed astonished. He stood for some time still and afterwards
he turned to foreign affairs minister the furious look of a deceived
person. Now what? He asked in an indescribable way E there was
silence interrupted by GeringOsvoice. Oliwe loose this war, God have
mercy on usO. (Raymond Cartier).

The reader should keep this picture. We will meet many such
samples of HitlerOsstance regarding this issue in process, probably
not so characteristic in the form but more important in essence.

With all these and the way things turned, the issue of alliances
and hierarchy was taking crucial features for Germany.

When Hitler decided to occupy Poland, he was advancing to the
East but at the same time he was testing the tolerance and the
intentions of the English and the French.

Definitely he presumed that they wouldnOinterfere (he was right
in practice). Probably b and it was proved by his reaction to the
English ultimatum D he expected more Ounderstanding@rom them.
Either way he knew that he couldnOtmove on a campaign against
Soviet Union D probably a long one B without the clear commitment of
the Western and having the French army in his back. We could not
say if he reversed his hierarchy at that point or after having
understood the fermentation in these two countries, he had decided
earlier. The fact was that Hitler announced his generals his decision



to attack France before the war with Poland ended.
Regarding the stance of Soviet Union

Regarding Soviet Union, we think that the reader might have
already understood the reason why Stalin signed the non attach
treaty with Germany or the Molotov B Ribentrop act. USSR was band
he knew it DeveryoneOgarget. He could see the storm coming and
he prepared accordingly. Soviet UnionOsbasic orientation was the
anti-fascist front, the coalition with the Dso called B Ononaggressive
countriesO.They considered Germany as the prime danger. They
tried hard to isolate it and to stop it through a coagulation of a strong
military coalition. Their suggestions were being rejected by England
and France and the countries depended on them. They could see
quite clearly that all of them would see Germany attack Soviet Union
with great pleasure and that they would not only prevent it but they
would probably help it. At the same time they could see the
contradictions rising in the relations and the plans of all those forces,
the emerging contrasts.

With the maneuver of 22.9.39 Stalin contributed resolutely in the
reverse of the course of things. Hitler was pushed to sharpen his
contrasts with the English and French. They started understanding
(France in a dramatic way) the danger Hitler represented for them. If
they were finally led to ally with Soviet Union against Hitler - which
was the first and permanent objective of Soviet Union - the Molotov-
Ribentrop act played a significant role. From this point of view, we not
only have no Oproblem@ith this action, but we think of it as one of
the greater tactic moves in political history.

PART Il
THE CONFRONTATION OF THE GERMAN ATTACK
The crash of France

In May 10" 1940 the German army attacked the West. Vis-"-vis
it was the French army (main force), the Dutch, the Belgian army and
the British expeditionary corps. These forces were deployed along
the French and German border (the basic body of the French army)
and along the predicted line in Belgium and Netherlands where the



Dutch and Belgian army, supported by the British expeditionary corps
and a significant part of French army, was deployed. The defense
battalion was leaning on fortification that was considered impregnable
(or almost) such as Magineau line, Eben Emael fort, Albert canal etc.
From the very first days of battles Eben Emael fort and Albert canal
were taken over.

However the resolute struck was in Ardennes. The German army
broke the battalion of French army in Sedan and after advancing they
made a wide encircling maneuver which surrounded the totality of the
northern front. The English and French forces were pushed in the
direction of Dunkirk. From there a big part of English forces managed
to escape in England. Som battle followed. The German army
attacked on the rest of French army. Som battle wasnOta repeat of
Sedan. It was too late for the French army, though. The defeat was
inevitable and the French government capitulated. This was a gross
diagram of the battles that led in the crush of the considered by then
most powerful army in the world and its allies and the capitulation of
one of the greater powers of that era.

Here we are interested mainly in the political side of things. We
will stand more on it. What impressed in these facts and occupied the
totality of the historians, was the corruption phenomena observed in
French army in political and military field. These phenomena
occupied the French people and political forces after war and they
looked for responsibilities.

How Pand if- they looked for these responsibilities and a
complete research of the issue it is another matter and does not
concern this text. However we would like to stay in an issue we
consider resolute for the outcome of war.

The surprise (or OsurpriseOdf French policy wasnOtdue to the
fact it wasnOtlealing with the eventuality of a war. On the contrary it
was one of the main forces that prepared it and had great
responsibilities for this. Only they werenOtprepared for such a war.
They were preparing another war. The turn of things created
confusion, raised the contradictions of French policy and led to
defeatism and corruption. If we add in all these the activity of open
pro-Nazi forces (Laval etc) we have a clear picture. The corruption
and defeatism were transferred in French army while the French
people towards this situation, was found in confusion. France had
already been defeated long before Sedan. The contradictions of
French policy raised in the most accurate way when it confronted the



defeat as well. Two tendencies were modulated. One, under the
Prime Minister Paul Reyneau suggested the passing of the
government in French colonies in Africa (Magreb) and continuing the
fight in the side of the allies until victory. In this solution opposed a
tendency which was seemingly led by Petain (85 years then) but it
was Laval who was essentially leading it. It promoted not simply the
typical but the essential capitulation and submission to Hitler.

Lebrain, the French Republic president hesitated, tended to
Reyneau view, but panicked towards the pressure and the threats of
Laval he submitted. Darlan the leader of the fleet and a prominent
French personality initially was against the capitulation but later he
reversed his stance and passed in PetainOs side.

The most characteristic case was Beygan. He was the leader of
French army (he replaced Gabelen after the Sedan disaster) and was
preoccupied by the fear ofErevolution. While the German army was
already in Paris we was worriedEQif | could only be certain that the
Germans will let me enough troops to keep orderQ(Raymond Cartier).
Under these circumstances what was left was the Vichy Ostate@nder
HitlerOglomination. On the other side it was Charles De Gaulle. Only
he didnOtepresent anything important. Churchill himself blamed the
English officer who introduced De Gaulle for not finding another one
than an Ounknown generalO.

It is worth remembering all these, particularly comparing it to the
Soviet Union stance when the German attack started.

If the dominant event of that period was the crash of France
there was another remarkable side. HitlerOsstance towards the
English. When the British troops started gathering in Dunkirk the
German army was in a distance of a few kilometers. There wasnOt
organized any particular defensive preparation and their advancing
wouldnOfind any serious resistance. Hitler stopped this advance. The
excuse was that he wanted all the tank divisions for the final attack
against the French army.

Later he didnOtnake any attempt of the size and the dynamic he
disposed to prevent the landing and escape of the English army. He
assigned this task to Luftwaffe (German Air Force) which could
definitely support a terrestrial enterprise but in no case it could
replace it. OTherewas a presumption that he did it for a political
reason. He was aiming to negotiate with England and wanted to
prevent their humiliation of the capture of their armyO.Raymond
Cartier rejected this version. We agree with it completely. It was the



outcome of the events the ones that preceded and followed as well.

If Hitler really wanted to land on England, he couldnOhave found
a better chance than after the defeat of France. England was really
without any army. In home land there were but few, second rate
divisions, while the troops saved from Dunkirk had left their entire
armory in French coasts. Everyone who dealt with this issue agreed
that the landing at that time wouldnOthave confronted any serious
danger.

The answer to this OpeculiarOnactivity was given by Hitler
himself. OI9.10.39 the order number 6, defined among the objectives
of the attack against France the achievement of a sufficient base for
the air strike and navy operations against England. The word
Oterrestrialvas missing. OInMay 21% the day the tanks arrived in
Amverse the chief admiral Raider indicated the need to prepare for
any case an embarking plan. Furor confided in the leader of his staff,
admiral Svinid that OhedidnOtbelieve in such an eventuality and
wasnOt interested in it at allO. (Raymond Cartier).

It was obvious that Hitler who wouldnOstay still or hesitate when
he was advancing his objectives, didnOinclude in them the warfare
with England until the end.

On the contrary after the crash of French army, while the British
anguished by the fear of an imminent invasion, Hitler announced the
demobilization of 35 divisions. At the same time he ordered his
diplomatic delegations not to repel the contacts of the British agents.
OThe campaign to the West endedO. HitlerOs orientation was other.

“What would this war be” hadn’t been judged yet.

Hitler dominated Europe by then. The only remarkable military
force remained in Europe was Red Army. All sides tried to estimate
the new facts and the perspectives. Every power tried to define its
new position and accordingly to define its new stance towards the
development.

Regarding Hitler, his options were quite obvious. His
international strategy looked for an ally and he thought that the
English was it. OWell,England is alone and they must be insane to
keep on fighting when they know that Adolph Hitler doesnOwant to
destroy either their trade or empireO.

OHesaid to Yodl that England will have peace the moment they
ask for it. If they do, | am readyO.The only thing he expected from
them was letting him free to organize Europe and its expansion to the



EastO.

In July 19" (1940) Hitler celebrated his triumph. His speech in
Krol opera included once again his propose to England. OMy
consciousness obliges me to address a new appeal to EnglandOs
good sense. | believe | can do this for | am not a defeated asking for
something but a winner who needs nothing to ask. | see no reason at
all for the continuation of this fightE (Raymond Cartier). We need not
add any comments in this open declaration of intentions. We will only
mention another incident.

In Rudolph Es case. The faithful and devoted HitlerOsassociate
fell with a parachute in England. He asked to meet Lord Hamilton and
announced to him that Ohecame to establish the base of an English
and German reconciliation. Germany was undertaking the obligation
to offer its coalition against the American scopes. In exchange they
were asking free run in EuropeO. (Raymond Cartier).

Es himself and the German side claimed that he acted by his
own initiative and without any order from Hitler. We are not obliged to
accept any of this statement. No matter the issue. EsOpropose
reflected the dominating views in HitlerOssurrounding, they reflected
his will for an alliance with England.

The diagram of Hitler scope was clear. By crashing France he
was released from the force that could question his hegemony in
Europe. Looking for space to expand he looked to Soviet UnionOs
crush, lands of which they coveted.

By asking the alliance of England Hitler pursued to secure his
back towards

the attack against Soviet Union. At the same time he understood
the potential danger US represented, he wanted to win over England.
By indicating Bthe existing- American scope and the danger they
represented for the British Empire, he tried to create a break in the
emerging approach of England and US.

HitlerOsappeal to England was addressed to certain people.
OHoweverwe know that there were realistic minds in aristocracy, in
the circles of big banking capital and business, in Church circles that
seemed willing to submit towards the inevitable and attach a new
Amienne act, a kind of reprieve in order to gain power, with the new
Bonaparte who rose from the dangerous mainlandO.

However the tendency, Churchill represented in England did not
trust Hitler any more. They were afraid that if Hitler got strengthened
enough and need them no more, he would turn against Great Britain



the same way he turned against France. ChurchillOsOanswerQvas
really impressive. French mothball fleet after the capitulation was
dispread in various harbors. Part of it was in French harbors, while
significant units were in Dakar, Alexandria, Casablanca, Algiers, Mers
el Kebir and elsewhere. The English fleet blocked the harbors and
tried to persuade the French to follow them. In the cases Bthe most
significant- they didnOtmanage it, they shipwrecked French fleet
(Mers el Kebir) causing many victims among the French.

This action from Churchill was probably the second significant
turn (after Chamberlain overthrowing) which marked the turn of the
English policy. It was a demonstration of resoluteness towards the
hesitation inside Great Britain and everyone else as well.

On the other hand Churchill was orientating more and more to
the coalition with US. He didnOignore the US scope but he had no
other option.

Regarding US, they continued temporizing. During the period
that proceeded GermanyOsattack against France and in the name of
OneutralismO)Ethe vote of an uninformed (sic!) CongressEstopped
the delivery (to France) of 100 Curtis P-39 airplanes and 215 Glen
Martin bombers which had been ordered and were in stockO
(Raymond Cartier). The delivery of weapons to England (and while
the common Anglo-Saxon country fought the Germans) remained
being done on the Ocashand carryOprinciple. (Pay and come and get
them). ORooseveltGambassador in London, Joseph Kennedy advised
US to attach an agreement with Hitler instead supporting England in
an irrational warO.The statement of the future US president Harry
Truman in 24.7.1941 in New York Times was characteristic for the
kind of ideas that went through US then, while the German attack
was advancing in Soviet Union. Olfve see that Germany wins the war
we should help Russia. If Russia wins we should help Germany. Thus
we let them Kill each other as much as they can. (Horowiz OfromYalta
to VietnamO).Churchillrisked by counting on US, but only when he
gave away 8 bases in Antilles and New Earth managed to take the 50
old cans he had asked forO. (Raymond Cartier).

If we note the grant of OauthorityOin Iceland, where the
Americans replaced the English we could understand the terms US
tried to create and with what scope they were prepared to enter war.

Temporizing characterized the Italian policy as well. In this case
it was more like a mockery in compare to the imposing US abilities.
This had nothing to do with the wishes and the cynicism of Mussolini



leadership. Raymond Cartier described an incident that represented
Italian fascism quite clearly. When it was obvious that France had
been defeated Mussolini ordered his officers to attack against France.
OBadolio said: The Italian army doesnOteven have uniformsO.
Mussolini answered: ODonOyou understand that | need a few
thousands dead in order to ensure my position in the negotiations of
the Peace summitO? No further comment required.

Hitler’s attack against Soviet Union

Considering the aforementioned we might say that the war orbit
hadnOtaken yet its final direction, that the powers carrying the largest
weight in development hadnOtlefined yet their options and hierarchy.
At the same time certain tendencies started modulating. Hitler was
looking for an alliance with England. England was orientating to an
alliance with US. US temporized but the tendency (RooseveltOsre-
election) which considered war as the vaulting horse for global
domination, strengthened. Japan was speedily preparing to enter a
war that would bring them vis-"-vis US. Regarding Soviet Union, they
could see that it was inevitable and prepared in every field (more
about it later) to confront it. All the aforementioned created a quite
complicated situation. If one saw things superficially it was definite
that one would come to false conclusions.

The development up to this point was most favoring the German
scope and operation. However Hitler started seeing problems rising.
A significant problem was the refuse of Great Britain to accept his
propose.

On the other hand he could see that the danger from US was
becoming more and more obvious. The installation of American
troops in Iceland (very close to Europe) was something he could not
ignore. RooseveltOsre-election was a warning. Roosevelt in his
speech in 24.12.40 was more hostile to the Axis forces and predicted
that they would be smashed.

In 10.11.41 Congress voted the law of Ohiringand lendingO It was
a significant indication up to then about US intentions. At the same
time he saw that the English were reconstructing while he was still
afraid of an agreement between the Western and Soviet Union.

He understood the Soviet Union intentions when the last
suggested a few days before his attack against Yugoslavia to sign a
treaty with Belgrade. He also understood the Omessage@oviet Union



was sending to the Western with this action. Hitler saw in the
Molotov protest for the advance of German troops Othefuse of a large
conspiracy aiming to surround GermanyO.According to Cartier this
phrase belonged to Kaitel, HitlerOs staff leader.

His first attempt was to strengthen and broaden his alliance. He
strengthened his bonds with Italy and Japan. Thus the trimmer treaty
became an agreement for the repartition of the world. They tried to
attach an alliance with France of Vichy and persuade Franco enter
the war. In the last two cases things werenOtcompleted. The
protectorate- essentially- of Vichy, wasnObf any use the way it was,
while a reconstruction of the French power would probably create
more problems than accommodating the German scope.

Regarding Spain and Franco, he refused to enter war despite the
appeal and pressure of the German and Italian fascist.

Hitler had managed to get under the Whole Europe but his
alliance was in the point as when he started. It was characteristic that
at that certain time he tried to take advantage even from Soviet
Union. Hitler suggested in the meeting with Molotov that Soviet Union
should expand to India and make an exit to Indian Ocean. If we keep
in mind HitlerOgrue intentions (their materializing had already begun
as we will see) the conclusion from it was that Hitler wanted to
frighten and extort the western. However, Molotov cut him off. He
declared flatly that OSovietUnion wasnOtinterested at all in such
possibility and worried only about what was happening in its border.
(J.Hellensteine)

There was a big question regarding Othebattle of EnglandO,the
strike to England. The Oofficial®ersion, raised by the Germans and
English as well, and the one left in history was that the strike was the
preparation for the landing on England.

The military reason was that since the English had superiority in
Navy, they should secure the domination on air by destroying RAF in
order to achieve a successful landing. However the facts and the
developing events discredited this version.

We aforementioned earlier that Hitler had a good chance to
embark in a period when England was practically without army. We
explained earlier why we didnOtonsider it as his Omistake(yut as a
particular choice.

Either way, he made no other real attempt to OcorrectQhat
mistake. From a military point of view the operation had many
problems. We could not blame the German staff which had proved



that it had more abilities than the basic ones required in order to see
certain things. The most significant and doubtless elements were
others. The strike to England (that would prepare the embarkation)
started in August 12-13, 1940. In August 26, 1940 10 infantry
divisions and 2 tank divisions started moving to Poland. As we
aforementioned 35 divisions had been demobilized. From German
armyOsdiary was verified that the whole B throng group had been
transferred from September 17, 1940 to the East. Under these
circumstances we were not Osurprisedé all by HitlerOsegligence for
the staff meetings regarding the embarkation to England. In every up
to then operation Hitler joined all staff meetings and dealt even with
details.

