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The Second World War affected most of the nations
of the world in one way or another. It had long-
lasting effects on the politics and economics of

the world for the rest of the twentieth century. In those
countries directly involved, the social and cultural impact
was profound. Over 55 million people died, the majority
of them civilian. Modern technology was matched by a
callousness shown at times by all sides to produce a war
of unprecedented destructiveness. For those living in the
West, it has been seen as a ‘good war’, which resulted in
the triumph of right over evil, though elsewhere the results
have been regarded as more ambiguous. During the Cold
War even in the West the expansion in power of the USSR
seemed to be the major consequence of the war and this
led many to see the Second World War as an incomplete,
or fundamentally flawed, victory. There remains conten-
tion about many issues of the conflict, which is beyond
the scope of this book to cover fully: the bibliography
provides suggestions of texts for readers who wish to
explore these more thoroughly. There is even dispute as to
whether it should be regarded as one war or several. The
thesis followed here is that it should be regarded as one,
while recognising that the global nature of the conflict
was only evident to some of its participants, and even for
them for only some of its duration. But the fact that US
participation, crucial to victory against Germany in the
west, was precipitated by events in the Pacific, which
were a culmination of the response by the US to the
Japanese advance into Indo-China, which itself was made
possible by the French defeat in Europe, demonstrates
the layers of connection that link the different theatres
of conflict around the world – while also demonstrating
that it is essentially a Eurocentric viewpoint that sees
the war beginning with the German invasion of Poland in
September 1939 rather than the Japanese invasion of China
in 1937.

The events of the war itself have been recounted and
analysed in many forms, including in highly-detailed his-
torical atlases. This atlas is designed to give a concise
but rounded history of the war. It will regard the events
of Asia and Europe as interrelated, and will treat the war
as beginning in China in 1937. It is not intended to give
detailed diagrams of military engagements nor supply the
level of military details found in unit histories, but to pro-
vide an integrated geopolitical and strategic overview. The
aim is to provide students and the general reader with a
basic visual aid for understanding the course of events
during the Second World War. The maps therefore have
been kept as straightforward as possible. Too much detail
can obscure as much as elucidate. For the details of key

military engagements and fuller statistical data, readers are
referred to the texts in the bibliography.

The purpose of the atlas is to clarify the major devel-
opments and movements of the war. Each map is accom-
panied by a page of text explaining the events depicted,
and giving further information and interpretations. These
essays are of necessity brief. There are also, inevitably,
aspects of the war that evade rendition into maps. The
present focus of much writing on the war is on covert
activities, most particularly signals intelligence (when
referring to the Allied side, often called Ultra). This
aspect is not ignored here, but is not a major focus, as
the emphasis of the atlas is on the outcome rather than
the process. Even with such good intelligence, the battles
still had to be won: it is worth noting that the French in
1940 had good intelligence of the German order of battle,
but still suffered catastrophic defeat. Modern writing on
the war, particularly popular writing, also focuses heavily
on the personal rather than the strategic; the recent spate
of Hollywood movies is a case in point. Putting ordinary
people at centre stage is entirely right: it was their war.
Again, such an approach is, however, hard to deliver in an
atlas of this kind. What this book does is to give a tactical,
strategic and political context to their experiences. Again,
some reading suggestions are provided at the end for
readers to follow some personal stories that flesh out and
humanise the picture presented of the war as a whole
given here. The Second World War was a total war, in
which the major events were not always those on the
battlefield, or involving young men in uniform. Sections
here deal with the home front, with the economics of war,
and with the politics of this most political of struggles.
Inevitably, the individuals specifically named are states-
men or generals, and the ordinary people are referred
to en masse. But the war was an amalgam of personal
histories, usually tragic, often heroic, sometimes comic,
as ordinary people found themselves caught up in extra-
ordinary events. While they may not appear in its pages,
this book was written with them in mind, in particular my
personal heroes: Pearl Withrington, John Gillespie Magee,
Wade McCluskey, Lilya Litvak, Donald Macintyre, Raoul
Wallenberg. And, for giving us those two lasting iconic
images of the victory of the Allies: Joe Rosenthal for the
photograph of the US Marines’ raising of the American
flag over Mount Suribachi and Yevgeny Khaldei for the
photograph of Alyosha Kovalyov raising the Soviet flag over
the Reichstag. It is entirely fitting that both photographers
were Jewish.

I would like to acknowledge with thanks the encour-
agement of my colleagues in American Studies and History

Preface
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at Brunel University, in particular Niall Palmer and
Sean Holmes, who tolerated with quizzical stoicism my
obsession with apparently arcane details like the oper-
ational range of the Messerschmitt Bf109E. Finally, this
book is dedicated to Vanessa, without whose support it
could not have been written, and to the memory of my
colleague Tim Fernyhough, who took great interest in the
project and whose untimely death has left a hole that
cannot be filled.

A note on the maps

The prime aim of the maps is to demonstrate geopolitical
and strategic developments, and the spatial relationship
between important places. To achieve this a simplified form
of Mercator’s projection is used, while recognising the
shortcomings of that method in geographical exactitude, in
the belief that this is the best way to present the infor-
mation that is the focus of this book. In most instances, the

maps are aligned around a central vertical north–south axis
(the major exception is Map 26).

As befits an historical atlas, in both the text and maps
place names and country names are those used at the time
(thus Beijing is cited as Peking, Sri Lanka as Ceylon,
St Petersburg as Leningrad). The maps have been drawn
with the versatile drawing tools of Microsoft Word.

Symbols used in individual maps are defined in keys
to each one. Allied movements (American, British, French,
Chinese, Soviet) are generally represented with green
arrows. In both maps and text, in accordance with usual
convention, the term ‘British’ is applied to armed forces
units that also contained elements from the British Empire
and Commonwealth: thus, the ‘British’ 8th Army contained
significant numbers of troops from India, New Zealand,
Australia and South Africa. Axis movements (German,
Italian, Japanese) are generally represented with black.
Minor allies of both sides are represented with grey, which
is also used at times to depict specific elements of the
major powers.

x PREFACE
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The Second World War – in its European manifest-
ation – has often been characterised as the final act
of a thirty years war for domination of the continent.

In this interpretation, the second war followed because the
arrangements after the first war failed to settle the issues
that caused it; principally the problem of a Germany that
was the strongest nation in Europe, but was geographically
constrained. The shared ambitions of the Kaiser’s and
Hitler’s regimes for expansion in the east at the expense of
the Slavs make this theory plausible.

An alternative theory was advanced by the Allies during
the Second World War, and widely accepted afterwards:
that the war was the product of Hitler’s prejudices and
ambitions (and generally that appeasement of such dictators
is what causes wars). That theory, as A. J. P. Taylor pointed
out in the early 1960s, tended to blame other nations only
passively – in their failure to stand up to Hitler – rather than
ascribing responsibility more generally to the ambitions
and mistakes of statesmen from 1919 to 1939. Taylor’s
approach stimulated much debate, but generally Hitler is
still regarded as the active element on the road to war in
Europe, and also a man who welcomed war, when almost
all of his victims and opponents were anxious, for various
reasons, to avoid it at virtually any cost. That Hitler did not
have the detailed timetable that traditionally he has been
ascribed, does not remove that basic responsibility.

This is not to exonerate other leaders. Nor is it to down-
play the importance of the instability of the international
system in which Hitler operated. It is tempting – because
Hitler and the other aggressive statesmen of the 1930s,
Mussolini and Stalin, sought to revise them – to see the
cause of this in the five treaties that ended the First World
War (notably Versailles, which dealt with Germany). The
defeat of Germany, Austria-Hungary and Turkey (and a year
earlier, Russia) had allowed nationalities within their multi-
ethnic empires to secure independence, encouraged by US
President Woodrow Wilson who set self-determination of
peoples as a war aim (and by implication, a right). The
Paris Peace Conference had to deal with national units that
were already spontaneously emerging. Given this situation,
and the complex geography of European ethnicity, it is
hardly surprising that the result was flawed.

Some peoples, who now regarded themselves as
‘nations’, found themselves still minorities, even in the
new states. Old rivalries between peoples were maintained
by the new states, and many states, old and new, had claims
on the territory of their neighbours. Moreover, many of
these states were small, and their natural economic ties had
been damaged when the empires fell apart. Should the
larger states, Germany and Russia (now the USSR), become

stronger once again, these states would be very vulnerable.
Wilson always intended that this eventuality could only
be prevented by effective international management of the
system, in the new League of Nations.

The peace settlement created strong resentments, par-
ticularly in Germany. The Versailles Treaty was seen as
punitive and imposed on a country that had been defeated
by a ‘stab in the back’ by elements at home, not on the
battlefield. It had separated many Germans from the
Fatherland. It is possible, however, to see the treaty as too
soft, for though it punished Germany with territorial losses,
disarmament and reparations, the country was left essen-
tially intact, and potentially still the most powerful nation in
Europe. During the 1920s, with American economic aid, the
new German republic did indeed prosper, and was welcomed
back into the community of nations. At Locarno in 1925,
Germany accepted the Versailles frontiers – at least the
western ones. In point of fact, although the ‘thirty years
war’ theory is beguiling, in 1929 the system was working
well, despite US isolation from the League. The Pact of
Paris in 1928, which outlawed war except in self-defence,
and was signed by all but five nations in the world, has
often been derided as naïve idealism (and since it provided
no sanctions against transgressors it was certainly weak),
but at the time there was no apparent crisis on the horizon.

The event that changed this, and brought out the latent
tensions in Europe (and beyond), was the Great Depres-
sion. It began with the crash of the US stock market, and
as the American financial system collapsed, so too did
European economies, tied heavily to that of the US by trade
and by debts from the war. European businesses and banks
closed, unemployment rose, and governments sought to
balance their economies by nationalistic measures such
as withdrawal from the gold standard and austerity meas-
ures that made the plight of the unemployed even worse.
World trade slumped with the collapse of orderly currency
exchange against gold. Old enemies or the new international
order were blamed.

Extremist movements proposing simplistic solutions
based on ideology or power emerged throughout Europe.
This put strain on the practice of democracy, a new form of
government for many. In an increasing number of states,
it was replaced by authoritarian rule. Only the USSR did
not experience the shattering economic, social, political
and cultural dislocation of the Depression, but the situation
there was even worse, as Stalin set about forced collectiv-
isation of agriculture and a crash programme of industrial-
isation. Those who were opposed, or whom Stalin suspected
of opposition, were liquidated – whole classes of Soviet
society were wiped out.

Map 1: The Uneasy Peace
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Although it only emerged from 300 years of isolation
in 1853, by 1900 Japan had become the leading
Asian industrial power. War with China brought

possession of Korea, Formosa and concessions on the
Chinese mainland. Japan became the first Asian power
to defeat a European one in the Russo-Japanese war of
1904–05. For fighting on the Allied side in the First World
War, Japan was given German Pacific island colonies.
Pressure tactics (the ‘21 Demands’) used against China,
however, worsened Japanese relations with the US, already
strained by American restrictions on immigration from
Japan. The Japanese had been allies with Britain – sharing
a rival in Russia – and the British helped the development
of the Imperial Navy. However, after the First World War,
American pressure and British desire to reduce commit-
ments, led the British to end the alliance. In the Washington
Naval Treaties (1921) Japan was limited to just over half
the number of capital ships of Britain and the US (who
claimed they had two or more oceans to protect, where the
Japanese had only the Pacific). The ratios were 5 (US):
5 (UK): 3 (Japan): 1.5 (Italy and France). The Japanese
Navy regarded this as a humiliation. All parties also agreed
not to fortify their Far Eastern possessions.

For an industrial country, Japan was extremely short
of vital resources, notably iron ore, coal, oil and rubber.
Many Japanese felt that they had the right to develop and
exploit these resources in neighbouring territories. The
Depression hit Japan hard, leading to an increase in power
of the military, and the assassination of a number of polit-
ical leaders as politics descended into factionalism. The War
and Navy Ministers were serving officers, leaving the forces
effectively free of civilian control. A consequence of this
was the ‘Manchurian Incident’ (1931). Troops guarding
Japanese concessions in this resource-rich Chinese province
seized control from local warlords. China was in a state of
semi-anarchy. There was a nationalist government, domin-
ated by the Kuomintang party led by Jiang Jieshi (Chiang
Kai-Shek), but many localities were controlled by war-
lords. Jiang devoted much of his attention to dealing with a
growing Communist movement. The Japanese conquest of
Manchuria prompted a League of Nations investigation
which failed to condemn Japanese aggression in strong
terms, yet did enough to prompt the Japanese to leave the
League. The US kept aloof from League activities, but like
the League refused to recognise the state of Manchukuo
that the Japanese set up with a puppet regime under the
former emperor of China.

In 1937, a clash with Chinese soldiers at the Marco
Polo bridge near Peking (Beijing) led the Japanese Army
to invade China, and again the government was dragged

along in its wake. Peking soon fell, as did much of the
coastal region. Shanghai was bombed, to international out-
rage, and the new Chinese capital of Nanking was captured
in November 1937, to be followed by mass slaughter in the
‘Rape of Nanking’. The US traditionally had sympathies
for China, but it did nothing, such was the strength of
domestic neutralism and isolationism. Even when a gun-
boat, USS Panay, was sunk on the Yangtse river and two
Americans were killed, the US government was satisfied
with an apology from the Japanese.

The war in China soon developed into a stalemate.
Japan did not possess the means to conquer China, and
Jiang would not give up the fight, though his strategy
tended towards the passive – ‘trading space for time’ –
even when forced by some of his officers into a pact with
the Communists at Sian in 1936. The Japanese Army
found the war a drain on resources. They were concerned
about the danger of attack from the USSR – which
supported Jiang in the 1930s – and two brief wars in 1938
and 1939 demonstrated Soviet military strength in the
region. Japan had joined the anti-Comintern Pact with
Germany in 1936 with this danger in mind. Invasion of
Siberia was an option, but this would not solve the
problem of resources. These lay southwards, in territory
controlled by the European colonial powers. The defeat of
these powers in 1940 offered the enticing prospect of a
solution to Japan’s long-term economic problems.

A new phase in the conflict began when the Japanese
demanded the British close the Burma Road. Japanese
conquest of coastal ports and closure of the railway to
Haiphong were designed to starve Jiang of resources, and
bring the victory that was proving impossible by force of
arms alone. The Burma Road was the only remaining
supply route to Jiang’s capital, Chungking. The British
agreed to do this temporarily in June 1940: since it was the
rainy season, this had little material impact – but it did
bring home to the Japanese how weak was even the
strongest of the imperial powers. Pressure followed on
the authorities in Indo-China after the French surrender
to Germany. The French Vichy regime agreed to Japanese
use of northern Vietnamese ports as bases. The American
government saw this as a threat to resources vital to the
British war effort, and as evidence of unlimited Japanese
ambitions. US policy changed: the Japanese–American
Trade Treaty was terminated, and, after the Japanese signed
the Tripartite Pact with Italy and Germany in September,
embargoes were placed on certain strategic materials. It
seemed clear that they would oppose further expansion, and
Japanese strategy now had to assume that the US ability to
intervene needed to be neutralised.

Map 2: The Road to War in Asia
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In Germany, with economic stability after 1923, the
extreme right and left declined in popularity: but democ-
racy had shallow roots, associated as it was with defeat

and Versailles, and it could not survive the upheaval of the
Depression. From 1930, the government ruled by emergency
decree. The Communists, claiming the USSR had avoided
depression, grew in popularity among industrial workers. In
response, the National Socialists (Nazis), led by the charis-
matic Adolf Hitler, appealed to the middle classes, claiming
to represent the values of the great German past. They
aimed to reverse the humiliations of Versailles and unite all
Germans (the ‘volksdeutsche’) in one Reich, and claimed to
have an explanation for Germany’s problems in what they
saw as a Jewish–Bolshevik world conspiracy. Conservatives
saw the Nazis as a useful weapon against the Communists,
and they helped Hitler become Chancellor in January
1933. He soon dispensed with their assistance and estab-
lished a one-party totalitarian state, maintained by the
terror of the Gestapo and the concentration camp. In July
1934, he secured the loyalty of the Army, by purging the
Nazis’ paramilitary force, the SA, in the ‘Night of the
Long Knives’. On the death of President Hindenburg,
Hitler became head of state, calling himself simply Führer.

At first, many foreign statesmen sympathised with
Hitler’s aim of revising the Versailles settlement. When
Germany expanded its army beyond the 100,000 men
allowed by Versailles, and established an air force, the
Luftwaffe, there was little reaction: indeed the British agreed
a treaty in 1935, which allowed a German build-up to a
third of British naval strength. Initially, Hitler proceeded
cautiously. An attempt to bring about union with Austria
(Anschluss) in 1934 failed, principally because of the
opposition of Mussolini, the Italian Fascist dictator who
saw Austria as part of his own sphere. Hitler set himself
to woo Mussolini, aided by their ideological similarities
and by Mussolini’s own ambitions to build a new Roman
empire, shown in his conquest of Ethiopia in 1935–36 and
Albania in 1939.

The main potential obstacles to Hitler’s plans were
Britain, France and the USSR. France had set up defensive
alliances with Germany’s eastern neighbours, but the British
in particular were reluctant to make any arrangements with
the Soviets, whom they mistrusted more than the Nazis.
France was wracked by internal discord, and increasingly
came to rely on the defensive Maginot line and in foreign
policy to follow Britain. The British, unready and unwilling
to make war, believed Hitler could be dealt with by
‘appeasement’. They looked to grant him economic con-
cessions, to tempt him with colonies, and also sought the
mediation of Mussolini. Crucially, when Hitler sent troops
into the Rhineland, which had been de-militarised, the

British and French did nothing. Emboldened, Hitler encour-
aged Austrian Nazis and in March 1938 he completed the
Anschluss. He then made demands against Czechoslovakia,
which contained a German minority, mostly living in the
strategically important Sudetenland. The Czechs were pre-
pared to fight, but fearful of a war for which they were not
prepared, the British and French made a deal with Hitler at
Munich in September 1938 that gave Hitler the Sudetenland.

The horrors of modern warfare had already been
shown in the civil war in Spain that broke out in 1936
between the Republican government and right-wing forces
led by General Franco. Other states had agreed to keep
out, but Germany, Italy and the USSR all sent forces to
Spain: the Germans in particular used it as a testing ground
for the new Luftwaffe. Franco captured Madrid in March
1939 and thereby secured power. By that time attention
was focused elsewhere. Hitler had occupied the rest of the
Czech lands in March 1939. Bohemia and Moravia were
taken into the Reich and Slovakia became a clerical-fascist
German satellite state. As if to show the bankruptcy of
collective security, Czechoslovakia’s neighbours, Hungary
and Poland, each took a small part of the spoils. In add-
ition, Germany regained Memelland after an ultimatum to
Lithuania on 23 March.

This was all too much for British Prime Minister
Chamberlain, who in a dramatic about-face issued security
guarantees to Poland, Greece and Romania, and reluctantly
entered discussions with the Soviets. British rearmament
gathered pace. Appeasement had never been ‘peace at any
price’ (though it should not be seen as simply a measure to
gain time for rearmament, as some have asserted: there
was a genuine hope that war could be avoided). Hitler’s aim
for ‘living-space’ now seemed to extend far beyond merely
the re-unification of the volksdeutsche. However, there was
deep suspicion between the Anglo-French and the Soviets,
and negotiations on political and military arrangements
foundered on Soviet demands that they be able to deploy
forces into the states between them and Germany should
war threaten. The Poles and Romanians would not allow
this. The British guarantees to those countries were there-
fore left without effective means of implementation.

Hitler then turned to pressure Poland over the so-called
Polish corridor that separated East Prussia from the rest of
Germany, and especially the internationalised city of
Danzig. He too entered negotiations with the Soviets. With
more to offer, he was successful, and on 24 August 1939,
to the shock of the world, these two bitter ideological foes
announced the signature of the Nazi–Soviet pact of non-
aggression. What was kept secret was a protocol dividing
eastern Europe between the two. Hitler could now go to
war against Poland without fear of effective intervention.

Map 3: The Road to War in Europe
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Late on 31 August 1939, German SS men disguised
as Polish soldiers staged an ‘incident’ at Gleiwitz,
which gave Hitler his pretext for attacking Poland

without a declaration of war. Hitler had been planning this
war for months. Despite the British guarantee, he believed
that they would not risk a general European war over
Poland. By concluding the Nazi–Soviet Pact he had made
it impossible for the British to directly affect the outcome
in Poland, and he judged that they would accept the result
of a quick, decisive war as unpleasant but unavoidable.

The Polish Army was not an insignificant force, but it
was not ready for the new form of warfare the Germans
employed. This was blitzkrieg, the ‘lightning war’. The
spearhead was the panzer division, a concentration of
armour, with fully motorised infantry and close air support
provided by the Luftwaffe in the form of the fearsome
dive-bombers, the Stukas. Germany had only light tanks
available, and the Army was not fully prepared for war, but
the key to blitzkrieg was speed, which would overwhelm
enemy defences before their strength could be mustered,
or underlying weaknesses in the attacking forces exposed.
Use of airpower against civilian targets would clog the roads
with refugees and add to the disintegration of morale: a
vital component of successful blitzkrieg. The Poles had
numerical strength – 30 divisions and ten in reserve – but
had outdated equipment and strategic doctrine. Their forces
were deployed on their frontiers: it was Polish misfortune
that their main industrial areas were in Silesia, right on
their borders – and this made them highly vulnerable to
blitzkrieg.

Britain and France issued an ultimatum for Germany
to withdraw: when it expired on 3 September, Chamberlain
regretfully announced that Britain was once more at war
with Germany. The British Dominions followed suit. With
no arrangement with the Soviets, it was not clear how
Britain or France were going to help Poland. The French
Army made a token movement over the German border
in the Saar, but its military strategy was built around the
defensive, based on the Maginot line.

German armies converged on Poland from three sides.
Most significantly, General Guderian’s five panzer div-
isions were concentrated in spearheads that made deep and
rapid penetration, leaving their infantry far behind. The
Poles, deployed too far forward, especially in the Polish
corridor, lacked the mobility to respond. The Polish Air
Force had half its strength destroyed on the ground by
the end of 1 September and its aircraft were outperformed
by those of the Luftwaffe. The Poles fought hard, but were
overwhelmed. General von Bock’s Army Group North
from Pomerania and East Prussia overran the corridor by

3 September. The Luftwaffe disrupted communications
and made organising a defence behind the Vistula–Narew
line by the Polish commander, Marshal Smygly-Rydz,
impossible. The panzers thrust towards Warsaw. Polish
forces fell back on the city, but a double-pincer movement
by Army Groups North and South met at Brest-Litovsk and
encircled the Polish forces by 17 September. Only at Kutno
was there an effective counter-attack, and that was over-
whelmed by 19 September in the Battle of Bzura River.

The Germans bombed Warsaw from 17 to 27 September
to demoralise by terror. On 17 September, the Soviets
acted in accordance with the secret protocol, and invaded
Poland from the east. As a consequence, many of the Polish
forces fell into Soviet hands (220,000 out of 910,000 Poles
taken prisoner). They were taken to camps in the USSR,
where over 20,000 were murdered in the next 18 months.
The Soviets incorporated eastern Poland into the USSR on
the grounds that it was ethnically Ukrainian. Sovietisation
and destruction of Polish culture followed.

The last organised resistance took place in Warsaw
and the fortress of Modlin: after heavy bombardment
Warsaw surrendered on 27 September and Modlin a day
later. The defeat of Poland was complete by 5 October. The
Polish armed forces suffered 70,000 killed, against 8,082
Germans. Some 90,000 escaped to Hungary, Romania,
Lithuania and Latvia, and many made their way to the west
to continue the fight. Members of the government who
escaped by way of Romania set up a government-in-exile
in France (and later London), headed by General Sikorski.
They brought with them details of their attempts to crack
the German Enigma encryption machine, which were to
prove an invaluable asset to the Allied war effort.

Poles living in the Polish corridor were forced to leave,
and replaced by Germans, and the area was incorporated
into the Reich as Warthegau (Wartheland). The rest of Poland
was put under the control of Hans Frank as the General
Government. He embarked on a policy of national and cul-
tural destruction in accordance with Nazi racial theories.
Thousands of intellectuals, nationalists and professionals
were murdered in an attempt to reduce Poland to a slave
society. Frank, based at Krakow, put tens of thousands to
forced labour, and ghettoised and then murdered Poland’s
3 million Jews. Poland was to suffer a higher proportion of
its population killed in the war than any other state.

Hitler expected that Britain and France would see the
folly of maintaining hostilities after the disappearance of
the country for which they went to war. When it became
obvious that they intended to fight on, he ordered the
General Staff (OKW) to prepare plans for the invasion of
France (Fall Gelb – Operation Yellow).

Map 4: The Fall of Poland

1403_902860_05_cha01-51  8/30/04  3:29 PM  Page 8

8



Pripet MarshesWarsaw
27 Sept

Danzig

Königsberg
Kaunas Vilnius

Bialystok

Brest-Litovsk

Minsk

Zhitomir

Lublin

Lodz

Baltic Sea
LITHUANIA

U S S R

GERMANY

HUNGARY

ROMANIA

SLOVAKIA

EAST PRUSSIA

P     O     L     A     N     D

Narew River

Bug

Army Group North
(Bock)

3rd Army
4th Army

Army Group
South
(Rundstedt)

8th Army

10th Army

14th Army

Radom

19th Pz Corps

Key

Polish Front  Line Armies 1 Sept

Polish Bzura Pocket

Final Polish defensive positions

German advances 1-14 Sept

German advances 15-28 Sept

Soviet advances 17-27 Sept

Dniester

Bzura River
6 Oct

Hel 2 Oct

Byelorussian Front

Ukrainian Front

Polish retreats

Soviet-German
demarcation line

Lvov
19 Sept

Carpathian

Mountains

16th Pz Corps

Sandomierz

‘Polish
Corridor’

Gleiwitz

Memel

PrzemyslUpper Silesia

Krakow
Army

Krakow

River

River

Gdynia

Lodz Army

Poznan
Army

Bydgoszcz

Vistula
River

Narew
Group

Pomeranian Army Modlin Army

Modlin

Suwalki

Kutno
Poznan

17 SeptWlodawa

28 Sept

Carpathian Army

1403_902860_05_cha01-51  8/30/04  3:29 PM  Page 9

9



The secret protocol of the Nazi–Soviet Pact divided
Eastern Europe into German and Soviet spheres of
interest. The Soviets began immediately to act upon

this agreement, which, Stalin said, had ‘been sealed with
blood’. Stalin proceeded to force ‘mutual assistance’ pacts
on Latvia and Estonia, under which he could station
Soviet troops on their soil. Lithuania had been assigned
to Germany, but under the German–Soviet Border and
Friendship Treaty of 28 September, it was exchanged
for German occupation of a larger part of Central Poland
up to the Bug river and the Suwalki area, and it too was
forced into such a pact. Stalin pressured his other neigh-
bours Romania and Turkey, and also Bulgaria, for similar
arrangements. Whether these moves were opportunistic
expansionism or defensive responses to German expansion-
ism is disputed. The likelihood is that they were both, as
Stalin felt insecure about any areas not under his control.
He preferred to deploy his troops right up to the frontier of
a potential enemy.

Stalin also put pressure on Finland, but in this case it
was not to gain a pact, but to gain actual territory, pushing
the frontier further away from Leningrad and the important
port of Murmansk. The Finns rejected his demands, and on
30 November, the Soviet Union attacked. Finnish resistance
was fierce, and the Soviet performance, despite over-
whelming numbers, was abysmal. Many of the Soviet units
initially deployed were from Central Asia, the Soviet
practice being to station troops well away from their home
regions, and they were untrained and unequipped for
winter warfare.

The success of the Finns attracted great sympathy in
Britain and France. The Soviet attack confirmed for many
that Stalin was as bad as Hitler, and it was widely assumed
that they were colluding so closely as to be allies. The
USSR was expelled from the League of Nations, and even
for many of those left-wing sympathisers whose loyalty to
the Soviet Union had survived the Nazi–Soviet Pact, it was
the last straw. For strategists in France, the Winter War
seemed to offer an opportunity to fight the war away from
the Western Front. While the British military were less
enthusiastic, it was felt in the governments of both coun-
tries that aiding Finland and attacking the USSR would be
a way to strike at Germany. It was assumed, correctly, that
the Soviets were supplying oil and other war materials to
Germany, circumventing the Allied blockade. The purges
of the military and political leadership, and collectivisation
upheavals in the USSR in the 1930s, were believed to have
made it economically and morally weak, so that a well-
directed blow could bring the whole structure crashing
down. This would neatly end the Bolshevik menace and

strike a blow against the German war economy, which was
itself believed to be vulnerable. An air strike was therefore
seriously mooted by the French and the British from bases
in the Middle East against the Soviet oil installations at
Baku and Batum in the Caucasus. The British Chiefs of
Staff were cautious about the practicality of this, but were
prepared to begin planning another operation, the despatch
of ground forces to Finland.

The attraction of doing this was that in the process, the
Allied forces could block the passage of Swedish iron ore
to Germany. Winston Churchill, British First Lord of the
Admiralty, was particularly keen on this plan, which would
be a mortal blow against the German war effort. The Soviet
military performance in Finland meant that few feared
engaging the Red Army; indeed it seemed the weak point
of the enemy front.

Two things prevented this operation going ahead,
though French and British troops were gathered ready to
go. Norway and Sweden refused to allow passage for the
Allied troops through their territory. Churchill was pre-
pared to force the way through, but while this was being
debated, the Finns surrendered on 12 March. The Soviets
had made drastic changes to their tactics and command
structure and had launched successful assaults in the New
Year, including the bombing of Finnish towns. They broke
through the ‘Mannerheim line’ and the Finns bowed to the
inevitable, and accepted terms that were worse than those
they had been offered in November. The USSR gained the
territory it wanted, at the cost of 200,000 casualties –
though Finland did remain independent. It would increas-
ingly look to Germany to help with its defences over the
next year.

The Allied assumption that the USSR was in the enemy
camp was only to be reinforced as Stalin took advantage of
the war situation to extend his control over the states on his
borders. In June 1940, Moscow demanded that ‘friendly
governments’ be installed in the three Baltic States, and
immediately invaded them. Rigged plebiscites were held,
approving entry into the USSR. The secret police (NKVD)
then embarked on wholesale arrests, murders and soviet-
isation. Further south, pressure was put on Romania which
resulted in the annexation of Bessarabia, which had been
part of Tsarist Russia, and Northern Bukovina, which had
not. Romanian oil was vital to Germany, and Stalin was
directly threatening German interests. With Britain’s ability
to keep Germany preoccupied with war in the west very
uncertain at this time, these moves were very risky, and
added very little to Soviet security: Romania and Finland
had become enemies and the British and Americans con-
vinced that Stalin was Hitler’s closest collaborator.

Map 5: Soviet Expansion 1939–41
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Allied strategy was based on the belief that the
German economy was fundamentally weak, and
that holding defensive positions and implementing

a naval blockade would win victory by attrition. Unable
to deliver a decisive victory against the Allied defensive
position in the west, Hitler would be overthrown, bringing
peace and the restoration of Polish independence. There
were serious flaws to this approach, both in its funda-
mentals and in its implementation. The Nazi–Soviet Pact
reduced the likelihood that Germany would need to station
many troops on its eastern frontier, and also constituted a
serious breach in the blockade.

Hitler offered peace to the Allies after completing the
conquest of Poland, but Chamberlain no longer trusted
him, and the war was now less about Poland than about
the whole European balance of power. The period from
October to April 1940 is often called the ‘phoney war’, a
derisive term applied by an isolationist American senator.
There was action elsewhere, but certainly it was a time
of inaction on the Western Front – disastrously so for the
Allies. The attrition strategy created a state of mind that
avoided bold risks; passivity was all that was necessary.
They failed even to develop an effective defensive strategy.
The French and British continued to rearm, and a sizeable
British Expeditionary Force (BEF) was deployed to France.
The problem was the northern part of the line. Belgium
and the Netherlands were determined to remain neutral, so
refused to engage in any military planning and would not
allow Allied forces into their countries. Allied planning
had either to be based on leaving the Low Countries to the
Germans or on guesses as to their defensive deployments
and capabilities. The first option was rejected because it
would compromise the whole defensive position. It was
planned therefore to advance to the natural defensive lines
in Belgium formed by the canals, in the hopes of forming
a line with the Belgian Army. Unfortunately, German plan-
ning accurately predicted this move, and indeed welcomed
it as it would draw the Allied forces forward into the trap
to be sprung through the Ardennes.