ONowit is about the conquest of EnglandE Hitler gave it a small
insignificant attention® (Raymond Cartier).

HitlerOs interest was elsewhere. He had already taken his
decisions, he had announced them and he was discussing them with
his closest cadres. Before the Obattleof EnglandOstarted, Hitler dealt
with it as incident before the big operation, before the attack to Soviet
Union. The reasons which dictated this direction were political and
not military.

Nevertheless what was the meaning of the strike on England?
The facts of the issue led to only one conclusion. HitlerOspeace
suggestions and the strikes of London and the other English cities
were addressed to the Orealists@h Great Britain we aforementioned.
Since he couldnOpersuade England he tried to enforce it by showing
the price it had to pay for its refuse. It wasnOPasit was proved D the
Owisest©@hoice. However, by then and as long as time passed Hitler
less and less could make his choice under the most favoring for him
terms. The Munich era couldnOt come back.

The direction of attacking against Soviet Union was the most
permanent and stable option in HitlerOgplans. No matter what he did,
according to the needs of every phase, he returned to it. A little after
the peace suggestions and before the strike to England, Hitler invited
Kaitel to discuss the possibility of starting the war on Soviet Union
within 1940. The question was if he could smash Soviet Union before
winter started. It was impossible, thus he postponed it for next year.
In 19.12.40 Hitler signed the order number 21, the Barbarossa
operation. In the mean time, from summer 1940 to summer 1941, the
German policy advanced in various directions (England, Balkans,
Mediterranean sea and North-East Africa).



Nevertheless in the mean time the significant preparation was on
a specific direction. Regardless the secrecy kept in all these, the staff
planning continued uninterruptedly with HitlerOsparticipation, the one
who Owasindifferent toGthe plan of landing on England, while he was
already fighting the English. OTherethe tone changed. Indifference
turned into passionO. (Raymond Cartier).

This passion was connected to the position the destruction of
Soviet Union had in his plans and the political ideology Hitler
represented.

The victory over Soviet Union meant the conquest of
Olebensraum®@litler had promised to Germans. It meant the smashing
of the front tower of communism he had promised to the totality of
capitalist world. This was also expressed in the way he dealt with this
war in connection to the ones he had already conducted. OIn30.3.41
the army commanders were invited in Chancellorship. Hitler
appeared to them with a dark look in his eyes and a glower. OThewar
against Russia cannot be conducted by honorable law. It is an
ideological war and a war between races. It demands a degree of
unparalleled cruelty E The officers should get over their old noble
concept and stop imagining that everything will stop with a truce, after
which the winner and the defeated will only have to shake handsk
This means that the political commissaries of Red Army will not be
considered as soldiers and they should be executed immediatelyO.

Rosenberg was OclearerQ(HitlerOs OEastern LandOs Minister).
OFutureholds many tough years for the Russians. However 100 years
later they will be grateful to us for bringing them to their natural
birthplace. The Russian is an infrahuman, Untenmench. The German
superhuman has the same obligation to him as he has to the animals.
No cruelty without a reason, but a considerate right to life and death.
(Raymond Catrtier).

How one might comment this delirium?

Nevertheless the attack on Soviet Union was not at all a simple
case. It configured the prime and most basic objective of German
policy. Despite all these and the fact that war had started two years
ago Hitler didnOware it. The reasons were obvious. He wanted this
attack very badly but under other conditions. He wanted the tolerance
or the approval of the Western if not their active support before he
dared do the first move.

He didnOmanage to get this support. Why did he attack then?
We aforementioned, that Hitler couldnOtmake his choice any more



under the best conditions for him. If the campaign on Soviet Union

included danger, there was serious danger from the prolongation of

the situation as it had been modulated. If he was thinking that a collar

was taking shape around him, he couldnOtwait for it to take more

specific shape, to be strengthened and become tighter. In the

discussion with Kaitel we aforementioned, he indicated that Othekey

for everything was RussiaOsdestructionO.(Cartier used as sources

KaitelOstestimony in Nuremburg trial, HalderOsdiary and GrainerOs
narration, the historiographer of top headquarters of German Army).

He expressed the same opinion in a meeting of generals In
Chancellorship in 16.4.41 (days before the attack on Soviet Union)
OWhenRussia will be defeated, England will ask peaceO.(Raymond
Catrtier).

Under the circumstances and the modulated conditions Hitler
could see no other way to advance his strategy than extorting things
once again by attacking on Soviet Union despite all the danger this
implied.

At that phase, attacking on Soviet Union was for him the way out
or as he named it, the OkeyO.

Of course things didnOtevelop as he planned or as he expected.
Either way, in 22.6.41, the German army passed the border, invaded
Soviet Union and attacked the Red Army. War entered the most
crucial; the most determine turn and completed its features.

How much prepared Soviet Union Was?

A big chapter in anti-Stalinist, anti-communist literature referred
to the way the German attack was confronted. The reports to StalinOs
and Red ArmyOsOsurprisedilled books. Their OargumentsQere that
according to them Stalin ignored ChurchillOsand Jorge warning and
thus he was surprised from the German attack. The result was defeat
and retreating during the first period of war. Simultaneously, there
were references in the purges and TuhachevskiOsconviction which
weakened Red Army etc.

The Jorge case particularly became a popular reading of wide
circulation.

Before we proceeded in what we consider essential let us say a
few words about all that fairy tail regarding that warning. (Particularly
about the Jorge case for ChurchillOshad some other sides as well).
The literature that had been developed was based on a view more or



less cinematic, and addressed to the views Hollywood had created.
The spy, whose actions changed the course of things, etc. We donOt
want to underestimate JorgeOsoffer or the danger he went through.
Only when we examine history we should not mix measures.

For example we should say that during that whole period (since
O39)Soviet Service gathered clues and warning about the coming
German attack. Which, when and why, they should ignore or take
seriously in mind? Obviously there were certain other terms as well
which led a political leadership to judge and decide if and when they
would be attacked and get prepared accordingly. There were the
political terms, there were the military ones (for example gathering
army in the border) and there were the special information. Only by
combining all these, a political leadership might make certain
predictions. Only when all these converge in a particular direction
could lead it in specific decisions.

We definitely want to underline that in no case, a political
leadership with a consciousness of its historical responsibility could
take final decisions in such a crucial phase based only on some
Ospecial informationO. It was even more difficult to move on
correspondent military moves. We cannot but indicate here that there
two ways of judging things in the Ocriticism®f certain persons. In
7.12.41 The Japanese fleet after a run of some thousands kilometers
attacked and surprised the Americans in Pearl Harbor. Really how
many do know that a little earlier, there was a report of a high
American officer who warned about the attack exactly in 7.12.41. It
should be notified that US didnOtonfront any of the crucial problems
Soviet Union did.

Let us examine certain issues we consider most essential. The
first issue is whether Soviet leadership expected war in general and
from Germany in particular. We believe that this is something no one
could seriously doubt and no one has ever doubted directly. Despite
them we need to mention certain things. The Soviet leadership, from
the first minute of HitlerOrising, saw that danger, pointed it and
proceeded in correspondent actions. The struggle against fascism,
the anti-fascist front line COM intern advanced besides its political
substance had anti-war features as well. Soviet UnionOscontinuous
effort to coagulate a coalition with the Ononaggressive countriesO
proved clearly that they understood quite well where things were
going.

StalinOsntroduction in the Congress (we aforementioned) and a



number of political decisions and texts mentioned clearly and pointed
what was coming, in a way no one could misunderstand.

Even the treaty between Soviet Union and Germany showed that
Soviet Union had full knowledge of the course of things and
simultaneously was included in the framework of its preparation for
the coming war.

Another chapter was related to the specific preparation towards
the coming war. (Politically, financially and militarily). Regarding the
first, the answer came from the way the Soviet people fought. All the
bourgeois authors were Owondering@ow the Soviet state hadnObeen
wavering, despite the first defeats of Red Army. They also
Owondered@bout the immediate raising of partisan war behind the
lines of German army, right after StalinOswell known appeal.
Raymond Cartier referred to ChurchillOsappeal to the French, not to
compromise but continue the fight with every means, partisan war
included. He made a comment on this appeal and supported that:
OThepartisan war can be developed only against a conqueror when
he starts retreating and not when he is in the phase of triumphO.

He was OrightOn France there was Veigan and his OfearGnhat
neither wanted nor could inspire such a direction. In Soviet Union
there was another kind of preparation, another kind of relation
between the people and its leadership. Hellensteine mentioned that
during the whole period that German army occupied the Soviet land
couldnOtake more than 1/7 of what they took the same period from
the much smaller occupied France. He believes Dcorrectly - that this
was due to the less mood of colaboration they found in Soviet Union
than the one they found among the bourgeoisie in France.

In the financial field and particularly regarding the
industrialization there was a similar situation. It is well known that for
a war of this size, the development of industry was an absolutely
necessary term.

Soviet UnionOsndustrialization was a big chapter with many and
significant sides. It is not the time to deal with this issue now. What
we are interested in here, is the side related to the coming war. No
one doubted the significance of Soviet industrial dynamic in the
development of war. Only, once again they OwonderedCHow Soviet
Union in only a few years managed from zero to achieve an industrial
level capable to respond the demands of the era.

Regarding the previous we think our reference was sufficient.
Regarding the clear military side, we intend to refer to more



particularly later in this text.

If the fact that Soviet Union expected in general the war wasnOt
seriously doubted by anyone, the issue of the period between the
sign of the treaty of non attack from Soviet Union and Germany and
the German attack was set otherwise.

Even here there werenOainy clear and OdirectOpinions. We meet
indirect accusation about StalinOssupposed Ocarelessness@nd his
OsurpriseO.

We aforementioned the transfer of German troops to the East,
even since the time of the battle of England. This transfer continued
until the basic mass of German army was transferred to the East. All
these were done with secrecy but it was impossible to hide moves of
this size.

Certainly we cannot talk seriously if the Soviet leadership learnt
them or not or even if they took them in mind. When Molotov
complained to Hitler for the move of German troops, he already knew
what it was about. When the reformation of Soviet leadership
advanced and Stalin became the president of the commissaries
council (Prime Minister) in 6.5.41, this happened for the coming
development. When in 1940 they decided to increase the defense
expenses in 43% of the total budget (Hellensteine) this proved certain
things.

Another OquestionGof the Western was the OmiracleQf the
transfer of industry beyond the Urals. We could only say that it wasnOt
born by a miracle when Stalin said it should be done. Such miracles
at that particular earth reality presumed a very serious groundwork
and preparation.

Nevertheless there were much more serious actions proving the
knowledge of things the Soviet Union leadership had.

In 5.5.41 OStalinin his speech to young officers he mentioned:
We should be ready to confront any kind of surpriseO(Hellensteine).
OTheday before the invasion Soviet Defense Department made the
follow announcement: ToEetc.1. In 22 or 23 of June it is possible
that the Germans will operate a sudden attack in the front of
Leningrad-Baltic-western sides of Kiev and Odessa. The German
attack may start with provocative actions (as in Poland).

2. Our troops should not be drifted by any provocative action
capable to cause serious complication. At the same time the Soviet
troops of these areasE should be ready to fight back any eventual
sudden attack of the Germans or their alliesEO Hellensteine used this



guote to support the position for the surprise of Red Army. It was
certainly an arbitrary interpretation. We read this text otherwise and
we will refer to it later.

Oln 22.6.41 the soviet army was mobilized 80%...Having
understood the German scope the Russians made the thickest
concentration of army in UkraineEO (Raymond Cartier).

Let us refer to Khrushchev. The one who accused Stalin in 20"
congress in his secret report, that he was Osurprised@ilovan Jillas in
his passionate anti-Stalinist book ODiscussionswith StalinOwithout
probably wanting provided us very interesting information. He
mentioned that in a conversation with Khrushchev he mentioned that
the day before the German attack Stalin called him from Moscow and
warned him to stay alert because he had the information that the
Germans would probably start the attack the next day in 22.6.41. Of
course Khrushchev when he talked with Jillas as the political
commissar for Ukraine couldnOtmagine that it would be useful to say
exactly the opposite.

We think that the issue was quite clear regarding its basic sides.
However all of them found preservation in StalinOsstance and above
all they tried to structure the view of surprise. Khrushchev talked
about StalinOs Opolitical surpriseO. Let us see a few things more.

What characterized the whole period after the defeat of France
was the effort of various powers to modulate terms. Certainly there
were military events as well. But they could not be compared to what
preceded (for example, the smash of France) or B mainly b to what
was coming next.

Simultaneously we could say that the military events of this
period were placed among the direction of modulating terms by every
side. It was the period as we aforementioned the issue of Owhatthis
war would beOhad been reset. During this whole period there were
plots, discussions and polls between them and in every possible
combination. What was missing was the specific commitment, which
under the given circumstances should be able to be a real guarantee.
For in this phase Bandit was characteristic b even the official treaties
had no real value.

This liquidity in the situation composed a very serious problem
for Soviet Union and was becoming even more serious from the
Western temporizing and ulterior motives. These features were
expressed not only then but during the whole period of war and
afterwards, as we will see. The spirit Truman expressed in his



statement in New York Times wasnOtthe exception in the ideas
dominating the West. At the same time in Germany, in the highest
circles which independently form Hitler (and from a certain point after,
against him) and during the war kept contact with the Western.

Consequently there was a fragile balance where the distance
between the possible development wasnOtas big as it seems today
after the final events. While a very significant fact as it was the
rejection of HitlerOs propose by England.

Based on all these, even if we accepted the existence of some
reservation from Stalin regarding the final confirmation of the date of
the German attack, it was completely justified. Still presuming that its
existence wouldnOtefute the basic, which was the preparation for the
confrontation of the attack.

The Red Army

A big part of the arguments for the surprise of the Soviet
leadership leaned on the defeats the Red Army suffered during the
first period and it retreat.

The logic these arguments were based on was more or less the
follow: Red Army in the first period was defeated, consequently it
wasnOt prepared, and so the Soviet leadership was surprised.

One issue is that this kind of logic was arbitrary. It is more
important that it is overthrown by the thorough examination of real
facts. For, neither the Soviet leadership was surprised nor the Red
Army was unprepared. All of them OforgotO some things.

They Oforgot@he estimations-if their own- from the side they
represented at that period. They OforgotGhat they expected the Red
Army to be smashed in the first days of the war and consequently the
dissolution of Soviet Union.

OIn23.6.41 (the next day from the attack) The American Foreign
Secretary Knox announced to Roosevelt that according to the most
valid opinions he managed to gather, Hitler would need from 6 weeks
to 2 months to dissolve RussiaO(Hellenstein).All the experts used to
give to the French army a double or triple value factor than the one of
the Red Army. (Raymond Cartier). The western defined the end of
the Russian resistance approximately as the Germans did. The
violence of the battles rather worried than appeased Churchill. He
was thinking that through these battles millions of warriors were
becoming more warlike, who would be terrifying rivals when the time



would come for the Battle of England. In US they kept on insisting on
the same estimation about the situation. Hitler needed 3 months to
finish with Russia. (Raymond Cartier).

Despite the estimations of Oalthe expertsORed Army finally won.
From this catalytic fact all of them used tricks to prove what -they
thought or was convenient for them- to strengthen their already
OestimationO.

They criticized the Red Army for not winning from the beginning.
In fact they criticized the Red Army for not being then (1941) the best
army in the world, the same army they used to think as inferior then
the French, an army that was dissolved in less than 3 days since the
German attack.

For B the facts said so D in 1941 the most complete and mature
army in the world was the German army. If we exempted Red Army,
there was a big distance from it and all the other armies. This military
fact was one of the basic elements that determined the stance of the
Western not only from the beginning but during the whole length of
war. Indeed the Red Army in the beginning of the warfare wasnOtind
couldnOthave been the most profound in the world. It became in
process. It became the best army in the world because there were
exactly the presumptions and the standards (material and
ideological), and because the necessary preparations were made in
time and in the right direction.

Let us see a few things more. From the point of view of
mobilization and general preparation, the Red Army was mobilized
and concentrated in the border. The largest concentration of the army
was in Ukraine where the OcenterweightOof the German attack was
as it was proved later.

These forces were in preparedness and beyond of what we
aforementioned it was proved by their immediate reaction to German
attack.

OThe Russian reaction was demonstrated with speed that
amazed the troops used to win definitely the superiority over their
opponent. From the night of 22.6.41 (the day the German attack
started) the divisions or Raihenaou and Stilpagel were already
obliged to confront severe counteroffensiveO. (Raymond Cartier).
Regarding the courage and the decisiveness of the fighters of Red
Army, no one doubted it. Some had though something to say about it.
They shed OtearsO for the soldiers Stalin Owas sacrificingO.