There was more action at sea. The German Navy
(Kriegsmarine), like the Army, was unprepared for war in
1939. The submarine force was small, and the two new
battleships, Tirpitz and Bismarck, and the aircraft carrier Graf
Zeppelin, were nowhere near completion (the latter never
was). As it was, the submariners scored some spectacular
early successes, aided by British tardiness in introducing
up-to-date anti-submarine measures. Günther Prien in U-47
became the first German Second World War hero when he
penetrated the fleet anchorage at Scapa Flow and sank the
battleship HMS Royal Oak on 14 October 1939. The aircraft
carrier Courageous was another early victim of the U-boats,

as, more controversially, was the liner Athenia on 3
September. At the outbreak of war, some surface com-
merce raiders were at sea, and caused great disruption
to merchant shipping. One, Graf Spee, was tracked down
in the South Atlantic and engaged in the Battle of the
River Plate by two British cruisers, Ajax and Exeter and the
New Zealand-manned Achilles. After battering Exeter, Graf
Spee took refuge in Montevideo. Deceived into thinking
that a larger British force was waiting outside, its captain,
Langsdorff, scuttled the ship and committed suicide.

One of Graf Spee’s supply ships, Altmark, was inter-
cepted in February in Norwegian coastal waters by
HMS Cossack and British prisoners-of-war on board were
liberated. The British and French were still considering
intervention in Scandinavia to interdict the ore traffic to
Germany, at the least by mining Norwegian waters. After
the Altmark incident, Admiral Raeder, commander-in-chief
of the Kriegsmarine, convinced Hitler that he should
pre-empt this in order to protect German interests and
prevent the Allies gaining control of key Norwegian ports.

Not for the last time, the Germans moved faster than
the Allies. On 9 April, without warning, German forces
entered Denmark, which, being virtually unarmed, capitu-
lated without a struggle. Naval forces, mountain troops
and airborne units were sent to Norway to land at six
points simultaneously. Despite the betrayal of the collab-
orator Vidkun Quisling, the Norwegians were able to hold
up the Germans in time for Anglo-French forces to land.
The Royal Navy had significant forces close by: they were
unable to stop the Germans landing, but the Kriegsmarine
suffered serious losses in the campaign, which it could ill
afford. The new cruiser Blücher was sunk by a shore
battery in the approaches to Oslo, two other cruisers were
sunk and the cream of German destroyer forces was sunk
in the two battles of Narvik. The two largest German ships,
the battle-cruisers Scharnhorst and Gneisenau, plus the
pocket battleship Lützow, were damaged – though the
aircraft carrier HMS Glorious had been sunk in return.

The Germans, however, seized important airfields,
enabling them to fly in further troops. The invasion of
Norway was the world’s first offensive airborne operation.
The Allied response was poorly planned and executed, and
German land forces fought effectively. The Allies landed
at Andalsnes and Tromso and engaged the Germans at
Trondheim, then were forced to withdraw within two weeks.
Their forces further north in Narvik held on until June, when
events on the Western Front heralded the end of the ‘phoney
war’ and forced a withdrawal. The campaign demonstrated
the close and effective inter-service cooperation that was to
be the hallmark of German military operations throughout
the war, and gave Germany important air and naval bases.

Map 6: The ‘Phoney War’ and the Invasion of Norway
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The Western Front burst into life on 10 May 1940.
Hitler had imposed his preferences on his generals
and forced them into an offensive plan, which

General von Manstein had refined into one of great
boldness, ‘Sickle Stroke’. The plan worked virtually flaw-
lessly. German forces overran the Netherlands rapidly,
reaffirming a reputation for terror-bombing when the
Luftwaffe attacked Rotterdam. Parachute troops captured
the Belgian frontier fortress of Eben Emael. The Belgian
Army lost its best defensive positions, but fought bravely.
As Sickle Stroke anticipated, the BEF and French forces
moved forward to what proved to be an indefensible
position, and they were soon separated from the Belgians,
who surrendered on 28 May.

By then, the Allied forces were being squeezed into
an ever-diminishing area, hounded by the Luftwaffe. The
Schwerpunkt (‘main blow’) of Manstein’s plan had hit the
French line where it was weakest, just above the end of
the Maginot line. On 13 May Guderian’s panzers emerged
from the supposedly impassable narrow valleys of the
Ardennes forest, at Sedan. The 1st Panzer Division secured
a bridgehead, and the French forces, already numbed by
Stuka attack, failed to act decisively in response. The 9th
and 2nd French Armies were weak and poorly organised:
this was expected to be a quiet sector, protected by the
Ardennes and the Meuse river. In addition, while the
French had plenty of armour, they divided it among their
infantry units, and had no answer to the concentrated
panzers. The German tanks quickly exploited the breach.
They burst out from Sedan and headed to the sea. On 16
May, Churchill visited Paris, to find the French commander,
General Gamelin, gloomy and the French Foreign Ministry
burning its archives. Gamelin told Churchill that there was
no reserve (though 30 divisions were idle in the Maginot
line). The headlong rush of the panzers leaving the bulk of
their infantry in their wake, left a long vulnerable flank,
open to a determined counter-attack. This required organ-
isation and command and it was this that was breaking
down. As it was, Colonel de Gaulle launched a flank attack
with the 4th Armoured Division, but it was repulsed. On
19 May, having advanced 200 miles (320 km) in ten days,
the 2nd Panzer Division reached the English Channel near
Abbeville.

The French command was hopelessly divided, and
though Gamelin was replaced by Weygand, and the hero
of Verdun, Marshal Pétain, called into the government, it
could come up with no effective strategy to rally the French
Army. It is often suggested that France was defeated in
1940 because it was a divided society, demoralised and
decadent. However, individual French units fought like

tigers. The problem was a lack of understanding of modern
warfare by the high command and a certain fatalism after
the initial breakthroughs.

The panzers turned north to squeeze the Allies in
Belgium against Army Group A. Weygand organised
an attempt at a breakthrough, but it was never properly
coordinated. The British made an effective armoured
push towards Arras, but they quickly concluded that the
French would not break through, and the BEF turned to
extracting itself from France. Dwindling supplies and
the imminent collapse of the Belgians left their position
untenable. They did not make their intentions entirely
clear to their allies. On 24 May Hitler ordered a two-day
halt, leaving the Luftwaffe to attack (possibly to give
Göring some distinction in the campaign, possibly in the
hopes that a British separate peace would be more likely
if they did not suffer heavy casualties). This allowed
perimeter defences to be established. Bravely held by
French and British rearguards they enabled a successful
evacuation, Operation Dynamo, to be organised. Forty
British, French, Dutch and Belgian destroyers were sent
in, but larger ships fell victim to mines and the Luftwaffe,
so the British sent in hordes of small civilian craft, and
from 26 May to 4 June 900 vessels succeeded in lifting
338,226 troops off the beaches, albeit without any of their
heavy equipment. The French soldiers who were taken
off were re-deployed immediately to Normandy. For the
British, paradoxically, it was to be one of the defining
moments of the war.

The end in France was then swift. The French were
established on the Weygand line on the Somme and the
Aisne, but this was not a proper defensive line, and while
they resisted the first attack on 5 June, they could not
hold. Once through, it was a matter of speedy advance and
mopping up for the Germans. Paris was declared an open
city to prevent it suffering the fate of Rotterdam and
Warsaw, and it fell on 14 June. Italy entered the war for
some spoils and on 22 June, in the same railway carriage
at Rethondes near Compiègne in which the Germans
had surrendered in 1918, the representatives of the French
government, now headed by Pétain, surrendered. France
was divided. Northern France and the Atlantic coast were
to be occupied. Alsace-Lorraine would become part of
the Reich, and the industrial north-east around Lille was to
be administered by the German command in Brussels. Italy
gained small parts of Savoy and an occupation zone that
included Corsica. Unoccupied France would be governed
by Pétain from Vichy. French soldiers who were prisoners-
of-war would remain so, and France was required to make
economic reparations.

Map 7: The Fall of the Low Countries and France 1940
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Hitler, an admirer of the British Empire, hoped that
once France was defeated the British would see
sense and sue for peace. There were those in the

British ruling elite who wished to, fearing that Britain would
be bankrupted by the war. However, Churchill, now Prime
Minister, made it clear that under his leadership, Britain
would fight on. The Germans had no specialist equipment
for an opposed sea crossing. As a precondition for
Operation Sealion, which would cross the English Channel
at its narrowest point with converted river barges, the
Luftwaffe had the task of achieving air superiority, so that
it could prevent the Royal Navy interfering. Britain’s ground
forces had left most of their equipment behind at Dunkirk,
so if a successful crossing was made, it was likely that
another German victory would follow very quickly. In the
way stood the RAF – effectively, the squadrons of Fighter
Command, commanded by Air Chief Marshal Dowding.

Dowding had held back his valuable fighter squadrons
from the battle in France. They were equipped with two
excellent aircraft, the Spitfire and Hurricane. Numbers of
aircraft were adequate, with production at 500 a month.
The main problem was the supply of pilots: only 200 per
month to go with the 1,450 with which the RAF entered
the battle. The greatest assets Fighter Command possessed
were organisation and information. Dowding had set up a
system of central control based at Fighter Command HQ at
Stanmore. Ground commanders in the control centres would
vector in fighters against German attacks, by utilising
information from the Observer Corps and from a network
of radar stations, called Chain Home. This meant that 11
Group, the south-eastern command of Fighter Command,
could keep its aircraft on the ground, ‘scrambling’ in
response to German concentrations gathering over their air-
fields in the Pas-de-Calais. While this approach of feeding
aircraft into the battle in this controlled, piecemeal manner
had its critics, it was undoubtedly suited to the limitations of
forces that Dowding and Air Vice-Marshal Park, command-
ing the 23 squadrons of 11 Group, had at their disposal.

They were helped by German uncertainty as to strategy.
The two Air Fleets in France attacked shipping and ports
in the Channel (the ‘Kanalkampf’), from July to August.
Göring then launched Operation Eagle to attack the RAF’s
infrastructure, including aircraft factories. Only scattered
attacks were launched on the Chain Home stations; while
some were temporarily put out of action, the radar towers
were hard to destroy by bombing, and German intelligence
underestimated the importance of the system. The crisis
for the RAF began when the attack was switched to their
airfields on 24 August. Manston, North Weald, Biggin Hill
and others were seriously damaged. The RAF was being

worn down. The Germans however, were also suffering
heavy losses – and where British pilots who bailed out
could fight again as soon as they had another aircraft,
Germans were captured or lost. The fine Messerschmitt
Bf109, a match for the Spitfire and superior to the
Hurricane, only had fuel to stay over England briefly, while
the British were operating close to their bases. Some of the
German aircraft – especially the Bf110, the Dornier Do17
and the Stuka, were severely outclassed.

In order to draw the fighters out for a decisive battle
before it was too late in the year for Operation Sealion, the
tactic was switched on 7 September to daylight raids on
London. These had previously been avoided as Hitler still
hoped the British would agree to a negotiated peace, and
also feared retaliation against German cities. While causing
damage and civilian casualties, this was a crucial relief for
the RAF. On 15 September a mass raid was launched to
overwhelm the defences, but Dowding had husbanded
his resources and now threw in 12 Group as well. To the
Germans, not realising that the British resources were
stretched to the limit, the strength of the RAF appeared
unbroken. On 17 September, Sealion was postponed for
1940. Daylight raids continued, as Göring believed his
Luftwaffe could secure victory on its own, but by mid-
November it had switched to night raids, such were its losses.

The Luftwaffe continued these attacks throughout the
winter and spring of 1940–41. The British dubbed it ‘the
Blitz’. The Germans had developed radio beam guidance
systems, Knickebein and later X-Gerät that gave them
increased accuracy. British scientists eventually devised
ways to jam the beams, but not soon enough to prevent the
destruction of the centre of Coventry on 14/15 November
1940. Attacks took place on ports, industrial centres, cul-
tural centres, and most particularly on London. Germany
had no heavy bombers, for the Luftwaffe had not been
developed for strategic bombing, but the damage was great.

The aim of the Blitz, once Sealion was cancelled, was
essentially to destroy British will to continue the war.
Despite outbreaks of local discontent (usually over provi-
sion of deep shelters or inefficiency in re-housing, feeding
or clothing victims) it tended to have the opposite effect. It
also had an impact in the US in moving hesitant public
opinion more strongly behind aid for Britain. Although
Dowding and Park were soon relieved of their commands,
on the grounds that their tactics had been mistaken, most
historical opinion now sees Park and Dowding as the
victors of the Battle of Britain, along with their small cadre
of pilots – not only British, but from the Dominions (with
some from the US) and Poles and Czechs who had escaped
when their own countries fell.

Map 8: The Battle of Britain and ‘the Blitz’
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German-occupied Europe fell into three main
categories: the Greater Reich, the satellites/allies
and the occupied territories. Incorporated directly

into the Reich immediately were those territories regarded
as historically German and populated by the volksdeutsche:
Austria, Bohemia and Moravia from before the war,
Warthegau, Alsace-Lorraine, small parts of Belgium.
Denmark, Norway, Vichy France (until November 1942),
Slovakia, Croatia and Romania were run by regimes that the
Germans allowed some internal autonomy, while reserving
the right to conduct military operations from there when
necessary, to determine their foreign relations and as the
war progressed to plunder their economies and obtain
workers by various methods. Other territories were directly
controlled by German or satellite occupying forces, and
plundered, their workers forced into labour for the Reich,
and their populations scoured for ‘impure’ elements such
as Jews, gypsies and political opponents. These included
Greece, Albania, Serbia, central and eastern Poland (the
‘General Government’), Byelorussia and the Ukraine.
These three latter territories were earmarked for popula-
tion clearance and settlement by Germans.

The Italian declaration of war established the Mediter-
ranean as a theatre of war. While this was clearly a threat
to British interests, the region offered an opportunity
for British naval forces to strike at places of their own
choosing in a strategy of stretching the enemy’s resources.
Hitler’s early lack of interest in the Mediterranean was
demonstrated in the settlement with Vichy France, which
left the entire French Mediterranean coastline in their
hands. Overall, his policy for south-eastern Europe in
mid-1940 was to allow Italy to dominate those countries
bordering on the Mediterranean – Yugoslavia, Greece,
Albania – while Germany pulled Hungary, Bulgaria and
Romania into its orbit. Hungary and Bulgaria gained at
Romania’s expense in the Second Vienna Awards, which
reversed some of the losses they had sustained at the
end of the First World War. Romania had been given a
large amount of territory to digest at that time; now, with
Transylvania transferred to Hungary, and Bessarabia and
Northern Bukovina taken by the USSR, it was seriously
weakened and presented with two equally unpleasant
choices: to fall under either Soviet or German influence.
There was never any doubt that Romania’s right-wing
regime under Antonescu, despite the humiliation at Vienna,
would side with the Germans. Hitler began to deploy
troops into the country in October, with the primary object-
ive of securing the flow of oil from the vital wells at
Ploesti. It was Bulgaria that was most resistant to joining
the Tripartite Pact, mainly out of caution and a desire
not to offend the USSR (Bulgaria had a tradition of close

relations with Russia). Yugoslavia kept its distance, but
avoided a breach.

During the second half of 1940, there was some
uncertainty as to where German policy would lead next.
Foreign Minister Ribbentrop advocated a grand design
linking all the ‘dissatisfied’ nations (the USSR, Germany,
Italy, Japan, Spain, Hungary, Bulgaria), producing a great
coalition that would force the British to negotiate peace: he
worked at reducing Soviet–Japanese tensions and encour-
aged Hitler to meet with Franco. The Soviets refused to
direct their expansionism towards the British Empire and
away from south-eastern Europe, and the main outcome
of Ribbentrop’s policy was the Soviet–Japanese non-
aggression pact that was to help divert the Japanese
southwards, which brought the US into the war and allowed
Stalin to bring back troops from Siberia to save Moscow
in December 1941. Hitler was not fully committed to the
idea: his meetings with Pétain and Franco in October
1940, to persuade them to move against the British in
the Mediterranean, failed. By November 1940, Hitler
had already resolved on what was anyway his preferred
strategy – invasion of the USSR.

For the British, the Mediterranean had always been
significant. The plan had been for Britain to control the
eastern half, the French the western. Now, if Britain wanted
to keep the sea-lanes to its Eastern empire open, it had to
do the job itself. A naval task force, Force H, was formed
under Vice-Admiral Somerville at Gibraltar. The Italian
Navy had fine ships, but was handicapped as were other
fleets by a reluctance of the high command to risk its
larger vessels. The most successful attacks on the British
Navy were by the German and Italian air forces and by
small units – especially the ‘human chariot’ guided torpe-
does. The British forces were commanded by their best
admiral of the war, Andrew Cunningham. Operating in
seas familiar to the Royal Navy for 150 years, he adopted
an aggressive and imaginative strategy from the outset.
Surface engagements in July 1940 set the pattern. Later
in the year, on the night of 11/12 November, antiquated
Swordfish torpedo-bombers from HMS Illustrious attacked
the Italian fleet at anchorage in Taranto and sank three
battleships at their moorings. Air power was to dominate
all naval operations in the Mediterranean, but the navy
to learn the fullest lesson from Taranto was the Japanese.

The British bombarded Genoa on 9 February 1941, and
then on 28 March off Cape Matapan, Cunningham’s forces
engaged and sank three modern Italian cruisers. Though
the battleships escaped, they were to play an insignificant
part in the rest of the war. The arrival of German airpower,
however, on the Mediterranean shores, would alter the whole
naval balance, and put Britain’s hold there in jeopardy.

Map 9: German Europe 1940–41
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Like the British, the Axis powers, though less whole-
heartedly, sought to stretch their enemy’s resources,
in particular in East Africa and the Middle East.

In East Africa, Italian forces took advantage of Britain’s
distraction to invade British Somaliland from Ethiopia on
5 August 1940, and conquer it easily. The previous month
they had penetrated into Kenya and had occupied frontier
towns in Anglo-Egyptian Sudan. Italian forces were larger
than the British Empire forces in the area, but they were
isolated from reinforcements. In September, despite the
threat posed to Egypt by Italians in Libya, the British C-in-
C Middle East, General Wavell, sent the 5th Indian
Division to the Sudan. The 1st South African Division was
formed in Kenya. After Wavell’s successes in the Western
Desert in December (see Map 11), the 4th Indian Division
was sent up the Nile as well.

There was a number of reasons why the British
wished to fight a campaign in Ethiopia, despite it being so
far from the major theatres of war. South African premier
Jan Smuts needed a victory to get public support for
the war. The British were concerned to counter growing
German influence with some Muslims in the Middle East
by gaining a victory at the nexus of the African and Asian
parts of the Islamic world. Strategically, it commanded the
approaches to the Suez Canal, though the Italians never
had the naval force there to make this a serious threat.
Campaigning began when irregular forces called ‘Gideon
Force’ under Colonel Orde Wingate, including Ethiopian
patriot forces and Emperor Haile Selassie himself, crossed
from Sudan into Ethiopia. The Indian Divisions did so
too, on 19 January. On 11 February the South Africans,
with West and East African forces, under General Alan
Cunningham, attacked from Kenya.

There followed an old-fashioned campaign of moun-
tain strongholds and desert forts. The Indians took Eritrea
by 2 April, after fierce fighting around Keren. Having
taken Italian Somaliland easily, Cunningham fought a
tough battle at Harar, won by his Nigerian troops of
the Royal West African Frontier Force. On 5 April, the
Italians’ colonial troops having melted away, Addis Ababa
fell, and Haile Selassie made a triumphant return with
Wingate on 5 May.

Among the units fighting at Keren were parts of the
French Foreign Legion, fighting under de Gaulle’s Free
French banner. Many parts of French Africa remained
loyal to Vichy. More worrying to the British in 1940–41
were French naval forces, still formidable, and French
colonies in the strategically sensitive Levant. After the
French surrender, Churchill had moved quickly and ruth-

lessly to deal with the naval issue. Fearing that French
ships would be a dangerous addition to German naval
strength, he sought to neutralise them. In some places
this was achieved, notably Alexandria, where French
ships remained for the duration of the war, having given up
their ammunition and fuel. In others the French Navy
proudly refused to sacrifice its honour. At Mers-el-Kebir in
Morocco on 3 July 1940, in a sad finale for the Anglo-
French alliance against Hitler, Somerville’s Force H
demanded the French scuttle or surrender. Vice-Admiral
Gensoul refused and the British then sank one battleship
and damaged two others. Aircraft from HMS Ark Royal
then torpedoed the battleship Dunkerque. About 1,200
French sailors were killed in this sad incident – though it
may have had a significant outcome in that it signalled
to those in the US who doubted Britain’s resolve that
they were ruthlessly determined to fight on.

In the Middle East, German agents received a ready
response from Iraqi nationalists led by Rashid Ali and
from Arabs disgruntled at Britain’s failure to halt Jewish
immigration into Palestine (Zionist groups were equally
aggrieved with the British for the limitations they placed
on this immigration, and waged a campaign against them
throughout the war). Rashid Ali seized power on 3 April
1941. British signals decrypts revealed the Axis to be
supplying aircraft to him through Syria. British forces
were too strong, however: those besieged in the air-base
at Habbaniya chased their besiegers away, and the 10th
Indian Division landed at Basra and restored the pro-
British regent in Baghdad on 31 May. These events
underlined how the Vichy regimes in Lebanon and Syria
threatened the security of British forces in Egypt. On 23
June, British, Australian, Indian and Free French forces
moved in. A short and bitter war, pitting Frenchman
against Frenchman, followed. Finally, a breakthrough by
the 7th Australian Division south of Beirut induced the
French commander General Dentz to seek terms. Less
than 6,000 of his 38,000 troops opted to join the Free
French.

Further south, concerned that the Japanese might
spread their operations across the Indian Ocean, British,
Free French and Empire forces landed on Madagascar in
Operation Ironclad in May 1942. The French fought hard,
and though Diego Suarez fell on 7 May, Tananarive
(Antananarivo), the capital, held out till September. This
operation was not well-handled and its principal legacy
was to reinforce the impact of the Levant operations the
previous year in further damaging de Gaulle’s patriotic
standing with many Frenchmen.

Map 10: The War in Africa and the Middle East
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The war in the Western Desert had a character of its
own. Fought on open country for the most part,
with a scattered population, and between armoured

and mobile forces that were relatively small by the stand-
ards of other theatres, there was much less bombing of
civilians, no atrocities, and both sides treated the other
generally with a respect not shown elsewhere. Indeed, they
shared a common foe: the harsh conditions of the desert.
It was a campaign determined ultimately by logistics of
supply and material, but it had the aura of a pure clash of
arms – not least because the Axis commander, General
Rommel, preferred to ignore such matters.

The theatre opened in June 1940 when Italian forces
under Marshal Graziani moved slowly into Egypt from Libya,
halting at Sidi Barrani. Despite Britain being under threat
of German invasion, Churchill sent armoured reinforce-
ments to Egypt, to join three Commonwealth Divisions
as the Western Desert Force (13 Corps) under General
O’Connor. The C-in-C Middle East, General Wavell,
launched a brilliant offensive on 9 December. They routed
the numerically superior Italian forces, conquered Cyrenaica
and by February 1941 130,000 Italian soldiers had sur-
rendered after O’Connor had sped across the desert to get
ahead of them at Beda Fomm.

With the British and Commonwealth forces on the
verge of complete victory, and thus control of a vital part of
the southern Mediterranean littoral, two fateful decisions
were made. Hitler decided that he could not accept the
political consequences of defeat for his ally, Mussolini.
The 5th Light Division of the 3rd Panzer Division, which
had fought in France, began to land in Tripoli in February,
followed by the 15th Panzer Division in April. This new
Deutsches Afrika Korps was commanded by Rommel,
who had made a name as a panzer division commander in
France. Initially, its sole purpose was to hold Tripolitania.
Rommel had bigger ideas: the conquest of Egypt, the Suez
Canal and access to oil in the Middle East.

Simultaneously, Churchill withdrew significant forces
to send to the aid of Greece. Consequently, when Rommel
made unauthorised probes forward as soon as he took
up his command, he found little resistance. Moving into
Mersa Brega on 31 March, the ease of advance prompted
Rommel to a typically bold stroke. A three-pronged attack
took the Afrika Korps to the Sollum–Halfaya line on the
Egyptian border in two weeks, capturing the key port of
Benghazi and the Beau Geste-style forts of Msus and
Mechili along the way and placing the other main port of
Cyrenaica, Tobruk, under siege.

Rommel was unable to breach the defences of Tobruk –
a vital target for him as otherwise his supply-lines stretched

back as far as Benghazi. On 15 June the British launched
Operation Battleaxe to relieve the port. It was poorly
coordinated and Rommel’s superior tactics thwarted the
British. The next British and Commonwealth offensive was
Operation Crusader in November. Their forces had been
renamed 8th Army in September and now deployed over
750 tanks. Against this, the Axis forces, Panzergruppe
Afrika, had 320 tanks, of which 146 were Italian and mostly
obsolete. Churchill had replaced Wavell with General
Auchinleck, and command of 8th Army was given
to General Cunningham. The 8th Army attacked on 18
November, achieving surprise as Rommel was in the midst
of preparing another attack on Tobruk. However, once
again, by quick thinking and aggressive moves, Rommel
was able to retrieve the situation. Unsatisfactory British
tank tactics brought heavy losses against the German
88 mm anti-tank guns. Nonetheless, five days’ heavy
fighting around Sidi Rezegh reduced Rommel to 100 tanks.
He then made a typically bold dash for the frontier, threat-
ening to outflank the whole Allied force, but ultimately
failed to destroy them. Crusader itself had failed to relieve
Tobruk or inflict defeat on the Axis forces, but such were
Panzergruppe Afrika’s losses and depletion of supplies
that they were forced to withdraw. Although the Italian
generals insisted on holding at Gazala, Rommel knew that
the logistics of the Western Desert meant pulling right
back to El Agheila, whence they had started in March.
Tobruk was therefore relieved and at the end of 1941 the
British were again in possession of Cyrenaica, including
Benghazi.

The Western Desert campaigns were determined by
access to supplies. The naval war in the Mediterranean was
therefore crucial to their outcome. At the end of 1941 the
pendulum had swung back in favour of the Axis. The
issues centred on a tiny British colony. As an important
base for interfering with Axis convoys to North Africa,
Malta was the key to the Western Desert campaign. Its
air defences at one point early on were reduced to three
obsolete biplanes named Faith, Hope and Charity. In
December 1941, Fliegerkorps X was deployed to Sicily
under Kesselring, along with a squadron of U-boats. Ark
Royal and the battleship HMS Barham were sunk. Malta
was close to starvation – more bombs were dropped on
Malta between January and April 1942 than fell on London
in the Blitz. The population moved underground. Only the
arrival of the ‘Pedestal’ convoy in August 1942 saved Malta,
although only five of its 12 merchant ships got through.
During this time Rommel’s convoys were unmolested, so
he was able to grow strong and harbour grand ambitions
once again.

Map 11: Western Desert Campaigns 1940–41
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Hitler’s plan to leave the Mediterranean and southern
Balkans for Mussolini to control began to go awry
when Italy, which had occupied Albania in 1939,

attacked Greece with Hitler’s approval on 28 October 1940.
Hitler may well have hoped that this would put further
pressure on Britain, but the Greeks fought back vigorously,
and by the start of December were counter-attacking into
Albania.

By that time Hitler had decided to save Mussolini
from humiliation. He also wished to deprive the British
both of a propaganda coup and access to bases in Greece
that they could use to attack vital resources in the Balkans.
The Greeks, in point of fact, were taking pains not to allow
the British to get heavily involved, so as not to provoke the
Germans, and this was to have an impact on finding an
effective coordinated strategy when they did attack.

The Greek dictator, Metaxas, died on 19 January. The
Greek army commander-in-chief, General Papagos, was less
concerned than Metaxas about aggravating the Germans
and agreed that the British should send four divisions to
reinforce the 18 Greek ones facing the Italians. The British
forces were withdrawn from Wavell’s forces and began
arriving in Greece on 4 March 1941.

Hitler had previously been considering seizing bases
in Greece for the Luftwaffe to keep Britain from threat-
ening Balkans oil and other resources. The British move
decided him to go for a full occupation. On 1 March,
Bulgaria, fearful of German strength, had come into line and
joined the Tripartite Pact. German forces from Romania
began deploying through Bulgaria towards the Greek fron-
tier. Hitler was determined that the British would not be
able to use their seapower to strike against the flanks of his
forthcoming campaign against the USSR.

For the operation (code-named ‘Marita’) to succeed,
German troops needed to use Yugoslav railways to launch
an attack through Monastir. The Germans had been putting
pressure on Yugoslavia to join the Tripartite Pact since
October. Prince Paul, who was pro-British, had resisted,
but eventually did so in Vienna on 25 March. On 26 March
a coup began in Belgrade, led by Serb officers and encour-
aged by the British, forcing Paul to resign as regent. The
new government under General Simovic had little chance
of survival. Yugoslavia was surrounded by countries with
claims to its territory, and itself contained internal divisions,
especially between Serbs and Croats. The coup gave Hitler
the pretext to act fast and ruthlessly. The Yugoslav Army was
ill-prepared and poorly deployed in an attempt to defend
the whole length of its long frontier. The air force, which
had led the coup, was overwhelmed within hours of the
German assault on 6 April. The same air offensive caused

3,000 deaths in raids on Belgrade. The German Army,
together with Italian and Hungarian units struck quickly,
causing panic in the ill-prepared Yugoslav forces. Croats
and Slovenes took the opportunity to proclaim themselves
as independent states: the right-wing Ustashi in Croatia
in particular collaborated actively with the invader. The
attackers suffered only 151 casualties. An armistice was
signed on 17 April. The only senior Serbian officer prepared
to fight on was the deputy chief of staff of the 2nd Army,
Draza Mihailovic, who led a small band into the moun-
tains, which later became the Četnik resistance movement.

The plans for the defence of Greece were fatally
compromised by the collapse of Yugoslavia, for forces had
been deployed by Papagos on the Bulgarian frontier, the
Aliakhmon line and the Albanian frontier, all with flanks
resting on the Yugoslav defences in Macedonia. As they
were now breached, the Allied forces in Greece were forced
into helter-skelter retreat. The Metaxas line surrendered
on 9 April. British and Anzac forces began evacuating
the Aliakhmon line from 16 April. Equipped with motor
transport, they were able to escape. The Greek forces,
dependent on horses, were not so fortunate. The swastika
was hoisted over the Acropolis on 27 April.

The final act was played out in Crete. The commander
of the Luftwaffe airborne troops, General Kurt Student,
volunteered for the job (Operation Merkur) – though most
in the OKW thought Malta a much more important target.
Although the British had warning from signals intelligence
of what was coming, they were poorly equipped and dis-
organised after the retreat from Greece. Despite inflicting
heavy casualties on the parachutists when they attacked on
20 May, they were unable to prevent the Germans securing
a foothold on the crucial airfield at Maleme. Able then to
land more troops by air, the Germans rolled up the British
and New Zealand forces, to inflict another decisive defeat –
though one that had some cost, as the airborne forces
suffered such destruction that they never fought another
such campaign. The Royal Navy intercepted and destroyed
German reinforcements, escorted by Italians, but suffered
heavy losses off Crete on 22 May (four cruisers and four
destroyers lost and many more damaged).

The greatest significance of these campaigns is often
said to be the effect on the invasion of the USSR. It is
argued that Marita forced a six-week delay which was to
be crucial in preventing the Germans taking Moscow
before the Russian winter intervened. However, the timing
of the invasion was probably not affected by these oper-
ations, and they were in any case regarded by Hitler,
probably rightly, as vital for the success of Barbarossa by
protecting its flank.

Map 12: The German Invasions of Yugoslavia and Greece

1403_902860_05_cha01-51  8/30/04  3:30 PM  Page 24

24



B U L G A R I A

R O M A N I A

Y U G O S L A V I A 

ALBANIA

ITALY

Corfu

Ionian Sea

Adriatic
Sea

Aegean
Sea

GREECE

Kalamata

Larissa
19Apr

Salonika
9 Apr

Metaxas Line

Belgrade

12 Apr

Zagreb
10 Apr

Croatia

Montenegro

Bosnia
Serbia

Sarajevo
16 Apr 

Dubrovnik
17 Apr

Uzice
Nis
8 Apr 

Skopje
7 Apr

Veles

Sofia

German 12th Army 
(List)

Hungarian 3rd Army

HUNGARY
AUSTRIA

German 2nd Army 
(Weichs)

Ital 2nd Army 
41st Pz Corps

Greek 1st
Army
(Surr 23 Apr)

Italian
11th Army

Split

Italian
9th Army

Novi Sad

Pz Group 1
(Kleist)

Br  W’ 
Force
(Wilson)

Lamia

Aliakhmon
Line

Ioannina
20 Apr

Athens

Thassos
16 Apr

Khios
4 May

Peloponnese

Lemnos
25 Apr

Euboea

Missolonghi

British Evacuation to Crete:
completed 30 Apr

Durazzo

Slovenia

Key
Limits of Greek advance 1 Mar 1941
Italian-Greek front line 6 Apr
Anglo-Greek defensive lines
British ‘W’ Force front line 16 Apr
‘W’ Force front line 20 Apr
Greek front line 23 Apr
 Hungarian attacks
 Italian attacks
 German attacks
 German airborne assaults

Banat

Ljubljana

Fiume

Zara (Ital)

M a c e d o n i a 

Monastir

6 Apr

9 Apr

Thermopylae
26 Apr

Patras Corinth

28 Apr

27 AprPiraeus

Canea Retimo
Surr. 30 May

Heraklion

Cape Spartha

Suda

Bay

C R E T E

21-22 May British Force C intercepts Axis Convoy

German Parachute, Glider Assaults 20-21 May 
7th Airborne Division (Student)

 Maleme

Airborne reinforcements
from Greece 21-27 May

28–31 May
2600 evacuated

28–29 May
4000 Evacuated

Suda

CREFORCE
(Freyberg)

Sphakia

Operation Merkur

From Maleme

28 May

1403_902860_05_cha01-51  8/30/04  3:30 PM  Page 25

25



For Hitler, the real struggle was with the USSR. By
the end of July, he ordered planning to begin for
Operation Barbarossa. The Soviet–German alliance

was one of convenience, but the tensions were never far
below the surface. Stalin supplied Germany with signifi-
cant war materials, particularly oil, but during 1940 slowed
down on the delivery of them. The Soviets would not accept
the geo-strategic position they were offered, refusing to
concede eastern and south-eastern Europe in return for
promises of British territory in India and the Middle East.
Stalin was apparently confident that Germany, embroiled
with Britain, would not risk a war in the east. Recognition
of the Simovic government in Belgrade in April 1941
demonstrated that he still believed this, even though the
Germans had begun to build up their forces in Poland.
After the German invasion of the Balkans, Stalin reversed
course and the flow of supplies was restored, to continue
right up to the day the Germans invaded.

Stalin still hoped a German attack could be avoided
or delayed. His forces remained under orders to avoid
provocation. Stalin received plenty of warnings during the
spring of 1941 that Hitler’s military build-up in Poland and
Romania was not just the prelude to economic or territorial
demands. The evidence suggests he was under the delusion
that he could still come to terms with Hitler. To make
matters worse, Soviet forces were stationed too far forward,
in territory only recently acquired, poorly prepared for
defence and unconnected to the Soviet railway system –
Stalin’s annexations in 1939–40 had put his forces among
a resentful population and ahead of the prepared defensive
position, the Stalin line. There were preparatory deploy-
ments before 22 June, but they were incomplete, and head-
quarters units in particular were not in place. Moreover,
the Red Army had neglected defensive strategic theory
and training, and Stalin believed that the way to counter
blitzkrieg was by taking the offensive, so that far from
preparing for defence in depth, his army was deployed for
advances into East Prussia should war begin. In addition,
Stalin was not prepared to countenance strategic with-
drawal from territories he had taken risks to acquire.

The consequences were disastrous. At dawn on 22 June,
the Wehrmacht advanced along the whole front, the panzer
divisions in the spearhead. Three million German troops
went into action, with 3,300 tanks and 7,000 heavy guns,
accompanied by divisions from Romania, followed later by
Finns, Slovaks, Italians and even a division from Spain.
The 2,000 aircraft of the Luftwaffe caught the Red Air
Force on the ground, destroying 1,200 aircraft in the first
day (one quarter of its front-line strength). The panzers
made rapid progress and their penetrative thrusts left the
defenders surrounded in large but isolated pockets, to be

mopped up by the infantry following behind. It looked
as if Hitler’s expectation – that ‘once the door had been
kicked down, the entire structure will collapse like a house
of cards’ – would be proved correct.

German forces were divided into three, under Leeb,
Bock and von Rundstedt. Leeb’s forces would push up
through the Baltic States – the fighting-ground of the
Teutonic Knights – with Leningrad the ultimate objective.
They would be aided by Finnish attacks in Karelia in
revenge for the defeat of 1940. Bock would advance along
Napoleon’s route, through Minsk and Smolensk to Moscow.
South of the 40,000 square mile Pripet Marshes (impene-
trable to modern armed forces), Rundstedt was to advance
into the rich agricultural land of the Ukraine and on to the
great industrial areas of the Don and Donets river basins,
and the oil-rich Caucasus. There had been considerable
disagreement between Hitler and his army chiefs over
strategy. OKH (Army high command) preferred a thrust at
Moscow, which they believed the Soviets would defend with
their main armies. Such an advance would therefore bring
what they believed to be the optimum aim, the destruction
of an enemy’s armies, and then the capture of their capital.
They had broadened their ideas to include thrusts towards
Leningrad and Kiev. This was the strategy that was approved
in Hitler’s Barbarossa directive in December 1940. Unlike
his generals, Hitler saw the principal strategic objective
to be the capture of resources, which would destroy the
enemy’s ability to continue fighting, while strengthening
Germany’s own forces and easing the economic burdens
that Hitler was always cautious about imposing on the
people of the Reich. These issues were not to come to
a head until July. Initially, the Soviet dispositions allowed
all three Army Groups to make stunningly rapid advances
in the dry high summer, across the steppes that were ideal
territory for mobile warfare. Bock’s spearheads, Panzer
Groups Two (Guderian) and Three (Hoth) advanced at
50 miles (80 km) a day. After closing the pincers around
Minsk, they struck eastwards again, now designated 4th
Panzer Army under von Kluge. The Minsk pocket surren-
dered on 9 July. The Smolensk encirclement was completed
by 17 July and contained 25 Soviet divisions. Resistance
lasted until 5 August. Some 310,000 Soviet prisoners were
taken.

Meanwhile, Army Group North was racing towards
Leningrad. Although achieving no mass encirclements, by
30 June, Leeb’s forces were on the Dvina, piercing the Stalin
line and driving on through Latvia during July to within
60 miles of Leningrad. In the south, Rundstedt’s Romanian
and Hungarian divisions headed across the Dniester and
Yuzhni Bug rivers towards Odessa while his German
forces crossed the Ukrainian steppe heading for Kiev.

Map 13: The Invasion of the USSR 1941
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The strategic disagreement between Hitler and his
generals re-surfaced in July 1941. Rundstedt was
heading down the ‘Zhitomir corridor’ towards the

Ukrainian capital, Kiev. To Hitler, the resources of the
Ukraine and beyond were crucial and his will prevailed,
after a 19-day pause during the best campaigning month,
and Guderian’s panzers, 200 miles from Moscow, were
diverted south. Despite the long exposed flank they offered
by doing so, they held off the Red Army and met up with
Kleist’s Panzer Group 1 at Lokhvitsa, 100 miles east of
Kiev. By 26 September they had encircled 665,000 Soviet
soldiers, including the force Stalin had sent in as a counter-
offensive on 16 August. Three million Soviet soldiers were
now prisoners; half a million would not survive through to
the winter. Guderian sped back to the Moscow road.

Further south the Romanians found Odessa a tough
proposition, though Manstein had driven past them to the
neck of the Crimea by the start of October. In the north,
Leeb had cut off Leningrad by advancing to Lake Ladoga,
but Stalin had sent General Zhukov, whom he had dismissed
as chief of staff in July (for recommending withdrawal
from Kiev before it was encircled), to bolster the defences,
and under his urging the 3 million Leningraders had
erected extensive anti-tank barriers. The Finns would not
advance beyond their pre-1940 frontier, and Leeb’s forces
were unable to penetrate into the city itself. As their assault
came to a halt, Leeb’s tanks were diverted towards Moscow.

The Germans had a two-to-one superiority in men and
tanks, and controlled the air. Fourteen Panzer Divisions
began the advance in Operation Typhoon. The race was
now against the weather. Soviet forces continued to show
remarkable resilience, but their strategists had found as yet
no answer to blitzkrieg, particularly with Stalin as averse
as Hitler to giving up territory, even for strategic reasons.
Another 650,000 soldiers – many of them now partially-
trained militias – were encircled between Smolensk and
Vyazma, and others around Bryansk. Amid panic in
Moscow, Stalin called Zhukov back on 10 October, and he
set the Muscovites (a population that was 75 per cent
female) building line after line of static defences. The
weather, traditionally a saviour of the Russian people against
invaders, began to play a part. By 30 October, heavy rains
turned the primitive roads to mud, and seriously impeded
the mobility that was the key to German success.

At the end of November the winter freeze began, and
as the ground hardened, so the panzers moved forward
again. The final stage of Typhoon was to be a double
pincer around Moscow, north to Kalinin and south to Tula.
By 28 November Panzer Group 3 was 18 miles (27 km)
from Moscow at Krasnaya Polyana. However, the Soviet

Mozhaisk line offered stiffer resistance, and the Germans
were poorly equipped for the freezing temperatures. The
lightning campaign was supposed to be over before the
winter, but the diversion of Army Group Centre to Kiev
and the brave resistance of Smolensk had made the differ-
ence. By 5 December, German forces were stuck short of
Moscow, north and south. They had failed to encircle the
Soviet capital, allowing its continued supply from the east.
In the great panic in October, government departments had
been evacuated to Kuibyshev on the Volga, but Stalin had
remained. He had one ace up his sleeve. A strong Soviet
army had remained in Siberia, to guard against a Japanese
attack. Comintern agent Richard Sorge reported in the
autumn from documents in the German Embassy in Tokyo
that the Japanese had no intention of doing so, giving
Stalin the courage to move elements of this force, unsus-
pected by the Germans, towards the Moscow front.

As German forces suffered in temperatures of
40 degrees below freezing, Hitler declared a suspension of
operations for the winter, while dismissing a large number
of generals (including Bock and Guderian and the army
chief-of-staff, Brauchitsch, replaced by Hitler himself ) for
wishing to withdraw to better positions. The Soviet armies,
however, were better equipped for the cold. The respite
offered by the weather had given the chance for the Soviet
High Command (Stavka) to get a better grip of the situ-
ation. Inspired by the similar situation in 1812, strategic
reserves painstakingly marshalled in the previous few
weeks and the fresh forces from Siberia were launched in
a great counter-offensive against the static German line.
Using ski troops, Cossack units and guerrilla forces
they struck through the snow-fields to hit the Germans,
dependent on the roads, in flank and rear.

Kalinin and Tula were recaptured, relieving the imme-
diate threat to Moscow. Similarly, in the north, Leeb was
driven from Tikhvin and supplies began to get through
to Leningrad (over the frozen lake) just in time to avert
starvation of the whole population. In the south, Kerch
was re-taken and Soviet forces re-entered the Crimea.
Timoshenko had earlier re-captured Rostov, the gateway to
the Caucasus, on 28 November. By the time their offen-
sives had lost momentum in late February 1942, they had
advanced in the centre as far as Kirov and Demidov,
though Hitler had ordered ‘no retreat’ and German forces
remained in some heavily defended enclaves, supplied
through the winter from the air. When he addressed
the Soviet people on Red Army Day, 23 February 1942,
Stalin was brimming with confidence – indeed with over-
confidence, for he promised them they could anticipate
the complete defeat of the ‘Hitlerite’ invaders in 1942.

Map 14: The Defence of Moscow
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The war in China continued to be stalemated for the
Japanese Army in 1941, and resources began to
decline as American embargoes on scrap metal,

aviation engines and other materials began to take effect.
In July 1941, Japanese forces moved into southern Indo-
China, giving them a jumping-off place for attacking
southwards. Roosevelt announced the freezing of Japanese
assets in the US, and this quickly became a full-scale
embargo (initially on the initiative of lesser officials),
including, most significantly, oil. The United States now
set out its line unequivocally: nothing less than withdrawal
from China would bring an end to the embargo. When
Roosevelt and Churchill met in August 1941, they agreed
that Germany was a greater menace than Japan, but also
that Japan might be deterred by a firm stance – and
doing so was a concrete contribution the US could make
to British prospects, if it restrained the Japanese from
attempting to seize the vital resources of Malaya and the
East Indies.

The policy, unfortunately, had the opposite effect. The
Japanese Army was not inclined to withdraw from China
undefeated, but could not secure victory without putting
more pressure on Jiang, which it could not do without
more resources. The Navy, which saw the US as its
major enemy, believed the US would intervene from the
Philippines, should Japan attack southwards. Having made
a non-aggression pact with the Soviets in April 1941, the
Japanese ignored the temptation of war with the Soviets
when Germany attacked. The government under Prince
Konoye continued to try to find a diplomatic solution,
offering to withdraw from Indo-China once the ‘China
Incident’ was settled, but the Americans would not budge.
Konoye was replaced by the Minister for War, General
Tojo, in October, and while negotiations continued, a dead-
line was set for the end of November. After that point,
it would be war.

The Commander of the Combined Fleet, Admiral
Yamamoto, came up with a bold plan to prevent American
intervention. As the months passed and no breakthrough
was made in Washington, the First Air Fleet under Vice-
Admiral Nagumo secretly left its berth in the Inland Sea
and sailed under strict radio silence across the empty
Northern Pacific.

American cryptanalysts had succeeded, in Operation
Magic, in breaking the Japanese diplomatic encryption
machine (code-named Purple), and from it began to get
clear warnings that the Japanese were preparing military
action. It was not clear where this would be, but on 25
November, the US Army Chief of Staff, General Marshall,
issued a war warning to all US bases in the Pacific.

However, because of the lack of specifics, and poor coord-
ination of communications, when the blow fell it did so
with complete surprise. At dawn on Sunday 7 December,
aircraft from Nagumo’s six carriers attacked the US Pacific
Fleet at its moorings at Pearl Harbor in Hawaii, whence it
had been sent in April 1940 as a deterrent. It was assumed
that the fleet was safe from torpedo attack in this shallow
harbour, but the skill of the Japanese pilots disproved
this. In two waves, they sank 18 ships, seriously damaging
all the American battleships (destroying two), but missing
the carriers, which were absent on exercises. They also
destroyed 187 aircraft, most of which had been conveni-
ently gathered in the centre of the airfields as protection
against sabotage. 2,403 were killed. A third wave was
being prepared to attack repair facilities and oil instal-
lations, when Nagumo, fearing the fleet would soon be
detected (they were actually in little danger), decided to
turn for home. This failure to complete the job was to be
a grievous mistake, though at the time it appeared that
Japan had struck a great blow. Certainly the US Navy was
unable to intervene against the main Japanese thrusts into
South-East Asia. By attacking before making any declar-
ation of war, while negotiations were proceeding, however,
the Japanese made for themselves an implacable foe, which,
far from being prepared to accept Japanese conquests as
an unpleasant accomplished fact, was now committed to
complete victory.

Churchill was elated that the US was finally in the
war, and believed that victory was now assured. However,
although conspiracy theorists have argued that Roosevelt
knew of Japanese intentions and allowed the Pacific Fleet
to be attacked so as to overcome isolationist sentiment in
the US, it was by no means certain that the Japanese attack
would bring the US into the war against Germany, though
Britain and the US immediately became allies against
Japan. To most Americans, the US’s enemy was now Japan,
and the Navy wished to transfer ships to the Pacific from
their convoy protection activities in the Atlantic. For four
days, US involvement against Germany was less likely
than it had been for a year. Then Hitler effectively sealed
his fate by declaring war on the United States on 11
December. The war was now truly a global conflict. It is
likely that he did so to stretch American resources, and
give the Japanese better chances of success (thus reducing
American ability to supply Britain and the USSR) while
also giving his U-boats free rein in the Atlantic, confident
that this would tip the balance and secure victory in 1942.
If it failed to do so, with US industrial resources fully
committed to the war, then in the long term, Hitler, like
the Japanese, had sealed his fate.

Map 15: The Outbreak of War in the Pacific
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Some hours before the Pearl Harbor attack, at dawn
on 8 December 1941 (the other side of the Inter-
national Dateline), Japanese troops landed in Thailand

(by arrangement with the Thai government) and in Malaya.
While outnumbered by the defenders, the Japanese proved
adept at speedy manoeuvre in the jungle, and repeatedly
outflanked the British defensive positions. Japanese air-
craft were greatly superior to those the British had –
and when Force Z, the Royal Navy’s two largest units in
the area, HMS Repulse and Prince of Wales, attempted
to intervene without aircover, they were sunk by air attack.
A new era of naval warfare had begun: without air cover
the mightiest of battleships was in peril.

In the last months of 1941, the US had begun
deploying B-17 Flying Fortress bombers to the Philippines
as a deterrent to the Japanese. The Americans had decided
in 1940 that in the event of war they would both defend
the Philippines and use them as a base to attack Japanese
communications. The perception of this by the Imperial
Japanese Navy had been a major influence on the decision
to launch a pre-emptive strike against the US as well
as move against the possessions of the European imperial
powers. When news of Pearl Harbor reached the Philippines,
those B-17s that were already in place were readied for
action, but were still caught unawares, standing in vulner-
able positions on their airfields, when Japanese aircraft
from Formosa attacked, although it was 12 hours since the
Pearl Harbor attack. With the main strike force of B-17s
destroyed, the Japanese proceeded to land on a number of
the Philippine Islands. The American commander, General
MacArthur, failed to stop them on the beaches, and elected
rather late to base his defence on strongholds in the Bataan
peninsula. Hemmed in there by the Japanese, and with
inadequate supplies, the Americans and Filipinos put up a
tough fight that forced the Japanese to send in more forces
than they planned, but there was no possibility of relief,
with the Pacific Fleet out of action after Pearl Harbor.
They surrendered on 9 April (MacArthur had been with-
drawn to Australia by Roosevelt in March – pledging as
he went, ‘I shall return’), followed by the fortress of
Corregidor on 6 May. Some 14,000 of the 70,000 survivors
were to die on the infamous 60-mile (96 km) Bataan Death
March to prison camps.

Elsewhere, the Japanese carried all before them. US
bases on Guam and Wake fell (though Wake repelled
the first assault). Hong Kong fell on Christmas Day.
British Borneo fell a few days later. In Malaya, British
and Commonwealth forces fell back to Singapore. Pre-war
cost-cutting (including by Churchill) meant Singapore was
not the fortress stronghold some assumed that it was. Its

guns were designed to defend against sea attack – as in
Malaya, the jungle had been assumed to be a barrier to
an enemy, but the Japanese found a way through. With
a massively swollen population, Singapore had not the
resources to endure a siege when the Japanese gained con-
trol of the water supply. On 15 February, General Percival
surrendered to General Yamashita on behalf of his 62,000
(mainly British, Indian and Australian) troops in the most
humiliating defeat the British Empire had ever suffered.

The second phase of the Japanese advance saw their
forces headed for the Netherlands East Indies (NEI) the
resources of which – oil, rubber, non-ferrous metals and
rice – were the major object of the whole enterprise. The
‘Arcadia’ Conference in Washington in December 1941
formed the scattered Allied forces into American-British-
Dutch-Australian Command (ABDA) under General Wavell,
with the task of keeping the Japanese from the oil wells.
The three-pronged Japanese attack was directed towards
the east (Celebes and eastern Java), the south (Sumatra,
western Java and north Borneo) and east Borneo in the
centre. From Mindanao, Jolo and Kuching, all taken in
December, Vice-Admiral Kondo’s forces landed in January
at Tarakan, Manado, Balikpapan and Amboina. On they
went to Bandjermasin, Makassar, Bali and Timor in
February, quickly breaching the Allied line of defence,
the ‘Malay barrier’.

The Allies had neither the forces nor the organisation
to slow down the advance: the ABDA naval forces under
the Dutch Admiral Doorman were brushed aside at the
Battle of the Lombok Strait on 19–20 February. ABDA
was dissolved on Wavell’s suggestion: his responsibilities
were far too scattered. An Allied fleet was still at sea, and
on 27 February it attempted to intercept an invasion fleet
heading for Java. The Battle of Java Sea was the largest
naval engagement since Jutland. Admirals Takagi and
Nishimura’s Japanese naval forces were superior in fire-
power, equipment and tactics. In particular, in the 24-inch
‘Long Lance’ torpedo they possessed a powerful weapon.
Doorman’s five cruisers and nine destroyers lacked aircraft
and all his cruisers were lost (and Doorman himself). The
Japanese landings on Java were not delayed, and resistance
by British, Dutch and Australians troops could not prevent
them taking Surabaya, Batavia and Bandung. The Indonesians
themselves felt no loyalty to their colonial overlords
and where they fought, did so without conviction. On
8 March the NEI surrendered, and the local population
welcomed the promise of the Co-prosperity Sphere and
liberation from the Dutch. Landings at Lae and Salamua
on Australian-controlled Papua-New Guinea, and on the
Admiralty Islands followed later that month.

Map 16: Pacific Onslaught
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Moving through Thailand, the Japanese attacked the
British colony of Burma in February 1942 (refer
to Map 41). Burma was important for guarding

the flank of forces in Malaya, and the Burma Road was the
only remaining Allied supply route to China. Rangoon
was the main port for supplies for China. Wavell believed
it could be held, but the British, Indian and Burmese forces
(‘Burcorps’) were outflanked and forced to fall back.
Japanese forces took Rangoon on 7 March. The arrival of
two Chinese armies under the American General Stilwell in
March made little difference to Japanese progress, and the
withdrawal northward became a rout. General Alexander,
the new commander of Burcorps, was forced to order a
general retreat to Assam across roadless hills in the face of
Japanese skill in jungle fighting, and air superiority. By
30 April, Lashio, the Burmese terminus of the road to China,
was in Japanese hands. When the monsoon season arrived
in late May, the Japanese were in full possession of Burma,
which served as the western edge of their defensive
perimeter. As in the NEI, many Burmese welcomed their
presence, and much of the Burmese armed forces joined
the Japanese-sponsored Burmese Independence Army led
by Aung San. The First Air Fleet inflicted more humili-
ations on the British, moving into the Indian Ocean to
bomb Ceylon, sinking the carrier HMS Hermes (9 April)
and other ships and forcing the remnants to seek safety in
East African waters.

In the six months between Pearl Harbor and the fall
of Corregidor, Japan had achieved unmitigated success
in achieving its strategic objectives, and Japanese forces
were now deployed on the intended defensive perimeter
from Burma to the Solomon Islands, with all the desired
resources contained within it. It had been done with
remarkable speed, at relatively low cost. Japan’s aircraft
and ships, together with the training and experience of its
fighting men, were far superior to those who opposed them.
However, though these victories served to confirm Japanese
assumptions about the inferior fighting spirit of their oppon-
ents, the fighting in Burma and especially the Philippines
had lasted longer, and involved the deployment of far more
troops, than had been expected. Furthermore, Pearl Harbor
had had the opposite effect to that intended: far from demor-
alising the Americans, it had united them in a quest for total
victory. It was clear even in May 1942 that they were build-
ing communications with Australia with a view to using it
as a base for counter-attack. This needed to be prevented.

Moreover, there had already been evidence of their
determination to strike a blow in return for Pearl Harbor,
which seriously unbalanced Japanese strategic planning
and led them to disaster. Japan was far out of range of any

air bases still in American control. The risky solution was to
fly normally land-based medium bombers from an aircraft
carrier. Under the command of Colonel Doolittle, a famous
aviator, 16 bombers were launched from USS Hornet on
1 April 1942. It was a one-way mission (they could not land
back on the carriers) and although bombs were dropped
on Tokyo, Nagoya, Kobe, Yokosuka and Yokohama, little
material damage was done. The bombers went on to land in
China – though some crews fell into Japanese hands (and
three airmen were executed) and one plane landed in the
USSR and the crew was interned. This raid had a decisive
impact on the debate within the Japanese high command on
future strategy. Wide though the defensive perimeter now
was, there had been an attack that directly threatened the
life of the Emperor. The Naval Staff had wished to advance
southwards, occupying more of New Guinea and the
Solomons to isolate Australia from the US. Firmly com-
mitted to a doctrine of securing victory by one decisive
battle between opposing battle fleets, the Combined Fleet
wished to provoke the American fleet by attacking Midway
Island, a detached part of the Hawaii group. The resulting
destruction of what remained of the Pacific Fleet would
mean the Americans could not interfere with Japanese
conquests and would, it was predicted, lead them to seek a
negotiated peace that recognised the new order in Asia and
the Pacific. Since Hornet had penetrated through the
Midway gap, the Staff now agreed with Yamamoto that the
‘keyhole’, had to be closed. They would launch an attack
on southern New Guinea, but would then turn to Midway.

The result of the Japanese determination to close
the Midway ‘keyhole’ was to be two landmark defeats for
Japan. The battles of Coral Sea and Midway are often
described as ‘turning points’ in the Pacific War. That
war still had three ferocious years to run, but the battles
did establish how the war was to unfold. From Midway
onwards, Japan would be fighting a defensive war to hold
on to what it had conquered. The balance of naval strength
shifted in favour of the US. The great strike weapon of the
Pacific War was the aircraft carrier and Midway decisively
ended Japan’s superiority in naval aviation.

The Japanese approached the new campaigns with
confidence, indeed with signs of ‘victory disease’ – of
over-confidence. Certainly they made two cardinal errors
in under-estimating their enemy and over-complicating
their own plans. Their plans began to go awry as a con-
sequence of poor signals security. The American code-
breakers were able to inform the Commander-in-Chief of
the Pacific Fleet, Admiral Nimitz, in advance of the attack
on Port Moresby and he took a gamble and despatched
two of his four carriers to intercept.

Map 17: Japan Triumphant
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Forewarned by signals intelligence, Nimitz was able
to maximise the effectiveness of his few strike units.
Carriers Yorktown and Lexington were sent to the

Coral Sea to attack Japanese forces covering the attack
on Port Moresby. They came up against the light carrier
Shoho and the veterans of Pearl Harbor, Zuikaku and
Shokaku, Japan’s two most modern carriers.

The battle opened well for the Americans when on
7 May, Shoho was fortuitously caught by bombers and
sunk. On 8 May, the two carrier forces located each other,
and there followed the first ever naval battle when the two
opposing fleets never came in sight of each other. Fighting
at a distance of 175 miles (280 km), their aircraft delivered
punishing attacks. Shokaku was heavily damaged, and
Zuikaku suffered such losses to her air group that both
were to miss the battle of Midway. Yorktown was damaged
and Lexington was set on fire by a leak in aviation fuel, and
poor damage control techniques led to her abandonment
and loss. On balance, and in the short term, the Americans
could less afford to lose Lexington than the Japanese could
the Shoho, especially with Yorktown apparently also out of
action for 90 days. However, the earlier Japanese failure
to destroy the repair facilities at Pearl Harbor meant that
she was repaired in 48 hours, ready for action at Midway.
The Japanese transports heading for Port Moresby turned
back, and the Army now had to assault the town by the
tortuous land route. The American line of communication
to Australia remained open. Perhaps most significantly,
the Combined Fleet now had to fight its decisive battle
without one third of its main strike force.

The Midway plan was fundamentally weakened by two
other factors as well. Yamamoto planned a diversionary
attack on the American Aleutian Islands. This was a point-
less over-elaboration, even if intelligence had not indicated
that this was just a diversion, as the Americans were in
no position to divide their weak Pacific forces. The deploy-
ment for the Midway attack further dispersed Japanese
forces, placing the carrier strike force apart from the main
battle fleet and their protecting guns. Despite the way their
own actions had revolutionised naval warfare, Japanese
admirals still saw battleships as the main weapon, and
were using the precious carriers almost as bait to draw the
Americans towards their big guns. Most significantly, the
Japanese lost the element of surprise. Radio security for
the operation, codenamed MI, was rigorous, but one of the
cryptanalysts at Pearl Harbor played a hunch. He had
Midway send an uncoded message that they were short of
drinking water. Decrypts then showed a Japanese signal
referring to the target of operation MI, saying it was short

of water. They also showed the date of the operation. US
Task Forces 16 (Enterprise and Hornet) and 17 (Yorktown)
could therefore be deployed in readiness.

The battle still however, hinged on contingencies and
fortune. The odds were heavily stacked in the Japanese
favour, even if they were hamstrung by strategic confusion
as to whether the prime objective was the occupation of
Midway or bringing the US fleet to battle. The Japanese
had four carriers to the American three, with 272 aircraft
to 180 American. Their aircrews were battle-hardened and
equipped with superior aircraft. Midway had land-based
bombers, which played a key role in the battle, though in
combat none could withstand the Zero fighter.

Aircraft from Midway spotted the Japanese on 3 June.
Next day bombers attacked, with little result, but sufficient
to convince Nagumo that he needed to neutralise US forces
there. The first Japanese raid caused great damage, but a
return attack by the Americans persuaded him to launch
another – even though his planes were arming with torpe-
does to attack US ships should they be sighted. At 7 a.m.
Hornet and Enterprise launched their own bombers, fol-
lowed by Yorktown at 8 a.m. Nagumo’s reconnaissance
aircraft reported US ships, but not until 8.20 was a carrier
identified and Nagumo warned that the strike was on the
way. The planes from Hornet and Enterprise arrived when
the aircraft that had returned from the second strike on
Midway were crowded on the Japanese carriers’ decks, at
their most vulnerable, refuelling and rearming. By 9.36 the
Zeroes had destroyed virtually all the slow and obsolete
US torpedo-bombers. A Japanese change of course meant
the dive-bombers had not located their target. By 10 a.m.,
having found their target by good guesswork, Yorktown’s
torpedo-bombers had met the same fate. It was then
that the battle turned. With the Zeroes at sea-level to deal
with the low-flying torpedo-bombers, one of Enterprise’s
dive-bomber groups finally arrived after a long diversion.
Thirty-seven Dauntless dive-bombers swooped down on
the carriers, their decks packed with refuelling aircraft.
Within five minutes Akagi, Kaga and Soryu were ablaze.
They were abandoned and soon sank. Hiryu avoided
destruction and launched a counter-strike which damaged
Yorktown. Her turn came at 5 p.m., when she was set
on fire in turn by bombers from Enterprise. Japan’s mag-
nificent First Air Fleet was no more. Yorktown had to be
abandoned and sunk, but the balance of naval strength in
the Pacific had irrevocably been altered. Japan would find
it impossible to match the US in building replacement
carriers, and the loss of the experienced aircrews was
equally devastating.

Map 18: Turning Points in the Pacific
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The defeat at Midway had not cost the Japanese any
territory. The US began in the weeks following to
develop its strategy to take the offensive. There

was disagreement in Washington as to the point of attack.
The Navy had long regarded Japan as its major enemy, and
saw its own role as paramount in avenging Pearl Harbor.
However, in 1942 it was not able to deploy the warships,
transports, landing craft nor troops to launch an offensive
in the direction it wished: across the central Pacific
directly towards Japan. The commander of the growing US
forces in Australia, MacArthur, wished to attack through
New Guinea and to make good his promise to return to the
Philippines. This strategy had the advantage of shorter
distances between amphibious operations, though it would
still require massive naval support. The result was the first
of a number of compromises in Pacific strategy, shaped
more by inter-service politics than strategic wisdom. The
Southern Pacific command was divided in two, with one
half commanded by an admiral, ‘Bull’ Halsey.

Halsey’s first task was to penetrate the Japanese
defensive perimeter in the Solomons. Operations com-
menced when Marines landed on Guadalcanal in August.
The Japanese rushed in reinforcements. The Marines
captured the vital airfield, Henderson Field. The fighting
on the jungle-covered, malarial and swamp-ridden island
then concentrated around this airfield and the ‘Bloody
Ridge’ that overlooked it. It gave the Marines their first
taste of the professionalism and commitment of their
enemy and set the pattern of ferocity for the rest of the
Pacific War.

Guadalcanal pitted the rival navies against each other
as well. Off Savo Island on the night of 8 August, the
Japanese sank four US cruisers. With Henderson Field
giving the US air superiority at day, much of the fighting
took place at night, centring on Japanese attempts to
reinforce their troops by fast destroyer runs – what the
Americans called the ‘Tokyo Express’. The Japanese Navy
was expert in night-fighting, but to balance that, the
American ships carried radar where the Japanese did
not. Four fierce battles and many lesser engagements were
fought in the months that followed. The Americans lost
Hornet at the Battle of Santa Cruz, but generally had the
better of the exchanges, sinking two battleships, a carrier
and many smaller vessels. The Japanese continued to
run missions down ‘the Slot’ and were successful on
30 November in the Battle of Tassafaronga, but thousands
of Japanese were killed on transports that failed in their
attempts to get through and the Americans dubbed this
sea-lane ‘Ironbottom Sound’ because of all the ships sunk
there. Eventually, by January 1943, worn down by disease
and combat and starved of supplies by growing US control

of the seas, the Japanese withdrew to Bougainville. It was
the first reversal of Japanese conquests, a baptism of fire
for the Americans: proof for them of how tough the task
would be, but also for the Japanese an indication how
wrong were assumptions they had made about American
lack of martial rigour and capacity to take casualties.

The Japanese persisted in the attempt to take Papua.
The land route to Port Moresby was by the Kokoda trail
over the Owen Stanley mountains. The Australians fought
a fighting retreat over the mountains, with such success
that the Japanese finally ran out of momentum. It was then
their turn to be pushed back in harsh fighting in an uncom-
promising environment. They fell back to the landing
places at Buna and Gona, where they dug in. The siege
was difficult to supply over the Kokoda trail, and Gona did
not fall until 9 December, with Buna not following until
2 January 1943. The Japanese lost 12,000 dead, the Allies
2,850, most of them Australian.