We have no argument for this. We know that they were prepared



for the opposite option. OThefirst surprise came from the courage of
the fighters, when everyone assumed that bolshevikism had
annihilated patriotism and expected a moral collapseO (Raymond
Cartier). The lack of fighting spirit would prove the unpopularity of the
regime. Its existence OprovedO the same again. What can we say?

Another accusation to Stalin concerned the weaponry and the
material infrastructure of Red Army. Khrushchev repeated this
accusation officially in the 20" Congress: OThe moment of the
German attack we didnOthave the old supplies which were used for
the production of weaponry and we didnOt have the new material yetO.

It is definite that Khrushchev was shamelessly lying. But in these
words there is something really important as we will see later.

There is in him and the others who repeated these accusations
the disproof in this point or later (when they are obliged to refer to the
issue more particularly) or in the contradictions they present between
them.

OSince 1939 the manufacturing of a new airplane type was
scheduled and their mass production started in the first semester of
1941E new tank typesEscatter gunsk (Katiusa)O (J.Hellenteine).

ORightafter 23.6.41 Von KlaistOsmen discovered an unknown
tank, the T-34. It was wonderfully designed, it had strong equipment,
and it was invulnerable by the German antitank of 37mm, except in
the tracks and the filament of its machineO.OThesecond surprise
came from the material plentitude and particularly from the number of
the Russian tanks.00In4.8.41 there was a meeting of Hitler and the
commanders of the Mitte army group. The generals complained
about the new Soviet tanks, the KatioussaE Hitler told Guderian
some moment: Ol believed that the Russians had as many tanks as
you had written in your book OACHTOUNGPANZER 1 think | wouldnOt
have started this warO. Guderian had talked about 10.000 Soviet
tanks. His calculations were probably 50% lower from realityO
(Raymond Catrtier).

THE CHANGES IN THE LEADERSHIP OF RED ARMY

The accusations against the Soviet leadership and Stalin in
particular were very acute in the issue of the (so called) purges that
took place in Red Army and the tactics used in battle which had a
result the defeat and the losses of Red Army during that first period.
In most cases they used to combine both issues, considering that the



purges left without leadership and weakened the red army. We
believe that these two issues were indeed connected. Only our
estimation is quite different. We do not intend B we could not D to
make a complete military analysis. We will not support that everything
happened impeccably and without Beven serious D mistakes (if this is
possible!). We support that they were directed by a particular political
and military concept, which so directly and in a process gave its
results.

Indeed there were purges in the leadership (mainly) of Red
Army. Indeed there were losses and defeats. Our explanation though
Is different. We should stand on the military side of the issue. Not that
there wasnOtthe political side which in purges and TouhachevskiOs
execution case particularly was connected to significant issues of
Soviet society.

It is out of this text to prove this connection. Nevertheless we will
note a few things about this case and the mythology around it.

We will not stand on the fact that in the trial it was proved that
Touhachevski was preparing a coup of BonaparteOsfeatures. This
wasnOdoubted by anyone. However in their effort to say this or the
other they come into ridiculous situations, they fall on contradictions
which prove certain true elements. The basic feature of their criticism
was that Hitler caused the arrest and the execution of Touhachevski
with fixed Gestapo documents. (It was about documents which came
to Benes through French and Czechoslovakian secret service and
through him to Stalin). The first version supported that the conspiracy
didnOexist (the revisionists supported this particularly) and Stalin was
trapped by Hitler or found the chance to get rid of Touhachevski.

We read in a Greek newspaper BPrecently b a new version. We
read that the conspiracy existed, not matter what it was written two
pages before. Hitler knew it and OinformedO (through the
aforementioned way) Stalin because he was Oafraid@hat if the coup
succeeded, Russia by having Touhachevski in charge would become
very strong. OBad@talin didnOtet Touhachevski to overthrow him and
thus we missed the chance for the Russia to become very strong.
This was rubbish but very revelatory.

Let us deal with the issue we are more interested in. There was
an issue of readjustment in the leadership and features in general
(arms etc) of the red army despite the Touhachevski case. Messages
started coming after Poland while they were confirmed with France.
German army was bfor the time being- a modern army, which had



surpassed in a great degree the old traditional military concepts (in
structure, arms and military concept).that characterized the other
armies.

The dissolution of the Polish army in a few days, besides
expressing the general balance of power between Germany and
Poland it expressed the difference in the military field. The French
militaries answered this OfreelessonOwith OPolandis Poland and
France is FranceO Nevertheless we know the results. Yet, there were
here different voices, too. A very characteristic case - which helped
us understand what happened in the Soviet side bwas the De Gaulle
case. The - then - colonel De Gaulle with his book OToprofessional
militariesO he urged for the readjustment of the French army.

After the war with Poland he sent a letter to the then Prime
Minister Paul Reynod. OThemilitary corps from the conformism which
was congenital to its nature will not wish to reform by itself. The
reformation is a project of a political man and you should undertake
itEQ Of course nothing happened. For Otheideas De Gaulle was
developing the old leaders of the French army saw themselves
limited in the commandment of the civil guard, while new cadres
would rise in charge of the machinesO (Raymond Cartier).

We do not have any correspondent information regarding the
procedure by which the same issue was set in the Soviet Union. Yet
we had the results, which proved that the Soviet leadership did not
ignore the OPolish lessonO and the French mishap later.

The reformation in the leadership of the Red Army had as basic
substance the confrontation of the new circumstances and conditions
the modern for the Bthen- period war had imposed. The confirmation
came from a completely unexpected side. Milovan Jillas wrote the
book ODiscussionswith StalinOin order to hit OStalinism@s he said.
However he mentioned among everything else certain revealing
things. When he described his meeting with Koniev he informed us:

OStalinimposed purges particularly in the higher commandment
but the result was inferior than anyone might believe it would be
because on the other hand he wouldnOtesitate to promote younger
and more talented officersEO Koniev was one of these officers
(Zukov etc) who was promoted in the leadership of the Red Army and
finally led it to Berlin.

Through the purges that Stalin advanced in the Red Army, in
various phases he managed to:

He prevented a coup of BonaparteOs features.



He minimized the possibility of the existence and action of
officers who might have acted as the 5" phalanx in the framework of
the Red Army. (The Vlasov case proved the damage a few like him
could have brought).

He renewed the leadership of the Red Army.

Regarding the weaponry of the Red Army we should return to the
view Khrushchev expressed in the 20" Congress. He claimed that at
the time of the attack there werenOthe old weapons any more and
the new ones hadnOtbeen ready. Among the lies he said a grain of
truth slipped. Stalin was indeed scheduling the manufacture of Red
ArmyOs weaponry with modern equipment.

Considering whether the Red Army had these weapons in time
and sufficiency in battle time we have already answered it. It was
when we mentioned the information from Hellensteine about the
mass production of modern type weapons, in tanks, airplanes and
artillery. The confirmation lied in HitlerOsphrase to Guderian and the
complaints of the German generals for the difficulty in confronting the
T-34 tank, the problems from the Katiousa (StalinOsiarmonium as the
German soldiers called them).

How the Red Army fought

Regarding the strategic and tactic concept by which the red army
confronted the battles at this first period. It is not our authority to
make a complete tactic analysis and there isnOfa place for it in this
text. However we can refer to some clues and facts that can provide
a picture about the way the red army fought.

We aforementioned that from the first night of the German attack
Othe troops of Raihenaou and Stilpagel were already obliged to
confront strong counteroffensivesO. OE The idea of the German
maneuver was to run through straight to Kiev using as axis the
Zitomir road for the three army divisions. The resistance from the
Russians is too strong and doesnOgllow this breakEO OIn10.7041E
no significant cincture had been achieved and behind the fortifications
of the old border, large number of Russian troops prevents the
occupation of Leningrad with a leapEO OE In the other wing of the
tank group Menstein confronted difficulties. He is been surrounded in
the south of llmen lake by an aggressive return of the 1% Soviet corps
EO OSovietiroops came down from the Valday tableau and surround
the two corps, the 1% and the 10™ which had undertaken the



occupation of NovgorodEO OSmolenskregionsEGuderian break. The
right side of Guderian group was left uncovered. Timoshenko
repeated his effort. Being pushed in the Dniper RiverOsvalley he
extended his counteroffensive up to Desna with the 14 divisions of
the 13™ corps. Further to the east there were the 11 divisions of the
23" corps around Yelna. The battle is in a point of unstable balance.
(It is about the most serious crisis). Guderian was called to Borishkov.
There was the General Headquarters of the corps. He listened to
anguished worries which were covered accusations for his daring
actionEO (Raymond Cartier).

Certainly we do not hope to give a full picture by presenting
these quotes. Neither have we wished to prove the braveness of the
fighters of the Red Army. We are interested in an element that has
been repeated quite many times. It is the phenomenon of
counteroffensives the Red Army performed very often.

Let us return a little bit backwards. In the French and German
war the French side moved based on the logic of linear defense of
the Ounifiedand unbroken frontO.It leaned on the Magineau line and
looked for the extension of this line in the Belgian rivers and the
Albert canal. The penetrations of German tanks turned this Ounified
and unbroken frontO into dust.

In the Soviet side there were obviously the samples of another
tactic. Probably this tactic hadnObeen completed and matured yet in
this first phase. Nevertheless it existed, not as an abstract idea Iin
some generalsCheads, but as a tactic by which the Red Army fought.
The penetrations of the Panzer divisions (here as well) were creating
breaks but werenObverthrowing either the coherence or the fighting
ability of Red Army. The OaggressivereturnsOof the Soviet divisions
aiming the cut off of the advanced points, the tank divisions of
German army were creating, composed a permanent element of the
defensive Bthen- tactic of Red Army.

In the attempts of surrounding by the German army through the
advance of the tanks, the Red Army answered with attempts of
surrounding the advanced troops. It didnOtmanage and could not
have managed to overthrow the balance of power in that first phase
and was forced many times to retreat.

Military balance of power

Let us stay a little more in this issue. How and why the German



army was superior in that phase and why the Red Army could not be
in the same or superior position?

The German army was the army of a great country and mainly of
a completely industrially developed country which had a war industry
with a long tradition behind it and was if not the first one of the
biggest in the world then. At the same time, during the whole period
before war it was reinforced in many ways from the other capitalist
countries.

The German army had a great tradition behind it and
correspondent officers but at the same time it was a OnewO army.

It was reconstructed on a new basis, the revanchist logic and the
aggressive war. The new ideas were more easily imposed to it than
the French army, the leaders of which stayed on their glory of
1914-18.

(There is of certain use to remind that the theory of the new way
of using tanks belonged to a French general and not a German as
one might think.)

The German army that attacked on Soviet Union was almost
double in power than the one that attacked on France in the number
of men and tank divisions. New classes were added and forces from
other countries (ltaly, Rumania, Hungary and even from Spain and
France etc.). The weaponry Hitler gained from the occupied countries
was used for organizing new tank divisions.

The most significant element was that the German had already
fought and not only once. It is quite difficult to understand it if one
doesnOthave the slightest idea about it. We will note one thing here.
An army is different after having fought and gained this experience.
This goes for human activity but mostly in the way and quality as in
this case.

The German army had tried earlier its mobilization in a mass
scale Dbeven without bloodshed B from Anslous (Austria). The
Otraining@epeated in Czechoslovakia. Then, it was time for real war,
like the one against Poland. The campaign to Norway followed.
Certainly nothing could be compared to the war on the West (France)
where the German army was ironed through the conflict with one of
the stronger armies in the world. Another campaign followed on the
Balkans before the whole of the German army turned against Soviet
Union. It is worth saying that during this period the German army had
only a few losses which in no case could balance the big profit it had
gained. On the contrary as we aforementioned it was significantly



reinforced in men and material. At the time the German army
attacked on Soviet Union it was on the peak of its power.

Still there is a question. Could the Red Army be in a
correspondent level at that time? Could we answer this issue
absolutely? No. No matter what is said today by anyone and without
any wonder the Osurprise@idnOicome from the confirmation of Red
ArmyOsshortcomings, but on the contrary from the ascertainment of
the quite big dynamic it presented. For the problems the Red Army Os
organizing confronted were much more and bigger that any other
country of the ones that played a significant role. The industrialization
of Soviet Union was basically attempted in O30sIt started from almost
zero if we compare it to the level of the developed capitalist countries.
Regarding war industry, we should say that in order for such industry
to exist, it presumed the existence (for a long time) of a wider heavy
infrastructure. Under these conditions it was a OmiracleGhat Soviet
industry conquered a level enough to provide Red Army in the needs
of the era. Regarding this the organizing and structure of Red Army
was obliged to OfollowGand not precede this development level.
Another negative term was the embargo policy to Soviet Union even
in first need material. (Guns were out of question).

If these were the conditions in weapon sector, in the sector of
experience it was definite that it couldnOthave been gained by a
theoretical way or even in the training. Under the circumstances Red
Army was obliged to pay the bloody price of gaining that experience
which German army had already conquered.

At the same time through these first defeats and retreats the Red
Army with its heroic fight created the terms for the overthrowing of
balance of power. For the first time since the beginning of war,
German army was forced to pay a high price in men and material for
every kilometer of land it conquered. At the same time the Soviets
earned time and gained experience. They earned the time required to
transfer the industries from European sector to the Urals. The time
required for season of mud to come and winter later. The time
required for the Red Army to strengthen. It WasnOﬂong before the
obvious results came. The greater OsurpriseCfor everyone was
created in the way to Moscow. The German attack failed and the
German army was forced to retreat for the first time since the
beginning of war. It was the December of O41We will say Dand why
not B with pride. Only the Red Army could achieve something like
that. Only an inspired people and a revolutionary leadership could



create the conditions and the presumptions for such an achievement.
Only an army with the political and military structure and the moral
status of Red Army could under those conditions surpass all the
difficulties and consequences of its shortcoming and get to victory.

Stalin as a leader

From the aforementioned StalinOsrole and the contribution are
guite obvious. We might add nothing more. However we think that the
reference to certain other issues helps to understand more how
multilateral was StalinOscontribution. For Stalin wasnOtsimply a
political face with perspicacity and ability of tracing a correct political
line. He was a leader who could inspire the masses, to inculcate faith
and determination for struggle and victory.

StalinOsspeech in 3™ of July has been left in history so much as
the script with particular substance as for the influence it had over the
Soviet people and the fighters of Red Army.

Oltwas 6.30 in the morning and the radio station in Moscow
started the transmission of the first news report when the heavy voice
with the Georgian accent was raised in the air. Stalin started by giving
reasons for his treaty with Hitler, claiming that it provided Soviet
Union the necessary time, afterwards he gave his slogans for the
struggle against the intruder. Once again Russia has to burn its land
and oppose with popular rebellion against the technical westerner
superiority. Not even a wagon or a steam engine, not even a kilo of
wheat or a liter of fuel should be abandoned to the hands of the
enemy. In the occupied areas groups of partisans with or without
horses should be organized in order to bring harassment and explode
bridges and roads, to set fire storehouses, villages and forests. The
enemy should be trapped and be chased to his eliminationEQ If there
was panic it was being restrained now. The leadership of the army
responsible for many discouragements was taking everything under
controlEO (Raymond Cartier).

Konstantin Simonov in his book ODeadand aliveOdescribed how
the wounded soldiers of a military hospital received this speechE
OTheyloved Stalin in different ways, unlimitedly or restrainedly, with
admiration or some fear. Some didnOtove him at all. Nevertheless no
one doubted his courage and his iron willE

Stalin didnOtcharacterize the situation tragic. It was hard to
imagine this word in his speech but everything he said about general



mobilization, for the occupied area, for the partisan war meant the
end of illusion. We had retreated almost everywhere and in great
depth. Truth was bitter but finally it had been said and now everyone
felt the ground steadier under his feetQ.Stalin managed to find the
necessary words from the beginning of his speech.

After exposing his opinion about the events that occurred from
1939 and afterE he emphasized that OThewhole Soviet people is
standing beside the Red Army to defend the countryE Finally he
called the whole people to rally round LeninOsparty, round the Soviet
governmentO.No matter what Stalin had done earlier, no matter what
he would do afterwards, this speech of his would remain in history as
one of the greatest scripts of our era, (J.Hellensteine)

Another great moment was related to the German attack against
Moscow territory. OlnOctober 15" nothing could hide from the people
who lived in Moscow that the diplomatic corps and the government
were abandoning their city. A completely full train was transferring the
ambassadors to unknown direction. Another train was transferring the
ministers, the higher officersE In the government train only one
person was missing. Stalin.O (Raymond Cartier)

For the significance of StalinOsstaying in Moscow we will not say
anything. Let us listen to G. DimitrovOsvoice the way M. Jilas
transferred it, when he met him in his first visit in Moscow in 1944
OWhenthe Germans were out of Moscow, there was a general
uncertainty and confusion. The Soviet government retired in
Kuibichev. However Stalin stayed in MoscowE In this crucial moment
he ordered that a parade should take place in Red Avenue for the
anniversary of OctoberOgevolution. The divisions which marched in
front of him were leaving straight for the battle front. No one could
describe how great was the moral influence, when the people learnt
that Stalin stayed in Moscow and heard his speech. He raised the
faith and the trust of the people and this was more significant than a
big armyO.