This victory ended the threat to Australia, and enabled
MacArthur to plan his advance towards the Philippines. He
intended to seize vital airstrips to give air cover, bypassing
Japanese strongholds and leaving them to ‘wither on the
vine’, cut off from support and bombarded from the air.
After more inter-service disputes, Operation Cartwheel
was agreed in April 1943: a pincer attack by Halsey and
MacArthur directed towards Rabaul.

Japanese attempts to prepare for such attacks received
a setback when reinforcements were caught by USAAF
and RAAF aircraft en route for Lae on 3 March 1943 in
the Battle of the Bismarck Sea, and all the transports and
four destroyer escorts were sunk. Another air success
was achieved on 18 April. American cryptographers learnt
of a visit by Yamamoto to the forces in the Solomons,
and his plane was intercepted by P-38 Lightnings over
Bougainville and Yamamoto was killed.

In June, the drive up New Guinea began, with landings
on the Trobriand Islands, followed by an assault on Lae,
which fell on 16 September. In December the Americans
attacked Cape Gloucester and Arawe on New Britain.
Simultaneously, Halsey advanced up the Solomons chain.
By August he had reached Vella Lavella, and Japanese
counter-offensives there and on New Georgia were suc-
cessfully repulsed. In October he assaulted Bougainville,
which would take him within 200 miles (320 km) of Rabaul.
He was strongly opposed by Yamamoto’s successor,
Admiral Koga, in Operation RO. The landings at Empress
Augusta Bay on 1 November were opposed by a strong
cruiser force, but the Japanese suffered heavy losses in
aircraft and ships. By 21 November the Americans were
well-established on Bougainville and the pincers were
tightening on Rabaul.

Map 19: The Solomons and New Guinea Campaigns
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The Kriegsmarine’s principal task was to strike at
Britain’s most vulnerable point: the need for food,
raw materials and munitions to be supplied by sea.

Surface warships, disguised commerce raiders and sub-
marines were deployed from September 1939 in this task.

While they achieved some successes in 1939–41, and
received much attention from the British, the surface ships
had only a small impact on Britain’s maritime trade. The
pocket-battleship Admiral Scheer had a successful raiding
cruise in early 1941, and Bismarck sank HMS Hood,
but surface raiding virtually ceased after the British sank
Bismarck soon afterwards. Bismarck’s sister Tirpitz and the
battle-cruiser Scharnhorst remained a threat to convoys
to the USSR – though actually most damage to them was
caused by U-boats and aircraft.

It was the submarine which made the impact, and
U-boat crews came the closest of all Axis forces to defeating
Britain. Germany’s submarine force was small at the out-
break of war, but the menace was clear. The British began
convoying immediately, though lack of escort vessels limited
how much they could be protected. Magnetic mines took
a heavy toll until the British developed de-gaussing.
The U-boat campaign really took off after the occupation
of Norway and France, which gave access to the Atlantic.
The RAF’s attacks on submarine pens were ineffectual.
Between June and December 1940, the Germans sank
almost 3 million tons of shipping.

Admiral Dönitz, commanding U-boat operations,
pressed for an increase in building, especially of the longer-
range Type IX, and for more cooperation from the Luftwaffe,
but neither of Dönitz’s requirements were fully met. Even
so, and able to deploy only about 20 boats per month, with
new wolfpack tactics concentrating boats against convoys,
surface attacks at night that could not be detected by ASDIC
(sonar) and with vital information on convoys provided
by the signals intelligence service, B-Dienst, which was
reading Admiralty codes, the U-boats took a heavy toll:
875 Allied vessels were sunk in 1941 (3,295,000 tons).

However, the balance was shifting: the British acquired
50 old destroyers from the US in exchange for use of
British bases in September 1940, and more importantly, the
Canadian Navy was deployed on convoy duty. The British
also realised the importance of aircraft, though the RAF was
very reluctant to allow any to be diverted from strategic
bombing. The US Navy began assisting with convoys as
far as Iceland, although it was unclear whether they should
fire on U-boats until Roosevelt ordered to ‘shoot on sight’
on 11 September after USS Greer was attacked. Convoy
protection was therefore greatly increased, and escorts were
equipped with better radar and anti-submarine equipment.
Also crucial was the decryption of German signals. An

intact naval Enigma machine had been obtained when the
British captured U-110 in March 1941, and techniques
steadily improved for extracting and interpreting the infor-
mation in ‘real-time’ and disseminating it quickly enough
to route convoys away from wolfpack concentrations.
There were still times when the flow was interrupted, but
this information was to be the Allies’ main asset against
the U-boats until the end of 1942. However, convoys were
very vulnerable to the wolfpacks in the ‘air gap’ in mid-
Atlantic not covered by land-based aircraft. As their anti-
submarine techniques improved, and with the introduction
of the first escort carrier, HMS Audacity, in September,
sinkings decreased towards the end of 1941 – only 26 Allied
ships were sunk in December, aided by transfer of U-boats
to the Mediterranean by Hitler, against Dönitz’s wishes.

However, during 1942 the balance swung back to the
U-boats. Twenty new boats a month entered service. When
the Americans entered the war, it put the US Navy fully on
a combat footing, but poor anti-submarine measures in the
US coastal region meant that from January to June, 492 ships
were sunk off the US east coast. Dönitz then switched his
wolfpacks to the ‘air gap’, and sent the longer-range U-boats
to the Caribbean and south Atlantic; by November, 42 were
active in the north and 39 elsewhere. That month, Allied
losses in the Atlantic reached their peak at 729,000 tons;
altogether in 1942 losses were 1,664 ships of which 1,160
(over 6 million tons) had been sunk by U-boats, bringing
Britain’s oil and food supplies dangerously low.

Dönitz became commander-in-chief of the Kriegsmarine
in January 1943, and U-boat construction was given pri-
ority. After winter weather curtailed operations, the Battle
of the Atlantic reached its climax from February to May
1943. A total of 108 ships were sunk in February and 107
up to 20 March, as changes in Enigma reduced the supply
of Ultra intelligence. However, improvements on the Allied
side then began to tip the balance. Sufficient escort carriers
and long-range aircraft became available to cover the air
gap. Vessels became available after the Torch landings to
form specialist escort groups. Escorts were equipped with
better, centimetric, radar for detecting U-boats on the
surface and forward-firing depth charge weapons. In the
last ten days of March only ten Allied ships were lost:
Allied losses were halved in April (partly helped by bad
weather) and 15 U-boats were sunk. Thirty were lost next
month, and on 23 May Dönitz withdrew the U-boats from
the Atlantic. Aircraft began to take a heavy toll of sub-
marines on the surface as they traversed the Bay of Biscay,
and most of the important Milchkuh supply submarines
were destroyed. The submarine threat remained, but was
never again to be the potent menace to Britain’s survival
that it had been.

Map 20: The Battle of the Atlantic 1940–43
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Spring in Russia brings a thaw that turns roads to
oceans of mud. Both sides paused to make good
their losses. Hitler was determined to finish the

destruction of the USSR, undeterred by the fact that the
Red Army was rebuilding its strength and re-equipping
with tanks from factories relocated to the Urals – and was
doing so faster than the Wehrmacht. Stalin expected a
resumption of the drive towards Moscow, but on 5 April,
Hitler set the south as the target of the summer’s Operation
Blue: across the Don, to the Volga and down through
the Caucasus mountains to the oil wells at Maikop and
Baku. This would relieve Germany of dependence on oil
from Ploesti, and, by denying it to the Soviets, finish them
as a fighting force.

Blue opened with spectacular success as soon as the
roads were hard enough, on 8 May. Manstein captured
170,000 in the Crimea, though Sevastopol held out until
4 July. The Soviets counter-attacked towards Khar’kov, but
once again were encircled by armoured thrusts, leaving
239,000 prisoners in German hands. On 28 June two Army
Groups, South (Bock) and A (List) struck and forced the
Soviets into rapid retreat, despite Stalin’s orders to stand
and fight. The open steppes offered no defence lines and
the panzers sped across the corridor from the Donets river
to the Don.

Hitler then launched Operation Brunswick on 23 July.
Army Group A crossed the Don, having taken Rostov on
24 July, and headed rapidly across the steppe to Maikop.
The Caucasus passes beckoned, and beyond them the main
oil-wells and the port of Tuapse. However, the going got
tougher as they entered the foothills of the Caucasus and to
Hitler’s anger came to a halt. He fired his army chief of
staff, Halder, and replaced List with himself.

The German forces were headed for disaster. In the
Caucasus they had 300-mile (480 km) long supply lines.
To protect the flank of the southern advance, Army Group
B had been directed to take Stalingrad. This city was
turned by the Soviets into a stoutly-defended stronghold,
and Hitler became obsessed with taking it (Stalin was
equally obsessed that his name city would not fall).
Supported by Hoth’s 4th Panzer Army, von Paulus’s
6th Army attacked Stalingrad on 19 August. By 23 August,
the Luftwaffe had reduced much of the city to rubble.
Stalin was determined that his ‘no step backward’ order
of 28 July would be applied here. Under Zhukov’s
overall command, Chuikov commanded the 62nd Army in
Stalingrad itself, grouped around the three factories that

were to be the focus of terrible fighting. The Germans
were resisted street by street. Forces were commanded
from underground and fought from cellar to cellar. Slowly
the Germans pushed the Soviet perimeter back against
the river, across which Chuikov received supplies and sent
out his wounded. By 21 September 6th Army surrounded
the Tractor, Barricades and Red October factories and
overlooked the landing stage.

After a pause to regroup, the street battles recommenced
in October. The front stabilised on 18 October; at places it
was just 300 yards from the river. Split in two, and having
lost the Red October factory, Chuikov’s forces, told by him
to resist like there was nothing the other side of the Volga,
fought on. Paulus’s men were equally exhausted, and
Hitler’s obsession had pulled him into a fatal error. The
original objective – a strong defensive line to protect the
main thrust into the Caucasus – had been compromised.
The Don front was held by Hungarian and Italian armies.
It was against them that a counter-offensive, Operation
Uranus, was launched by Zhukov on 19 November. By
23 November, the two pincers of his attack had met at Kalach,
encircling Paulus in Stalingrad. Hitler refused to allow a
breakout while the Soviet line was still shallow. Paulus was
to be supplied from the air, while Manstein broke through
the Soviets from the west. His panzers began the attempt on
12 December, making good progress, but Soviet attacks on
the Italians threatened their flanks. The 6th Panzer
Division got to within 35 miles (55 km) of the city, but
Paulus made little move to try and link up with them. By
24 December, Manstein’s forces could go no further, and
had to retreat. With them went Army Group A, unable to
hold the Caucasus salient with such an exposed flank.

In Stalingrad, the Red Army now advanced, capturing
by 10 January the airstrips to which the Luftwaffe flew in
supplies. On that day, the Soviets began the largest artillery
barrage in history – 7,000 guns. Hitler promoted Paulus to
Field-Marshal on 30 January – hoping he would make an
honourable end and commit suicide: but on that day his
headquarters was overrun and he surrendered. When the
last fighters gave in on 2 February, 90,000 soldiers, plus
20,000 wounded were captured by the Soviets. Few of them
were to survive. Twenty-two divisions had been wiped out
at Stalingrad and the Kremlin celebrated at achieving its
first unequivocal and decisive victory against the German
invaders – invaders, however, who still occupied territory
where 45 per cent of the Soviet population lived. The turn
of the tide was still to come.

Map 21: The Soviet–German War 1942
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On 1 January 1942 in Washington the United
Nations declaration affirmed that the signatories –
China, the US, the USSR and Britain, and later

22 others – would collectively use their resources to defeat
the Axis and would not make a separate peace. The central
core of the United Nations was the ‘Grand Alliance’ of the
‘Big Three’ – the US, UK and USSR. It was a less than
perfect alliance, full of mistrust. Suspicion was reinforced
by geography to mean that the Soviets essentially fought
a separate war against Germany, and they only joined
the war against Japan days before it ended. The Grand
Alliance, however, was a necessary, functioning entity,
and without it the defeat of the Axis would have been
impossible. For all the tensions, the alliance stayed together
to gain the victory that was its purpose.

It effectively began when Churchill and Roosevelt
had their first wartime meeting, in Placentia Bay off
Newfoundland between 9 and 12 August 1941. They agreed
a vague set of war aims (though the US was not yet at
war), the Atlantic Charter, issued a warning to Japan and
agreed to a three-power supply conference in Moscow.
Privately, they agreed that if war came with both Japan
and Germany, they would first defeat the stronger enemy,
Germany. Anglo-American military contacts had already
been taking place and this principle had been set out by
planners in March (ABC-1 plan). The Charter declared
that the signatories had no territorial ambitions, and sup-
ported liberation, self-government and freedom of the seas
(though Churchill excepted the British Empire from this).
The Soviets acceded to it later.

In December, immediately following Pearl Harbor,
Churchill flew to Washington for the ‘Arcadia’ conference,
while his Foreign Secretary, Anthony Eden, travelled to
Moscow. Churchill and Roosevelt confirmed the focus
would be on Germany; the strategy in the Pacific would be
to hold the Japanese but not take the offensive. The US
Atlantic fleet would not be moved to the Pacific. The
strategy in Europe would be the British one of ‘closing
the ring’ – blockade, aerial bombardment and subversion,
accompanied by aid to the USSR and campaigning in the
Middle East. Stalin demanded that his pre-1941 conquests
be recognised as part of the USSR: Eden stalled and the
issue was to be a divisive one between the British (who
wished to concede so as to dampen Stalin’s suspicions)
and the Americans (who thought it would compromise the
moral aims of the war).

Arcadia established the Combined Chiefs of Staff
Committee (CCS) to coordinate Anglo-American strategy.
Its deliberations revealed deep disagreements as to how the
war should be fought. The Americans wished to engage the

Germans where they were strongest, and where a decisive
battle could be fought, trusting in their own strength and
technological superiority. The British preferred an attrition
strategy, dispersing German efforts by hitting them where
they were weakest, while the Red Army and strategic
bombing sapped their strength so that there was no possi-
bility of a repeat of the stalemate of the 1914–18 Western
Front. The Americans proposed a landing in France in
1942, followed by a major assault in 1943. The bulk of the
force, however, would have to be British, and they could
not do it. The Americans agreed in April to a build-up of
forces in the UK in 1942 (‘Bolero’) for an invasion in
1943 (‘Round-Up’). Roosevelt, faced with clamour from
the Navy and public opinion to concentrate on Japan,
wanted American forces in action against Germany in
1942. He agreed therefore, with British plans for landings
in French North Africa (‘Torch’). The US Joint Chiefs
of Staff (JCS) continued to press their views at the
Casablanca Conference (‘Symbol’) in January 1943. They
were persuaded to allow forces in the Mediterranean
to invade Sicily (‘Husky’), but no action beyond that.
Marshall acknowledged that this meant no Round-Up in
1943. This was a great disappointment to Stalin; Churchill
had prepared him for Torch when he went to Moscow in
August 1942, but the Soviets persisted in claiming that
Foreign Commissar Molotov had been promised an imme-
diate second front in Washington in June 1942 (Roosevelt
had made remarks that got very close to a promise).
Roosevelt announced at Casablanca, partly to assuage
Soviet fears about a separate peace, that the Allies would
require unconditional surrender from the Axis.

In May 1943, the Big Two again met without Stalin,
in Washington (‘Trident’). Churchill pressed for exploita-
tion of the North African victory. The JCS insisted
on a firm commitment to the invasion of France (now
‘Overlord’) on 1 May 1944. Some of Eisenhower’s forces
in the Mediterranean were withdrawn to Britain in prepar-
ation, but he was allowed to proceed with the remainder
to try and get Italy out of the war; the Americans con-
tinued to regard this campaign as a side-show. At Quebec
in August (‘Quadrant’) they again rejected Churchill’s
plea for concentration on Italy and the Balkans. An
Anglo-Canadian-American agreement on sharing atomic
research was made (this was kept secret from the Soviets),
and South-East Asia Command (SEAC) was set up to
facilitate moving to the offensive in that theatre. When
the Big Three finally met, in Teheran in November, Stalin
was essentially the arbiter between the two strategic
conceptions for action in Europe, and he put his weight
behind Overlord.

Map 22: Allied Grand Strategy
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The start of 1942 found Rommel back where he had
started from in March 1941. However, the same
problem that had afflicted him after his advance the

previous year – logistical overstretch – was now a British
problem. He was back near the source of his supplies,
Tripoli, while the British were a long way from theirs, and
Benghazi was too damaged to serve and was in range of
Rommel’s dive-bombers. The British once again needed
to transfer troops elsewhere: not to Greece this time,
but to their crumbling position in the Far East. When
Rommel launched a counter-attack, therefore, the British
were pushed back in their turn, as far as the Gazala–Bir
Hacheim line, which they had fortified. The battle of Gazala
was one of the toughest of the Desert War. The British
had learnt much about desert fighting, but Rommel’s
boldness again paid off as he led a thrust deep into the
British position. Meanwhile the Free French on the flank
were beaten at Bir Hacheim by German and Italian units,
which then swept on to help Rommel in ‘the cauldron’.
On 14 June Auchinleck withdrew to a better position at
Alam Halfa, where the impassable Qattara Depression
protects the flank.

Tobruk was once again left as a fortress behind the
enemy lines – but this time it fell quickly, on 21 June,
the defences having been neglected since the breakout the
previous November. Churchill, in Washington, was deeply
distressed, but received in recompense a promise of sup-
plies of the new American Sherman tank from Roosevelt.
Churchill desperately needed a victory, and travelled to the
Middle East in August to shake things up. Auchinleck was
replaced with Alexander, and to command the 8th Army,
Churchill brought General Montgomery out from England,
a man with a reputation for tough fighting and efficiency.
He also had a way with the troops, and from the beginning
the morale of the 8th Army stiffened. It needed to, for
Rommel launched a probing offensive on 31 August. This
time they held firm.

Montgomery began meticulously to build up his forces;
he resisted Churchillian urgings to attack until he was fully
ready. Desert Air Force attacks on convoys to Tripoli had
inflicted severe losses of fuel on Rommel, and the material
balance, with a flow of new material coming in to Egypt
via the Cape route, shifted decisively in the British favour.
Montgomery had 11 divisions to Rommel’s ten, with 1,030
tanks (including the 250 Shermans) and 500 guns. Six of
Rommel’s divisions were Italian, and their morale was low
from past defeats. He decided to ‘corset’ these units with

German ones to try and prevent the Italian parts of the line
being points of weakness.

Montgomery was intent on destroying Panzerarmee
Afrika, rather than just pushing them back, and fought the
battle of Alamein as a grinding infantry/artillery battle,
rather than one of mobile tank warfare, which he saw the
Germans did much better than the British. After a week of
heavy fighting, 8th Army drove two ‘corridors’ through the
enemy, reducing German tank strength to 35. Rommel was
refused permission to retreat by Hitler, and reinforced
the corridor on the coastal road, but Montgomery knew
from Ultra that he was doing so and attacked through
the southern corridor. By the afternoon of 4 November,
7th and 10th Armoured Divisions had destroyed the Italian
Ariete Division and was in Panzerarmee Afrika’s rear.
Rommel ordered a full-scale retreat. Montgomery pursued
slowly, hamstrung by the weather, but also determined not
to give Afrika Korps the chance of using their mobility to
reverse the result of El Alamein. His forces nearly caught
them at Fuka, and the Desert Air Force harried them all
the way back to Tripoli. 8th Army losses at Alamein were
13,500 killed or wounded: about 25 per cent of its infantry.
Rommel had only 80 tanks left, and had lost 40,000 killed,
wounded or taken captive.

On 8 November Operation Torch had begun. Contacts
were made with sympathetic Frenchmen in North Africa
prior to the landings, but led to nothing and there was
some opposition when the troops went ashore at Algiers,
Oran and Casablanca. The French would not follow Giraud,
whom the Allies had wished to take charge, but Admiral
Darlan, Vichy commander-in-chief, was in Algiers, and he
changed sides and ordered an armistice on 8 November.
The Allies swiftly took possession of the coasts of Morocco
and Algeria, though creating a political problem for them-
selves in doing a deal with a man so recently a collaborator
with the Nazis.

Hitler’s response was typically swift. The Allies
had landed too far west, allowing him to despatch rein-
forcements to Tunisia, including the first batch of the new
Tiger tank. He occupied the southern part of France on
11 November (failing, though, to capture the French fleet
at Toulon), and from there the 334th, Hermann Göring and
10th Panzer Divisions headed to Tunis and Bizerta, arriving
from 16 November and forming 5th Panzer Army. Allied
hopes after the landings and the victory at Alamein
that North Africa would easily fall into their hands were
replaced with the prospect of a hard campaign.

Map 23: The War in North Africa 1942
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British and American forces’ easy advances eastwards
from Algeria came to a halt in January 1943, when
they came up against the Germans established in the

Eastern Dorsale of the Atlas mountains. Further south-east,
Rommel, retreating from Montgomery, had established the
Afrika Korps on the Mareth defensive line. With von Arnim,
commander of 5th Panzer Army, he conceived a typical
counter-attack: their two panzer divisions drove at the US
2nd Corps and by 19 February had pressed them back to
Kasserine Pass in the Western Dorsale. However, the
British and American forces then held the Germans in
the passes, and from then on, they were only able to mount
spoiling operations. How successful they were, despite
growing supply problems – the convoys from Italy were
decimated by Allied airpower – is shown by the fact that
Montgomery only turned Rommel out of the Mareth line
by 31 March, and that it took until May to finally defeat
them. However, the time the Axis gained by their efforts
has to be offset against the fact that though Hitler’s atten-
tion was elsewhere, he insisted Arnim fight to the end
(Rommel was called home), meaning that even when defeat
was inevitable little effort was made to withdraw the troops
to fight elsewhere. By 13 May, the Axis force of 11 div-
isions was squeezed into Cape Bon and finally surrendered:
275,000 troops were taken prisoner, the largest capitulation
of Axis troops yet.

The delayed conclusion to the Tunisian campaign
limited Allied options for 1943. Round-Up in 1943 was
already doubtful because of shortages of landing craft and
the slow pace of build-up in Britain, with the Battle of the
Atlantic still raging. The choice was either to begin no new
campaigns in 1943, leaving Allied ground forces largely
inactive and giving no relief to the Soviets, or to attempt
further advances in the Mediterranean.

Churchill had always intended this. He believed Italy
to be the weak link in the Axis – the ‘soft underbelly’.
Italian weakness certainly offered political opportunities.
The general staff was doubtfully loyal to Mussolini, and
the Italian people felt no real enmity to Britain, and trad-
itionally had a high regard for the US. Since Italians were
the occupying forces for much of the Balkans, an Italian
surrender offered enticing prospects. Hitler saw this danger
clearly, for it would give the Allies a position on the flank of
Germany’s eastern front and would threaten vital resources,
especially oil. He offered Mussolini five more divisions to
supplement those that had managed to get out of Tunisia,
but the Duce refused. Hitler prepared plans (Operation
Alaric) for the occupation of Italy in the event of Allied
attack, but in fact expected that the blow would fall on
Sardinia, Corsica, or, where he feared it most, Greece.

The course of Operation Husky demonstrated that
while Churchill anticipated the politics correctly, he was
mistaken about the possibility of easy or rapid Allied
advances. Instead it showed the continuing ability of
the Germans to reinforce with high-quality troops and to
re-form in strong defensive positions much more rapidly
than the Allies could deploy their forces.

Successful deception measures – including Operation
Mincemeat (a British corpse bearing fabricated informa-
tion) – meant that Husky achieved complete surprise.
On 10 July the Allied forces of eight divisions (180,000
troops) landed from the sea either side of Cape Passero,
accompanied by two airborne divisions. However, the first
Anglo-American attempt at opposed amphibious landings
was less than a complete success. Airborne troops particu-
larly suffered, when they were shot at by nervous Allied
gunners, and dropped in the sea by mistake. Valuable
lessons were pointed up regarding shore bombardment and
coordination of operations.

There were 12 Axis divisions on the island, but only
the 15th Panzergrenadier Division and the Hermann Göring
Panzer Division were of high quality. Alexander assigned
the aggressive American General Patton to capture the
western half of the island, Montgomery the eastern. Patton
made rapid progress, but Montgomery, advancing either
side of Mount Etna, encountered serious opposition, and
the rugged terrain in Sicily favoured the defence. Hitler
sent two divisions to strengthen the defence, and it was
only a series of amphibious ‘hooks’ that undid their defen-
sive positions – and even then Axis evacuation began in
good order on 11 August, taking with them most of their
equipment. The Americans finally entered Messina on
17 August, but the bulk of German forces had escaped, and
were now in a position to oppose the next Allied advance.

The landings in Sicily had, however, been the final
straw for Mussolini’s opponents. On 25 July the Fascist
Grand Council demanded his resignation, and when he
visited the King, he was arrested. Marshal Badoglio
became Prime Minister, and entered secret negotiations
with the Allies. The result was a mess. The Allies drove a
hard bargain, and on 3 September the Italians agreed to
terms that were effectively unconditional surrender. They
had hoped for an Allied landing north of Rome to forestall
a German response, but instead the landings were in the
far south – and though it had been agreed that the Italian
surrender would be kept secret so that they could pre-
pare for a German intervention, Eisenhower revealed it
just after Allied forces made their landing at Salerno on
8 September. It was the Germans who arrived in Rome,
not the Allies.

Map 24: Allied Advances in the Mediterranean
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Germany’s disastrous overstretch into the Caucasus
had cost the Ostheer (eastern army) 20 divisions.
The Red Army had once again succeeded in

holding out through disastrous defeats in the summer and
had then achieved spectacular victories in the winter. Young
battle-experienced and tough commanders like Zhukov,
Chuikov, Rokossovsky and Konev were emerging. To the
traditional defensive resilience of the Russian soldier had
been added the best medium tank of the war, the T-34, and
from the US the 4-wheel-drive jeeps and Dodge trucks that
were to give the Red Army much greater mobility, even in
the worst conditions, than the Ostheer. In the planning for
Uranus, Stalin had showed himself able temporarily to put
aside his titanic suspicions and to accept views contradict-
ory to his own, when argued forcibly by Vassilievsky and
Zhukov. The Red Army had not yet, however, held up
against the Wehrmacht in a summer campaign. The great
test, and arguably the turning point of the Second World
War, was to come in July 1943. As in 1942, in fact, the
Stavka had overplayed its hand in following up its winter
success. In the wake of Stalingrad, Soviet forces had
re-taken Rostov and Khar’kov by 12 February, opening
a gap between Army Groups South and Centre (as they
were renamed on that day). The effort exhausted the
Voronezh and South-West Fronts, which had been heavily
engaged all winter. Manstein’s panzers encircled Popov’s
forces heading for the Dniepr, pushed them back to the
Donets, and, joined by reinforcements rushed from France,
re-took Khar’kov. Further north, the Soviets opened a land
route to besieged Leningrad, and pushed back the Germans
in the Vyazma salient, though failing to reach Smolensk
(Army Group Centre made a planned withdrawal from
Rzhev), but now the spring thaw – the rasputitsa – brought
a pause.

Despite its enormous losses the Red Army was grow-
ing in strength. German plans for 1943 were designed to
disrupt that growth: as Hitler said, to ‘light a bonfire’ and
disrupt the confidence of the Soviet high command. Stalin
and Zhukov were not sure (rightly) that their soldiers
were yet the match for the Germans on the battlefield, so
preferred to leave the first move to the Germans, while
planning assaults on the Orel and Khar’kov (Operations
Kutusov and Rumyantsev) salients. The Soviet commanders
in their own salient, centring on the key railway junction
at Kursk, Vatutin and Rokossovsky, used the civilian popu-
lation to build defensive lines 100 miles (160 km) deep.
Aware of this, and with Hitler very nervous, German plans
were postponed repeatedly to build up their own strength,
in particular to equip with the new Panther heavy tank.
Finally, on 5 July, Operation Citadel was launched, with

2,700 tanks and 1,800 aircraft, initiating the largest tank
battle in history.

The aim of Citadel was another encirclement, by break-
ing into the salient from north and south. Initial penetration
was made, and Model’s 9th Army came close to a break-
through, but the Soviet defences exacted a heavy toll, and
progress slowed, even though the Germans threw in their
reserves. Zhukov and Vassilievsky, in overall command,
sent in their reserves from the Bryansk Front and the
Steppe Front and Zhukov launched Operation Kutusov
against Orel. In the south, over a thousand tanks were
engaged in the battle near Prokhorovka between Rotmistrov’s
5th Guards Army and Hoth’s 4th Panzer Army – which
included SS panzer divisions with the fearsome Tiger tank.
The Germans nearly reached their objective at Oboyan, but
were held, and the story was the same in the north. On 13
July, Hitler decided Citadel should be shut down, needing
to move divisions to Italy to face the Anglo-American forces
that had broken from their beach-heads in Sicily on 12 July.
Both sides had suffered heavy losses in tanks – more
than half the Soviet tanks were destroyed. German losses
were more grievous, as they had eaten into their strategic
reserve. Soviet tank production was far outstripping that
of their opponents, which was barely covering losses.

In the face of the opportunity to launch a summer
offensive, the Stavka was hesitant. Stalin began to assert
himself once more over Zhukov and Vassilievsky, banning
encirclements – the Red Army had failed to complete
a single one since Stalingrad – and ordering broad front
advances based on pulverising direct assaults instead. First
attacks failed against Model’s skilful defence, but they
drew in the last German reserves and on 3 August
Operation Rumyantsev began. By 8 August it had taken
Belgorod and punched a hole through the German line,
in the direction of the Dniepr. Khar’kov was once again
re-taken by the Soviets on 23 August – the most fought-
over city in the war – and simultaneous advances took the
Red Army to the Donets, threatening the whole German
southern position, which still extended beyond the Crimea,
and with it their control of the resource-rich areas of
the Ukraine. On 31 August, Hitler sanctioned some
withdrawals, but Soviet breakthroughs prevented these
being at all orderly. By 8 September the Red Army was
approaching the Dniepr and Kiev. Further north, Sokolovsky
drove against the Smolensk line of Army Group Centre.
By 30 September, the Soviets held five bridgeheads over
the Dniepr, and the German front had been forced back
150 miles (240 km) and more importantly had no natural
defensive position in the south. There would be no respite
for them when winter came.

Map 25: The Turn of the Tide in the USSR 1943
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After finally securing Sicily in August, the Allies
moved quickly to land in Italy proper. Lack of
landing craft, and the need for air cover deter-

mined for Eisenhower that his landings had to be in the far
south. The consequences for the Italians were disastrous.
The German response as usual was rapid and effective.
Mussolini was rescued and set up in the north in the
‘Italian Social Republic’. Italians were disarmed in Italy
and the Balkans, and on the Greek islands, where they
resisted, their officers were killed. Fresh divisions under
Rommel were deployed to the north of Rome, while
Kesselring was given command in the south.

Once Germany was able to deploy into defensive
positions south of Rome, Italy ceased to be an opportunity
for a quick entry into the heart of the Reich and became
instead a wasteful diversion. Italian terrain favoured the
defence: a central mountainous spine, and narrow coastal
plains – sometimes as little as 20 miles (32 km) wide –
crossed by rivers and steep valleys, while the mountain
slopes offered positions where small numbers of defenders
could dominate the coastal roads and took a great deal of
effort to shift, being well-protected from air attack. As
a result, Allied superiority in material resources and in
airpower was of less use than in other theatres. In addition,
Hitler deployed high-quality troops from the central reserve,
and Kesselring was skilful in organising defensive lines
and conducting withdrawals.

Montgomery’s 8th Army landed in Reggio di Calabria
on 3 September, followed by the 1st Airborne Division at
Taranto. The main Allied landing was at Salerno, where
the 5th Army, commanded by US General Mark Clark and
composed of the British 10th Corps and the American
6th Corps, landed on 9 September. The landing site was
predictable, and counter-attacks by German forces almost
pushed them off the beach-head, until halted by naval bom-
bardment. Kesselring used the time it took for the Allies to
overcome this opposition to prepare a winter defensive line
north of Naples.

The best Allied chance to avoid a grinding slog up the
length of Italy was to use their command of the seas. The
attempt, Operation Shingle, which took place at Anzio on
22 January 1944, was however described by Churchill
as landing a stranded whale rather than a wildcat. Shingle
took the Germans completely by surprise. The way was
open to Rome, though whether the small Allied force
could have held it for long is open to question. As it was,
advised by Ultra intelligence that Hitler intended to contest
the landings (determined to show the Allies and the
German people that a landing could be thrown back into
the sea), General Lucas chose to consolidate his position

on the beach-head instead of driving for Rome or extending
his perimeter. This gave the Germans time to surround
him, so that when the attempt was made to break out
it failed. Lucas was replaced by Truscott, who held the
Germans at bay, but the final result was that far from
breaking the stalemate of the Italian front, Shingle created
an extra burden as the main Allied armies had to work to
relieve the beach-head, rather than, as was intended, the
other way around.