StalinOsstance in the cases of Leningrad and Stalingrad played
similar role. When the German army surrounded and blockaded
almost from every side Leningrad, a very significant and crucial
problem was created. OTheluck of the old capital seemed to have
been judged. The Russian commandment is dealing with the
evacuation of the city, but Stalin refused to agree and sent there his
successor Zdanov to attend the defenseO (Raymond Cartier).

Today LeningradOsepopee is known as one of the most dramatic



but heroic as well of war, with a resolute influence in its final outcome.

A similar situation was created in Stalingrad. The German army
had occupied the largest part of the city, it had reached Volga and
only a small part was held by Red Army. This event was one of those
that created Oquestions@nd inability of explaining to the Western
experts.

The main reason for this OinabilityOvas their reluctance to
recognize StalinOsresolute contribution. They knew quite well that
according the top military leadership of Soviet Union (Stalin was in
charge of it) Othetime of flexible defense had passedO.They knew
quite well that the stubborn defense in Stalingrad was part of a whole
planning for the concentration of forces and surrounding the German
troops (as it happened). If StalinOscontribution was resolute at this
period we would like to emphasize particularly his stance in the first
period when the balance of power was ill-favored. OThe52™ German
corps found a StalinOorder of the day, where in paternal way without
criticism, without threats he was saying to his people that from now
on they could not lose any more land and industrial resources. What
is left should be defended virulentlyO (Raymond Cartier).

The people defended it heroically and stubbornly. And they
created the presumptions for the great victory. StalingradOsvictory.
The one that turned the balance of the war. The one that has been
characterized in peopleOs memory and they insist on calling
Stalingrad, Stalingrad. Despite Khrushchev, Brezhnev, GorbachevOs
and others of the kind, attempts who tried and still do to erase from
peopleOs memory the name of StalinOs city.

PART i
YALTA OR POTSDAM
INTRODUCTION

In February 1945 the OthreegreatQOof the anti-Hitler coalition met
in Yalta in order to decide the further course of war and the
adjustment of the issues its emerging end was setting. The literature
about this issue could fill books. The basic motive is that Stalin,
Roosevelt and Churchill divided the world in two partsE (How could
three divide it in two parts is another issue). However, in general we



could say that most of what had been written about the issue was
nothing but a monument of stupidity. And that all these who wrote the
correspondent OmanuscriptsGather didnOtunderstand at all what
happened in this war.

Nevertheless this was one side of the issue, one interpretation of
their stance. For, we have in mind something else. We remember that
the reference to Yalta (with the specific interpretation) was rising
every time a popular movement set a serious problem in the
imperialist domination in a certain territory of Earth. All these who
directly or indirectly condemned the division of the world were saying
to the revolted peoples that their struggle was Opointless®ecause
Ounfortunately@he world had been divided. They didnOstop repeating
the same despite their disproof by history and peopleOsstruggle all
these years.

This happened in China, Cuba, in peopleOsstruggle in the former
colonial countries, and certainly Indochina.

Certainly the last years we met another kind of recall of Yalta
OagreementsOrhis time they come from Soviet Union. Only this time
it is about The Soviet Union of Gorbachev. The one that managed to
neuter the communist movement, recapitalizing thus peopleOs
struggle but having at the same time the outcome of this Osuccess@y
looking at the strengthening of the influence and the pressure from
the western imperialism in their domination space.

Nevertheless let it be. Let us return to Yalta. We could only say
that under the particular circumstances certain agreements should be
made. They should be made between allies and the involved in war
as well. The events were specific (so were the agreements). It
anyoneOsright to estimate on them or interpret them. Under two
conditions. There should not be confusion (willingly or not) between
the fact and the estimation. Secondly the estimation should be based
on real facts and not the rubbish about Onotesunder the tableOLet us
see the facts.

The opportunism of the Western

It may be obvious still necessary to clarify that we cannot refer to
the totality of the facts of WW2. We are obliged to skip quite many of
them, even important ones. The development so the military as the
political passed through so many ranges it is impossible to mention
all of them analytically. We are obliged to stand on the most



significant and particularly to the ones more related to the issue we
are examining.

We clamed and still do that the Western stance was basically
opportunist so much before war as during it. It was an opportunism
that was presented in the political field and the military as well.

The battle of Moscow was a station

After the German invasion the prime view in the West was that
Soviet UnionOscollapse was only a matter of time, which was set
guite soon. Based on this they did not undertake any military action
but they even b basically US - refused to take political commitment.
Churchill took immediately his position. His speech in the 22.6.41
already composed a significant political document and a commitment
for Great Britain. But even in this case, as we will see, the
coagulation of a coalition required some time and certain
development. We are talking about a period when Great Britain was
already in war with Germany. Roosevelt a few days later condemned
the German invasion but made sure to put in the same place ONazism
and CommunismO.

Nevertheless it was their problem, too. War was by then real and
either if they wanted it or not they were obliged to confront it. The
American and English coalition was immediately coagulated. In
7.7.41 the Americans landed on Iceland. The English who occupied
the island gave away their position. In 8.8.41 Roosevelt and Churchill
met and made out the Omapof AtlanticO.We can distinguish a
direction already. It was a direction which B not without range b
characterized their stance during the whole length of war. It was a
direction of modulating a coalition and stable, all-out cooperation
between US and England, while in process there were thoughts to
include France as well. The outcome of this relation, which was more
availed or not is another issue we will examine later.

Towards the suffering Soviet Union they kept another stance. A
military delegation arrived at Moscow under General Mc Farleyn,
where he realized that the Russian resistance was much stronger
than they thought in England.

In the end of June O41Harry Hopkins, RooseveltOspersonal
emissary arrived at Moscow. OHereturned with the conviction that the
situation was not as desperate as it seemed from far. One of the
objections for the aid was that it would arrive too late, collapsed.



However Russia wasnOtimmediately accepted in the leasing and
lending system. Until the end of October USSR paid all the supplies it
was takingO. (Raymond Cartier)

In 11.11.41 Roosevelt ordered hid ships to OshootfirstO.The
order concerned the confrontation of German submarines. US
entered the war more and more. In the mean time, in the negotiation
with Japan they toughened their stance suddenly. The terms they set
in Japan were such that it was impossible to be accepted. US at least
regarding the Pacific made their final choice. They pursued war. The
answer came with the B not so b unexpected attack by the Japanese
fleet in Pearl Harbor.

The defeat of Germans in Moscow in December 1941
accelerated the whole fermentation. Let us watch a little their
OparallelOcourse with the military facts and estimations we
aforementioned. In 22.6.41 there was ChurchillOsspeech and three
days later RooseveltOs Afterwards Mc Farleyn and Hopkins visited
Moscow. In 7.7.41 Churchill sent a letter to Stalin and there was an
often correspondence between them since then. In 12.7.41 there was
a common English and Soviet announcement. In 28.9.41 the foreign
secretaries of England and US Eden and Averill Harriman met with
Stalin in Moscow. They made agreements for aid. In December 041
Eden went to Moscow and a common announcement was published
between Eden and Molotov. Soviet Union confirmed the map of
Atlantic.

In May O42Molotov went to London (not for the first time) where
he signed a friendship act and mutual cooperation between England
and Soviet Union for 20 years. (It was confirmed by the Supreme
Soviet in 18.6.42). In 11.6.42 a common American and Soviet
announcement was published and Churchill signed it a few days
later. This was a gross diagram of the negotiation for the coagulation
of the anti-Hitler coalition.

However these agreements were far from meaning real
participation of Western forces in the size of war it was being
conducted at that time. In fact Soviet Union was fighting all alone.

Up to Stalingrad
The fact that Soviet Union was fighting all alone was OdoubtedO

only in American movies. In historical manuscripts, even of the
Western and despite their attempts it was too difficult to hide the



truth.

Let us let them speak: OOneof the mysteries of the war in Syria
(conflict between the French of Vichy with the English and De Gaulle)
was the German absenceE and yet the reason is imposing. Like the
end of pantomime before the main performance of the circus, thus
the Mediterranean theater closed. From the Baltic to the Black sea
three million men, six hundred thousands horses, six hundred
thousands vehicles and nineteen thousands railroad trains were
mobilized. The meeting with the destiny to which they are directed is
one of the most significant in history. The fulfillment of Barbarossa
project has startedO It was the anti- communist Raymond Cartier who
spread in the four points of the horizon the structure the western
propaganda built for so many years (with his contribution as well). He
was the one who called pantomime (always in comparison to the
eastern front) the Oepopeeof Africa battle, the legend of Africa Corps
and the legend of Romel.

In order to give a measure of the proportion we should remind
that Africa Corps were consisted of three divisions only. In the
Eastern front 200 German divisions and another 50 divisions from
their allies were fighting.

Let us continue though: OE England passed in the position of an
observer. The strikes against London in fact stoppedE In Africa the
hostilities were in a dead point. Tobruk was under a loose siegeE In
the mean time RAF with 2100 aircrafts dominated the air. The British
Army was totally reconstructed. The German air force of Crete and
Sicily disappeared. They were taken in the Eastern frontO.(Raymond
Catrtier)

Oltis not always recognized in the West that WW2 was in fact a
German and Russian war. In 1943 it was Churchill who observed that
while the Western were Oskirmishing@ith only six German divisions
the Russians were confronting 185 German divisionsO (D.Horrowiz)

OFromJune O41to November of the same year the Germans
transferred another 60 divisions from the western to the eastern frontO
(J.Hellensteine)

Let us stay a little more in this last information, which wasnOt
doubted by anyone except for the number of the divisions. (Some
spoke for 40 or 50 divisions).

Hitler in his campaign against Soviet Union left, just in case, a
certain number of divisions in the West. Certainly it was about second
rate divisions and there were among them a few Panzer divisions.



Nevertheless they were a force. Yet the most and best of its elements
were removed in order to be added to the main force of German army
which already fought in the Eastern front. This had a military side (the
more and more difficulties the Germans had in the Eastern front) and
a political one. Hitler understood and was made sure of that he could
feel safe for at least some time from this (West) side. If one examined
the events could not avoid the thought that it was tried in action what
Truman said or the English minister Moore Barzamon who Owould
gladly see the Russians and Germans exhaust in a long term warO.

In the mean time certain significant events took place. The most
significant was the continuous approach between England and US
and the effort to shape unified strategy.

In the same process the first disagreements emerged between
them and even acute contrasts were expressed. We will refer to them
in more details later. They decided that Hitler was the first and prime
aim. They both understood that not only Germany was the prime
force of Axis (with a large distance from the other two) and the
dominating weight of European territory and the conflict it was taking
place in it.

The OBolerooperationOthis means the transformation of England
into a camp of the coalition, represented this exact estimation and
was connected to the correspondent perspective.

However in the clearly military field they were still inactive. They
even temporized in sending aid to Soviet Union and in July O42hey
stopped sending aid through Arctic Sea. They talked about the big
loss in trade ships (existing) the same time that Soviet Union was
literally bleeding from everywhere.

The military action of English in Africa (the range we
aforementioned) was an action forced by AxisO initiative.

The main field of US military action, despite the declaration of
Hitler being the prime aim (and consequently Europe was the prime
field) was in the Pacific. Certainly in the mean time US had already
started to disagree and press the English D for political reasons D in
the issue of second front. Nevertheless, they too BEisenhower Plan B
wouldnOtsee it earlier than 1943. The reasons were obvious. The
German army continued to keep almost the totality of its power. On
the contrary Japan according to all estimations was considered Pnot
groundlessly- inferior from a military Band not only- point of view. The
fact that after almost a decade of war it couldnOtsubdue China
confronting the ragbag Chang Kai SekOsstate presented and the



partisan war of peoplesOarmy (Mao Tse Tung) underlined this
shortcoming.

Nevertheless, either way Japan already composed a problem. It
composed the prime power in Eastern Asia and its fleet was a power
of first rate not in OAsian®ut global measures. Having to confront the
colonial troops (capable to oppress the local population) and only a
small part of the British fleet (that kept forces in all oceans) managed
to occupy the whole Indochina and reach the threshold of India.

In February O42they occupied Singapore and in March the
Philippines. They occupied completely Indochina and reached the
Australian territorial waters. US after the surprise and the losses of
Pearl Harbor reconstructed their forces and found an action field that
solved many problems.

The domination in the Pacific and Southeast Asia was one of the
basic objectives of their global strategy.

Consequently the development as it was being modulated
composed for US a brilliant chance for the fulfilment of these
pursues. On the other hand they entered war against an opponent
they considered band was D easy to handle and it provided them
more excuse for not opening the second front in Europe where things
were even tougher.

The top of temporizing and cynicism as well of the western
stance was Dieppe case. In 19.8.42 a British expeditionary corps
consisted mainly from Canadians disembarked in Europe in Dieppe
region. In only a few hours it was smashed by German military forces.
With the price of some thousands lives of Canadian and English
soldiers Oitwas provedOthat any thought about the opening of a
second front in Europe (as the Soviets insistently required) was
OprematureO.

Landing on Sicily

In spring and summer of O42hings remained tough for Soviet
Union. The victory before Moscow the previous winter averted the
great danger but the problem still existed. The odds between the
German and Red army had been reduced but it disappeared. Thus
the German army managed to advance to Caucasus, to get closer to
Volga in Stalingrad region and intensify the siege of Leningrad in the
North.

Already as 1942 ended certain things and balance of power



started changing. OGeneralLopatin, commander of the 62™ corps
reckoned the defense of the city impossible and requested
permission to retreat on the other bank of (across) Volga. Stalin,
abandoning the flexible defense system, disagreesEO (Raymond
Catrtier)

Somehow like this the Stalingrad epopee started and was fulfilled
in the beginning of O43with the crash and surrender of 6" German
corps and its staff as well. It composed the biggest strike given to
until then invincible German army. O536 transports, 149 fighter
and123 bombers will turn Stalingrad battle into a dogfight with so
many losses as the England battle wasO.(Raymond Cartier). It was
the turn of war. From this point on everything changed for everyone.
No, war wasnOfinished. Only from now on the ones that participated
in it would count things otherwise. In November O42English and
American troops disembarked on West Africa. Thus the German and
Italian troops were struck by two sides. They were pressed by the 8"
British troop under Montgomery from the east. And from the west
they were pressed by the expeditionary troop that had disembarked.
From a military point of view it was not a healthy walk but it was very
far from a second front. The Italians had stopped fighting for quite
some time. Africa Corps had been weakened and had months to
restore the loss in men and supplies. The eastern front seemed to
absorb all the relay and left nothing for anywhere else. It also had a
problem with fuel in order to move the few tanks left. The occasional
success of the Germans was due to their superiority in tactics
exclusively but they had no sequence. The English and Americans
having smashing superiority in men and supplies managed to
overpass the periodic crisis they were dealing with and finally chased
the Axis forces from Africa. (May 043)

The political problems they were confronting were more serious.
OThecampaign on North Africa was dictated by the political necessity
for something to be doneEO (Raymond Cartier). Here lied the
essence of the issue. Russia was confronting the totality of German
army. They were asking D justifiably D and urged for the opening of
the second front. The English and Americans Oshoulddo something®
as well. The campaign on North Africa offered them this possibility
without presenting any particular danger. This was one basic side of
the problem that was related with the course of military operations
and the formation Bthrough battles P of the basic military balance of
power among the conflicted.



Certainly there was another side, also significant. It is the political
and strategy issue which was set before and during the campaign
and particularly in Casablanca meeting.

We will refer to these issues in a next chapter. Here we will note
only two things. The English and Americans continued to function
(with their contrasts) as a Ocouple@o much against Axis but in way
towards their ally Soviet Union, whose needs and views practically
ignored. At the same time they were checking the possibility for the
role France could play as third partner (even second rate) in the
formation and advance of their strategy.

In connection to the aforementioned they decided the landing on
Sicily aiming the passage to the Italian peninsula. Stalingrad set the
problem not only to Hitler. It set it to them as well. After Stalingrad the
Red Army passed in strike totally and obliged the Germans in a
number of defeats.

It started appearing that Soviet Union had the qualifications to
win this war even alone. Something like this was certainly putting
them completely out of their strategic plans and pursues.

The landing on Sicily (10.7.43) solved for them many problems. It
gave them the possibility to avoid opening of a real second front
(France) in 1943 and in a period that German army was still powerful.
Thus they opened their OsecondfrontOand based on it they could
claim their participation in a victory which started appearing. It was
included in the framework of plans already being advanced in
collaboration with high factors of Italian bourgeoisie who understood
that war was lost. With the occupation of the Italian peninsula they
created the presumptions of a trig, a barrier in a potential advance of
Red Army while it was chasing the Nazi. At the same time it
composed a case without critical military problems and certainly not
the ones a landing on France would cause. Let us present a few
elements. Pandeleria Island was an Italian naval base. Geologically it
was a rock in the sea being excavated by Italians internally, a natural
invincible fort. A few canon shots were enough to make them raise
the white flag (11.6.43). OOuronly loss during this operation was a
soldier bitten by a jackalOthe British report would mention. 24 hours
later the Lambedousa Island (with similar fortification) surrendered in
an American sergeant who was forced to land on it O. The
embarkation in Sicily followed (10.7.43). Seven divisions embarked.
The Iltalians were running away massively and only a few gunshots
were enough for the American soldiers to refuse to leave the safety of



the landing craftsEHerman Gering division attacked the next day
with delay. Its appearance in the waterfront plain caused the
beginning of panic to Americans and some hurried to board. Savanna
raider saved the whole thing by destroying with its canons the tanks,
the other ships did the sameEO (Raymond Catrtier).