The key to an advance up the west coast towards
Rome was Monte Cassino. The sixth-century Benedictine
monastery was built there because of its impregnable pos-
ition: qualities that remained undiminished 1,400 years
later. The commander of the German 10th Army was
a lay Benedictine and would not deploy his troops in
the monastery itself, but their positions were no less for-
midable for that. Successive attacks were launched by
Americans, New Zealanders and Indians, but they were all
bloodily repulsed. B-17 bombers reduced the monastery to
ruins. The rubble this created merely aided the defence.
Finally, the fourth attack, by a combination of Moroccan
troops adept at mountain warfare, and the Polish II Corps,
won the heights at Cassino in May 1944.

After the success at Cassino, Alexander, who had
replaced Eisenhower in overall command, intended to
encircle the German 10th Army south of Rome, and
prevent it falling back to its next defensive position. Clark,
however, was determined to be the liberator of Rome
ahead of the British, whom he distrusted, and diverted
his troops from the job of encirclement. They linked up
with the forces in Anzio, who had finally broken out, and
American troops entered Rome on 4 June 1944, but the
Germans had made a good retreat, and were able to estab-
lish themselves on the Gothic line. This condemned the
Allies to another winter of hard campaigning in Italy. Their
forces were depleted for the Dragoon landings in southern
France in August 1944. The ambition was to strike for one
of the ‘gaps’ at the head of the Adriatic, but there were no
amphibious craft available for this, and it was not until
mid-April 1945 that Clark’s forces (Alexander was now
Supreme Commander, Mediterranean) were able to batter
a way through the Gothic line onto the plain of the Po
river, and even then, this region was criss-crossed by
rivers, meaning the going was slow. Fighting ended on
2 May 1945. The value of the campaign remains debated.
Some argue it diverted German forces away from France
and the Normandy landings. It was, though, an expensive
victory, marred by confusion as to its ultimate purpose,
fought on exhausting terrain. The underbelly had proved
anything but soft.

Map 26: The Italian Campaign 1943–45
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In Britain and the US, air strategists had theorised
that the bomber could win wars before armies could
take the field, by destroying an enemy’s economy and

morale. However, after RAF Bomber Command’s cam-
paign expanded from military or naval targets after the
Battle of Britain, it was found that bombers were rarely
dropping their bombs within five miles (8 km) of their
targets, and losses of the unescorted aircraft were high.
The dream of precise destruction of the enemy economy,
by selective targeting of oil plants, factories and railway
yards, proved quite beyond the technology available.

The bomber enthusiasts did not change their views,
however, and Churchill needed their efforts as the only
way to strike directly at the Reich as well as persuade
the British people that ‘the Blitz’ was being avenged.
They switched to area-bombing, arguing that damage to
civilian morale was another way of disrupting the German
economy. The British slowly developed methods and
equipment to get their bombers to the target, and to
confuse German radar defences, and in late 1942 intro-
duced the Lancaster, the best bomber of the war. Air
Marshal Harris became head of Bomber Command in
February 1942, and was totally committed to area bomb-
ing, launching the first 1,000-bomber raid, on Cologne,
in May 1942.

When the US 8th Air Force started to arrive in England
in 1942, its own bomber enthusiasts were determined
to show that high-level precision day-time bombing was
indeed possible. They claimed their Norden bomb-sight
enabled a crew to ‘land a bomb in a pickle-barrel’. Their
first experiences, in raids over France from August 1942,
increased their optimism, but they had a nasty shock when
raids commenced over Germany.

The Casablanca Conference in January 1943 accepted
a plan by the commander of 8th Air Force, General Eaker,
for a combined bomber offensive (CBO). The Casablanca
Directive specified that the aim was the destruction of the
German industrial, economic and military system and the
undermining of the morale of the German people until
their resistance was fatally weakened. The strategic purpose
of the CBO in the eyes of Churchill, Roosevelt and
Marshall was to weaken German ability to resist a ground
invasion, not to be a substitute for it. The strategy was
refined in June 1943, when the Pointblank Directive set as
the priority the destruction of German fighters and fighter
production, to obtain air supremacy for the invasion of
France. At the Quebec Conference in August destruction
of German morale was dropped as an aim – though Harris
continued with area bombing, particularly of the Ruhr
and Berlin – and in August, 1943, incendiary bombing of
Hamburg caused a new phenomenon, the firestorm, which

killed 45,000. The USAAF area-bombed too, on occasions
when clouds prevented any attempt at precision.

One of the reasons for the switch in emphasis to
destruction of the Luftwaffe was that when the USAAF
began its missions over the heavily-defended industrial
heartland of the Reich, the unescorted B-17s and B-24s
proved easy targets for fighters, vectored in by their radar.
Predictions of accuracy had also been exaggerated. Eaker
persisted, even after the loss of 147 out of 376 aircraft in
a raid on the ball-bearing plant at Schweinfurt on 17
August – until ‘Black Week’ in October, which included a
return to Schweinfurt, involved such heavy losses that day-
light operations were suspended. The Germans responded
by dispersal of production and with Albert Speer’s reorgan-
isation German output actually dramatically increased.

The introduction of long-range escorts, notably P-51
Mustangs, changed the situation. In the ‘Big Week’ raids
from 19 to 25 February, 3,000 8th Air Force sorties were
flown, together with 500 by 15th Air Force from Italy.
Big RAF night raids accompanied them. German fighter
production was (temporarily) reduced, but the most import-
ant development was the enormous losses of Luftwaffe
pilots. From this point on, the Allied fighters progressively
cleared the Luftwaffe from the skies. What might have
made a difference was the Me262 jet fighter, but its intro-
duction was crucially delayed by Hitler’s insistence that
it be modified into a fighter-bomber.

By the last three months of 1944, the Allies had
air supremacy over Germany. The USAAF focused its
attentions on the synthetic oil industry, with great effect.
Bomber Command kept bombing cities, though the Air
Staff favoured moving to precision bombing. At Soviet
request, some of these raids were designed to ease their
advance: Berlin was hit by 1,000 US bombers on 3
February, and Dresden was pulverised between 13 and 15
February by both the RAF and USAAF. Up to 60,000
are believed to have been killed, in an operation which is
still controversial, since it came when the war was clearly
about to end. Debate continues on what overall impact
strategic bombing had. Clearly it did not deliver all that its
strongest advocates claimed it would, either in destroying
morale by terror bombing or in precision destruction of
targets. The casualty rate for bomber crews was very high.
On the other hand, by late 1944, it had caused great dis-
location to German transportation, and production fell
sharply from then on. Most importantly, perhaps, it drew
the Luftwaffe away from other fronts to defend the Reich,
and then destroyed it – and since the 88 mm anti-aircraft
gun that was deployed in huge quantities against the
bombers was also the best anti-tank gun of the war, it could
be said that it diverted key weapons from the battlefield.

Map 27: The Combined Bomber Offensive
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Germany conquered an area containing 40 per cent
of the USSR’s population, 60 per cent of Soviet
arms production, 63 per cent of its coal, 60 per

cent of its pigs. Little had been done to plan for relocation,
on the grounds that it was ‘defeatist’ so evacuation had to
be improvised. The railway network was inadequate for the
task, and the pace of the German advance too rapid to allow
it to be done fully. However, one eighth of the productive
capacity of the western provinces was moved, and this
made the difference for Soviet survival. The priorities were
arms production, iron and steel: 17 of the 64 steelworks in
the Donets region were evacuated, with their workforces. It
was chaotic, and machinery was piled by the side of the
railways in unprepared sites in the Urals, but Soviet arms
production began to surpass that of Germany by the end of
1941. The margins remained very tight during 1942, when
further vital areas were over-run. The small amounts
coming in through Lend-Lease at that time were therefore
important. The focus was ruthlessly on arms production.
Consumer needs were ignored. Food production was
harder to relocate, and food was strictly rationed to provide
sufficient for the industrial workforce and Red Army.
Dependants and farm workers had to fend for themselves;
with the workforce drastically reduced (by a third), and
shortages of machinery and livestock, life on the collective
farms was harsh. The burden of food production was
largely carried by women, the elderly and children.

Fuel, transport and mineral ores were the vital bottle-
necks. New coal mines were opened in Karaganda, Kuzbass
and Pechora, and new sources of ores had to be found, as the
major ones had been lost. Harsh military-style discipline
and improvisation pulled the railway system through. New
lines to the east had to be laid. The supply of locomotives
from the US was vital: Soviet production of them virtually
ceased.

These massive problems were handled by the State
Defence Council (GKO), though this committee rarely met
formally. Stalin was an excellent chairman with a great
memory and an ability to penetrate to the heart of a prob-
lem. He was capricious, but showed during the war a readi-
ness to employ experts and weigh up different views. GKO’s
appointees (such as Kaganovich for railways, Shvernik for
factory location) were given wide dictatorial powers to deal
with the bottlenecks, and addressed them successfully, but
with ruthless disregard of the suffering of the Soviet people.

Foreign observers had predicted that the Soviet regime’s
hold on its people would be so poor that they would not
be motivated to fight. The regime resorted to nationalistic
themes and slogans and downplayed ideology. Assisted by
the brutal attitude of the German occupiers, which soon

alienated even those populations, such as the Ukrainians or
Latvians, who might have welcomed them as liberators,
this theme was to prove remarkably successful. There
was some relaxation of conformity – the Russian Orthodox
Church supported resistance to the invader, and in return
churches were allowed to re-open. Tsarist-style uniforms
and the Guards designation for successful units were
reinstated; indeed even party officials began wearing
uniforms. However, the NKVD secret police maintained an
iron grip on the population.

Soviet casualty rates were appallingly high. This was
partly because of the no-holds-barred nature of combat on
this front: the USSR was not a signatory of the Hague or
Geneva Conventions, and after Hitler’s ‘commissar order’,
both sides showed little respect for the rights of prisoners-
of-war. Of 5.8 million Soviets who were prisoners-of-war, at
least 3.3 million perished. The GUlag continued, and penal
battalions were formed from which the only escape was
death. On the other hand, behind German lines, soldiers
whose units had been over-run, and others escaping the
genocidal policies of the occupiers, formed partisan units.
These harried German supply routes and forces resting out
of the line. To maintain control, NKVD officers were para-
chuted in to command them. The partisans’ actual impact
is debated: except for in the area of the Pripet marshes,
tank-proof country which the Germans never managed to
subdue, they were probably only a minor nuisance until
their activities were coordinated with Red Army advances.

In spite of its enormous reserves of manpower, by
1944 the human resources of the USSR were severely
stretched. Women were conscripted in larger numbers
than anywhere else (800,000), and uniquely were put into
combat units – including fighter squadrons in the Red Air
Force. Women made up 53 per cent of the workforce by
the end of the war – and were a much higher proportion in
agriculture. The Soviet people showed remarkable tenacity
and resilience in what they called the Great Patriotic War.
The price paid for victory was enormous. As many as
27 million died, but when forced labour deportations
are factored in, together with hundreds of thousands who
died as a result of the regime’s own atrocities, the figure
is much higher, with the great burden of it falling on
Ukraine and Byelorussia. Thirty per cent of the national
wealth was destroyed: over 1,700 cities and 70,000 villages
were devastated. There was to be no respite. As the
war ended, the regime tightened its grip, particularly in
liberated territories the Germans had occupied, treating
with suspicion anyone who had been outside their control
and making clear to the Soviet peoples that the privations
would continue.

Map 28: The USSR in the ‘Great Patriotic War’
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In December 1940, President Franklin Roosevelt had
pledged that the US would be the ‘great arsenal of
democracy’. The American contribution to the Allied

victory is often, indeed, seen in terms of the production of
armaments. The US produced 86,000 tanks, over 300,000
aircraft and 6,755 naval vessels; comparative figures for
the whole of the Axis were 55,500, 157,000 and 1,400.
To achieve this productivity required the mobilisation of
resources, and labour. Roosevelt created a large number of
government agencies to manage this, among them the War
Labor Board and the Office of War Mobilization. However,
these were not always coordinated, and while there were
statutory controls of prices and wages, there was never a
full national service plan, conscription of labour or nation-
alised production. Instead, the government and its agencies
worked through the business corporations, many of whose
leading figures were employed in the new agencies. The
spectacular feats of production were therefore carried out
largely by private industry: the Kaiser shipyards building
Liberty merchant ships or Ford’s Willow Run plant building
bombers. Corporations were given tax incentives and their
investment was underwritten by the government.

Aware that companies were making large profits, there
was some worker discontent, though this was mostly con-
trolled by ‘no-strike’ agreements made by the American
Federation of Labor and the Congress for Industrial
Organizations in return for guarantees of union member-
ship and participation in the organisation of the war effort.
This did not stop strikes entirely; a long miners’ dispute
in 1943 produced a backlash in Congress, with the passage
in July 1943 of the War Labor Disputes Act, giving the
President the power to break such strikes. This reflected
the growth of a conservative political mood in Congress
away from the previous more liberal New Deal period.

The growth of productivity had indeed ended many of
the problems the New Deal had confronted and meant that
the war for the US, unlike other belligerents, was a time of
prosperity. Demands from allies and from the US’s own
military were insatiable, and companies expanded their
working hours around the clock. With millions in uniform,
this required an expanded workforce, and groups previously
on the margins of employment, particularly black Americans,
gained access to better-paid and skilled jobs. Established
patterns of discrimination initially kept them from bene-
fiting from the expansion in areas like aircraft production
or ship-building. When black union leaders threatened a
march on Washington in protest in June 1941, Roosevelt
issued Executive Order 8802 prohibiting discrimination in
companies receiving government contracts. While reluctant
to do so, employers and unions found they had to accept

black workers into more skilled jobs, so great was the need
for labour. This applied to women too. While their social
roles were not permanently re-defined, women too found
access to better employment, and a propaganda campaign
drew in women who previously had not been in the work-
force, principally middle-aged, middle-class women.

These developments brought a sizeable migration.
Blacks left the segregated South for the north and west.
Under the bracero arrangement, 200,000 Mexicans came
north, principally for farm work, though there was also a
movement of Hispanic Americans into the cities. Newcomers
swelled the populations of production centres like Detroit
and Los Angeles, putting strain on housing, education and
medical facilities. The influx of ethnically diverse groups
led to racial conflict. In Los Angeles, tensions between
servicemen and Hispanics produced ‘zoot-suit riots’ (the
zoot-suit was the distinctive costume of young Hispanics).
Racial tensions developed around military camps. Training
camps were put in the South, because land was cheap,
and blacks from outside the South, unwilling to conform to
local segregation customs, were involved in a number of
incidents. The armed forces remained segregated through-
out the war. Blacks were used in combat reluctantly by
the Army – again under the impetus of manpower short-
ages. Under pressure from Eleanor Roosevelt and others,
a black military flying school was set up at Tuskegee, but
it took further efforts for its graduates to be actually
deployed in combat.

Americans were united in their support of the war, as
a result of the Pearl Harbor attack. There was no need to
stir up hatred of the enemy, though there was some propa-
ganda to that effect. But while Americans distinguished
between Nazis and Germans, their views of the Japanese
were more racially-oriented. One result of this was the
internment of 112,000 Japanese-Americans who lived
on the west coast. Regardless of whether they were US
citizens, their loyalty was regarded as unreliable, and a
combination of fear, prejudice and local economics saw
their removal by the military and the War Relocation
Authority, with the President’s approval. They were placed
in camps inland, often in conditions of squalor. The
Supreme Court endorsed the internments and many were
not released until the end of the war.

While the US contribution is often seen in production
terms, it should not be forgotten that by the end of the war
the US had 16 million men and women in uniform, and
had the largest navy, merchant fleet and strategic bombing
force. It was also in possession of the atomic bomb, the
product of the Manhattan Project, the pinnacle of achieve-
ment of the American industrial and scientific effort.

Map 29: The United States at War
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Lend-Lease was a response to Churchill’s pleas in
late 1940 that Britain was bankrupt and could no
longer afford to pay for munitions and other supplies

essential for its fight against Germany. Many Americans
were sceptical about such claims, in view of the size of the
British Empire, and were still resentful of the failure to
repay debts from the First World War. By the end of 1940
President Roosevelt still wished to avoid full involvement
in the war, but believed a British victory was vital to US
security. With Britain showing signs of resilience, and with
his own re-election successfully achieved, Roosevelt argued
that the US was like a householder whose neighbour’s
house was on fire, who would lend his firehose in the
emergency and leave until later any discussion of recom-
pense for damage to the hose. Loans and debts would be
avoided by getting ‘rid of the silly, foolish old dollar sign’.
On 29 December Roosevelt argued to the American public
that the US should be the ‘arsenal of democracy’. Isolationist
opponents claimed such aid would drag the US into war.
The proposal was bitterly debated in Congress, but the idea
of aiding the Allies short of war appealed to the public.
The Lend-Lease Act was passed by Congress on 11 March.
$7 billion was appropriated, and Britain and Greece were
declared qualified to receive it. In total, by the end of
the war, $50 billion was given in foreign aid, of which
$31 billion went to Britain; of the other 37 recipients, most
went to the USSR, China and France. The president was
given wide discretion as to who would receive it, and what
they should receive.

Churchill was to describe Lend-Lease as ‘this most
unsordid act’. It was certainly a massive logistical exercise.
The bulk of it was shipped by merchant vessels to Britain
and then onward. Aircraft were flown across the Atlantic
by civilian ferry pilots, including women, and those for
the USSR and Middle East crossed Africa via Takoradi.
Supplies for China had to enter by over-worked Indian
ports and then be shipped over the Himalayas by air until
the Ledo and Burma roads were usable.

Supplies to the USSR went initially by the dangerous
Arctic route. Ships from Britain and the US would
rendezvous off Iceland and sail as close to the ice cap
as they could, to Murmansk and Arkhangelsk. This put
them in range of German aircraft, submarines and surface
ships based in northern Norway, which took a terrible
toll. Great efforts were made to find an alternative to this
costly route. Britain and the USSR had jointly occupied
Iran in 1941, fearing the strength of pro-German sympa-
thies there. The railway from the Persian Gulf ports to
the USSR was primitive, and American railroad engineers
were sent to improve it: an increasing flow went by this

route from 1943. Supplies were also sent across the Pacific
to Siberia.

Despite Churchill’s words, Lend-Lease was not entirely
selfless. It was linked to concerted efforts by the Americans
to reform the world economic system to avoid the prob-
lems that had followed the First World War and in particu-
lar prevent a repeat of the Great Depression. Repayment
was exacted in concessions to open up American access
to imperial trading blocs: this was clear in the 1941–42
Anglo-American negotiations for a Master Lend-Lease
Agreement, and subsequently in monetary agreements
made at the Bretton Woods conference in 1944 and at
conferences on post-war civil aviation and economic
issues. Dependent on Lend-Lease, the British had no
choice but to acquiesce.

Lend-Lease to the USSR served a different purpose. It
was a sensitive issue in the US, and Roosevelt waited four
months after Barbarossa before declaring the USSR a
recipient. For Roosevelt, quite apart from the contribution
it would make to victory – which was clearly tiny in the
crucial battles of 1941–42, before much aid could arrive –
it was a political action designed to draw the suspicious
Soviets into the mainstream international system, to convince
them of American sincerity and trustworthiness, and also,
incidentally, to demonstrate the advantages of the capitalist
system. Thus, unlike for other allies, the Soviets were not
pressed for information on their specific needs, but instead
their demands were generously granted – in particular in
the first Supply Protocol negotiated by Lord Beaverbrook
and Averell Harriman in Moscow in October 1941. This
backfired somewhat, in that the Soviets endlessly carped
about shortfalls – often caused by losses in the Arctic
convoys – and they alienated many of the Allied personnel
involved by their lack of gratitude. They would argue that
the amounts were small: Lend-Lease provided only about
7 per cent of what the USSR produced itself – but the
point was that it allowed the Soviets to concentrate their
production. The US supplied 13 million felt boots, enough
Spam to feed the whole Red Army, and most significantly,
the trucks that meant the Red Army was fully motorised
while the Wehrmacht depended on horse-drawn transport.

Lend-Lease ended on something of a sour note, with
disputes over payment for goods that were to be used in the
post-war period, and President Truman abruptly stopped
shipments on 15 August 1945, the day the war ended. That
should not overshadow the fact that Lend-Lease was an
immensely successful programme, a vital corollary to the
American productive effort that dwarfed that of the Axis;
without it the munitions, food and other supplies would not
have reached the places where they made the difference.

Map 30: Lend-Lease
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While its pre-war government had been prepared
to appease Hitler to avoid war, Britain did not
enter the war entirely unprepared. The appease-

ment period had given time for some rearmament, and
most importantly for work to be completed on some vital
technological developments, particularly radar. Aircraft
production was increased from 1934 and contingency
arrangements made to deal with aerial bombardment.
Shadow factories capable of conversion to military produc-
tion were built alongside civilian ones from 1936 and
27 new arms works were built between 1936 and 1939.
Limited conscription was introduced in April 1939. However,
Britain’s army was still not fully mobilised when war broke
out, and was ill-equipped. The retreat from Dunkirk saved
the bulk of the Army, but most of its heavy weapons
had been left behind. As Britain’s armed forces were
expanded, American supply of aircraft and tanks in particu-
lar was vital.

The blitz of London in 1940–41 and the later attack of
V1 ‘flying bombs’ and V2 missiles caused great damage,
but failed to cause a collapse of morale – if anything they
strengthened it – and in fact greater proportional damage
was caused in the raids on smaller cities such as Coventry
or Plymouth, and in the ‘Baedeker’ raids on cities of
cultural significance that were lightly defended.

Children were evacuated at the start of the war, and
though they began to drift back after the main blitz ended
in May 1941, this was part of a major social phenomenon
of the war: the erosion of Britain’s traditional class struc-
ture, and also of the equally strong regional divisions of
the nation. Measures to maintain morale emphasised that
the war was being fought for a better future, and the mobil-
isation of women, the centralised management of labour
under the control of the Minister of Labour, former union
leader Ernest Bevin, and the unsettling arrival of large
numbers of American GIs (including 130,000 blacks) all
added to a developing public opinion in favour of meas-
ures of social and economic reform. This was shown in the
popularity of the proposals for a national insurance system
in the Beveridge report and for educational reform.

The major parties agreed an electoral truce for the
duration of the war, though discontent with the conduct of
the war and the desire for social change produced a number
of by-election results that rejected government candidates
in favour of independents. The Labour Party had refused to
serve under Chamberlain, but agreed to join a coalition when
Churchill succeeded him in May 1940 after the debacle
in Norway. Churchill was determined that Britain would
destroy Nazi Germany. Thus, 48 hours after the Germans
reached the Channel, the Emergency Powers Act signalled

the intention to mobilise the country fully for the war effort:
all people, property and resources were to be at the disposal
of the government. The effort was directed by a Production
Executive, coordinating the efforts of the supply ministries,
and setting priorities. The National Service Act at the end
of 1941 conscripted all men aged 18–50 and women aged
20–30 (later also raised to 50) for military or labour pur-
poses. Labour was directed by the Production Executive
and by Bevin’s Ministry. Given Britain’s dependence on
imports, strict controls over consumption in the form of
rationing, and measures to boost agricultural output, such as
the ‘Dig for Victory’ campaign, were vital as the U-boats
took an increasing toll in the Atlantic. Britain still came
within six weeks of running out of food in late 1942.

Churchill gave himself a unique position at the
centre of Britain’s war effort, naming himself Minister of
Defence as well as Prime Minister. He chaired the Defence
Committee and was able to indulge his passion for military
and naval matters, sometimes to the despair of the pro-
fessionals like General Brooke, the Chief of the Imperial
General Staff from the end of 1941. This did mean, how-
ever, that Churchill was able to infuse his government with
his own energy and determination. By no means all his
strategic decisions were good ones, and in the years of
setbacks between 1940 and 1942 he suffered much criti-
cism, especially within the Conservative Party, which only
reluctantly accepted him as its leader. For the British
public, however, and for world opinion (most importantly,
American), Churchill personified the British fighting spirit.

Britain ended the war exhausted. Rationing had been
extensive and Britain’s assets had been liquidated before
the advent of Lend-Lease. Destruction by bombing would
take years to make good, as Britain entered the post-war
period with the intention of continuing to play the world
role its status as victor implied. This included regaining
control of its empire, an exercise that would prove costly
and ultimately futile. For the British population, faced in
the future with the uncertainties that these issues presented,
the war was to represent a defining moment: particularly
the year when Britain stood virtually alone, and Dunkirk
and the Blitz formed a potent mythology of a Britain
united. In fact, while the war did not throw up internal
conflict as in some other belligerents, it generated a deter-
mination for reform and a rejection of the past (especially
the Depression years) that produced a sweeping Labour
victory in the election of June 1945, and the removal from
office of Churchill at his moment of victory – an event
that caused astonishment elsewhere in the world, but was
reflective of the underlying social change, even discontent,
that the war fostered in Britain.

Map 31: The British Home Front
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In 1936 Hitler inaugurated the Four Year Plan, directed
by Göring, to make the German economy self-sufficient
in key resources. To many outsiders, this was a ‘guns

not butter’ policy of preparing Germany for war at the
expense of civilian needs. Certainly, Hitler sought the
militarisation of the German people for the Darwinian
struggle that he saw as central to life. On the other hand,
he was concerned to maintain popular support for the Nazi
Party and acutely aware that the First World War had ended
with a collapse of the German home front. Consequently,
Germany entered the Second World War with an economy
that was not fully mobilised for war, nor was there plan-
ning for a long-term struggle. Hitler was determined that
he would achieve his radical re-shaping of Europe by war,
but expected that the racial superiority of Germany would
bring swift victory. The states which were brought under
Germany’s sway rectified its shortages in many key mater-
ials. Germany was self-sufficient only in coal and needed
to import 85 per cent of its oil and 80 per cent of its iron.
Trade agreements and then direct occupation provided food,
nickel, textiles, copper, bauxite, iron ore from Hungary,
Bulgaria, Greece and the USSR, and most importantly oil
from Romania. Capital from ‘occupation taxes’ offset
about 12 per cent of the cost of the war for Germany.
Occupied Europe provided forced labour in vast quantities,
though much of it was used so brutally as to compromise
its economic utility. There were 4.2 million foreign
workers in Germany in 1942, rising to 7.1 million in 1944.
However, none of this exploitation was managed rationally,
and little attempt was made to integrate the economy of
occupied Europe properly.

Rationing was introduced early on, but the levels in
the Reich remained high until late in the war, in com-
parison with Britain or the USSR. It was only when it
became clear that the war was going to be a long struggle
and when the Allies began to inflict damage with bombing,
that the economy was properly organised for war. By
then it was too late to reverse the harm done to the product-
ive assets of the occupied states. Albert Speer became
Minister for Armaments and Production in February 1942
and achieved a great surge in production, which reached
a peak in autumn 1944. He finally transferred resources
fully from civilian to war production, as already done in
Britain, the USSR and the US. Belatedly, factory dispersal
was carried out to protect from bombing. There were limits
to what he could achieve. Nazi Germany was a mass
of individual and institutional interests and he had to com-
pete with others for resources and for the ear of Hitler.
Traditionalist views on the role of women meant that they
were not fully mobilised for war work as they were in
the USSR or Britain. Intervention by Hitler crippled the

German nuclear programme and the missile research by
von Braun at Peenemünde up until 1943, and delayed the
introduction of the jet fighter. German weaponry continued
to be technologically advanced, but tended to be over-
complicated for battlefield use and once again competing
interests meant a proliferation of designs in use at the
same time, which complicated maintenance and the supply
of spares to front-line forces, which American and Soviet
standardisation avoided. German productivity peaked in
September 1944, but then declined steeply, as the flow of
oil was interrupted by bombing and Soviet occupation of
Romania. Programmes of extermination of Jews, Romanies,
Sinti, dissidents, Slavs, homosexuals and the disabled
diverted vital resources and the SS continued these activ-
ities even as the Reich disintegrated.

Resistance to Nazi rule did exist, but in small pockets
and generally ineffectively against the power of the SS and
Gestapo. The most notable example was the July Plot in
1944 when Count Stauffenberg and other traditionalist
members of the officer corps narrowly failed to kill Hitler
with a bomb in his East Prussian headquarters, the ‘Wolf’s
Lair’. The military intelligence service (Abwehr) headed
by Admiral Canaris was also a centre for opposition, but
such resistance was somewhat handicapped by the refusal
of the Allies to deal with them (especially suspicious of the
Abwehr) or to compromise their requirement of uncondi-
tional surrender.

The majority of the German population put up with
Nazi rule, and in comparison to 1918, Germany did not
collapse in the face of enemy onslaught. Public morale
was maintained by Goebbels’ Propaganda Ministry. It was
reinforced by the apparatus of oppression directed by the
Reich Security Main Office (RSHA) set up by Himmler in
1939: the secret state police (Gestapo), the Nazi security
service (SD) and the ever-present threat of the concentra-
tion camp, but the fact was that the social revolution car-
ried out by Hitler – the creation of the Volksgemeinschaft
(‘national community’) – had created a more egalitarian
society for ethnic Germans: unemployment was non-
existent and after defeating France, Hitler was immensely
popular. The crusade against Bolshevism was not unpopu-
lar. After Stalingrad, Goebbels successfully called upon
national myths of endurance, using the bombing, Allied
demands for unconditional surrender and fears of Soviet
barbarity to stiffen public resolve. Even in the last year,
there were few acts of sabotage or resistance; though it
should be noted that after the July Plot, Hitler gave
Himmler and Goebbels and other Party loyalists greater
power and the concentration camps bulged with more
victims. Germans did fight on with a fatalistic efficiency
until the end.

Map 32: The German Home Front
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Hitler’s long-term plans for a ‘New Order’ in Europe
were based on his racial ideology. His intention
was to purge Europe of ‘inferior’ races to provide

living-space for those he deemed racially pure. He thought
it fitting that this should be achieved by war and conquest,
as he saw life as a continual struggle for superiority and
the worthiness of any nation was shown by their ability to
prevail. However, the short-term needs of the war came first.
Thus, although policies towards European peoples were
shaped by Nazi racial ideologies, policies towards European
states were more pragmatic. While native fascist parties
often proved useful tools for control of vital territories, there
was no concerted effort to impose a fascist ideology or to
nazify the satellites or conquered territories, except those
absorbed into the Reich. Local fascists could sometimes
become an embarrassment because of their excessive zeal,
which could disrupt the stability of countries which were
important to Germany as supply routes or for resources –
an example would be the Ustashi in Croatia, whose brutal
activities greatly strengthened the resistance movement.
Stability was more important than ideological conformity.
German rule therefore impacted differently on the different
parts of Europe they controlled, and provoked widely
varying responses in terms of resistance or collaboration.

While a fiction was maintained that the New Order was
one of cooperation and mutual advantage, the relationship
between the Reich and the rest of occupied Europe was
entirely exploitative. Resources and labour were ruthlessly
directed towards the Reich, both to support the war effort and
to maintain the standard of living in Germany, with disastrous
effects for the economies even of Germany’s erstwhile allies.

There has been much disagreement regarding the extent
and effectiveness of resistance. A common picture is painted
of widespread heroic resistance that tied down large numbers
of German troops in occupation and anti-partisan duties,
leading to the conclusion that resistance had a significant
impact on eventual Allied victory. Churchill instructed his
Special Operations Executive (SOE) to ‘set Europe ablaze’.
The reality, however, was that Europe was not set ablaze.
With a few exceptions, German forces were not hugely or
consistently discommoded by active armed resistance
efforts, and they retained their ability through to the end
of 1944 to crush major outbreaks with brutal efficiency, as
shown in Warsaw, Slovakia and Vercors. Resistance move-
ments were often politically divided, with uneasy relations
between Communists and others in many countries, espe-
cially France and Greece. Their effectiveness often depended
on proximity to sources of supply from the Allies. Difficult
terrain like the mountains of Yugoslavia or the Pripet
Marshes was essential if partisans were to operate effect-
ively; in Western Europe, in particular, the geography was
not helpful. German reprisals, such as the destruction of

Lidice after Czech partisans assassinated Reinhard Heydrich,
or of Oradour-sur-Glane in France, were so severe that they
were an effective deterrent, except when Allied advances
drew close. Then, resistance activities could greatly aid the
Allied armies: as in France at the time of Overlord and when
partisan activities were coordinated with Red Army offen-
sives. Sometimes, however, as in Warsaw and Slovakia in
1944, these still meant crushing defeats for partisans.
Warsaw had already seen an unsuccessful rising: in 1943 the
Jewish Ghetto, faced with starvation, deportation and exter-
mination, erupted in armed revolt, which was put down with
ferocity. Other Jewish ghettoes in the east responded in the
same way; in the west, where ghettoisation less frequently
preceded deportation to the camps, it was rare.

Probably the most effective partisan resistance was in
Yugoslavia. There, the terrain was favourable, they were part
of the indigenous tradition and the occupiers and their col-
laborators were especially brutal. Tito brought Communist
experience in covert activity, and had the advantage of
supply from Allied forces in the Middle East and later Italy.
Even in Yugoslavia, much effort was dissipated in conflict
between Tito’s partisans and Mihailovic’s Četniks. The
Allies came to regard Tito, despite his politics, as the more
effective fighter, and eventually removed support from the
četniks on the grounds that they were collaborators. The
politics of resistance were thus far from straightforward.
Some movements found themselves hostile both to their
occupiers and to their so-called liberators: notably the
Armiya Kraiowa (AK) in Poland, movements in the Baltic
states and Ukrainians who looked back to the short-lived
Ukrainian republic after the First World War. The latter
were not fully suppressed by the Soviets until the 1950s.

More widespread than the kind of militant activity
identified with the AK or Tito’s partisans were non-militant
actions like hiding downed Allied airmen, gathering intel-
ligence, or civil disobedience such as a non-cooperation
campaign in Norway, strikes in the Netherlands that
assisted Operation Market-Garden, the Danish resistance’s
success in smuggling out the whole Danish Jewish popu-
lation to Sweden, and deliberate inefficiency by railway
workers across occupied Europe. Each country’s resistance
reflected their own particular interaction with the occupiers
and the varied impact of the New Order, and drew on their
own historical experience and culture. In some countries,
resistance was class-based, where for instance the land-
owning classes collaborated with neo-fascist regimes. In
others, resisters were to be found from every class and
ethnic group. Women were widely involved in resistance,
and many were employed by SOE as agents: it was a fact
that women were often treated with less suspicion by the
occupiers and their contribution was significant to both
militant and non-militant activities.

Map 33: Resistance in Europe
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From the start of Nazi rule in Germany, a principal
objective was ‘purification’ of the population.
Elements regarded as inferior or corrupting were to

be forcibly removed: in addition to Jews, these ranged
from political foes such as Communists, racial groups such
as gypsies and Slavs, homosexuals, and the mentally and
physically handicapped. The actual methods of doing this
evolved in the years that followed, increasing in brutality
to culminate in euthanasia, the extermination of gypsies
and the ‘Final Solution’.

In the early years of the Third Reich, Jews were
segregated from the rest of the population, deprived of
civil rights and stripped of their economic assets. In 1935,
the Nuremberg Laws set a legal basis for anti-Semitism.
Jewish businesses began to be expropriated, and in the
Kristallnacht in November 1938, officially-orchestrated
riots destroyed the Munich synagogue and Jewish stores,
and resulted in 91 Jewish deaths and many arrests. The
official approach to the issue at this time moved from
containment within the Reich to deportation. While some
left Europe, their numbers were limited by lack of interest
by Britain, which wanted to limit Jewish migration to
Palestine, and by the US, where Congress was concerned
to maintain immigration limits because of anti-Semitism
and fears of increasing unemployment. Most Jews expelled
from the Reich therefore found themselves in countries
such as Hungary, France and Poland, where they would
once again fall under German control during the war.

There was as yet no policy of mass murder. The ‘third
solution’ to deal with the large numbers of Jews in the
conquered territories was ghettoisation, beginning in
spring, 1940. The ghetto was a place of confinement in
cities such as Warsaw, Lodz and Theresienstadt; resources
were denied to them so that 2,000 died a month in Warsaw
from starvation.

Some began to see extermination as the solution.
Following in the wake of German forces in Operation
Barbarossa were Einsatzgruppen (mixed SD, SS and
Gestapo execution squads). Under the ‘commissar order’
any Communist officials were to be summarily executed –
and it is clear that some ordinary units of the Wehrmacht,
not just the SS, took the line that the Slav peoples of the
USSR were untermenschen either to be worked to death
in the Reich or summarily executed. The Einsatzgruppen
developed mobile execution trucks, using poison gas, to go
with mass shootings, focusing particularly on the Jewish
populations of towns like Kiev, where 33,000 Jews were
killed at Babi Yar. By early 1942 they had killed at least
500,000 people in Poland and the Ukraine.

This was the ‘fourth solution’; but there tended to be
too many witnesses, and for the fanatics, starvation and
execution would take too long to wipe out the whole

Jewish population. The final solution was genocide, begun
under the auspices of Adolf Eichmann, the official at RSHA
in charge of ‘resettlement’ (the common euphemism for
deportations to death camps). The first death camp was
at Chelmno, which killed over 1,000 Jews a day from 8
December 1941. In January 1942 15 senior government
and SS officials met at the HQ of RSHA at Wannsee under
Heydrich’s chairmanship and agreed on the logistics of
the final solution. It would be organised centrally like a
military operation, with efficiency, secrecy and priority of
resources. All Jews in occupied Europe were to be rounded
up by local police, deported by train to distant camps, and
gassed. The experiments of the Einsatzgruppen had now
reached the point where this could be done on an industrial
scale. At Birkenau, near the Auschwitz concentration camp
in Poland, the able-bodied were separated out, to be worked
to death, while the young, old and sick were gassed, using
Zyklon-B (prussic acid), delivered in rooms disguised
as showers. Operation Reinhard in March 1942 began the
murder of Polish Jews at three camps, Belzec, Sobibor and
Treblinka. By the end of 1943 all but a few Polish Jews
had been killed.

Elsewhere in the Reich, the concentration camps
also became places of death through deliberate neglect,
producing disease and starvation, and also in macabre
experiments on inmates. Likewise in other facilities, such
as the Nordhausen underground factory (using labour from
Dora-Mittelbau camp) making the V1 and V2 weapons,
workers, who included political dissidents, Soviet prisoners-
of-war and forced labour from outside the Reich, were
subject to appalling conditions that killed them in large
numbers.

About 10,000 Jewish communities around Europe were
stripped of their populations. A few of the governments of
occupied Europe resisted the demands of the SS, notably
Bulgaria, Denmark, Finland and Hungary, though 400,000
Hungarian Jews were deported after the Germans occupied
in March 1944. In other countries local authorities collab-
orated. By the time Birkenau had been over-run by the
Soviets in November 1944, 2,225,000 had been killed
there. Up to the last days of the war the SS had priority in
transportation resources. As the Soviets advanced, so the
inmates were marched westwards, over 100,000 dying on
the way, and put to work or sent to the regular concentration
camps such as Bergen-Belsen and Dachau.

Records of the genocide of the Jews and the mass
murder of other ‘undesirables’ were incomplete or else
destroyed in an attempt to hide Nazi guilt, so that any
numbers can only be estimates: it is generally reckoned
that 6 million Jews were murdered, together with over
3 million Soviet prisoners-of-war and forced labourers and
up to 3 million other peoples.

Map 34: Nazi Genocide
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At the Casablanca Conference in January 1943, the
US Navy’s plan for a Central Pacific advance –
Operation Granite – was approved by the CCS and

by Churchill and Roosevelt. During early 1943 the Navy
acquired the means to undertake this colossal task. No
fleet had ever conducted prolonged operations over such
huge distances (dotted only with tiny atolls). New fast
battleships had entered service, and some of the victims of
Pearl Harbor had been refitted, and while too slow to
operate with the carrier task forces, were to play a vital
role in the landings through off-shore bombardment. Most
importantly, the new generation of aircraft carriers was
now available: the small Independence class and the large
Essex class. The latter were capable of carrying up to 100
aircraft. By October the Pacific Fleet had six of them.
Moreover, it now had a fighter, the F6F Hellcat, that
could out-perform the Zero. Problems with the American
torpedo had been rectified. US industrial production was
getting into full swing, and the Navy was beginning to put
together the components of the ‘fleet train’ (oilers, floating
dry-docks and other support vessels) that would enable the
carrier task forces to operate over the vast Pacific, striking
at the enemy and providing an air umbrella for the new
fast attack transports and landing craft.

The campaign began with the attack on the Gilberts
(Operation Galvanic), on the edge of Japanese conquered
territory. Makin was easily captured on 21 November, but
the Marines found Tarawa more difficult. It was defended
by 5,000 Japanese, and poor surveying meant that landing
craft stuck on the reef. They were pinned on the beach
and took heavy casualties. When the battle ended on
23 November, the Marines had lost 1,000 dead; almost all
the Japanese, some of whom made suicide charges at the
American lines, were dead. Stark lessons were learnt on
Tarawa about amphibious operations and the coordination
of various arms of service, as well as the determination of
the Japanese to fight for the smallest piece of territory.
However, it was also concluded, since other Japanese forces
did not intervene, that some Japanese island garrisons
could be left to ‘wither on the vine’. With the approval
of the Cairo Conference in November, Nimitz pressed
forward to the westernmost Marshalls, Eniwetok and
Kwajalein. To cover the landings, the fast carriers in Task
Force 58 (TF58) commanded by Vice-Admiral Mitscher,
attacked the major Japanese naval base at Truk. In massive
raids, 275 aircraft were destroyed and 39 merchant and
warships sunk. Eniwetok fell on 21 February, after four
days of determined defence.

Anxious not to be sidelined, MacArthur had increased
the pace of his own offensives. The Quebec Conference

in August decided that it would take too long to capture
Rabaul; instead air attack was to ‘neutralise’ it and
landings made up New Guinea towards the Moluccas and
the Philippines. Fearing that the decision to go for the
Marshalls would marginalise his campaign, MacArthur
seized on reports that the Admiralty Islands were unde-
fended, and in March 1944 they were taken, leaving
Rabaul far in the rear. He did not stop there: in April
his forces leapt 580 miles to Hollandia, bypassing 40,000
Japanese troops, thence to Biak in May, where the
Japanese put up tough resistance till the end of June. It was
therefore not until 30 July that he was able to seize the
Vogelkop Peninsula as his final jumping off point for the
Philippines.

By this time, in fact the two lines of advance were
converging. The Japanese were uncertain how to respond.
The Combined Fleet was deployed in May to win back
Biak, but when the advance to the Marianas appeared
imminent, it was diverted to the central Pacific to fight the
fleet action it still cherished, equipped now with the giant
battleships Musashi and Yamato.

Before it could get there, over 20,000 Americans were
put ashore on Saipan, in landings as large as those in the
Mediterranean. The 32,000 Japanese resisted strongly –
following their usual pattern of not defending the beaches,
but holding defensive strongholds inland, which the
Americans had to capture at great cost. The nine Japanese
carriers in First Mobile Fleet (Admiral Ozawa) were spotted
by a US submarine, and Mitscher’s 15 carriers turned to
face them. The Japanese were able to attack first, but the
Americans were now superior in numbers, in aircraft and
in radar. The Americans called this Battle of the Philippine
Sea the ‘Marianas Turkey Shoot’: 243 Japanese aircraft
were lost to 29 American, and Japanese naval airpower was
effectively destroyed. To round off the American victory,
submarines sank two carriers, Shokaku and Ozawa’s
flagship, the brand new Taiho, Japan’s largest carrier. TF58
then caught the First Mobile Fleet, sank the carrier Hiyo
and damaged others.

Saipan was secured on 9 July, after many of the
defenders, having run out of supplies, committed suicide.
Tinian followed on 1 August, and Guam, after heavy
bombardment, on 11 August. These victories changed
the parameters of the Pacific war: the Combined Fleet no
longer possessed a credible carrier strike force, while US
possession of the Marianas put Japan in range of the
massive new B-29 Superfortress strategic bomber, and also
offered a base from which to attack the Philippines in con-
cert with MacArthur’s forces from the south. The pincers
were closing on Japan.

Map 35: Central Pacific Advances
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In November 1938, Japanese Premier Konoye announced
the Japanese aimed to create a New Order in Asia:
an economically self-sufficient sphere of ‘co-existence

and co-prosperity’ containing Japan, China, Manchukuo,
Korea, and the Dutch, French and British South-East Asian
colonies. The scope of this ‘Greater East Asia Co-prosperity
Sphere’ was later expanded to include the Philippines. The
plan was an attempt to enlist pan-Asian and anti-colonial
sentiment in support of Japanese imperialism, which
represented itself as a liberating force from European
imperialism. While some economic integration took place,
in its exploitative form it was little different to the rule of
the Europeans, and attempts to gain support for the idea at
events like the Greater East Asia Conference in November
1943 failed. Japanese rule over their conquered territories
was harsh: labour was exploited mercilessly and economic
resources plundered. Korea suffered particularly badly, with
exploitation of its female population as ‘comfort women’
for the Japanese Army.

The consequences of the failure to build a consensual
co-prosperity sphere were twofold. First, it fostered resist-
ance movements, notably in Vietnam, led by the Communist
Ho Chi Minh, and in the Philippines, where there was little
resentment against the Americans, who had promised inde-
pendence. Second, the empire that Japan had conquered
for principally economic and military purposes became a
burden, not an asset. It was never coherently tied into the
Japanese home economy, and proper protection was not
afforded to lines of communication. Japan appeared to
occupy the central position cherished by military strat-
egists, but that depended on good maritime connections to
its colonies. The Navy, however, was designed for fighting
decisive battles, not protecting commerce, and it never
adapted successfully to the role. The Army found itself dis-
sipating its forces garrisoning a long defensive perimeter
that could be breached by a bold naval strategy the same
way blitzkrieg breached static land defences in Europe.

Within Japan, the armed forces were effectively ruling
the country in an oligarchy headed by General Hideki Tojo.
This led to a dogmatic pursuit of victory – though the
Army and Navy had many differences on fundamental
strategy – rather than the exploration of the possibility of
compromises when the tide of war turned after the initial
conquests of 1941–42. Pursuit of further expansion to pro-
tect these gains, and a failure to properly develop, exploit
(beyond plundering) and defend the expanded empire led
to disaster. The effects of these failures only fully impacted
upon the Japanese people in late 1944 when the Americans
began to inflict serious damage on the supply routes to
Japan and opened their strategic bombing campaign.

Japanese society had been steadily militarised from the
1920s. As the armed forces gained greater power during

and after the depression of 1930–32, attempts were made
to develop a patriotic and disciplined culture, which had
the effect of emphasising traditional values and preparing
the population for sacrifices. In November 1940 an austere
national uniform was introduced. However, while authority
was repressive of dissent, through the Tokko ‘thought police’
and Kempei military police, it was less all-pervasive than
in European-style fascism. The armed forces wished to
establish a ‘national defence state’, but power was both
centralised and fragmented. Under the titular leadership of
the Emperor, who was in reality a constitutional figurehead,
the supreme command, war cabinet and key ministries (the
latter with links to the leaders of the Zaibatsu industrial
conglomerations) all operated independently and often in
competition with each other.

The workforce was supplemented by 3 million school
students and more than a million Chinese and Korean work-
ers either tempted by the promised wages or brought by
force. Two million Koreans were also conscripted into the
armed forces. Food rationing steadily tightened, and textile,
rubber and leather shortages meant civilians found getting
clothing and shoes increasingly difficult. Japan’s mobilisa-
tion had not been properly planned, and industry remained
in the hands of private enterprise, which retained control of
profits and production. Japan’s heavy industry and shipyards
were not geared for mass production, and indiscriminate
conscription meant skilled workers needed on the home
front were used as infantry. Tojo established a Ministry of
Munitions in 1943, but while some rationalisation took
place, control remained dissipated. The Japanese govern-
ment remained a system of competing elites and Tojo was
unsuccessful in resolving the debilitating fissure between
the Army and Navy. Tojo’s government fell on 18 July 1944
after the loss of Saipan, but his successors, General Koiso
(until 5 April 1945) and Admiral Suzuki had no more
success in controlling the war effort or unifying the cabinet.

However, with patriotic appeals and higher wages,
plus conscription of student labour, use of prisoners-of-war
and women volunteers, production rose dramatically after
Midway. Reluctantly compromising his commitment to trad-
itional values, Tojo introduced the conscription of unmar-
ried women aged below 25 into a ‘labour volunteer corps’.
By using up stockpiles and cutting civilian production, the
aircraft industry produced a remarkable surge in production,
producing 8,861 aircraft in 1942, 16,693 in 1943 and 28,180
in 1944. Earlier failure to plan for defence, however, meant
that few of these were of the type needed: high-level inter-
ceptors. The real hardships came in 1945, when the fire-
bombing of cities largely constructed of wood caused great
devastation and progressively brought Japanese transpor-
tation and production to a standstill. Over 10 million city
dwellers fled to the countryside for safety and food.

Map 36: Asia under the Japanese
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The offensive capabilities of the Red Army continued
to grow. With increasing production, by autumn of
1943 it was able to deploy a mobile strategic reserve

like the one that had earlier given the Germans their flexi-
bility. Citadel and its aftermath meant the Germans no
longer had such reserves and they were also faced with the
weakening of their allies, growing attacks from the air, and
the threat from the west: Hitler explained in a directive on
3 November that an invasion of France would bring the
Allies close to Germany’s vital centres, while Germany
could still afford to lose large amounts of territory in
the east. He would not therefore reinforce the east at the
expense of the west.

However, the Red Army was not yet strong enough to
attack along the length of its 2,000-mile (3,200 km) front,
so for the next year it would advance in either the north or
south as circumstances warranted, with the armour in the
mobile reserve deployed to either as necessary. Hitler was
determined to hold the Crimea, which had been hard to
win and which he saw as vital to protect oil supplies from
Ploesti. When Tolbukhin’s 4th Ukrainian Front attacked on
27 October Hitler ordered the 17th Army there to hold fast.
However, Soviet advances left 200,000 German troops
cut off, and on 30 November Soviet landings on the Kerch
peninsula threatened their survival. Simultaneously further
north, the other Ukrainian Fronts made a bridgehead on
Manstein’s southern flank at Krivoi Rog and on 3 November
1st Ukrainian Front crossed the Dniepr to liberate Kiev.
In the centre, Smolensk was recaptured and Soviet forces
were now heading back on the route the Germans had
taken in 1941 (and Napoleon in 1812).

The freeze set in late that winter, but in January,
Soviet advances again threatened the position of Kleist
and Manstein’s forces, and Hitler reluctantly allowed
Army Group A to give up the valuable mining districts of
Nikopol and Krivoi Rog. Vatutin pressed Manstein west of
Cherkassy, causing a redeployment of his panzer armies,
which in turn left open the way for the 1st Ukrainian Front
to advance south of Pripet. By 1 March it had crossed the
pre-1939 frontier of Poland and was a hundred miles from
the Carpathian Mountains. The siege of Leningrad was
finally lifted on 27 January. Nearly a million Leningraders
had starved to death in the 900-day ordeal. German forces
were forced back: Model was appointed to command, but
could only consolidate on Germany’s sole prepared defen-
sive line in the east, the Panther line from Narva to Lake
Pskov – in the process causing the Finns to begin leaving
the war (negotiations began on 28 July).

The Red Army’s strength in reserves allowed the Stavka
to maintain the pressure: six tank armies attacked Army
Group South, which they outnumbered two to one in tanks
and men. Zhukov replaced the wounded Vatutin himself
and after heavy bombardment the Ukrainian Fronts opened
great gaps in the German line, encircling 4th Panzer Army
at Kamenets. Success was fastest against Army Group B,
and by 15 April the Bug, Dniester and Prut rivers had been
crossed and Odessa re-taken. Tolbukhin advanced against
the isolated 17th Army, and on 9 May their last foothold
in the Crimea, Sevastopol, was captured. Over 100,000
German and Romanian troops were lost. Altogether, in their
winter and spring offensives, the Soviets had advanced
165 miles (260 km), taking a succession of potential defen-
sive positions before the Germans could develop them,
and recovering much of the Ukraine, the most productive
territory of the Soviet Union.

Stalin had a number of strategic options in the summer
of 1944. He appointed Timoshenko and Shtemenko to
consider them, and they concluded that the first objective
must be to destroy Army Group Centre: attacks to the
north or south ran the risk of counter-attack against
their flanks by that force. The Red Army now had better
techniques for concentrating forces, and through April
tanks and artillery were moved to the central sector for
Operation Bagration. Diversions began in the north on
9 June. Then, on the third anniversary of Barbarossa,
Bagration itself began. Some 166 divisions, with 2,700
tanks, were deployed against the 38 divisions of Army
Group Centre. The Germans were anticipating an attack
further north. The first Soviet breakthrough was towards
Minsk, and two German armies were encircled. Within a
week Army Group Centre lost nearly 200,000 men and 900
tanks. A great gap had been opened in the German eastern
front. Hitler appointed his favourite ‘fire-fighter’, Model,
to try to stabilise the situation. He could not prevent the
rapid advance of Rotmistrov’s tanks to Minsk. Forty thou-
sand died trying to break out; those who remained surren-
dered on 11 July. The Stavka had already started planning
for its next objectives, and by 10 July Vilnius had fallen
and the first Soviet soldiers, from the 3rd Byelorussian
Front, had entered German territory, in East Prussia. On 13
July Konev’s 1st Ukrainian Front attacked the old fortress
city of Lvov. It fell on 27 July and by the end of the first
week in August, Soviet forces were on the Vistula south of
Warsaw, and had crossed the Niemen and the Bug to the
north of the Polish capital. These Soviet advances were to
trigger one of the great tragedies of a tragic war.

Map 37: Soviet Advances 1943–44
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Planning for the invasion of France had begun in
January, 1943. Thus, when British reluctance to
commit themselves firmly to it was overcome at the

Teheran Conference, the outline of the plan now codenamed
Overlord was already in place. Eisenhower was appointed
Supreme Commander at the end of 1943. British fears that
the landings would be repulsed led to the plans being
enlarged from three divisions to eight, including three
airborne. This put back the date from May to June, 1944.
As finally conceived, British, American and Canadian
forces would land on five beaches, preceded by airborne
landings to prevent the Germans from making too effective
an early response, and by heavy naval bombardment,
which had proved its worth in the Pacific. Normandy was
chosen because it provided the necessary flat beaches.
A key requirement was port facilities to supply the troops.
It was anticipated that any port would be blocked by the
Germans and would require up to three months to clear.
Two artificial harbours, codenamed Mulberries, were there-
fore devised to be installed on the beachheads to facilitate
unloading of supplies. Eisenhower set the date for the
landings (Operation Neptune) – D-Day – for 5 June. The
weather forecast, however, meant that operations had to be
called off for that day, with many troops already sealed
in their landing ships. The experts forecast a break in the
weather for 6 June, and Eisenhower bravely gave the
order to go, privately rating the chances of success as only
fifty-fifty.

The main danger was perceived to be a German
response before a sufficient lodgement had been made.
The strategic bomber forces (against the will of their
commanders) were diverted from bombing German cities
to attacking railway junctions and the routes by which
German reinforcements would arrive. The French resist-
ance carried out similar activities in the weeks leading up
to D-Day. This was in addition to major strategic deception
operations, code-named Fortitude. Using German agents
under British control, information was fed to the Germans
that invasions would take place in Norway and northern
France. The Germans were successfully deceived; Ultra
intelligence revealed that even as late as August, the German
high command was still holding forces back in expectation
that the main assault would be in the Calais region. German
strategy to defend against Overlord was in any case con-
fused. Von Rundstedt, the commander-in-chief in the west,
wished to keep a strong reserve inland to be deployed
wherever the attack happened. Rommel, in command of the
western defences, believed that the Allies had to be stopped
on the beaches because their air superiority would prevent
German reserves moving far to deal with them. Hitler

would not decide between the two: the result was confused
and ineffective.

Under Montgomery’s command, Neptune began after
dawn on 6 June. The Germans, believing the weather
to preclude a landing, were caught by surprise. On four of
the beaches, the initial objective was fairly easily attained.
On the fifth, Omaha, the Americans came up against sea-
soned troops in good cliff-top positions, and could only
get off their beaches by a costly frontal assault. By the
end of D-Day, the beaches had been taken, but there-
after progress was slower than anticipated. The British
and Canadians were supposed to capture Caen, but the
German defence was formidable – though in their turn,
the German panzer forces were unable to drive the Allies
back to the sea. Further west, General Bradley’s American
1st Army moved up the Cotentin peninsula to Cherbourg,
but to the south struggled to get to dryer ground
where their mobile forces could come into play. The
low-lying ground and thick Normandy hedgerows, the
bocage, proved excellent defensive ground for troops
against tanks.

Progress was therefore very slow, and in the first
month the size of the bridgehead was much smaller than
had been planned. Allied airpower, which dominated the
skies, began, however, to tip the balance, as the Typhoon
and Thunderbolt fighter-bombers wrought havoc on the
German panzers. Despite losing one of the Mulberries in a
storm, the Allies were able to replenish their forces better
than the Germans. The forces attacking Caen made very
slow progress, but drew in the German forces, and were
able to act as the hinge of the Allied armies. Finally,
on 26 July the Americans broke through to St-Lô and in
Operation Cobra penetrated the German left flank towards
Avranches. The capture of Avranches opened up Brittany,
but when Patton’s 3rd Army was activated, the possibility
of a drive to the Seine was more attractive. Patton’s mobile
units dashed ahead to Le Mans, reaching it in a week,
and the battle began to swing decisively in the Allies’
favour. Hitler compounded this by removing Rundstedt, who
wished to make a strategic retreat. Instead Hitler ordered
Kluge, his successor, to counter-attack towards Avranches,
to cut the Allied forces in two. Initial progress was halted
by tough American resistance, and then the Germans were
in trouble, as Patton’s forces drove north, to link with the
Canadians coming south from Caen. Due to a certain
timidity (some blame Montgomery, some Bradley) there
was delay in closing the Falaise Gap and encircling them,
and the Germans succeeded in extricating some of their
forces – but it was still the end for them in Normandy and
the turning point in the battle for France.

Map 38: The Battle for France 1944
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With the defeat in Normandy, the remnants of the
German forces rapidly headed east, for they had
no prepared defensive line in France. The Allies

followed them speedily to the Seine. Believing the Germans
to be beaten, Eisenhower decided to forgo a planned halt,
and ordered his armies to press forward. They linked up in
the south with Allied forces coming up from the Dragoon
landings that had taken place on the French Riviera on 15
August. Free French forces under Leclerc were given the
honour of liberating Paris on 25 August, after the resist-
ance had thwarted a German plan to burn the city. A few
days later de Gaulle made his triumphal entrance.

However, the Allies’ own triumphal progress was
now under threat. The precipitate drive to the Seine and
beyond stretched their supply lines past their capacity. The
American ‘Red Ball Express’, a continual line of trucks
from Normandy, fed the front line forces, but even that
was not enough. Troops and machinery were exhausted
and fuel stocks low. The Allies felt themselves to be on the
verge of victory, however, and saw no reason to pause. This
led them to overlook Ultra intelligence regarding German
strength and intentions, and the next three months were
to see serious Allied setbacks.

When he handed over command of Allied land forces
to Eisenhower on 1 September, Montgomery argued that a
bold concentrated stroke made immediately might reverse
the slowing-down of Allied advances that had been brought
by logistical problems and by the slowness of advancing
on a broad front with troops that had been continuously in
combat since June. He proposed that a rapid drive across
the Lower Rhine into the Ruhr while the Germans were
still reeling from the pace of the Allied advance might
bring the war to an end by Christmas. It was a variant of
a ‘narrow front’ approach that Eisenhower rejected when
Patton advocated it during his drive to the Seine, but now
he agreed, confronted otherwise with what looked like a
grinding campaign to reach and then cross the Rhine.
Montgomery’s idea became Operation Market-Garden:
Market was landings by paratroopers to take bridges at
Veghel, Eindhoven, Nijmegen and Arnhem; Garden was
the advance by British 30 Corps across the bridges to cross
the Rhine at Arnhem.

The plan was fatally flawed. The Allies were showing
signs of ‘victory disease’. Human and signals intelli-
gence were ignored when the operation was planned, for
Montgomery was certain that no substantial German forces
stood in the way. There were gross under-estimates of the
time it would take for the Guards Armoured Division of
30 Corps to reach Arnhem, based on faulty assessment of
the terrain. The US 82nd and 101st Airborne Divisions did

their part, but 30 Corps struggled to make progress along
the one single-track road which the waterlogged terrain
(normal for the Low Countries at this time of year) forced
them to use. Zon bridge was destroyed, delaying them by
33 hours, and the bridge at Nijmegen was contested and
was taken too late.

The British 1st Airborne Division landed by glider and
parachute a distance from Arnhem. Some of their equipment
was lost on landing, including radios. Only one battalion
got to Arnhem, to find one bridge blown, and the other
intact. Two SS Panzer Divisions were recuperating in the
area. They were short on equipment after their mauling
in Normandy, but much heavier-armed than the para-
troopers, and they had recently practised defence against
airborne assault. The British held Arnhem bridge for
days, but eventually those who could make it, including
recently-arrived Polish paratroops were pulled back across
the Rhine. Over 6,000 of 1st Airborne Division became
captives.

Market-Garden has severely tarnished Montgomery’s
record and is generally seen as a disaster. The 1st Airborne
Division effectively ceased to exist. Eisenhower resolved
that in future he would advance on a broad front, no matter
how long it would take. On the credit side, the Allies
had captured valuable ground. However, the operation
could only be justified if indeed it opened up the heart of
Germany, for the concentration of forces for the operation
left German forces on the flank of the Allied advance
unmolested, and most importantly, the Germans were able
to pull together disparate and scattered forces into strongly
defensible positions in the Scheldt Estuary, concentrated
on Walcheren. This meant that the Allied capture of Antwerp
on 4 September with its facilities intact was valueless, as
the Germans controlled maritime access to the port. This
rendered the Allied supply situation acute, and made any
broad front advance before the New Year impossible.
Market-Garden was also the first German military triumph
since D-Day and contributed to the stiffening of German
resolve that came from standing with their backs to the
Reich itself. Canadian forces only cleared the Scheldt
Estuary in early November after an 85-day campaign, and
Antwerp was not usable until 28 November. Hitler recog-
nised the importance of Antwerp to the Allies, and it experi-
enced more V2 attacks than London. American forces
suffered one of their worst reverses at the same time, in the
Huertgen Forest near Aachen, which was heavily defended
and required slogging infantry attacks from September until
December. The war in the west was by no means over:
indeed, it was clear that the Western Allies still very much
needed hammer blows in the east to ensure their victory.

Map 39: The Drive to the Rhine
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Since September, perceiving the Allies had over-
extended themselves, Hitler had been considering
risking a counter-offensive, codenamed Wacht am

Rhein. If German forces could repeat their feat of 1940,
forcing their way through the Allied lines in the Ardennes
and then up to Antwerp, he would strike a blow that would,
he hoped, buy time, allowing the V2s to wreak destruction
on London and Paris. It was an unrealistic notion, and
opposed by Model and Rundstedt, but Hitler’s control over
German strategy was still complete. He marshalled all
his remaining reserves for what was now called Operation
Autumn Mist, believing that a victory would enable him
to transfer them to the east while the Soviets were still a
distance from Berlin. Initially, conditions worked in his
favour. Allied forces were recuperating after the dash through
France, Market-Garden and the long fight in the Huertgen
Forest and Scheldt Estuary. Exhaustion combined with a
certain complacency at Allied Supreme Headquarters. The
fog that descended on the Ardennes gave perfect cover for
the concentration of the panzers in the narrow forest roads
and valleys and negated Allied air superiority.

On 16 December 25 divisions (11 panzer) in three
armies overran resting or recently arrived US units on a
60-mile (95 km) front. The advance of Manteuffel’s 5th
Panzer Army in the centre went smoothly, backed by
Dietrich in the north, Brandenburger in the south and
Operation Greif – German infiltration units in American
uniforms – in the Meuse region. The Germans were held
at key points, however, by the courage and resilience of
detached and isolated American units, particularly the 101st
Airborne, rapidly deployed from Rheims to Bastogne, and
7th Armored at St Vith, and including non-combatant
personnel such as cooks. Bastogne was the key to the
roads leading into the Allied rear and the delay there proved
crucial. Time was gained to reorganise and deploy 200,000
troops to hold the breakthrough and for the weather to
improve sufficiently for the fighter-bombers to operate.
German failure to capture fuel dumps meant their shortage
of petrol stopped the drive short of the Meuse. Patton
turned the front-line units of 3rd Army through 90 degrees
across their line of march, to strike at the German flank
from the south, and Montgomery, given command of US
troops by Eisenhower, more conventionally struck with the
1st Army from the north. The bulge into the Allied line
was steadily reduced and by early January Hitler ordered
withdrawal. It had been the largest American land battle in
the war, and had removed any complacency about an early
end to the war. It meant the Yalta Conference would take
place in February with a conviction on both sides that the

Grand Alliance was still a necessity as the job was by no
means completed. It also, however, depleted the last of the
German armoured and aircraft reserves in the west and
diverted attention away from strengthening the West Wall,
so that once the Allies had forced a way across the Rhine,
there would be little to prevent a rapid advance into the
Ruhr industrial area and the tanks and aircraft squandered
in the Bulge were desperately needed against the Soviets
in the east.