If we consider that at the same time battles took place every day
in a huge scale with hundreds of thousands soldiers, with thousands
tanks, that every kilometer of land was sinking from the blood of
thousands dead from both sides we could end up to some
conclusions.

TEHERAN AND THE LANDING ON NORMANDY

Stalingrad battle was the great turn of war, not only in the military
field but in connection with its influence to the political fermentations
which didnOtstop modulating a minute and the configuration of the
strategic of each power.

In the military field, Red Army was taking over the initiative more
and more which up to then was on the German army.

The OZITADELLE@PERATION (5.7.43) that was developing in
a huge battle of tanks in Kursk composed the last attempt of German
army to take over the breakthrough initiative. Its failure meant the
final loss of the possibility to undertake aggressive actions of wide
scale. From this point on the German army had only Band not
always D defensive OsuccessOFor example: In February O43in
Cherkassy over the Dniper River significant German forces were
surrounded by Red Army. When their attempt of emancipation failed
the surrounded forces tried a desperate blow to the west. However
half of them were left in the battle field, dead, wounded and war
prisoners and their weaponry and supplies as well. The Nazi
propaganda bragged us usual. OMy men, General Forman said
sarcastically, were astonished when they heard that they had won a
great victoryEO (Raymond Cartier).

In 3.8.43 Red Army attacked on Harkovo. ORighthis moment the
surprise and almost panic possessed the political and military leaders
of GermanyE Gebels abandoned for a moment the mask of fanatic
optimism and confided in Guderian that they should see from then the
Russians reaching BerlinEThe previous year even those of the
Generals who shared HitlerOsillusions believed that Red Army had
been wearing out.



In 1943 a third wave of power higher than the two previous ones,
rose from the Soviet glory and covered the German armyO(Raymond
Cartier). On the contrary the western confronted quite inferior
German forces regressed in Italian peninsula and only in 4.6.44
managed to occupy Rome.

The same time Red Army managed to liberate the whole
Ukraine, entered Poland, reached the foothills of Carpathians and
obliged the German army in a complete retreat.

The German army BRaymond Cartier noticed- is by now a
crabbed army, an already defeated army, and in an incurable way
waits for the next hitO.

The possibility of a German collapse became an issue engaging
not only the Germans. Soviet Union rose as the great b and if there
werenOtany significant changes in the process b the only winner of
war. This possibility accelerated all fermentations connected to the
much discussed second front.

The second front was discussed for months and years from staff
to staff, after transferring it from O41to O42and O43and after the
proposal to transfer it to O46(Allan Brook). The second front wasnOt
opened when Soviet Union asked it, when Red Army needed it, when
the Soviet people confronted the whole German power and Nazi
brutality. Well, the second opened OatlastOwhen militarily at least the
iIssue was basically judged.

In 6.6.44 English and Americans landed on the French coast in
Normandy area.

In the political field and in connection to the military facts there
were very significant developments. USA and England knew by then
that they could not continue to OignoreGoviet Union regarding the
common configuration of the orientation and objectives of the anti-
Hitler coalition. US presented tendencies of putting aside England,
which found it being pushed in the position of second rate
interlocutor. Roosevelt, who had the initiative of this tactic, saw
clearly that he had to deal with Soviet Union from now on.

In 19.10.43 the foreign secretaries Molotov, Eden and Kurten
Hall met in Moscow, in order to prepare the meeting of the Ogreat
threeO After a stop in Cairo, where Roosevelt and Churchill met with
Chang Kai Sek and in late November and early December Stalin,
Roosevelt and Churchill met and conferred in Teheran.

Parallel to these there were other significant fermentations. USA
in contrast to the English pressed for accelerating fermentations for



landing on Europe. They were in a hurry to Osetheir footOin Europe,
knowing quite well that everything would be judged there. If the main
problem for them was the Soviet advance it wasnOt the only one.

Great B whilom D Britain had too many problems to solve and
could do nothing but pass in second rate. The loss of OverlordOs
(landing) command wasnOthe most significant but it was definitely a
characteristic expression of the whole development.

At the same time the political fermentation was accelerating in
German side. The German factors (in their totality) saw that they
were loosing war and the only thing they could hope for and turned to
it was the reverse of alliance. A part of them that was opposing Hitler
started contacts with the western, having this exact objective. The
way Germans confronted the western troops in the battle field, was
more and more influenced by this development.

So the landing in Normandy took place under these political
conditions.

Soviet Union insisted on the creation of the second front. This
wasnOobnly for military reasons or because they kept on suffering the
main burden of losses. The main reason was that they wanted to
retain as much as possible from the possibility and the danger of this
reverse of alliance. The supporters of this reverse werenOtonly in
Germany.

As a conclusion and regarding the aforementioned: The Western
temporized in the issue of choosing their ally (Soviet Union). They left
the burden of war to Soviet Union. They D practically b entered in it
when it was finally judged. They entered in it not to contribute for a
faster end but to get benefited in the higher possible degree.

Certainly the facts didnOtstop here. We intend to refer to
afterwards development. And mainly stand in the political side of
them and the ones preceded. What we did in this chapter was some
intimation regarding the political issues and more to show their
relation with the correspondent military development.

We referred to how the Western stood towards Soviet Union
mainly in connection to the military development.

At the same time significant development appeared in another
side. It concerned the contrasts between the Western allies, in
connection to warOslevelopment. We know now that the great winner
was USA. England and France despite that they were Otypically@n
the side of winners, practically their postwar war position was found
to be a lot inferior to the one they possessed prewar. War expressed



real balance of power but produced new one as well.

If we stand more in US policy it is because during war they rose
to become the regulators in the configuration of the line the Western
moved D practically B and which matched with their strategic
objectives which were configured in process by US.

US Policy

We could separate one phase when US were temporizing
towards everyone regarding their intervention in war. They calculated
their forces, tried to count in facts and balance of power. At the same
time, the tendency for intervening in war was being strengthened but
without completely clarifying the objective and the shape of that
intervention. In US they could see quite clearly (particularly the
tendency Roosevelt represented) that war composed the best chance
for the advance of their interests. Yet, the exact time, under which
conditions and to which direction they would enter war still remained
a problem for some time. At the same time their geographical position
across the Atlantic from Europe, set the issue with other terms for US
than the other powers. On one hand there was the fact that USA was
far from the locus (Europe) where the basic balance of power was
being configured. However on the other hand this exact fact provided
them all the ease to prepare properly and mainly to choose the right
time and the conditions of their intervention in war.

In the first period, there was a big self-restraint or better a
opportunism that was expressed even towards their later allies
(England and France).

We already aforementioned that they refused to deliver to the
French the airplanes they had agreed. (The superiority of German air
force over the French in their between battles was well known). But
even towards their English allies they behaved the same. For a long
time the aid they were offering was based on Ocashand carryO
principle. Or even more Oexpensive®y granting bases controlled by
the English, to USA.

If US demonstrated a kind of opportunism towards their OnaturalO
allies then we could easily understand the opportunism towards
Soviet Union in the beginning and later during war.

Later the US made clearer and more specific their intention to
enter war. The law of hiring and leasing was a resolute step to that
direction. Nevertheless the problem of clarifying their strategic



objectives still remained. It was well known that there were
arguments in the US ruling circles about if the metacenter was to be
put in the Pacific or Europe. In US they could see quite clearly that
the war more than anything else would compose an instrument of
redistribution of roles and balance of power of the forces and they
didnOtntend to stay out of it. From the way they moved it was obvious
that they configured a direction whose maximum objective was the
global hegemony, In any case it was the greater profit the possible
from the new redistribution.

Certainly claiming the global hegemony presumed the
intervention in the center of the OconflictCEurope. On the other hand
though, Hitler continued to be strong and a Omistimeddntervention
could cause serious danger for the ones who dared it. Thus they took
certain measures on that direction without yet setting the issue of a
military intervention in the near future.

Nevertheless the most significant fact was the coagulation of a
coalition with Great Britain and the elaboration from Roosevelt (who
was superior) and Churchill of the OAtlantidViapO The most significant
(political) decision of the coalition was the determination Nazi
Germany as basic and prime opponent (and target). In fact these
declarations were far from becoming specific action.

The confrontation of Hitler was a burden that was carried for
quite a long time from Soviet Union alone. It was characteristic that
war between US and Germany was declared by HitlerOsinitiative
(right after Pearl Harbor).

If the Americans theoretically classified Europe as the main field
in action they turned to the Pacific. This option solved for them many
problems. They practically entered the war thus they wouldnObe left
aside from their minimum Dat least- objectives, from the redistribution
they foresaw. They entered the war confronting an opponent that was
considered Band proved to be D inferior to Germany and US as well.
The OleastQhey would gain from this option was the Pacific and
South East Asia. Their ambition was to dominate in this region since
they had already invested huge interests (China, Philippines etc).
Thus the conditions they dictated to the Japanese were nothing but
an ultimatum pursuing its rejection. From this point of view Pearl
Harbor either politically or militarily composed an unexpected event.
From this point on the defeat of Japan was only a matter of time in
the degree the development in Europe didnOtause any overthrowing
in the general balance of power.



During the process US understood that the objective of
hegemony wasnObut of the being configured conditions which were
favoring it. Soviet Union wasnO®©liquidated®ut more and more was
causing serious problems to German army. US saw that Hitler wasnOt
Oinvincible@nd that Germany could be defeated. At the same time
they understood the weakness of Great Britain to play the role it used
to until WW2. They found out that they could dictate terms which
either easily or with more difficulty were finally accepted. The
objective they configured was the composition of a block of powers in
which besides US and England they were ambitious to include
France as well. US would certainly lead this block and determine the
objectives. This would bring US in contrast with the English and De
Gaulle as well. US tried quite many times to put De Gaulle aside
since they thought that he was too independent and too OFrenchO.
They didnOt even hesitate to make contacts with the French of Vichy.

Regarding Soviet Union they still Osetthe taskOto it of the role of
damaging Hitler with a war that certainly destroyed it as well and
without taking any real commitment to it.

In Casablanca Roosevelt configured the objectives of war with
Churchill, he discussed with De Gaulle and Giroux but Soviet UnionOs
word was still absent. Simultaneously (as we will refer to later) they
advanced the particular American objectives even the ones which
were turning against the English and French interests.

However the development set a very serious problem. Soviet
Union not only damaged the German power but seemed able to win
surpassing the limits traced by TrumanOssaying (mutual damage of
both of them). The least was they could not ignore it any more in the
configuration of terms of conducting war. Roosevelt understood quite
well that Soviet Union was transformed in a factor that he was obliged
to negotiate with. For this he didnOeven hesitate to try to put aside
Churchill himself. ORegarding the approach, Roosevelt had no
hesitations. Only he and Stalin could take significant decisions.
Churchill was anachronismE RooseveltOgrime pursuit was a private
meeting with StalinE He refused the idea of a meeting in Iceland or
Africa Obecauseit would honestly be difficult not to invite ChurchillEO
RooseveltOs letter to Stalin in 5.5.43. (Raymond Cartier).

RooseveltOsuggestions certainly hadnObeen accepted. Yet they
were characteristic for the way US policy moved. Thus the Teheran
meeting had the three of them present.

However, this wasnOthe final shape the relations of the various



powers took during war. In US the estimation that Soviet Union
turned into a dangerous rival was strengthening all along. In late 044
there were elections in US and Roosevelt was re-elected. Yet, before
the elections he replaced the considered progressive Wallace (vice
President) and promoted in his position Oanunknown senator from
Missouri named Harry TrumanO.Who was Harry Truman? Let us let
Raymond Cartier talk about him: OHewas the son of a poor farmer
from Missouri. He was recruited in the electoral campaign of the
politician and gangster PrendergastEHe was pointed out in the back
stage of a partyOs assemblyO.

Already US were orientated in a political confrontation with
Soviet Union. The meeting in Yalta was characterized from both
elements, the fact that Soviet Union composed the necessary (the
obligatory) interlocutor and the fact that Soviet Union composed the
by then main enemy. Certainly war hadnOfinished yet. Hitler still had
millions of soldiers. Japan was not defeated yet and in order to
subdue it the victories in air and sea werenOtenough. Terrestrial
operations were required as well. These operations were causing
serious worries in American ruling circles. The intervention of Russian
army was judged necessary and was an issue decided in Yalta. On
the other hand as we aforementioned US saw in Soviet Union their
future big enemy. The negotiations with England were intensified
(before Yalta there was a pre-conference in Malta between Roosevelt
and Churchill), so were the fermentations regarding France while
certain things started happening regarding E Germany. It should be
notified that the bourgeois ruling circles in Italy had already put their
luck and future of their country in the Americans.

OTwamonths later the Yalta act collapsed. A crisis was created in
the relations between Americans and Russians due to Wolf case. He
was an SS German general, who was near Hilmar and tried to
negotiate in Vern the surrender of German army in ItalyO(Raymond
Cartier). Regarding the same issue Horowiz notified the reaction of
the Soviets when they found out that OGeneralAlexander was about
to meet marshal Kesserling (chief of German army in Italy) in Vern in
order to discuss the surrender conditionsO.

In Soviet Union they understood many and suspected many
more. Roosevelt sent a letter to Stalin in order to ensure the respect
for the treaties that had been made by US.

The relations between the two allies remained typically the way
they used to be. In fact though, US saw Soviet Union as the prime



enemy. It was an enemy they were certainly reckoning. Soviet Union
was by then most powerful. In Europe there was a rising resistance
movement whose backbone was the communists. Even in US the
mood of the people towards Soviet Union was influenced from the
spirit of anti-Hitler coalition and the long struggle against fascism. The
moves from US should be very careful. For example Patton who tried
to move his tanks in the direction of Prague was recalled by Bradley.

In this situation, a dramatic overthrowing was conduced after the
successful experiment in Alamogordo. The existence of the atom
bomb was a fact, as was the overthrowing it brought in balance of
power. Truman learnt it while he was in Potsdam conference and
changed his attitude. The failure-practically- of the conference was
related to an extremely aggressive policy that started from US
towards Soviet Union.

The US stance towards Germany presented great interesting.
When US entered war they defined (together with England) as the
most dangerous rival Germany. Germany at that time seemed all
powerful. They had crashed the French army. They had subdued the
whole Europe. German troops were deep inside the land of Soviet
Union, it had neutralized, practically, England and discouraged any
thought in the West for operations in European territory. For the time
being they left Soviet Union and Red Army to OsolveO the problem.

However their stance towards Germany (at least in the level of
plans) was determined for a long time by the fact that Germany was
defined as the main rival. In fact this was the reason they allied with
Soviet Union (even the way they did). The first objective, in which
both USA and England agreed, was the defeat of Germany. However
USA was looking more in the future. As the objective of global
hegemony seemed more attainable the more they tried to move
based on their own particular plan, with which the allies of US didnOt
always agree (or even opposed). The USA plans anticipated the
complete destruction, the leveling and division of Germany. In
Casablanca Roosevelt Odeclared that the UN would not accept
anything but unconditional surrenderEChurchill wasnOtaware of it.
He jumped irritated hearing a form of the victory which connected
England without its consent with a concept of a complete warO.
(Raymond Cartier). Here the issue wasnOtif this form was
corresponding to conduced conditions. For example Soviet Union as
well supported the same thing. The problem was in the way that USA
was tracing and advancing its policy.



What came next was quite enlightening. OlnTeheran Roosevelt
had suggested the division of Germany in five states. In Yalta
Churchill was careful. He thought of the establishment of two German
states. Roosevelt once again declared that he was favoring the
division of Germany in many parts Osixor seven the leastEO Stalin
only insisted on a common policy regarding the issue, something that
would not exclude a future division of GermanyO(J. Hellensteine).
The destructive air bombing that leveled all big German cities and
killed hundreds of thousands of civilians was included to this (and
this) logic. Definitely it could not be explained by the military needs
and their influence (little to nothing) in the course of battles. All these
had value up to a point. Until the point that USA started to see as the
main enemy the typically ally, Soviet Union

From that point on everything changed. Certainly the changes
were not spectacular. They werenOteither imminent or obviously
demonstrated. Another problem was that Germany was still powerful
and fighting. The presumption for any practical reverse of plans was
firstly the complete destruction of Germany.