Allied forces were soon able to resume offensive
operations. The Roermond and Colmar salients west of the
West Wall were reduced in early February. Montgomery’s
Anglo-Canadian 21st Army Group had a tough fight in
the Reichswald Forest. In February and March Eisenhower
advanced on a broad front to close up on the Rhine itself
from Wesel to Koblenz, and the Mosel from Koblenz
to Trier. Hitler replaced Rundstedt with Kesselring on 10
March, but the advance of the eight Allied armies could
not be held back. It began on 23 March with airborne
assaults and massive air and ground bombardments. The
Allies vastly outnumbered the Westheer – effectively 85
divisions against 26. Eisenhower’s plans were modified by
the fortuitous capture by spearheads of the US 9th Armored
Division of an unguarded railway bridge over the Rhine at
Remagen. Eisenhower switched the axis of advance to
Bradley’s front, while the British and Canadians pressing
into north Germany covered his flank. The US 1st and 9th
Armies completed the encirclement of the Ruhr on 1 April,
bringing the surrender of 317,000 German soldiers and
Model’s suicide. Eisenhower wrote to Stalin on 28 March.
He wished to ensure a properly organised junction between
Soviet and Allied armies, reducing the risk of ‘friendly
fire’, and stated to Stalin that Berlin had lost its primary
importance. He believed the German government would
move southwards, and was concerned, with Bradley, that
fanatical Nazis would seek to hold out in a ‘National
Redoubt’ in the Bavarian Alps. Stalin agreed, though possibly
worried that Eisenhower’s new line of advance towards
Leipzig and Dresden would still take him well into the
assigned Soviet zone of occupation; certainly, he immedi-
ately ordered Zhukov and Konev to strike at Berlin, and a
few days later complained to Roosevelt that a secret deal
had been done by the Allies that meant the Germans were
letting them through in return for easy armistice terms.
There was no such deal – though it was true that the
destruction of Army Group B left a gap in the front that
the Allies moved through rapidly – by 7 April they were
halfway to the Elbe and a junction with their Soviet allies
in the heart of the Reich.

Map 40: The Bulge and the Crossing of the Rhine
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Burma was to be the theatre of the longest continuous
British campaign, from 1941 to 1945 – fought in
varying terrain of jungle, mountains, plains and

wide rivers. By May 1942, the Japanese occupied almost
the entirety of this British colony, and granted it nominal
independence in August 1943. The British, having been
forced back into Assam, had to build up resources from
scratch, and the process was very slow, with priority given
to other theatres. Unrest in India after the failure of the
Cripps mission in 1942 to agree a timetable for indepen-
dence and the arrest of many Indian Congress Party leaders,
including Gandhi, also impeded the building up of forces,
and gave the Japanese scope to create an Indian National
Army out of troops captured in Malaya and commanded
by Subhas Chandra Bose.

The British finally took the offensive in Arakan in
December 1942, attempting to take Akyab and Donbaik,
but failed, and guerrilla operations under Brigadier Wingate
(the ‘Chindits’) achieved only limited success, though
boosting British morale in India. The British retained the
ambition to recapture Burma, largely by the coastal route,
but through 1943 did not have the means to do so. The
American view was that any campaign in Burma should
be directed towards improving the situation for China, and
not part of a strategy to put the British back into their
colonies in South-East Asia. South-East Asia Command
(SEAC) was formed in November 1943 to resolve some
of these issues, and did provide some central direction.
More importantly, the British and Indian forces were com-
manded by General Slim, one of the best British generals
of the war, who was slowly able to rebuild morale and
forge an offensive fighting force, the 14th Army. Most
of his soldiers were Indians, though there were Kerens,
Ghurkas, West Africans and other ethnicities, as well as
British.

The Japanese reorganised their forces in Burma, and
planned their own offensive to interdict the new supply
routes to China and ultimately to disrupt British rule in
India. The Japanese offensive began on 3 February 1944
with Operation Ha-Go, designed to hold British reserves in
Arakan. Improved tactics and supply enabled the British
and Indian forces to resist the Japanese assault in the
Battle of the Admin Box. US General Stilwell sent his
irregular ‘Merrill’s Marauders’ behind Japanese lines around
Myitkyina, matched by operations by the Chindits on
the central front. However, the main Japanese assault
commanded by Mitaguchi opened on 7 March, Operation
U-Go; the start of the invasion of India. They achieved
some surprise, but 14th Army’s new tactics and improved
morale meant that they held their positions on the crucial

roads that led into India. Surrounded at Imphal and Kohima,
Indian and British forces fought an epic struggle with the
Japanese and Bose’s Indians through the monsoon season.
The troops were at very close quarters: at Kohima, there
was fighting for months across the district commissioner’s
tennis court. The Allies were supplied from the air in a
massive operation; the Japanese forces were not, and 14th
Army was finally able to force Mitaguchi’s 15th Army into
retreat on 4 July. It was the largest defeat ever suffered
by the Japanese Army: of 85,000 soldiers, 53,000 were
casualties (30,000 killed).

Further north, the Allied offensive was able to continue
unaffected by U-Go, but the Japanese held out against
Stilwell at Myitkyina for two months until 1 August, though
the Chinese captured the airfield in May allowing despatch
of supplies to and from China. Chinese forces also drove
southwards from Yunnan to open the Burma Road, but
the Ichi-Go offensive in China (Map 42) caused Jiang to
remove his support from Stilwell’s plans for further oper-
ations into Burma.

The British pressed forward their advance: by October,
14th Army had crossed the Chindwin river and was
approaching Mandalay and Meiktila. The Chinese captured
Wanting in January 1945, re-opening the Ledo Road. Tough
fighting in the swamps and river country of the coastal
region in January and February (the ‘Chaung War’), led
to the capture by the British and Indians of Meiktila on
4 March. An amphibious landing directed at Rangoon had
long been planned; this finally took place as Operation
Dracula on 3 May, and Rangoon was entered by 4th Corps
on 6 May, 1945, effectively bringing an end to the cam-
paign, though the Japanese forces remaining in Burma
did not surrender until 28 August. It had always been
something of a side-show for the Americans and Chinese,
but for the British it was a vital campaign if they were
to regain control of their empire and some of their prestige
as an imperial power. For some Indians it was a war of
national defence against the Japanese, who had shown
themselves to be unsympathetic liberators, while for others
in Bose’s army, it was the opportunity to free India from
British rule – the latter were decimated as a fighting
force at Kohima and Imphal. The British planned further
amphibious operations to regain Malaya and to attack
Sumatra, but they had not come anywhere near fruition
when the Japanese surrendered, and it was that event that
enabled the British to re-enter their other South-East Asian
colonies. Ironically, disarmed Japanese troops were to be
used in the months following to maintain internal order
as the British struggled to re-assert their authority against
people that no longer held them in any kind of awe.

Map 41: The Burma Campaign 1942–45
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When the Pacific War began, Japan controlled all
China’s industrial centres and major ports. Jiang
Jieshi was in a poor situation, under threat from

Japanese airpower and with dwindling sources of supply.
Soviet aid stopped after 1940 as Stalin wished to avoid
antagonising the Japanese, and wanted to marshal his
resources for possible conflict with Germany. The Burma
Road was sporadically closed under Japanese pressure.
However, Japan did not have the military force to conquer
the rest of China, or even achieve a decisive victory.
Both sides were pre-occupied with maintaining authority
in their spheres. Jiang was continually faced with the need
to exert his authority over his own forces, many of which
owed at least partial allegiance to a local warlord. Then
there were the Communists (CCP) based in Fushih. After
the Sian agreement there was an uneasy truce between
the Kuomintang (KMT) and CCP, to focus their attention
on the Japanese. Communist forces were under Jiang’s
nominal overall command, though in practice they fought
separate wars. In 1940, the Japanese set up a puppet regime
under Wang Ching-Wei (who had defected from Jiang),
but held collaborators in contempt and did not give them
any real authority. The Japanese never had the numbers to
maintain full dominance over the countryside by their own
efforts: their main focus was on extracting the resources
they needed for their war effort elsewhere – rice, minerals,
coal and Manchurian manufactures – and exploiting the
labour force where they could. The 25 divisions they
deployed in China were mainly involved in occupation and
pacification, though they were also able to exploit the
complications of Chinese politics by dealing with the war-
lords who maintained an autonomous existence between
Jiang in the south and Mao’s Communists in the north and
resistance within their occupation zone never seriously dis-
commoded them, apart from in a few areas penetrated by
the CCP. Conversely, Jiang’s forces, though nominally the
largest army in the world, were mostly passive, being
poorly-trained and equipped and preoccupied with the
internal politics of his militaristic regime. Until 1944 the
Japanese were under no pressure to mount offensives, as
they controlled all the productive parts of the country and
until major air attacks began, they were under no threat.

When the US entered the war, Jiang hoped that China
would be the centre of American efforts against Japan.
Congress voted a $500 million loan in February 1942 and
Roosevelt depicted China as the US’s major ally against
Japan, but the logistical difficulties of supplying China,
British reservations about Jiang and the urgency of other
fronts meant that this never came to fruition. General
Claire Chennault’s aviators in the American Volunteer

Group were reinforced (eventually to become the 14th Air
Force), and General ‘Vinegar Joe’ Stilwell was appointed
as Jiang’s Chief of Staff, and as commander of US forces
in the China–Burma–India theatre. Stilwell’s job was to
improve the efficiency of Jiang’s forces and to push back
the Japanese. He found both to be very difficult tasks.
Jiang, Stilwell and Chennault bitterly disagreed on the use
to put the limited (15,000 tons a month in January 1944)
amount of aid coming in over the ‘Hump’ (the Himalayas)
from India to Kunming.

In any case, other theatres got first call on resources,
especially once American strategy no longer hinged on
China, with their advances in the Pacific. The obvious low
priority China was given in Allied strategy, despite the
popularity of Jiang and his wife in the US, helped both the
KMT and the CCP to conclude that the US did not need
China to beat Japan, and they sought to keep their forces
intact, ready for the renewal of their own conflict, though
also recognising that they could not be entirely passive and
retain credibility. The Communists were the more successful
in organising their region and building loyalties among the
peasantry, and also in organising armed activities behind
Japanese lines. In Jiang’s sphere, his authoritarian rule was
based on managing factional conflicts, which produced an
increasing amount of inefficiency and corruption.

As the airpower situation improved at the start of
1944, deliveries over the Hump increased, and Stilwell’s
training programmes bore fruit. Although threatened by
the Japanese U-Go offensive in Burma in March, the Ledo
Road (later re-named the Stilwell Road) was re-opened.
However, Chinese plans for an offensive were pre-empted
by the Japanese, provoked by Chennault’s attacks on their
bases. In the Ichi-Go offensive beginning on 17 April 1944
they overran many of the airfields in Kiangsi and Kwangsi,
and by June they had gained control of the Peking–Hankow
railway, then Changsha and Hengyang. There were fears in
the US that Jiang’s government would collapse. Jiang blamed
Stilwell for these setbacks, because Stilwell was personally
commanding Chinese forces in (successful) operations
in Burma at the time. In October, Roosevelt acceded to
Jiang’s request and replaced Stilwell with Wedemeyer.

Chinese forces were able to hold Kunming, and in
summer 1945 they defeated two further Japanese offensives
in Hunan and Hupeh. At the time the Japanese surrendered
to the Allies, Jiang was preparing an offensive towards
Hong Kong and Canton. It is estimated that over 1,500,000
Chinese were killed between 1937 and 1945, and with
conflict re-opening immediately between Jiang and the
Communists, there were to be four more years of war in
China.

Map 42: War in China 1942–45
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After the Battle of the Philippine Sea, Tinian and
Guam were secured by American forces in July,
1944 followed, after some of the fiercest fighting

of the war, by Peleliu in September (Map 35). These suc-
cesses opened up a number of options for the Americans.
King wished to continue along the line of advance in the
Central Pacific, to Formosa (Taiwan), which would be a
base for air and land attacks on Japan and a linkage with
the Chinese war effort. MacArthur was determined to
return to the Philippines as he had promised, and pressed
for the invasion of Luzon and Leyte, claiming they were
strategically vital, and that the US was under a moral
obligation to liberate them. Nimitz wished for Iwo Jima
and Okinawa to be the targets, not Formosa, arguing that
they would be equally good as bases for bombing Japan. In
a conference on Honolulu on 27–28 July 1944, Roosevelt,
MacArthur and Nimitz agreed on the Philippines route.

On 20 October, MacArthur and Halsey’s forces con-
verged on Leyte. On 21 October, MacArthur waded ashore
with the President of the Philippines. The Japanese Navy
collected its remaining forces and made a desperate effort
to defeat the American landings – Operation Sho-1, part of
Sho-Go (Victory). It was a typically complicated plan, of
the kind that had come unstuck before. This one nearly
achieved success. Admiral Toyoda, the commander of the
Combined Fleet, intended the remaining carriers, now
devoid of aircraft, to act as bait. Two forces of battleships
would then penetrate the American inshore fleet and wreak
havoc among the landing ships. A change in the key of the
naval code and strict radio discipline kept the plan from
the Americans. Halsey duly fell into the trap, taking his
3rd Fleet, with 16 fast carriers, off in pursuit of Ozawa’s
four carriers. The light carriers and destroyers off Samar
protecting the landing suddenly found themselves under the
fire of Japanese battleships. However, so strong a fight did
they put up, that the Japanese commander, Kurita, victory in
his grasp, concluded that stronger US forces were present,
and withdrew, fearful of the safety of his ships.

The pincer anyway never closed, for the second force
of battleships, commanded by Nishimura, was met in
Surigao Strait by a squadron of the older American battle-
ships, some of them re-floated after the Pearl Harbor attack.
In the last ever battleship-to-battleship confrontation, the
two aged Japanese ships, Yamashiro and Fuso, unlike their
colleagues off Samar, sailed on undaunted, and were both
sunk.

Overall, Leyte Gulf was the largest naval engagement
in history. Aided by Halsey’s misjudgement, the Japanese
came close to success, but failed to seize their opportunity
when it came. When Halsey caught up with Ozawa’s fleet

off Cape Engaño all four Japanese carriers were sunk.
Although Halsey was forced by news of Kurita’s attack to
break off before sinking all Ozawa’s fleet, Leyte Gulf was
in the final analysis a great defeat for the Japanese Navy,
and rendered its surface fleet a negligible factor for the
remainder of the Pacific War.

The Japanese Army was far from defeated, however,
though its strategy had been reduced to inflicting maximum
damage on the enemy, in preference to retreating from
positions it could not hope to hold – clinging on to the
belief that the Americans would not have the stomach for
high casualties and might be persuaded to offer terms rather
than take the losses that an invasion of the Japanese main-
land could be expected to bring. It took over two months
to secure Leyte, as the Japanese Army poured in 50,000
reinforcements. Eighty thousand Japanese were killed; less
than 1,000 surrendered. Their tactics were shown graph-
ically in the appearance of a new weapon over the invasion
beaches: the kamikaze. Japanese pilots were hopelessly
under-trained, there being a shortage of gasoline and air-
craft, and their planes were outclassed. They began delib-
erately crashing into ships of the invasion fleets, and soon
special kamikaze units were set up, taking their name from
the ‘divine wind’ that had saved Japan from invasion in the
thirteenth century. These were essentially piloted bombs,
and were a fearsome weapon, difficult to defend against,
which struck horror into American sailors, and caused great
destruction. The tendency of the pilots to attack warships,
however, rather than the less prestigious troop-carrying
landing craft, meant that their actual tactical impact was not
as great as it might have been, for American superiority in
naval matériel was now overwhelming.

On land, the Philippines campaign continued until the
end of the war. In January 1945, the Americans landed
at Lingayen Gulf on Luzon, and embarked on the largest
land campaign of the Pacific War. Yamashita, the Japanese
commander, like MacArthur in 1942, dispersed his units
into the mountains – though unlike MacArthur, he also
chose to defend Manila. The city was finally taken in
February, after fighting that left it in ruins, with 100,000
Filipino civilians killed. Bataan, Corregidor and Mindanao
were all recaptured. Elsewhere, contrary to his ‘leap
frogging’ tactic, MacArthur also deployed sizeable forces
to re-take the other Philippine Islands, though they were
strategically unimportant. On Luzon, Japanese resistance
persisted to the bitter end, with Yamashita fighting a skil-
ful delaying campaign. The message was clear: despite
devastating defeats and the decimation of their naval and
air forces, the Japanese would fight harder and harder, the
nearer the enemy came to Japan itself.

Map 43: The Liberation of the Philippines
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Having liberated the Soviet homeland, Stalin declared
the Red Army was now on a ‘march of liberation’.
On 29 July Kosciuszko Radio, the Polish station

in Moscow, appealed for Poles in Warsaw to rise, with
Soviet help approaching. On 1 August the Polish Home
Army, the AK, seized the centre of Warsaw. The AK had
been building their strength until they could reassert Polish
independence and had initiated risings elsewhere, such as
in Volhynia in February. They were unlikely to have taken
any lead from Polish Communists in Moscow. It is more
likely that they assumed that the proximity of the Red
Army meant that the Germans were in retreat, and the
time to liberate Warsaw ahead of the Soviets was at hand.
They seriously miscalculated. Model had mustered enough
strength to hold Rokossovsky at Praga across the Vistula
from Warsaw. Hitler gave Himmler the job of crushing the
rising, and whatever the situation at the front, Himmler
could always find units for such a job: they included a
brigade of German criminals and another of anti-Soviet
Russians. With typical SS ruthlessness they killed over
200,000 and razed the city to the ground.

The rising greatly strained Allied relations and for
some in the West it confirmed that Stalin was intent on
imposing his own rule on eastern Europe. Stalin branded
the Poles as ‘criminals’ and refused either to attempt a
military relief (which may have been beyond the means
of the Red Army at that time) or to keep them supplied
with arms. He refused, until it was too late, to allow Anglo-
American supply flights to land on Soviet airfields. The
rising was finally crushed in October. Elsewhere in Poland,
relations between the AK and the Soviets were tense: there
was little cooperation once the NKVD moved in behind
the Red Army, and more often they regarded each other as
enemies.

The German situation in the east remained perilous,
with the Red Army only 400 miles from Berlin, and few
natural obstacles in the way. On 15 October, Riga fell
to the Soviets. Army Group North fell back from Estonia
into the Courland peninsula, where it held out until the
end of the war. East Prussia was now open to assault
by Rokossovsky’s 2nd Byelorussian Front, and fearful of
brutality, rape and looting, 2 million Germans fled for
safety westwards and to the coast for rescue by the
Kriegsmarine.

The German position was in fact under most imme-
diate threat in the south. Stalin preferred a broad front
approach, much as did Eisenhower in the west: both feared
the German capability for counter-attack against exposed
flanks. In Stalin’s case, it is likely that personal and polit-
ical calculations also intruded; he did not wish any of his

Front commanders to gain too much prestige, and he was
determined to gain post-war control of the states through
which the USSR had been attacked. The growing weakness
of Hitler’s allies also offered the point of least resistance,
so the south was an obvious place to strike. On 25 August,
after a five-day advance, the 2nd and 3rd Ukrainian Fronts
reached the Danube delta, pushing Army Group South
Ukraine ahead of it. Under pressure the two Romanian
armies in that Group had changed sides, and on 23 August
King Michael ousted Antonescu and set up a govern-
ment of national unity, including Communists. After the
Germans bombed Bucharest, Michael declared war, and
sent his armies against the Hungarians in Transylvania.
The Soviets at first would not accept this change of sides,
occupying Ploesti and then Bucharest, before agreeing
an armistice on 12 September that awarded Transylvania
to Romania, but recognised the Soviet annexations of
Bessarabia and Northern Bukovina.

Bulgaria had taken part in the Axis partition of
Yugoslavia and the occupation of Greece, but was trad-
itionally Russophile, and had avoided war with the USSR.
After the death of Tsar Boris in 1943, the government had
made tentative feelers to the Western Allies, with no results.
The government bowed to Soviet pressure on 8 September
and agreed to declare war on Germany, but on 9 September,
it was overthrown by a Fatherland Front, under which
Communists obtained the justice and interior ministries.
The Soviets entered Sofia on 18 October and the Bulgarian
Army joined their forces.

It was Hungary that was to be the main battleground
in central Europe. Hungary was vital to the defence of the
Reich, being its last source of oil after Romania was lost.
Its ruler, Admiral Horthy, had allowed Hitler to station
German troops there in March. He opened negotiations
with the Anglo-Americans, but they informed him in
August that they could not help him, and he should talk
to the Soviets. He did so, but Hitler found out and forced
his resignation. German troops took control of Budapest
and fierce fighting with Malinovsky’s 2nd Ukrainian Front
began that was to last for months. German forces withdrew
from Greece in October, 1944, and protected the flanks of
Army Group South in Hungary. Tolbukhin’s 3rd Ukrainian
Front had driven into Yugoslavia and linked up with Tito’s
partisans: they faced a stiff fight for Belgrade, which fell
on 20 October. Tolbukhin then moved into Hungary, leav-
ing Yugoslavia to the partisans. From November, fighting
centred on Budapest, which came fully under siege at the
end of December. At that point Stalin suspended further
offensives in order to concentrate on the main line of
advance towards Berlin.

Map 44: The Soviet ‘March of Liberation’
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Discussions between the Big Three on political
issues were pushed aside after June 1942 in the
interests of focusing on immediate military issues.

Most Allied–Soviet contact had been over Lend-Lease and
the Arctic convoys and were characterised by bitterness
and mutual suspicion. The Soviets suspected the Allies
were holding back and hoping the Soviets would exhaust
themselves in defeating Germany, and were planning a
separate peace. The Allies also had their separate peace
suspicions, and found the Soviets unappreciative of their
efforts and unwilling to supply information or facilities
that would advance their mutual cause. There were signs of
an improvement in relations when the foreign ministers met
in Moscow in October 1943. Little concrete was decided,
but the atmosphere was cordial and Molotov was surpris-
ingly cooperative. They did set up the European Advisory
Commission in London to settle certain post-war issues:
this was to be the forum where occupation zones for
Germany and Austria were decided.

The Teheran Conference (‘Eureka’), from 28 November
to 1 December, 1943, mainly focused on military strategy,
and the increasing need to coordinate it between the
Soviets and the Anglo-Americans. Roosevelt, who stayed
at the Soviet Embassy because the Soviets claimed there
was a security threat, was at pains to build a close relation-
ship with Stalin, if necessary at Churchill’s expense. He
was now prepared to agree to Stalin’s pre-1941 frontiers,
though not ready to say so in public, and there was agree-
ment that Poland should have its borders moved westwards
to compensate for the loss of territory to the Soviets in the
east. Stalin said that he would enter the war against Japan
after Germany was defeated. Relations were generally
good, though the problem of Poland was not really solved,
as they could not agree on who should be the Polish
government: the Soviets had withdrawn recognition from
the London Polish government-in-exile after they had
supported German proposals for a Red Cross inquiry into
the graves of Polish officers uncovered at Katyn, near
Smolensk, in April.

After Eureka, relations remained on a more cordial
basis into 1944, with Stalin’s suspicions temporarily allayed
by Overlord in June. He even allowed American bombers
to operate from Soviet airfields (Operation Frantic). Rela-
tions soured over Poland again in August, when the
Soviets refused to help the Warsaw rising. The future of
Germany was becoming a subject of increasing debate,
and at Quebec in September 1944 (‘Octagon’) a plan by
Roosevelt’s Treasury Secretary, Henry Morgenthau, to pas-
toralise it by destroying its industrial base was temporarily
favoured. The more enduring issue was whether to keep
Germany one state or to temporarily or permanently parti-
tion it.

The Soviet advances into Poland and the Balkans, and
the approach of Allied and Soviet front-lines towards each
other, meant that political issues that had previously been
kept in the background could no longer be ignored. As
before, it was Churchill who took the active role. He trav-
elled to Moscow in October 1944, to make another effort to
repair relations between the London Poles and Stalin. Faced
with Stalin’s mistrust of any Poles (including the ones he
himself controlled) and the London Poles’ refusal to accept
any territorial changes, Churchill’s efforts were fruitless.
Polish Premier Mikolajczyk, under pressure, did agree to the
proposed frontier movements, but back in London was
forced to resign when his colleagues would not accept them.

Apparently without consultation with Roosevelt,
Churchill also raised the issue of the Balkans. Military
practicalities, such as the risk of bombing each others’
forces (this was already happening in Yugoslavia) neces-
sitated some delineation of spheres of activity – but
Churchill’s main concern was political: primarily the fate
of Greece and Yugoslavia. He proposed to Stalin that
influence should be apportioned on the following lines:
in Romania 90 per cent to the Soviets, Greece 90 per cent
to the Allies. Bulgaria would be 80 per cent Soviet,
Hungary and Yugoslavia 50–50. There is much uncertainty
as to what Churchill meant by the percentages, and no
formal agreement was signed, though Molotov and Eden
haggled over the percentages the following day, altering
those for Hungary in favour of the Soviets. The important
thing to Churchill was that he had made clear to Stalin that
Britain was interested in Greece. Heeding the signal, Stalin
made no attempt to interfere when the British sent troops to
Greece, which by December were engaged in skirmishes
with the Greek Communist resistance. The meaning of
the discussion for elsewhere was less clear-cut, and con-
siderable ill-will between the wartime allies was to grow
up regarding high-handed Soviet actions in the countries
they occupied: though they might well have argued that
they were keeping to the Moscow arrangement and that the
Allies had themselves managed political affairs in Italy in
1943–44, keeping the Soviets away from any influence
when they negotiated with Badoglio, and when they set up
a multi-party provisional government after the liberation
of Rome. Allied policy was hardly consistent. Roosevelt’s
agreement with Stalin at Teheran that he was entitled
to ‘friendly governments’ on his borders, and his ‘four
policemen’ concept for managing world affairs sat uncom-
fortably with American unwillingness to concede that there
was any part of Europe to which they should not have full
economic access. They were suspicious that Churchill,
as much as, if not more than, Stalin, wished to carve a
‘sphere of influence’, and they would seek an alternative
approach at the next Big Three meeting, at Yalta.

Map 45: The Big Three: from Teheran to Yalta
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One of the main purposes of Japanese expansion was
to procure raw materials. These materials needed
to be transported to Japan by sea, and materials

and men to defend the new acquisitions dispatched in the
opposite direction. Japan had a sizeable merchant fleet, but
had neglected the need to protect this traffic. The Navy
was built for fleet actions, including the submarine force;
there were few escort vessels, and methods of convoying
and anti-submarine warfare were not developed until it was
too late. From 1943 Vice-Admiral Lockwood’s Submarine
Command in Pearl Harbor was able to deploy an increasing
number of fine ocean-going submarines, which took a
heavy toll of Japanese shipping. Supply to the island bases,
then to Japan itself, was dislocated, with damaging impact
on Japan’s domestic economy. The rubber, oil and other
resources that were the reason for the war in the first place
ceased to flow into Japan. Aided by radar and signals
intelligence, the American submarine blockade on Japan
by the end of 1944 was one of the most effective naval
blockades ever mounted. Over 1,200 Japanese merchant
ships were sunk, and 20 major warships, for a loss of 52
US submarines out of 288.

Whatever the depletion of Japan’s material capacity
to make war, the resistance of the armed forces remained
strong. With the fighting still raging on the Philippines,
Nimitz’s forces landed on Iwo Jima in March 1945. The
defenders of this small volcanic island followed the
established strategy, whereby the Japanese did not attempt
to defend the beaches, which can lead to a dispersion
of forces. Instead they built formidable defensive posi-
tions inland, taking advantage of the natural terrain. The
Americans then had to overrun each of these. In terms of
grand strategy, the American planners had found the solu-
tion to this by bypassing many Japanese island strongholds
and striking more directly towards Japan itself – and Iwo
Jima was the latest point on that line of advance. On the
islands that were targets of attack, however, there was no
alternative to costly assaults on these strongholds. Despite
the destruction involved, American material resources were
more than sufficient for such attritional warfare, and the
Japanese hope that American willpower would weaken in
the face of such destruction failed to take into account the
determination for complete victory that the Pearl Harbor
attack had raised. Such battles were, however, a terrible
burden on the front-line troops, of whom there was a suffi-
ciency but not an abundance, meaning that the same units
were deployed again and again on island assaults. Sixty
thousand Marines and 800 warships were deployed to
take Iwo Jima. Over a third of the Marines were killed or
wounded. The Japanese fought in their strongholds on Hill

382 and ‘Bloody Gorge’ to the last man. Iwo Jima took
36 days to capture, rather than the anticipated 14. The
campaign produced the iconic photograph of Marines
raising the flag over Mount Suribachi, and provided a
useful air base, but its major significance was probably in
strengthening the belief among American servicemen in
the Pacific and policy-makers in Washington, that an inva-
sion of Japan itself would be a very costly undertaking.

Okinawa had been Japanese territory since 1895 and
contained a significant Japanese civilian population. It was
the central island of the Ryukyus and only 340 miles
(550 km) from Japan itself. On 1 April 1945, four divisions
of US 10th Army attacked in the most costly American
assault operation of the Pacific War – and also the last.
Over half a million troops and over 1,200 warships –
including the newly arrived British Pacific Fleet (TF57)
participated. More than 170,000 US troops were actually
landed on the island. They faced 77,000 Japanese, with
22,000 local militia, commanded by General Ushijima.
He intended to attack the landings only with kamikaze, and
concentrated his forces inland around Naha and on the
Motobu peninsula. The aim was to inflict as many casual-
ties as possible on the Americans, until all his own men
were dead. Consequently, the Marines quickly captured
the airfields that were a major objective. They advanced
speedily until they came up against Ushijima’s formidable
defensive positions in rocky terrain and caves that were
immune to air or sea bombardment.

Supporting Ushijima, Toyoda launched Operation Ten-
Go: waves of kamikazes, which from 6 April to 22 June flew
nearly 2,000 sorties and caused great damage to the Allied
armada. The surface fleet sortied on its own kamikaze
mission – but less effectively; the giant battleship Yamato
and most of the seaworthy remnants of the Mobile Fleet,
with fuel only for a one-way voyage, were sunk by aircraft
in the East China Sea before they could reach Okinawa.

Meanwhile, the Marines reached the northern tip of
Okinawa on 13 April and cleared Motobu by 20 April.
They then joined 24th Corps confronting the strongholds
in the south. Two infantry divisions were badly mauled,
but Ushijima’s defence strongpoint at Shuri was broken
through and Naha capitulated on 27 May. The Japanese
fell back onto the Oruku peninsula, which they defended
stoutly. They were only finally defeated on 22 June.
Ushijima committed suicide that day; only 7,400 of his
troops survived to become prisoners. On the Allied side,
36 warships and landing ships had been sunk and nearly
5,000 sailors killed. Some 7,613 soldiers were killed. With
the fall of Okinawa, Japan’s inner defence perimeter had
been breached.

Map 46: The Noose Tightens Around Japan
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Stalin assigned two axes of advance into Germany at
the start of 1945: Zhukov’s 1st Byelorussian Front
would proceed from Warsaw to Berlin, while Konev’s

1st Ukrainian headed towards Breslau. They outnumbered
Army Groups A and Centre twofold in infantry, fourfold in
tanks, and sevenfold in artillery, which they had come to
use in blistering preludes to their unsubtle direct forward
advances. The Red Air Force dominated the air. Konev got
off to a start on 12 January behind an enormous barrage.
Zhukov’s advance began on 14 January. Warsaw was encir-
cled and fell on 17 January. On 21 January, Hitler created
a new army, the Army of the Vistula, under Himmler: an
appointment determined by loyalty not military talent.
Himmler’s forces were mainly volkssturm – militias of old
men and boys. Konev crossed the Oder into Germany at
Steinau on 22 January.

By now, the only limit to the speed of the Soviet
advance was their own supply needs: their heavy bombard-
ment tactics ate rapidly into the resources arriving from the
east in US-made trucks. The cities in their path held out
like fortresses: Memel until 27 January, Poznan until 22
February, Königsberg until April, and Breslau until the end
of the war. However, by February, Konev and Zhukov were
established on the Oder. Their advances then halted for two
months, during which they consolidated their position in
Poland, at the same time supervising the forcible resettle-
ment of Poles in place of Germans, and arresting AK
leaders.

Berlin was a formidable target. It was not fortified, but
its nineteenth- and twentieth-century structures had stood
up well to Allied bombing, and were eminently defensible.
The Soviets marshalled huge forces for the assault. As they
were doing so, the fierce fighting in Hungary around Lake
Balaton finally concluded as Malinovsky and Tolbukhin
broke out onto the plain and by 8 April were fighting in the
heart of Vienna: the SS units there fought tenaciously and
great destruction had been done by the time the city fell
on 13 April. Three days later the attack on Berlin began,
Konev and Zhukov racing each other to be the first to
take the city. Zhukov’s assault was led by Chuikov’s 8th
Guards Army – formerly the 66th Army, the defenders of
Stalingrad. Some 464,000 Soviet soldiers prepared for the
final battle. Contrary to what he had written to Eisenhower,
Stalin regarded Berlin as of major significance.