Nevertheless, more and more the idea matured for using
Germany baswell- as a barrier to the coming danger from the East. A
kind of a Okey@or understanding the range in US strategy was the
story of Morgedau Project (US secretary of economics). OIn13-14 of
September 1944 the English and Americans adopted Morgedau
Project. According it Germany would be transformed in a country of
bucolic featuresEQ without industry etc) (Raymond Cartier).
Morgedau Project was a reflection of the policy the Americans
advanced. Yet things would change at some particular moment and
Morgendau Project would be withdrawn. OLateiit would be known that
Morgedau Project was the work of Dexter White, a communist agent
who would commit suicide a few years later the day before his
arrestO.Well, White took care and OcommittedsuicideO,USA though
had started earlier advancing a policy which Oafew years later ended
in NATO and Germany was included in it as well. The German
reaction to this issue was quite interesting, too.

The “troubles” of the English
In order to understand the problems the English policy

confronted we should firstly have some things in mind. The basic
problem was that the war being conducted OwasnOtthe war the



English policy (Chamberlain) was preparing more or less the previous
period. The reconciliation of English policy to the conduced facts
(Churchill) might have put it in an orbit, without this meaning that
English policy could get back the control of the situation. The
extension of the conflict and the conditions this particular war was
conducing were far from the abilities of Great Britain.

Let us see things more particularly. ChurchillOgising was based
on the conviction which was conduced by then in Great Britain that it
was impossible to come in an agreement with Hitler. Churchill -and
not only- believed that if Hitler got the framework he was asking from
England (by the suggestion of a coalition) the only outcome would be
give him the chance to become more powerful. From that point on it
would be only a matter of time before he turned against England and
that in such a case the Obest€hey could wait for was to become the
GermanyOssatellite. Thus Pat least Churchill B turned decisively
against Hitler. The basic orientation of the English policy was the
coalition with France.

That alliance seemed powerful in sea (primly with the British fleet
and the French as well) and land as well (with the French army first
and the British expeditionary corps). The crash of France, the Bso
called- loss of the Omilitarysword of the coalition left England alone.
At the same time, and because of HitlerOssuggestionsthe tendency
of negotiation with him rose again. However Churchill insisted. His
efforts were directed to a coalition with USA that still temporized.
Later and from the moment Hitler attacked on Soviet Union, the issue
of a coalition with Soviet Union was set. It was a possibility capable to
turn to advantage, and it was made by English policy.

Soviet Union though wasnOthe power that British policy and its
particular objectives could lean on. Soviet Union was for the English a
Ocircumstantial@lly. Later in process they orientated more and more
to USA. When USA entered war, it was the time for the coagulation of
the American and British coalition. It was a coalition that would
continue during the whole length of war and afterwards as well. Only
the development and the configuration of balance of power in the
framework of this coalition wasnOthe one the English expected at all.
Progressively after USA promoted their own particular objectives they
configured the terms in a way that the end of war would find Great
Britain a winner but by then it would be a second rate power.

Let us see the development for a while. The first big Otrouble©f
the English was their alliesQQUSA) effort to replace them from the role



they had up to then. Great Britain (and France secondly) had a
number of colonies all over the world, they controlled sea
communications and in a big degree international trade.

When Roosevelt said that this order of things could not continue
after the victory of the coalition, it was this exact position he was
havening his eye on. Certainly these scopes were covered with nice
words about the abolition of colonialism etc. But the beginning of neo-
colonialist system, which USA was aiming, and the leadership of
which they pursued, presumed the dissolution of the British (and
French) colonialist empire.

During his stay in Magreb Roosevelt Oignoredthe high resident
commissioner of France in Morocco, he demanded to have direct
contact with the Sultan, and during the diner that was held on his
honor, he lectured him for his countryOsindependence. ChurchillOs
insisting bad mood, wasnOtdue only to the taste of the meal. This
Englishman who had deep knowledge of history could see quite
clearly the disasters the ignorance, the sufficiency and the passion of
the American would bring an hour earlier® (Raymond Cartier).

Regarding the kind of OindependenceCRoosevelt was talking
about, we know now exactly what he meant.

OThe objects of argument remained the sameEAmerican
ideology (sic) or British imperialism. The obvious approaching of
victory increased the intension of the arguments. The question of
tomorrowOsworld started peeping out from the vague and easy
phraseology of Atlantic map. The future position of Russia in the
world and the future of colonialist system were the two big issues
which directed the range of the strategyOQ(Raymond Cartier). In Cairo
(before Teheran) Roosevelt, Churchill and Chang Kai Sek met,
ORoosevelttalked about the case of a huge aid to China and general
liberation of AsiaEOQ (Raymond Cartier). Churchill was annoyed
openly.

Why was that really? Today we know quite well why. The under
OliberationQAsia included many British colonies and among them
there was the Odiamondof the British crown, India. Roosevelt not only
insisted but he became Oclearer@ater. A little before Yalta when he
addressed Churchill he almost declared an ultimatum. OAnew period
in worldOsHistory has started and you must get adjusted to itE |
cannot accept that we fight against fascist slavery and at the same
time we refuse to liberate all the peoples who live under the
colonialist regime (Raymond Cartier).



Another problem of the British strategy was one again connected
to US intervention. The English and French coalition had essentially
lost one part by the defeat of France. However the English strategy
looking to the future, tried to keep it OaliveQwnith every means,
counting De Gaulle and the OFreeFrenchOas well. USA wasnOt
favoring De Gaulle at all or the vivification of the English and French
coalition. They tried again and again to put aside the first one, not
hesitating to come into contact even with the representatives of
Vichy, whom they thought they could easily handle since they were
disreputable. In combination to it they tried to put certain obstacles in
the approach of De Gaulle and Churchill, not hesitating to blackmail
openly the last one.

In Casablanca, Roosevelt in the name of a OreconciliationO
attempt with the French invited De Gaulle.

Practically the Oreconciliation®f De Gaulle with the Vichy men
was nothing but an attempt to legalize the last ones. De Gaulle who
understood the trap refused to go. Churchill telegraphed to him: OIf
you insist on rejecting the unique chance offered to you we will take
measures of your putting asideE (January O43,Raymond Cartier).
The extortion was obvious and De Gaulle was forced to a tactic
retreat and he went to Casablanca. The same happened, more or
less a little before landing in Normandy, which is in French territory
and over the issue of specifying the jurisdiction of certain factors. De
Gaulle came into open conflict with the allies. Churchill, who was
responsible for his Oadmonishing@ad a serious fight with him. (Each
one described it in their memoirs). OHetold him clearly (Churchill) that
if he had to choose between him and America, Great Britain would
definitely choose the latter. De Gaulle answered that he understood
the reason quite well. And with this rude remark he leftEOQ (Raymond
Cartier). (We could notice as well that ThatcherOsstance wasnOt
something new).

We aforementioned, that the Americans attempted to reduce
EnglandOsrole before Teheran meeting. We could also refer to the
undertaking of chief leadership by Eisenhower (The first thoughts
were for a British general).

We could mention a number of events through which the
Americans gained more and more superiority role.

We would rather OsurpassO it and reach to the OendO.

William Shirer in OTheend of the calendarOnoted in 10.10.45.
OFirsthere is the criticism of the so called Ounilateraimperialist policy



in the PacificO(by USA) from the supporters of Labor party. New
Statement and Nations wrote the next day: ORussiaisnOtthe only
power which considers the occupation of the strategic islands by USA
and its policy on Japan as the creation of a huge region of military
expansionEit was supported that the creation of a west European
coalition B a plan so valued by the labors and the conservatives as
well B wasnObased on any wish to put aside the Soviet influence in
Europe. The main objective the New Statement and Nations added is
a financial defense against American imperialism which is strongly
trying to degrade Britain in satellite positionE of course not everyone
reached this point. But no British was exited about the new world
situation in which the American colossus was advancing speedily
forward in the fight for the markets and the control of air and sea
transportO. The moral as D. Horrowiz noted: OApower so much
financially destroyed that couldnOpreserve the army and the fleet, the
necessary instruments to impose its will. For a period (1947) the
British Navy had in active service only one cruiser and four cansO
(lack of oil etc). The once upon a time proud British fleet, dominant in
the seas, with hundreds ships in every ocean was in such a bad
condition.

The history about the second front was quite interesting. In a
previous chapter we examined the opportunism from USA and Britain
towards Soviet Union. Still there was another side and a significant
one. It was concerning the contrast between USA and Britain on the
same issue. Up to a certain point they kept the same opportunist
stance on the issue. From a certain point on US seemed to be
hastier. Not for intervening in European region. But they definitely
wanted to intensify the preparations in order to be ready for the
landing when the conditions were convenient. Thus they were
annoyed when their English allies turned the strategic direction of the
coalition like for example the landing on Africa and in fact transferred
the time of landing. Let us see a little the argument. In 2.4.42 Harry
Hopkins and John Marshall brought to Churchill a letter from
Roosevelt about the opening of the second front. There was already
a plan by Eisenhower for the fulfillment of the landing within 1943.
Churchill opposed.

Besides these there was something else quite remarkable. While
they were on negotiations, a broadcasting of German radio showed
that the German were aware of them. Combining this with the Es
incident the Russians (probably not only) suspected a lot. Marshall in



his letter to Roosevelt mentioned:OMyobjective is to constrain the
English to act against Germany. If this is proved impossible we
should turn at once to the Pacific with all our force and settle our
accounts with JapanO (Raymond Cartier).

The discussions and the arguments continued. OAlan Brook
raised suspicions when he said that he believed that the invasion in
Western Europe wasnOtpossible before 1945 or even 1946. Finally
Churchill retreated and accepted the definition of the landing within
19440 (Raymond Cartier).

How could one interpret this? Was it that the English were more
afraid from the Germans than the Americans? The evidence about
the stance of the each army informed us for the opposite. Were the
English less hasty than the Americans in preventing the Russian
advance? Once again the evidence proved that this issue was
Otroubling@he English rulers. Where were these arguments based
on? We have no clues and we cannot say that the British were
thinking to negotiate with Germans, that the negotiations b there was
such evidence- with the Germans of opposition had such feature.
However it is probable, that USA Dand not only- suspected and
counted this eventuality when they pushed the English to precipitate
the preparation and specify as soon as possible the date of the
landing. There was no doubt that USA was in a hurry to set foot on
Europe, something that configured the main objective of their
strategic and the most significant reason for which they entered war.

FRENCH ADVENTURES

It is very interesting to see the development about France in
order to understand OwhathappenedQin this war. After the defeat
there were two views in French political leadership. The one
represented by Petain (but it was mainly expressed by La Valle) that
supported the capitulation with Germany. The other one was
expressed by Paul Reynod (and was supported by Churchill) they
wanted to pass the government to the colonies and continue the fight
from there. The Petain and La Valle view prevailed and a significant
part of French (bourgeois) political and military leadership rallied
round it. Thus the French government known as the Vichy
government was set up. The one who reacted was De Gaulle. But at
that time De Gaulle wasnOtany personality with status. Despite the
support of the English (who had no other better option) De GaulleOs



move had only a little effect. It was characteristic that the French
rulers in the colonies who didnOhave the Oexcuse®f German threat
ranged themselves in Petain side. On the contrary towards De Gaulle
they kept a hostile stance until the end of war. However,
progressively, the De Gaulle tendency was strengthening with the
help of the English. His first military troops were organized, and took
part in battles (Africa). They were the first elements of the future
French army De Gaulle was dreaming. We could not know Pand
there isnOtany value in assuming B what would be the course of
things and relations between England and De Gaulle if the
development was other than this. What mattered were the real facts
the way they developed and carry the seal of American intervention.

The American policy was interested in two things (in the
framework of their objective for global hegemony). One was to
substitute France and basically England in the role of the dominant
over their colonial empires. The first presumption for it was the
dissolution of these empires. ORooseveltsuspected that De Gaulle
had tendencies of despotism and accused him for witless vanity. He
accused both De Gaulle and Petain for the same thing. It seemed to
him that they represented an Imperialist and colonialist France, that
shouldnOsurvive from the USA victory. He blamed Murphy, who had
given to marshal Gireaud a written guarantee that France would
regain the whole of its empire. He wrote to him that, OYourletter
could cause arguments after the warO (Raymond Cartier).

The second was the weakening of Europe, the configuration of
the conditions that would make impossible the reconstruction of the
European power (the up to then center of the world) in any form.

The reconstruction of the French power, in combination to a
powerful England with their traditional (up to then) alliance and
collaboration given as a fact, was a serious obstacle for USA plans.

A direct reaction against the French efforts was difficult to explain
and much more to justify it. The American policy looked for other
ways. First they considered De Gaulle as the OmaindangerO.They
tried systematically and persistently to isolate and put him aside, until
almost the end of war. They didnOthesitate to negotiate even with
persons from Vichy.

The reasons were easy to explain. The Vichy rulers were people
with no status, charged with the accusation of collaborating with the
Germans. These people would have no status or nerve or will to
object either during or after war to the American directions. On the



contrary De Gaulle didnOtseem willing and it wasnOtso easy to be
handled. Robert Murphy attended the negotiations with the Vichy
people in Algiers. ORobertMurphy, the counselor of the American
embassy under the title of general consul was simultaneously
RooseveltOgpersonal deputy and OSS agent. (Raymond Cartier). (For
the ones who do not know OSS was the ancestor of CIA).
RooseveltOgpersonal deputes had contacts even with Petain. Things
seemed to be under control when the negotiations with Darlan
started. Darlan was one of the most capable French representatives
but he was also charged with the accusation of participating in Vichy
government. Besides everything else he had no illusions. OTheonly
thing he wanted, after he settled things, was a passport for America
after warO(Raymond Cartier). His assassination in 24.12.42 blocked
the development.

At the same time, the Americans recruited Gireaud.

General Gireaud wasnOtaccused for collaboration and most of
his entire stance could be easily considered as patriotic. Thus he
could confront the other patriot De Gaulle who was still unacceptable
(persona non grata) by the Americans. Besides General Gireaud
presented the particular advantage (still for the Americans) not to
understand where things led. So, a situation of Odiarchy@as set up in
French things, where the Americans could hardly tolerate De Gaulle
and he could hardly tolerate Gireaud. ORooseveltwatched the French
affray (quarrel) irritated. He informed Churchill that he wouldnOpermit
De Gaulle to impose his personal or through his supporters control to
French army. He invited Gireaud in USA and accepted him with
almost royal honor (he was that much irritated)E he dealt many times
with the issue of stopping the rearming of the FrenchEO (Raymond
Cartier). And he Odealtwith Oitbecause De Gaulle slowly but steadily
was imposing his role in French things. (We can assume that the
reader has already though that De GaulleOsstance a few years later
didnOt come out of nowhere).

However, with or without De Gaulle, the main issue was FranceOs
role in the new balance of power. Churchill supported that France
should be restored as great power. The reason he raised to
Roosevelt was the danger from Soviet Union and the reason he didnOt
say was the pressure from USA and his attempt to balance this
pressure leaning on a powerful France. Roosevelt in his letter to
Stalin mentioned OChurchillsupports that France should be restored
as great power but | do not share his opinionEO (Raymond Cartier).



The France issue occupied for a long time the negotiations of the
allies, the same way the resentment of the Americans for De Gaulle
continued, who wouldnOtesitate to fight openly with them in certain
cases and D constrainedly- with Churchill as well. The most
significant argument took place a few days before landing in
Normandy, between De Gaulle and Eisenhower and concerned who
would have the first role in under liberation France.

It was characteristic that De Gaulle was the only one of the
leaders in occupied European countries who didnOsalute the landing
In @ common message.

We quote two quite enlightening parts for the features of the
argument from the messages both from Eisenhower and De Gaulle.
OEI consider necessary the immediate and without delay obedience
to the orders | will giveEO Eisenhower. OThefirst and necessary
condition is to respect the orders the French government and the
recognized French leaders gaveEO

De GaulleOsimposing in French things and his recognition by
Soviet Union forced the Americans to recognize him officially as well,
without stopping to undermine him. OWhenDe Gaulle returned from
USA, he brought with him a declaration saying that US government
recognized that the French liberation committee had the authority to
exercise the government of FranceEHe was informed about the
intrigue by La Salle and Errieau, which he was convinced it had been
organized with US blessings and judged that he should return
urgentlyEO (Raymond Cartier). Let us explain this last thing. La Valle
planed, in agreement with Erriaeu (president of parliament) to call for
the constitutional assembly of 1940. During the assembly we would
greet the allies and start negotiations with De Gaulle. However the
development had set problems that surpassed the plans of La Valle
and the Americans. The people of Paris, while the Germans were
still in the city, started the rebellion (August O44¥triking the Germans
and setting the issue for popular power as well. For the confrontation
of such an issue the Americans could not lean on types like La Valle
or Errieau. The only bourgeois politician with status existed was De
Gaulle,

During the same period the Americans orientated more and more
to the view that the main future enemy was Soviet Union.

Simultaneously they could see that England and France were so
weak that they could in no way doubt their hegemony role, while the
crash of Germany had been already secured. They readjusted their



plans and they started accepting the advance of French role. In Yalta,
France was recognized as the 4™ power, while an occupation zone
was predicted for it in occupied Germany.

The anguish of Germans and their attempt to reverse the
alliance

In the previous chapters we aforementioned that the ones who
prepared war, expected it rather OdifferentCat least in connection to
the order of alliances and the fronts of truculent.

However things followed their path. In a certain phase the
attempt made mainly by Germany with the suggestions to Britain for
the coagulation of a coalition, had no result. The war continued under
the conditions that had been configured. Hitler believed that by
crashing Soviet Union he would have no problem and he could
impose his conditions to Britain.

The development in the war front was different. The most
significant, the one that brought the turn in the thingsOorbit was
Stalingrad battle. The reader should keep in mind that the Stalingrad
case didnOffinish with the surrender of the 6™ German corps. The
attack of Red Army continued and the Germans hardly managed to
avoid the surrounding of the whole group of south front corps.
Definitely they were pushed far behind the line they occupied up to
then and suffered great losses.

The impact of war events in the German side (and all over the
world) was quite significant. The German rulers in every level started
realizing that they were in danger to lose war Difthey hadnOtlready
lost it. From this point on a number of fermentations started, having
as common objective the expectation of the reverse of alliances. The
longer the time passed this expectation -and the correspondent
moves and efforts B became the main axis of German policy (no
matter the side it expressed) and finally it became the last hope for
Nazism.

At first, right after Stalingrad the German bourgeois opposition
started activating. Its existence came from earlier. Already before
Munich they prepared a coup against Hitler which didnOteven start
because of the OdiplomaticsuccessOChamberlain and Daladier gave
to Hitler. By then its objective was the elimination and the
overthrowing of Hitler and the negotiation with the Western.



In process and while the defeat of Germany was more than
certain, correspondent moves revealed even from HitlerOsdirect
surrounding (Gering, Himler). The objective still remained the
separate negotiation with the Western.

All these had an effect on war front, where the Germans
confronted the Western quite loose or even they accommodated their
advance. OPeculiar@ilitary actions took place and the order for their
fulfilment came from HitlerE himself.

The explanation for the last ones could be found in the
testimonies of Nazi leading cadres (Kaitel, Gering, Denits) and it was
easy to find out that Hitler himself was looking to a reverse of
alliances and acted correspondingly.

Let us examine them more particularly.

We had referred to the German bourgeois opposition. It was an
opposition which had been neutralized and had been assimilated in
the greater degree by HitlerOsdiplomatic and military success. The
perspective of defeat activated in a certain degree a number of forces
which more and more were looking for the way out in HitlerOs
overthrowing. They came in contact with the Western and looked for
a Osolution@imilar to the one Italy had been led to. (In Italy forces of
the regime which were already in contact with the Western overthrew
Mussolini and afterwards they came into an agreement with the
English and the Americans.)

However in their case there were two problems. The first was
HitlerOsexistence. Any kind of agreement with him would be very
difficult to justify even to common opinion in the West. The other and
probably the most significant for that period was the fact that the
Americans, for the reasons we aforementioned, were aiming the
crash of Germany. (Later, when they had secured GermanyOscrash
and submission they would alternate their orientations).

OEver since then (Casablanca) the most significant
representatives of German opposition were trying to come into
contact with the allies who didnOtignore the conspiracies against
Hitler or the deep hatred which separated the German army and the
Nazi.

It was easy to deepen this gap. The Ounconditional@urrender
that was criticized even by Cortinghall and Eisenhower helped to
close that gapO. Raymond Cartier the one who mentioned it
expressed his wishful thinking and had in mind the policy followed
later. Definitely either he didnOunderstand or he wanted to obscure



the fact that Roosevelt didnOsay accidentally the well known phrase
Ounconditionally®ut it was included in the framework of a particular
policy.

Both way, having every OGermanstaff swimming in conspiracyO
(Raymond Cartier) and while time passed the move against Hitler
proceeded. The landing in Normandy, (June O44)accelerated all the
fermentations. Romel, who BDwas keeping certain distance-,
participated in the move that took place, wrote to Hitler and Ocalled
him to come to the necessary conclusionsOfrom the development of
the situation. He told Spaidel OlOmiving him one last chanceO.If he
doesnOdo anything | will actEl deal with the eventuality to negotiate
a truce with the ally commandmentEO (Raymond Cartier). However If
Romel hesitated, the group of the conspirators that had as an
essential leader colonel Von Staufemberg went to action. In July 044
an attempt of HitlerOsassassination took place. The conspirators
thought that Hitler was dead and proceeded in the moves they had
prepared. They took over the ministry of Military, the Headquarters of
General army Staff and other public buildings. In Paris they arrested
the Gestapo, SS and SD officers. But Hitler wasnOtlead. That judged
the luck of the coup. Leading cadres of the regime were arrested and
executed, while Romel himself was forced to commit suicide. It was
the end of the most significant organized move. It didnOmean though,
that the reactions would stop. They would continue to exist -
particularly in the leading staff- while at the end of war they would
speedily accelerate with the participation of leading cadres of the
regime as well.

OEveryGeneral knows that German army is doomed. Almost
everyone thinks that they should abandon the fight in the West and
stop with every possible force the invasion by the Russians on
Germany... Guderian (early O45)uggested to Hitler to gather all the
forces in front of Berlin and negotiate with the WesternO Almost every
German general was wondering why all the forces from the western
front werenOtgathered in the eastern even Band mainly probably- if
that meant the complete occupation of Germany by the WesternO
(Raymond Catrtier).

A kind of answer to this OquestionCcould be given by the
interpretation of HitlerOsstance. However the direct results of the
tendencies that were configuring, were expressed in the battle field
as well and the attempt even from HitlerOsconfident collaborators to
save their ass.



In 23.4.45 Gering himself, the man whom Hitler intended to
name as his successor telegraphed to the besieged Hitler (in Berlin),
and asked his resignation, for he believed that thus the way for
negotiations with the Western would open.

Hitler called him a traitor and ordered his arrest.

OHimlerthrough Sweden offered the truce for the western troops
but he still insisted on continuing the war against Russiansk
Practically, as | learnt from count Swering KrosingOdgliary, Himler had
been in contact with leading Nazi cadresEand they were looking for
a way to capitulate with the Western, to unite with them and turn
against RussiaO. (William Shirer)

In the military field there were significant consequences to the
way the Germans (didnOtight the Western in contrast to the raging
defense they kept in the Eastern front. Either way the East was
drafting from the West the most powerful elements and replaced
them with cabbageO (Raymond Cartier)

They sent to the West the wounded of eastern front, the overage.
The various units had commanders with Oonehand, one leg or eyeO.
There was a whole division to which they sent Ospecial breadO
because all the soldiers had stomach problemsOwhile at the same
time they withdrew and sent to the East every worthy unit.

Despite it there was the remarkable phenomenon, on one hand
the Germans to keep slight resistance and on the other the Western
to Efind it difficult to advance. Olnltaly, in Gustav line the English
move slowly. They explained to the American generals that Great
Britain had ran low of its human dynamic (we do not know if in this
human dynamic they included the Canadians, Australians, New
ZealanderOsand the soldiers of their colonies, who were Owasted@n
other rates) and tried to limit the loss, not only because it was difficult
to replace them but because they had to consider their countryOs
financial and demographic problemO. (Raymond Cartier). (Or the
other war, we might add. Obviously they considered that the men of
Red Army didnObelong in the human but some kind else dynamic).
Afterwards it was the American generalsOturn to excuse their own
actions. After the landing on Normandy, Otheofficial battle report
presented a picture of units that relented and ran away from the battle
field, that they were restrained by a handful of enemiesEO(Raymond
Catrtier).

All these occurred despite the weakness of German army or
even the OaccommodationsGt provided them. Let us mention a



couple of examples, before we refer to the way the whole issue was
set by Hitler and Germany in general.

In August O44while the bridgehead of the allies in Normandy
hadnOtbeen stabilized, by HitlerOsorder a German fight back was
operated. Yet, the attack had no coherence. In the North, the 116"
SS tank division which was commanded by the active anti-Nazi count
Swering didnOt even move from its positionsEOQ (Raymond Catrtier).

One very characteristic and very well known was the Remagen
bridge case. In early March O4&he allies reached the Rhine River. It
is about one of the bigger European rivers. OEisenhowerplans to
complete the occupation of the left shore and when the waters get
lower in May he would organize the attack for the passage of RhineO.
Suddenly some units of the American army discovered an untouched
bridge. It was the Remagen Bridge. Naturally they passed it (7.3.45).
Hitler executed the men in charge. Nevertheless the Americans had
passed the Rhine River without losing one man. It was time for the so
called by Hitler ORourFortO.Yet Oeventhough it had more than twice
the soldiers of Stalingrad, the Rour Fort almost didnOtraise any
resistance and surrendered (to the Western) in 17.4.450(Raymond
Catrtier).

With all these as a fact a question is raised: DidnObattles take
place in the Western front? Was it really a Osilk@var as the German
soldiers of the Eastern front were taunting? Not at all. There were
battles and in certain cases they were quite fierce and bloody. Only
our impression is that they took place in the cases the Germans
wanted a military result to use in the political pursues in that particular
phase of war.

Let us see a few things more about HitlerOsactions particularly
the last years of war. Let us see first what the most direct
collaborators of Hitler were saying. Speer declared in the Nuremberg
trial. OHitlerwas abusing us; he was spreading false confidential
information, according which he had started negotiating with the
allies. (Raymond Cartier). Kaitel recognized that since that moment
(Normandy) the war was lost and that only the break of the anti-Hitler
coalition could prevent the disaster. Germany continued war with the
intention to win time, waiting for these events which were supposed
to occur (the break of the coalition) but didnOt@J.Hellenstein). KaitelOs
opinion was closer to HitlerOopinion the way it was transferred by his
environment.

OHitler supported to the last minute that the extension of a



seemingly hopeless German resistance had a meaning, a
Zeitgewinn, a win of time that would allow the overthrowing of
alliancesO (Raymond Cartier). The facts showed that if Hitler was
Oabusing@ome, it was certain that he himself was included in them.
For he moved with this hope andhe applied this policy. It was this
exact hope that Gebels was hiding when he celebrated RooseveltOs
death. He was hoping that RooseveltOsieath would open the way for
the reverse of alliances. Certainly, the basic American choices didnOt
depend on the fact whether Roosevelt or Truman or anyone else was
president. Only Gebels wasnOtin position to understand this.
Definitely HitlerOgactic in that particular period served that objective
and leaned on that hope. There were questions for his tactic
regarding the issue of Normandy landing. During the first period and
while the bridgehead hadnOteen stabilized, Hitler kept immobilized
the most significant (tank) reserves he had in his disposal in North
France. Despite RomelOsappeals who asked backing urgently, he
insisted on his opinion. According to every estimation, if those forces
moved in time and decisively, they had quite a chance to throw to sea
the still fragile bridgehead. The excuse raised by Hitler was that he
considered the landing on Normandy a counterplot and that he kept
his reserves for the real landing that would take place somewhere
else. Nevertheless we keep our reservations.

In December O44the great German attack took place in
Ardennes. The American positions were overthrown and the
American staffs were panicked. The general sense in Europe was
that: OtheGermans returnedOBut suddenly the German counterattack
stopped. The explanations given couldnOtanswer the question
completely. The explanation regarded mainly the sudden good
weather that provided the opportunity for American Air Force to act
and the attack of Red Army to ease the Americans. Both were in the
probable possibilities. Besides the strategic idea, on which the
counterattack was based on, was the crash of the western forces and
later to turn with all forces against the Red Army. Definitely what
happened practically was, a few days after the beginning of the
counterattack Hitler withdrew the 6™ tank corps from the Ardennes
and transferred it to the eastern front.

In February O4%another 10 tank divisions, 6 infantry divisions, 10
artillery regiments, 8 rocket brigades etc were withdrawn for the
eastern front.

One of the biggest questions of the war was the fact that Hitler



even at the time when the Soviets were inside Berlin, he kept
significant forces in other places, even outside Germany. OThe
moment the Russians were in front of Berlin he (Hitler) kept in
Carpathians and Drava River four corps who had in their disposal
more than 30 divisions and among them there was the 6™ SS tank
corpsO.OExtremeinconsistence. The 3rd Raih was stronger in front of
Prague or Limbaugh than BerlinO.Germany remained strong outside
Germany. It kept army in Courtland, Denmark, Norway, Holland,
North France, Rhodes, Crete, North Balkans, West Austria, and
Czechoslovakia etc. Totally there were 3 million soldiersO.(Raymond
Cartier). Extreme inconsistence? Or was it the so called HitlerOs
insanity? Our interpretation is different. To us Hitler was no insane at
all. On the contrary he was one of the most capable politicians the
German bourgeoisie raised. The brutality of his policy wasnOtthe
product of insanity. It was the particular expression of a system. To
the one that appeared as OextremeinconsistenceO,as a historical
guestion in that exactly, there was the answer of the policy Hitler
adopted totally at the last period. Hitler knew quite well that he had
lost the war. He knew quite well that his only chance was the reverse
of the alliances. He also knew well that Germany with the whole of its
forces could not confront Red Army.

So, he knew that if even he threw the English and Americans to
sea, this wouldnOsolve the problem. What he wanted from a certain
point on was the Omeeting®f the Western army with the Red Army.
He hoped that this meeting would develop into a conflict. Or as
Raymond Cartier put forth (he also set the aforementioned question)
OGermanyis ready to salute the World War 3 which is born in the
flames of the WW2 over its suffering groundO.

The confrontation of the Western in the battle field could only be
explained in one way: Hitler reminded his ability to take them out of
his particular pursues, he pressed them trying to differentiate their
stance. Regarding the forces he kept out of Germany, Hitler
understood quite well that there was no point to gather them in front
of Berlin and let Red Army crash them only for winning of some more
but useless time.

He needed these forces for many significant reasons. If German
opposition and from a certain point on, his generals and cadres
wanted the unconditional surrender to the western, this wasnOtthe
problem for Hitler. Besides he didnOhave to make any special effort
for this kind of submission. It was easy to come. Until the last moment



Hitler was expecting the reverse of alliances. Only in this new
coalition he didnOwvant to be the pauper relative, the unconditionally
surrendered. He wanted to have the ability to impose certain of his
conditions. This was the exact objective of maintaining untouched
forces in other places and the occupation of strategic supports and
regions. When he understood that none of them could succeed he
killed himself and left unconditional surrender for his descendants.

Everything we aforementioned included our opinion about
German policy of that period. It was the crucial period and it was then
that the course of things was judged in a crucial way. We will refer to
a couple facts that were characteristic for the atmosphere in German
side. Yet we should note that during that period the Western started
to alter rapidly their stance towards the other powers. (Germany,
Soviet Union).

A little before Hitler killed himself, he named as his successor
admiral Denits. The objectives of the new Chancellor were declared
quite clearly by himself in his message to the German people as
William Shirer transferred it to us:OEMy first duty is to save Germany
from the disaster by the advancing Bolshevik army. For that purpose
only we continue the military fight. Since and as long the success of
this objective is prevented by the English and the Americans we will
be obliged to continue fighting against them our defensive fightO.

No further comment is required. We simply note that from this
point on the efforts of German rulers were Otosecure the minimum
limit of compromise towards the Russians and the maximum possible
towards the English and the AmericansO. OGeneral Vink tries to
achieve a separate surrender of the 9" and 92" corps to the
AmericansO.

ODenitsoffered Montgomery the (still separate) surrender of all
German corps of North GermanyO.Frants (Czechoslovakia) informed
Denits that he was negotiating with the bourgeois politicians in
Prague in order to undertake the jurisdiction and call for the American
troopsO. (At this time Red Army was already in front of PragueOs
gates). ODenitssent the German scientists to the WestO(Raymond
Catrtier). It was the pick of all these and the stance of the western
which had already taken another orbit.

In 6.5.45 Yodl as the representative of Denits, signed in Raims of
France an Dalmost- separate capitulation with the English and
Americans, violating practically the agreements made with Soviet
Union. The times were such that they were obliged to repeat the



procedure of capitulation in 9.5.45 in Berlin (the official date of the
warOsend) and based on the terms which had been agreed.
Nevertheless the way they confronted things had already been
obvious.

YALTA

The impressive about the literature regarding this issue is that
they all refer to Yalta summit and only a little to Potsdam summit.

Yet if we could talk about any kind of OspiritGhat characterized
the two summits we could definitely say that the one which imposed
and characterized later the development was PotsdamOspirit and not
Yalta.

Certainly, besides the OspiritGhere were the agreements and
everything included in them. Let us say something about it. What is
and what might be a treaty of ending a war?

According our opinion a treaty can do nothing but confirm war
results. The real balance of power that has been configured. Nothing
more and nothing less. From this point on and always based on it,
certain conditions can be agreed and defined the modus vivendi of
the next period. With all these stable and unstable balance that the
treaty would include based on the features of the contracted powers.

From this point of view we could even Onotdeal withOthe real or
supposed substance of these treaties at all. We could stay on the
estimation of reality. We could see (as we did) what happened during
the war. What did war leave? Well, that was Yalta. That was the
substance of Potsdam.

Does this mean that the agreements, the treaties and the
summits between the various powers have no importance? Certainly
they have. But always relevant. The agreements draft their power and
validity from real balance of power and the particular intentions of the
contracted and less from the typical form of treaties.

Any part of the agreed that doesnOtstand on these particular
terms cannot acquire real power and substance and in always
under question.

We do not mean with all these that the treaties are not
necessary. On the contrary. In fact, in this particular case (Yalta) we
could say that it was more than necessary.

The war hadnOfinished yet. And there were a number of issues,
from serious to crucial that required definition.



For example let us take an issue that seemed simple and the
necessity of its clarification seemed reasonable to everyone. The
issue of planning the necessary operations and the move of the
armies seems from a first look as an issue of technical and military
features. In fact if composed at the same time a crucial political
problem with many sides.

We referred earlier to the efforts of the Germans to accomplish
the reverse of the alliances.

We also referred to the orientations of the Western that had
already started changing and in the next period they reversed
completely.

Let anyone consider what would have happened if by
misunderstanding or Omisunderstanding@he Soviet and the American
collided. Or what would have happened if Bradley didnOtwithdraw
Patton, when he advanced his tanks in the direction to Prague,
having as only objective to catch up with the Soviets. (We wonder,
who could be certain that his move was irrelevant with the
negotiations between the Germans and the Czech bourgeois
politicians and their intention to call for the American troops).

So we have the opinion that Yalta was necessary as it was
necessary the adjustment of a number of issues. This is something
none could doubt, no matter if they keep quiet about it in order to
pass easily the claim that it happened in order to Odividethe worldO
between USA and Soviet Union.

Nevertheless the main issues that were decided in Yalta were:

War issues connected to the coordination of operations for the
final destruction of Nazi troops. It was also decided that Soviet Union
would intervene in war against Japan after the end of war in Europe.
Border regulations were decided for the cases that war had opened
such issues. (For example Poland). Decisions were taken about the
future of Germany. The disarmament and demilitarization of Germany
were decided, the division of the country in occupation zones, the
arrest and the committal in court of the Nazi war criminals as well.

There were decisions about the consolidation of conditions that
would secure peoplesOfreedom to decide for their future. (It was
another thing if and how much these decisions were kept to).

In the field of balance of power where it was obvious that Soviet
Union and USA had been raised as dominant powers a basic element
was the acceptance of the participation of France as the fourth
member in the summit.



The later decision by which it was assigned to France an
occupation zone in Germany, and later as the permanent member in
UN Security Council (USA, Soviet Union, England, France and
China) was the confirmation of this rising of France as a power with a
regulative role.

One might criticize all these decisions (and others we didnOt
mention). It is definite that a particular analysis would raise many
from weak to negative points in them. However this isnOthe issue. (A
complete analysis of the issue, for example, of the border adjustment
would require a text more or less of the size of this one). Our question
is if in this summit the Odivisionof the worldOtook place. Some
OswearQhat it did! Some others could also OswearQhat it didnOt!
Where is the truth?

The answer is both difficult and simple. It isnOtin any kind of
secret agreement (where is it?), but it was in the facts that followed. It
is as difficult as it was difficult to research, analyze and estimate
these facts. It is so simple as the conclusion to which easily of
difficultly one might come to.

The argument of those who supported that the OdivisionQlid
happen seemed many times to follow correspondent paths. They said
for example that in Yalta it was decided for some countries to submit
under the influence of Soviet Union, others under the influence of the
Western and some like Yugoslavia the decision was condominium.
They based their opinion on the fact that indeed some countries
orientated to the direction of Soviet Union while others followed the
West. They forget (or OforgetQertain things. That in these countries
based on the bobjective-way, war was conducted, and there were
already Soviet or Western troops.

No agreement was required to encourage by the presence of, for
example Red Army, the left movement in Czechoslovakia in its effort
to take over the power. That there hadnObeen any Yalta agreement
in December O44when Churchill sent the British troops to strike the
movement in Greece. They still Oforget@hat the course to the left of
the countries of Eastern Europe confronted the raging and active
reaction of the Western. While, for example, in the case of Yugoslavia
that logic could lead to schizophrenia.

For if we consider that in Yugoslavia by the end of war the
popular movement with the communists in charge dominated, we
should have to assume that the conflict between Tito and Stalin in
1948 was planned and directed.



Nevertheless we should sum up our view.

Yalta was necessary to take place, based on the objective
development of things. In Yalta a number of agreements were
decided which were correspondent to given configured facts that was
too difficult to overthrow in the next period (fro example, the border of
the European countries).

On the other hand there were a number of agreements
connected to later development and the intentions of the contacted
powers. They were, in their totality, almost either overthrown or Owere
interpretedOby every power based on its subjective intentions and
abilities.

Consequently, the following development acquired crucial
interest and answered the whole problem. We cannot refer to the
totality of them. We will stay though, in the most immediate and
significant of them.

The Atom Bomb

One of the most shocking events in history was the explosion of
the atom bomb in Hiroshima and Nagasaki. This case had many and
significant sides. Yet we will examine the side that is connected to the
issue we are dealing with. The official USA version about the fact was
that they did in order to avoid the loss of the landing in Japan. It was
completely a lie. The real reasons were obviously other.

At first, let us examine this argument. And let us see how much
the American Imperialists counted the lives of their own soldiers.
During war (with Japan) there was a serious disagreement between
two tendencies, which were represented by General Mc Arthur and
Admiral Nimitch. What would be the choice? Would they follow the
way through the atolls or the jungles? More patrticularly, the Japanese
had expanded in an extended region of the Pacific; they had
occupied a big number of big and small islands. During war the
Americans had conquered complete superiority in weapons in air and
naval field. This fact provided them militarily the ability to occupy a
number of small islands (Atolls) with relevantly small losses and cut
off the main body of the Japanese forces which was in the bigger
islands. Finally Mc Arthur imposed his view to operate in the bigger
islands, where the American army had great losses. The reasons
were simply and only political. Olthas not been proved that this
campaign played significant role in the defeat of Japan correspondent



to its dimension or expense. On the contrary the collateral justification
of it may be on the fact that only the Philippines democracy remained
faithful to the American friendship in the whole South East Asia after
war: (Raymond Catrtier).

Where the clear USA imperialist interests demanded it, the
American leadership didnOhesitate to sacrifice the lives of thousands
American soldiers, even if these actions were against real military
needs of war.

The American imperialism had already given samples of using its
power in a way that was not necessarily connected to the needs of
military operations. If they didnOtount the lives of their own soldiers
they counted even less the lives of the others even if it was about
civilians. Really, who of those OsensitivesoulsOsaid anything about
the devastating Pbut useless at the same time- bombing of the
German cities with the hundred thousands civilians dead. With the
bombing of the Japanese cities. With the 1.000.000 civilian dead.

None of them was directed by any military need. For, what
military reason the machine-gun firing of civilians in Tokyo was done?
The reasons were political and Pas strange as it seems- financial.
The American industry was working fully. The military operations
could not absorb the totality of the products. The American
industrialists demanded that their product should be OconsumedO.
Regarding the political reasons they were the same with the ones that
led to the use of the atom bomb. Regarding the way they dealt with
Germany we have referred to it. Japan was dealt with
correspondingly. The picture transferred to us by the pro-American
and anticommunist Cartier was quite characteristic. OFlyingover the
fire (Tokyo) and chewing his cigar the chief of the hecatomb, general
Curtis Le May said: We will return Japan to Stone AgeO.

From the point of military development Japan was getting weaker
and weaker, while on the contrary the forces that turned against it
were reinforced. OThe German capitulation, released tremendous
forces for the Pacific (Raymond Cartier). By then the totality of the
American forces and British converged to Japan. At the same time
Soviet Union as soon as it would completed the transfer of its troops
to the East (as it was agreed in Teheran and Yalta) would also enter
war against Japan. So the luck of Japan was determined.

On the other hand Japan had lost the totality of its fleet and
pilots. The few airplanes left were flying with young pilots trained only
a little and with almost no experience. The end of Japan was very



close.

The most significant fact was that this reality was very well
known and had started formulating the orientations of the Japanese
rulers. In fact the Japanese were fighting only in order to accomplish
better conditions for their surrender. The main condition they set was
the maintenance of the Imperial throne. If one compared the terms
finally imposed to Japan and the ones the Japanese were setting
could find no big difference. Where was the problem? Did the
Americans OignoreGhese intentions of the Japanese? Things were
not like that. Long before Hiroshima (even before the occupation of
Okinawa, Ivozima and the destruction of the Japanese fleet) Hirohito
started to put aside the supporters of continuing war and he
appointed a government which orientated in a different direction.

OEmperorOsecret councilor, count Kido conveyed to TogoEHe
said that it seemed that the emperor was consulting for ways to end
the war. The Foreign minister asked nothing more. The message was
givenO (Raymond Cartier).

OIn13.7.45 Forestall noted in his diaryE The first real evidence
of the will of the Japanese to end war came today from wiretapped
messages from Prime Minister Togo to Ambassador Sato to Moscow
which contained orders for him to meet Molotov, if possible before he
left for the summit of the 3 great powers and transfer to him the warm
desire of the emperor for the end of warEO (Horowiz)

OHarryHopkins telegraphed to TrumanE There had been efforts
for the coagulation of peace from certain cycles in Japan. We should
check our common stance (with the Soviets) and act coordinately for
the surrender of JapanO (Horowiz).

OBesides, according the Research Report of the American
Strategic Bombing number 4 , Japan would have surrender before
31.1245 even without the use of the atom bombs and without the
entrance of Soviet Union in war, even if it wasnOtplanned or even
dealt with the eventuality of a landing (Horowiz)O.

In 24.6.45 OThe senator of Indiana Kayheart declaredEThe
American people should be informed immediately about the specific
Japanese suggestions for peace which were made by reliable
sources, as | learntO(O.Shirer).

Naturally the American people werenOtinformed. And things
followed their path.

It is worth noting the opposition in using the atom bomb and the
suggestions of the scientist whoE worked for its construction. ODr



Leo Zillard who pressed Einstein to suggest to Roosevelt the use of
nuclear energy for military objectives (against Hitler) B general
Groves wrote that Hitler was the greatest enemy and had to be
destroyed by every means- was the first to doubt and tried to make
Truman to share it. Others like Dr Frank believe that the atom bomb
should be thrown in an uninhabited place, probably Fuji Yama, in
order to persuade the Japanese by a power play to capitulateO
(Raymond Catrtier).

The day before Bthe Alamogordo test- in Chicago, Leo Zilard had
gathered 60 signatures of scientists who opposed the use of the atom
bombO (Raymond Cartier).

Consequently, the reasons that led the rulers of American
Imperialism in using the bomb should be looked for beyond the ones
raised by them. These reasons had a clear political substance and
corresponded to the objectives and pursues of the American
Imperialism.

One first reason was to prevent the Soviet intervention. If
Roosevelt asked insistently this intervention in Teheran, if he asked it
in Yalta, now the Americans didnOwant it at all. When the existence
of atom bomb was announced to Churchill he noticed that the
participation of Soviet Union in Pacific war was less useful, so it was
completely undesirable.

Truman himself declared to Barns: ORegardingme, | should
honestly confess thatEl would be content if the Russians decide not
to join in warO (Horrowiz)

The second reason was connected to needs of the Oscientific
researchO. The tests up to then had proved the tremendous
destructive abilities of the bomb. Yet, they needed an Oexperimenth
a live target. It was characteristic that besides the stance of the
scientists we aforementioned there were also Oscientists@ho asked
for the use of the bomb. Thus OEnolaGayOwas escorted by 2 B29,
one with scientists and the other one as a backup (Raymond Catrtier).

Still above all, the use of the bomb was an action in the service
of American ImperialismOs objective for global hegemony.

For the accomplishment of this objective the power play wasnOt
enough any more. This power play could be done the way we
aforementioned. But they wanted to show that they were ruthless.
Truman needed the more than 200.000 dead that moment. Olnfact
Truman was full of joyEThe consciousness control, the pain and the
remorse mixed with the triumph is a fake historical restorationO



(Raymond Catrtier).

The big objective was the terrorization of peoples. The
terrorization of their own allies. And above all the objective was the
terrorization of Soviet Union.

Yes, the bomb that was thrown in Hiroshima had as prime target
Soviet Union. It aimed the overthrow of the global balance of power.
This was proved clearly later.

Potsdam and Cold War

The main element of Potsdam summit in July O45 was
itsEfailure. The reasons for such a development could be summed
up in only one. During the summit Truman was informed about the
successful test of the atom bomb in Alamogordo. He felt most
powerful. He could already see himself as the master of the world. He
considered that he had no need to negotiate with the obnoxious
OredsQAfter reading the report (It was sent to him during the summit)
Truman was amazingly encouragedE he started swearing that he
would never get involved in such a story (negotiations). The bomb
gave him suddenly a self confidence that everyone who noted it
ignored the reasons that created itO(Raymond Cartier). Many people
say that the starting point of OcoldwarOwas Churchill®sspeech in
Fulton Missouri. We believe that it started earlier. The way
imperialism confronted Soviet Union was always the same. If the
circumstances obliged them for a while in a different stance (in the
framework of the anti-Hitler coalition), this wasnOtsomething that
could change its nature and its scope.

Thus, and while the crash of Germany was becoming obvious,
the imperialists started changing their stance. The end of war
accelerated the changing rates. The possession of the atom bomb
led them in a completely hostile and aggressive stance towards
Soviet Union. In fact there were Otendencieswhich wanted to turn this
OcoldwarOin hot. If it didnOthappen this way, it wasnOtdue to their
peaceful intentions, but to conditions beyond their will. Based on this
we believe that there is no need to deal with the specific typical form
of the negotiations, the agreements and the disagreements. We
would rather quote some evidence that provide the atmosphere of the
era. We do not intend to give a complete and analytical picture. We
just want the reader to get an idea about how things were. Oln
Washington, the counselors who warned the White House about the



Soviet scope were gaining influence. This happened with Averill
Harriman, USA ambassador in Moscow and the leader of the military
delegation, General Dean. This happened with the under-secretary of
Foreign affairs Josef Grew, who believed that Owarwith Soviet Union
was inevitableO. TrumanOgeputy to Churchill, the industrialist Davis
wrote to Truman:Olwas embarrassed in a way | cannot describe by
the fact that | met a so bitter stance towards the Soviets in Prime
MinisterEl could not avoid to tell Churchill that | was surprisedE he
didnOdeclare to the world that he and the British people were wrong
to have fought against Hitler, since he expressed the same ideology
that Hitler and Gebels had steadily supportedO(Raymond Cartier).

In 11.7.45 William Shirer noted:OA general known all over the
world invites you to dinner in the allied headquarters, he speaks with
you in private and asks with amazing seriousness:OWell,sir, how
soon do you think we are about to fight the Russians?... Prominent
citizen, resident with the most significant assignments of the country,
turn hasty from Europe to support that we should restore the German
industry. Why? But as a front tower against BolsheviksO. If the
aforementioned give an idea about the atmosphere that prevailed,
there were actions, specific (and official) which showed quite clearly
where the Western and basically the American imperialism led things
to.

In 8.5.45 the Americans stopped the hiring and leasing program
for Soviet Union. The cutoff was so sudden that the ships took the
order to turn back and unload the commodites they carried
(Horrowiz).

San Francisco, 30.4.45, UN summit. OForthe first time the unity
of the powers which conducted almost the whole war was resolved in
publicE

Ed Stattinious (USA representative demanded the vote and took
it for the entrance of fascist Argentina in UNO(W.Shirer). In 18.5.45
UN project of Commissionership. OWeare quite hypocrites. Our main
interest in the commissionership is to make certain that it provides us
all the military bases we think we need in the PacificO (W.Shirer).

In 5.5.45 Churchill made his famous speech in Fulton Missouri,
where he asked for the coagulation of a coalition against Soviet
Union (NATO) and where he adopted GebelsOterm for the Oiron
curtainO. Truman dogma was put forth, which according Horrowiz
Truman was planning to announce in November O45put postponed it.
We could mention a lot of other evidence. All of them could be



included in a phase, described in only one phrase. It was the cold war
period. This is what we think that answered once and for all the
question about the Odistribution®@r not of the world. The fact that
things were led to such a development made obvious that there
couldnOtbe any deal of distribution of the world. Different theories
could not be supported by the historical facts. On the contrary, they
contradicted with them. Only in the case of China to examine
(momentous development) would be enough. History has given its
own answer. There are some people today who are trying to OfixQ.
Sooner or later they will get their answer.

As an epilogue. The historical turn out (development) cannot be
decided in deals. Yalta, Potsdam, San Francisco or anywhere else.
The millions of dead in war Odecided(t. And the fighters of the
Chinese revolutionary army continued to OdecideOit. The
revolutionaries from Cuba took the baton. The guerrillas of Vietnam
kept on. And this is the way it is going to be, always.