Within Berlin, Hitler rejected the advice of his
entourage and determined to remain there until the finish.
He was, though, slipping out of touch with reality in his

underground bunker, giving orders to non-existent units.
The defenders fought street by street against the advancing
Soviets, who poured a deluge of shells into the city. By
29 April they were less than a quarter of a mile from the
Reich Chancellery. As they approached, Hitler married Eva
Braun, and named Dönitz as his successor. On 30 April, he
took poison, and then shot himself. On 2 May, Alyosha
Kovalyov, one of Zhukov’s soldiers, raised the red flag over
the Reichstag, providing another great iconic photograph
of the war. At 3 p.m. on 2 May, a cease-fire came into
force. The Soviets had lost 300,000 men killed or wounded
in taking Berlin; 125,000 Berliners had died in the battle.

Once he had crossed the Rhine and encircled the Ruhr,
Eisenhower’s advance had been remarkably fast across the
German plain, giving Stalin cause to suspect a deal with
the Germans. There had been no deal and resistance
continued, but certainly by this point, Germans were eager
to surrender to the western Allies, rather than fall into the
hands of the vengeful Soviets. Montgomery struck across
northern Germany towards Denmark, getting to Lübeck
just before the Red Army. Further south, by 10 April
Patton was at Erfurt on the Elbe, and by 12 April 1st and
9th Armies were on the Elbe too. Leipzig fell on 19 April
and Bradley then held his position to await the Soviets.
With plentiful news cameras present, Soviet and American
soldiers met at Torgau on 24 April, embraced and toasted
the Grand Alliance. Germany had been crushed between
two giant pincers and for the soldiers the moment symbol-
ised peace, even if relations between their superiors were
becoming sour. Further south, Patton’s forces found no
National Redoubt, and by the time fighting ended had
made a junction with Clark’s 5th Army in Austria.

On 5 May, from his headquarters near Flensburg,
Dönitz sent Field Marshal Jodl to Eisenhower’s head-
quarters in Rheims to arrange a surrender to the western
Allies. Eisenhower insisted on complete unconditional
surrender, and with nothing to bargain, Jodl agreed the
surrender at 2.41 a.m. on 7 May. Churchill and Truman
declared 8 May as Victory in Europe (VE) Day – but Stalin
still suspected a deal and insisted on a repeat signing in
Berlin. This was done just before midnight on 8 May,
meaning that for the USSR VE Day was 9 May. Fighting
continued in Prague, as the Czech National Army resistance
group attempted to seize the city to hand to the Americans.
Patton had been ordered to halt short of the Czech capital,
however, and it was the Red Army that entered Prague on
9 May, and took its surrender on 11 May.

Map 47: The Battle for Germany
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The second Big Three conference, at Yalta in the
Crimea from 4 to 11 February 1945 (code-named
Argonaut), has been the subject of great controversy.

To many during the Cold War, Yalta became a symbol of
Roosevelt’s naïveté and was the point at which his weak-
ness or misguided optimism towards Stalin produced
the post-war division of Europe and encouraged Stalin to
believe that he could embark on a programme of expan-
sionism with impunity. Alternatively, the conference can
be seen as the high-point of the Grand Alliance: the par-
ticipants seem to have come away believing that was
so, and it certainly looked like a triumph of the spirit of
compromise in the face of the task that still needed to be
completed – the Axis powers were in their last throes, but
Allied unity was still needed to finish the job.

In particular, Roosevelt was concerned to gain Stalin’s
assurance that the promise to enter the war against Japan
held good. The Americans were anxious that the Red Army
should be brought into battle against the still sizeable
Japanese forces in China and Manchukuo. In return,
Roosevelt agreed that the Soviets would receive the
southern part of Sakhalin and the Kurile islands, as well
as confirmation of their control of Outer Mongolia and
certain concessions in Manchuria.

With regard to Europe, it was agreed to set up an
Allied Control Commission for Germany and Austria;
Austria’s independence was confirmed, and war criminals
would be tried. France would receive, at Churchill’s request,
an occupation zone in Germany. The most difficult discus-
sions were on Poland: the Big Three were already agreed
on the eastern frontier; in the west, the Oder–Neisse line
was agreed, though without specifying the western or
eastern branch of the Neisse. Stalin asserted that there
would be no problem with a German minority in Poland,
since all the Germans had left – in fact his armies would
make that so in the next two months. The issue of the
Polish government was more contentious: the Soviets
wished for the provisional government they had set up in
Lublin, who were mostly Communists, to be recognised. A
compromise was reached whereby this was to be expanded
with the addition of Poles from London and from the AK –
but it remained a matter of dispute what the proportions
would be. It seemed, however, to be a satisfactory com-
promise, and generally there was pleasure that political
matters could be discussed without catastrophic diver-
gences. Agreement was reached on voting rights in the
United Nations. On the Soviet demand for reparations, the
western Allies conceded the principle, and a general figure
was mentioned, which the Soviets later regarded as a firm

agreement. On the subject of the liberated territories, a US
State Department proposal was adopted as the Declaration
on Liberated Europe, guaranteeing that all countries liber-
ated from the enemy would have speedy elections to form
democratic governments (this was probably directed at
Britain and its activities in Greece as much as at the
Soviets). Stalin signed it, though probably regarding it as
a public relations exercise that did not supersede the
percentages arrangement.

Be that as it may, the participants came away generally
happy. The mood did not last. The Soviets immediately
bullied King Michael into changing the Romanian govern-
ment. Anglo-American representatives in Bulgaria had to
watch passively as Communists moved into positions of
power. The Soviets began arguing that the Poland agree-
ment meant that their Polish committee in Lublin would be
the basis for the new government, with a few additions.
Furthermore, they objected to most western nominees
and arrested representatives of the AK when they arrived
in Moscow, claiming they had engaged in anti-Soviet
activities.

Churchill, worried by these signs that the Soviets
no longer felt the need to take Allied views into account,
argued to Roosevelt that their forces should press ahead to
take politically important cities like Berlin, Prague and
Vienna, and should hold their line as far east as possible,
not retreating to their designated zones without better
behaviour from the Soviets. Churchill was furious about
Eisenhower’s dealings with Stalin over Berlin, which he
regarded as a political, not a military, matter. The US Joint
Chiefs of Staff were glad to be able to state flatly that mili-
tary expediency came foremost in their calculations, and
both Roosevelt and his successor Truman were unwilling
to antagonise the Soviets in advance of their participation
in the war with Japan.

Roosevelt died on 12 April, and Truman received
advice to be tough with the Soviets. The Soviets them-
selves voiced suspicions that the Allies had made peace
deals with the Germans and complained bitterly at contacts
in Berne between SS General Wolff and Allen Dulles of
the American Office of Strategic Services to arrange a
surrender in Italy. It was in this context that the war in
Europe came to an end. It was agreed to meet in Germany
to discuss the future, but Truman successfully stalled the
meeting until the atomic bomb could be tested. He was
able to announce the success of the Trinity test (without
saying what the bomb was) to Stalin at the conference
at Potsdam, though Stalin’s only response was to say he
hoped it would be used on Japan.

Map 48: From Yalta to Potsdam
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Since 1940, the US had been developing the B-29
bomber specifically for the distances that would
be involved in a Pacific campaign. On 15 June 1944

attacks with it began from India, on targets in Manchukuo
and Korea. The campaign only started in earnest when
the capture of the Marianas put Japan itself within range.
High-level attacks from there began on 24 November,
targeting the aircraft industry. After two months, results
were poor, for the winds that prevail at high altitudes over
Japan, cloud cover and Japanese fighters (no American
escorts could accompany the bombers) made precision
bombing virtually impossible. On 3 January tactics were
switched to incendiary attacks on the highly inflammable
Japanese cities, with a night raid on Nagoya. General
LeMay took over the campaign, and on 25 February
150 B-29s burnt out a square mile in the centre of Tokyo in
a day-time raid. LeMay then switched to low-level night
raids, enabling heavier loads to be carried: gunners could
be dispensed with, because the Japanese had not developed
effective radar/night-fighter defence systems.

The results were devastating. On the night of 9/10
March 300 B-29s started a firestorm in residential areas of
Tokyo that destroyed nearly a quarter of the city, including
20 military targets, and killing 85,000 people. Osaka,
Kobe and Nagoya followed, before the bombers returned to
Tokyo. After a break to support the landings on Okinawa,
the assault re-started in May, this time with escorts from
the airfield on Iwo Jima, which swept Japanese fighters
from the sky. This allowed the B-29s and aircraft from the
task forces to roam freely across Japan. In 500-bomber
raids 66 of Japan’s larger cities were obliterated. LeMay’s
mixture of precision and incendiary raids was then turned
on smaller towns and installations, so that by the end of
July, Japan was virtually at a standstill. Production had
been halved, the transportation system had collapsed and
300,000 had been killed. Over 8 million had been made
homeless.

Historians continue to debate whether the bombing
or the submarine campaigns were the more important in
bringing the Japanese economy to its knees. What is
certain is that together they had a dramatic impact on
Japan’s ability to wage war. Okinawa, however, seemed in
Washington to show Japan’s determination to fight to the
bitter end. Three consequences flowed from this. The JCS
continued to be anxious to secure Soviet involvement in
the invasion of Japan. Second, when the Manhattan Project
came to fruition, there was no serious debate as to whether
the atomic bomb should be used. Third, Japanese peace-
feelers through the Soviets, with hints that they would seek

only the condition that the Emperor retain his throne, were
discounted. Opinion in Japanese policy-making circles was
in fact divided, with some in the Army, which retained
large and undefeated armies in China and Manchukuo,
believing that American fear of high casualties in an inva-
sion could bring a negotiated peace, while some civilians
in the government believed that the war had to be ended
before Japan was totally destroyed.

The US continued to insist on unconditional surrender –
some have suggested that from the time of the successful
test of the atomic bomb on 16 July there was a desire to
use the bomb in action in order to intimidate the Soviets –
and at Potsdam issued a declaration refusing any terms
to the Japanese. This allowed the Japanese Army to claim
that Japanese society and culture would be destroyed by
the Americans in any event, so that fighting on was the
only honourable course.

Events therefore moved to their terrible conclusion.
On 6 August a lone B-29 flew from Tinian and at 8.15 a.m.
dropped a 5-ton uranium bomb, ‘Little Boy’, over
Hiroshima. An area of 5 square miles (13 sq km) was
devastated. Sixty-two per cent of the buildings of the city
were destroyed. Out of a population of 322,000, by August
1946 118,000 had died as a result of the bomb, and the
effects of radiation were subsequently to push this figure
towards 150,000.

On 8 August, in accordance with the undertaking given
at Yalta, a massive Soviet attack was launched across the
frontier into Manchuria, and swept the Kwantung Army
before it. On 9 August, a plutonium bomb, ‘Fat Man’ was
dropped over Nagasaki. About 74,000 were killed out of a
population of 270,000. There was a delay while the impact
of these blows sunk in among Japanese leaders – and there
were army officers still prepared to fight on. The govern-
ment announced on 10 August that it would accept the
Potsdam declaration, provided the prerogatives of the
Emperor were unaffected. The Americans were now pre-
pared to make clear, in a way they had not done before,
that the Emperor could remain on his throne. Japanese
delay, at least partly because there was no strong central
leadership in Tokyo, meant that the fire-bombers returned
to Tokyo on the night of 13–14 August. This prompted the
Emperor to make an unprecedented intervention, ordering
his government to surrender and announcing on the radio
that the war was ‘no longer proceeding to Japan’s advan-
tage’. This was on 14 August, though it was not until
2 September that the surrender was signed on board USS
Missouri (and the last Japanese soldier did not surrender
until 1974). The Second World War was finally at an end.

Map 49: The Final Defeat of Japan
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In July 1944 a conference met at Dumbarton Oaks in
Washington, where the format for a new international
organisation was discussed. Agreement was only par-

tial, and there was dispute over the veto for the great
powers and over membership for the 16 Soviet republics of
the USSR. At Bretton Woods, New Hampshire, new finan-
cial institutions to ensure better management of the world’s
economy were established: designed chiefly to transfer the
direction of the world financial system from London to
New York, but also to head off the possibility of another
great depression by establishing the International Monetary
Fund and what became the World Bank.

The United Nations Organization was founded at the
San Francisco Conference, which ran from 25 April to 26
June, and was attended by 50 nations. It established an
organisation designed to be more based upon the realities
of power than the old League of Nations. Members
renounced war except in self-defence, but the UN was
given the authority to organise military action to enforce
its resolutions by requesting forces from member states.
The UN enshrined at its heart Roosevelt’s principle of
the ‘four policemen’: onto the ‘democracy’ of the General
Assembly was grafted the dominance of the victorious
allies, who were given permanent seats on the Security
Council, the decision-making body, and the power of veto
over actions by the UN, including those affecting them-
selves. Without this proviso, the USSR, and probably the
US, would not have signed up. The UN also took over a
number of the social and economic activities of the League
(such as the International Labour Organization), and the
World Health Organization, UNICEF and UNESCO were
arguably to be the most effective elements of the UN as its
central function foundered in the post-war world on the
breakdown of the great power unanimity upon which its
political effectiveness depended.

The tense relations that were developing in the Grand
Alliance were evident at the final conference of the war.
Code-named Terminal, it took place between 17 July and
2 August 1945 in Potsdam, a suburb of Berlin. On 28 July,
Churchill was replaced by Clement Attlee who had won
the British general election. On 26 July the Potsdam
Declaration was issued to Japan, calling on Japan to
surrender unconditionally and remove those who had led
Japan’s aggression or face ‘complete and utter destruction’ –
though the atomic bomb was not specifically mentioned.
Japan would be limited to the four home islands, would be
disarmed, and war criminals would be punished. The Big
Three had long and profitless discussions on German rep-
arations. It was agreed that individual occupying powers
would decide the amounts themselves and take them from

their own zones; Germany would not be permanently parti-
tioned, but the occupying powers would be sovereign in
their zones, and all would have a veto on the ACC. Berlin
was also to be partitioned. The territorial arrangements made
at Yalta were confirmed and 6 million Germans were to be
resettled from Poland, Hungary and Czechoslovakia. The
Polish government was recognised, after a mission by US
envoy Hopkins to Moscow in June (the Americans had
refused to allow the Lublin Poles to represent Poland at San
Francisco), though Soviet-backed provisional governments in
Bulgaria and Romania were not; neither was a Soviet request
for a trusteeship in Libya. Although the facade of Allied
unity remained, the lines were already being drawn on
which the Grand Alliance would fissure into the Cold War.

Unlike after the First World War, there was never to
be a peace treaty with Germany. Nazi war criminals were
tried at an international tribunal at Nuremberg in 1946.
Foreign Ministers conferences met every three months
until December 1947 in an attempt to reach agreement on
the residual issues, but instead simply exposed the failure
to agree on the long-term future of Germany and on
reparations. In the areas occupied by the Red Army, with
the exception of Austria and Finland, the Soviets carried
out their stated aim of securing ‘friendly governments’.
This was a gradual process, largely ad hoc. The basic
principle was to ensure that the military, police and foreign
affairs were controlled: the only willing, or trusted agents
turned out to be Communists, and one by one, coalition
governments and even the semblance of democracy were
replaced by regimes run by Communists closely directed
by Moscow. The last to succumb was Czechoslovakia in
1948. Many who had until recently been fellow-resisters to
Hitler, were imprisoned or murdered and forced ‘socialisa-
tion’ of national infrastructure took place.

The new frontiers of Europe, as agreed at the wartime
conferences, were put in place, and for four years after the
war Europe witnessed a stream of ‘displaced persons’;
either those seeking to return home after being used as
forced labour in the Reich, or expelled ethnic Germans, or
peoples in the Soviet Union that Stalin saw as traitors: Balts,
Volga Germans, Circassians, Chechens, and many who had
been prisoners of the Germans, who were either murdered
or sent to Siberia. Europe lay devastated, and it was in
response to this that the British and Americans began the
process of reviving economic autonomy in their zones of
Germany in 1946 and in 1947 the US offered Marshall
Aid. These moves provoked more Soviet distrust, and the
responses on both sides effectively cemented the wartime
positions of the two halves of Europe, divided by an ‘iron
curtain’ in a long but uneasy peace for the next 45 years.

Map 50: Another Uneasy Peace
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On the face of it, the end of the war restored the
political status quo in Asia, with the exception of
the dissolution of the Japanese Empire. There was

not seen to be a need to convene a peace conference to
agree a post-war settlement. The US took on the occu-
pation of Japan with a small Commonwealth contingent
that had no influence. American acceptance that the
Emperor would remain on his throne meant that there was
an element of constitutional continuity in Japan. While
MacArthur, who was put in command, introduced reforms
to transform Japan into a capitalist democracy, and war
crimes trials were held that resulted in the execution of
Tojo, there was not a radical transformation of Japanese
society. Indeed, it became possible for Japanese to regard
the militarist expansionist period as merely an interlude.
Post-war Japan easily regained its position as the economic
great power of the Far East.

Elsewhere in Asia, however, the war had, in fact,
unleashed forces of radical change. Korea was occupied by
the Soviets in the north and the Americans in the south.
Both set up regimes according to their own preferences,
and the Communist North invaded the South in June 1950,
precipitating the Korean War, and a theatre for Cold
War confrontation that outlasted the Cold War itself. In
China, Jiang’s forces were almost immediately involved
in renewed conflict with Mao’s Communists. In spite of
American aid, and large armies trained during the war,
the KMT were defeated and fled to Taiwan. There they
declared themselves the true Republic of China, being
recognised as such by the US until the 1970s, and like
Japan, with American protection and investment became
one of Asia’s most prosperous economies. In China itself,
Mao proclaimed the People’s Republic of China in 1949
and became an ally of the USSR the following year.

The defeats inflicted by the Japanese in 1941–42 had
been immensely damaging to the hold of the Europeans on
their Asian colonies. The Japanese had promoted nationalist
movements, and allowed some local autonomy. After their
defeat, western-educated elites sought independence, draft-
ing programmes for liberation based on a mixture of
democratic and socialist principles. The British regained
control of Burma, Malaya, Singapore and Borneo, and
helped the French back into Indo-China, preferring their
occupation to that of the Chinese, which the Americans, for
a time, favoured. The Vietnamese declared their independ-
ence at the end of the war, expecting American support,
but instead, after prolonged negotiations with the French,
embarked on a war for independence which in various
forms was to last for 30 years. The Americans granted
independence to the Philippines, though they retained

bases there, and kept certain strategic islands in the Pacific,
notably Guam. The Dutch returned to the East Indies, but
they, like the French, found it impossible to reassert con-
trol and finally withdrew from what became Indonesia in
the 1950s.

Although victorious, the British faced the same
problems. Bankrupted by the war and with occupation
responsibilities in Europe and a programme of socialist
reform at home, the Attlee government came quickly to the
conclusion that they could not hold on to the British
Empire in Asia. In return for agreement to remain in the
Commonwealth, the British departed from India in haste
in 1947. Burma and Ceylon (Sri Lanka) proved equally
impossible for the British to retain, now that the population
had lost any respect for them. They successfully fought a
Communist insurgency in Malaya in the 1950s, but their
rule there and elsewhere in Asia was rapidly to come to an
end. The same phenomenon was to be repeated in Africa,
and by 1960, 15 years after the end of the war, most of the
European empires had either won independence or were
well-advanced on that road, despite resistance on the part
of the imperialists, particularly the French in Algeria. The
Second World War had fatally humiliated these powers and
materially reduced their strength so that they could no longer
hold their possessions by force. Their hasty departure, with-
out properly establishing a post-imperial settlement, meant
that decolonisation produced independence, but in many
parts of the world neither stability, peace nor prosperity.

On the positive side, the Second World War did
undoubtedly accelerate the process by which the majority of
peoples of the world gained greater control over their own
destinies. Begun in order to halt the self-aggrandisement
of Japan, Germany and Italy, the war was a success in that
regard, although at terrible cost. Western Europe, after a
short period of economic disorder, entered into a period of
unprecedented peace, and attempts to resolve the issue of
Germany in a new way brought movement to voluntary
rather than forced European integration. For the United
States, the war ushered in a period of greater prosperity
than it had ever known. The price for all this was heavy:
the immense human and material cost of the war, the
unimaginable horrors that it unleashed in the Nazi geno-
cides and in new terrible ways of waging war without
mercy, and the fact that many of the peoples involved
most closely in the struggle emerged from the war without
freedom, but under the tyranny of Stalin. Even after Soviet
rule was finally removed from the USSR and its satellites,
older conflicts re-surfaced, many of them inflamed during
the war and kept suppressed only by the Cold War, par-
ticularly in Yugoslavia and the Caucasus.

Map 51: The Global Impact of the War
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Columbia, South Carolina, USA, 29
Combined Bomber Offensive, 27, 27
Combined Chiefs of Staff, Allied

(CCS), 22, 35
Combined Fleet, Japanese, 15, 17,

18, 35, 35, 43
commandoes, 38
commissar order, 28, 34
Commonwealth, British, 51

forces, 11, 16, 17
and see Australia, Canada, New

Zealand, South Africa
Communism, 2, 2, 3, 33, 42, 42, 44,

45, 48, 51
Communist regimes, post-war, 50,

50, 51, 51
Como, 47
Compiègne, 7, 7
concentration camps, 3, 32, 34,

34, 45
conferences, Allied, 30

Bretton Woods (1944), 30, 30, 50
Cairo (1943), 35
Casablanca (Symbol) (1943),

22, 27
Dumbarton Oaks (1944), 30, 50
Moscow Supply (1941), 22, 30
Moscow (Tolstoy) (1944), 45, 45
Potsdam (Terminal) (1945), 30, 48,

48, 49, 50
Quebec (Quadrant) (1943), 22,

27, 35
Quebec (Octagon) (1944), 45
San Francisco (1945), 30, 50
Teheran (Eureka) (1943), 22, 30,

38, 45, 48

Washington (Arcadia) (1941),
16, 22

Washington (Trident) (1943), 22
Yalta (Argonaut) (1945), 30, 40,

45, 45, 48, 48, 49, 50
Congress for Industrial

Organizations, 29
Congress Party, Indian, 41
Congress, US, 29, 30, 34, 42
Conservative Party, British, 31
Constantine, 23
Constanza, 27, 44
convoys,

Arctic, 20, 20, 28, 30, 30, 45
Atlantic, 20, 20, 30, 30
Mediterranean, Allied, 9, 11
Mediterranean, Axis, 9, 11, 24

Copenhagen, 6
copper, 36
Coral Sea, 18, 18, 19, 36
Coral Sea, Battle of the (1942), 17,

17, 18, 18
Corfu, 1, 12
Corinth, 12
Corregidor, 16, 16, 43, 43
Corsica, 7, 9, 22, 24
Cos, 34, 45
Cossack, HMS, 6
Cossacks, 14
Cotentin Peninsula, 38, 38
cotton, 28
Courageous, HMS, 6
Courland, 37, 44, 44, 45
Coventry, 8, 8, 31, 31
Cox’s Bazar, 41
Crerar, General Henry, 38,

39, 40
Crete, 1, 11, 12, 12, 22, 45, 50
Crimea 13, 14, 14, 21, 25, 25, 34, 37, 

37, 45, 48
Cripps mission (to India), 41
Croatia, 9, 12, 12, 33, 33
Crusader, Operation, 11, 11
Cunningham, Admiral Andrew, 9
Cunningham, General Alan, 10,

10, 11
Curzon line, 1
Cyprus, 10, 11, 22, 33, 34
Cyrenaica, 11, 11, 21, 23
Cyrene, 23
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Czechoslovakia, 1, 3, 3, 13, 48, 50, 50
Czech National Army, 47
and see Bohemia, Moravia,

Slovakia
Czestochowa, 33
D’Entrecasteaux Islands, 19
Dachau, 34, 34
Dairen, 48
Daito, 49
Dakar, 20, 30
Dallas, 29
Damascus, 10
Danube river, 3, 25, 32, 37, 44, 44,

47, 48
Danzig, 1, 3, 3, 9, 27, 32, 45, 47, 48
Darlan, Admiral François, 23
Darmstadt, 27, 32, 40
Darussalam, 51
Darwin, 15, 16, 17
Daugavpils, 13, 37, 44, 45
Dauntless, Douglas SBD, 18
Davao, 15, 16, 17, 36
D-Day, 38
de Gaulle, General Charles, 7, 7,

10, 39
death camps, 34
death marches, 45
Deauville, 8
Debden, 8
Debrecen, 27, 44, 45
deception, 24, 38
Declaration on Liberated Europe, 48
Deir ez Zor, 10
Demidov, 14, 14
Demotika, 22
Dempsey, General Sir Miles, 24, 38,

39, 40
Demyansk, 14, 22
Denmark, 1, 6, 6, 9, 9, 22, 33, 34, 34,

47, 47, 48, 50
resistance in, 33, 33

Denmark Strait, 20
Dentz, General Henri-Fernand, 

10, 10
Denver, 29
Depression, Great, 1, 2, 3, 30, 

31, 36
Derby, 31
Derna, 11, 23
Desau, 27, 32, 47
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Destroyer-Bases Deal, Anglo-US
(1940), 20

Detachment, Operation, 46
Detroit, 29, 29
Deutsches Afrika Korps, 11, 11, 23,

24, 24
Deventer, 7, 39, 40
Devers, General Jacob, 40
Diego Suarez, 10, 10
Dieppe, 7, 22, 39
Dieppe landings (1942), 22
Dietrich, General ‘Sepp’, 40, 40
‘Dig for Victory’, 31
Dijon, 7, 39, 40
Dili, 16, 17
Dimapur, 41
Dinant, 7, 39
Dinjan, 30, 41, 42
disabled, extermination of, 32, 34
‘displaced persons’, 50
dissidents, Nazi persecution of, 32
Djibouti, 10
Dnepropetrovsk, 13, 14, 21, 25, 37
Dniepr river, 13, 14, 25, 25, 37, 37
Dniester river, 4, 13, 13, 25, 37, 37,

44, 48
Do17, Dornier, 8
Dobruja, Southern, 9, 50
Dodecanese Islands, 1, 22, 50
Dodge trucks, 25
Dominions, British, 4

and see Australia, Canada,
Commonwealth, 
New Zealand, South Africa

Don river, 13, 13, 14, 21, 21, 25
Donbaik, 41, 41
Donbass, 28
Donets Basin, 13, 28
Donets river, 13, 14, 21, 21, 25,

25, 28
Dönitz, Grand Admiral Karl, 

20, 47
Doolittle, Colonel James, 17
Doolittle Raid, 17
Doorman, Admiral Karl, 16
Dora-Mittelbau, 34, 34
Dorsale, Eastern (of Atlas

Mountains), 24, 24
Dorsale, Western (of Atlas

Mountains), 24

Dortmund, 27, 32, 40
Dover, 7, 8, 31, 39
Dowding, Air Marshal Sir Hugh, 8
Dracula, Operation, 41, 41
Dragoon, Operation, 26, 39, 39
Drancy, 34
Drava river, 47
Dresden, 27, 27, 32, 40, 47, 48
Drobitsky Yar, 34
Drut river, 37
Dubossary, 37
Dubrovnik, 12, 44
Duisburg, 27, 32, 40
Dukla Pass, 44
Dulles, Allen, 48
Dumbarton Oaks Conference (1944),

30, 50
Dundee, 31
Dunkerque, 10
Dunkirk, 7, 7, 8, 8, 31, 39, 40
Durazzo, 12
Düsseldorf, 27, 32, 39, 40
Dutch Harbor, 18
Duxford, 8
Dvina river, 13, 13, 37
Dynamo, Operation, 7, 7
Eagle, Operation, 8
Eaker, General Ira, 27
East China Sea, 2, 42, 46, 46, 49
East Indies, Netherlands, 15, 15, 16,

16, 17, 17
East Prussia, 1, 3, 3, 4, 9, 13, 32, 32,

37, 37, 44, 44, 47, 48, 50
East Siberian Sea, 28
Eastchurch, 8
Eastern Dorsale (of Atlas Mountains),

24, 24
Eastern Solomons, Battle

of (1942), 19
Eben Emael, 7, 7
Echternach, 40
economies at war, 5, 32, 36, 46,

49, 51
Eden, Anthony, 22, 45, 45
Edinetti, 34
Egypt, 9, 11, 11, 22, 23, 23
Eichmann, Adolf, 34
Eifel, 40
88 mm gun (Flak 18), 11, 27
Eindhoven, 39, 39

Einsatzgruppen, 34, 34
Eire, 9, 22, 50
Eisenborn, 40
Eisenhower, General Dwight, 22, 24,

26, 38, 39, 39, 40, 40, 44, 45,
47, 48

El Agheila, 9, 11, 11, 22, 23
El Alamein, 22, 23, 23
Elate, 17
Elbe river, 3, 32, 40, 47, 47, 48
Elbing, 32, 44, 47
Elbrus, Mount, 21
Ellice Islands, 15
El Nofilia, 11, 23
embargoes, 15
Emden, 27
Emergency Powers Act, British, 31
Empires:

British, 4, 8, 15, 16, 22, 30, 30, 36,
41, 51

Dutch, 15, 16, 36, 51
French, 10, 15, 16, 30, 36, 51
Japanese, 2, 15, 16, 36, 36, 51

Empress Augusta Bay, 19
Empress Augusta Bay, Battle of

(1943), 19, 19
Endau, 16
Enfidaville, 24
English Channel, 7, 8, 31, 38, 39
Enigma, 4, 20, 31 and see

intelligence, signals
Eniwetok, 35, 35
Enterprise, USS, 17, 18, 18
Epsom, Operation, 38
Erfurt, 32, 47, 47
Ergli, 44
Eritrea, 10, 10
escort carriers, 20
Espiritu Santo, 17, 35
Essen, 27, 32, 39, 40, 49
Essex class (fleet carriers), 35
Estonia, 1, 5, 5, 9, 9, 44, 50
Esutoru, 49
Etaples, 8
Ethiopia, 3, 10, 10
Etna, Mount, 24, 24
Etoforu, 15, 49
Euboea, 12
Eupen, 22, 32
Euphrates river, 10
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Eureka see Teheran Conference
Europe,

Eastern, 5, 5, 13, 44
German-occupied, 32, 33
post-war, 50, 51
South-East, 9, 12, 13
Western, 33, 51

European Advisory Commission,
45, 45

euthanasia, 34, 34
evacuation, 31
Ewa, 15
Executive Order 8802, US, 29
Exeter, 8, 31
Exeter, HMS, 6
‘Faith’ (Gladiator aircraft), 11
Fakfak, 16
Falaise, 38
‘Falaise Gap’, 38, 38
Falkland Islands, 20
Falmouth, 31
fascism, European, 33
Fascist Grand Council, 24
‘Fat Man’ (plutonium bomb), 49
Fatherland Front, 44
Fayetteville, 29
Felixtowe, 31
Fengtien, 36, 42, 49
Ferrara, 26
Fez, 23
Fiji, 15, 17
‘Final Solution’, 34, 34
financial system, international, 

30, 50
Finland, 1, 5, 5, 9, 13, 13, 22, 33, 34,

34, 37, 45, 50, 50
First World War, 1, 2, 9, 30, 32, 50
Firth of Clyde, 31
Firth of Forth, 8, 31
Fiume, 1, 12, 47
‘fleet train’, 35
Flensburg, 32, 47, 47
Fletcher, Rear-Admiral Frank, 18
Florence, 26, 33
Flores, 16
Florida Islands, 19
Flossenburg, 34
Flushing, 39
Foggia, 26, 27
Foochow, 2, 36, 42

food production, 28, 31
forced labour, 9, 28, 32, 32, 33, 34,

36, 42, 50
Foreign Ministers conferences, 

post-war, 50
Formosa, 2, 2, 15, 16, 35, 36, 42, 43,

51, 51
Fort Dauphin, 10
Fort Worth, 29
Fortitude, Operation, 38
Fossoli, 34
‘four policemen’, 45, 50
Four Year Plan, German, 32
Fowey, 31
Foy-Notre-Dame, 40
France, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 6, 7, 7, 8, 8, 9, 9,

20, 22, 23, 27, 27, 30, 30, 32,
32, 33, 34, 34, 37, 38, 38, 39,
39, 40, 45, 48, 48, 50

Allied invasion of, 22, 38
Army, 4, 7, 7
Foreign Legion, 10
4th Armoured Division, 7
Navy, 23
resistance in, 33, 38
surrender, 7
Vichy, 2, 9, 9, 10, 36
see Free French

Franco, Francisco, 3, 9
Frank, Hans, 4
Frankfurt (on Main), 27, 47
Frankfurt (on Oder), 27, 47
Frantic, Operation, 27, 45
Free French, 10, 10, 23, 23,

39, 39
Freetown, 20
Freiburg, 40
French Frigate Shoals, 18
Freyberg, General Bernard, 12
Friedrichshafen, 27
Friessner, General Johannes, 

37, 44
frontiers, Polish, 4, 45, 48, 48
frontiers, Soviet, 4, 4, 5, 22, 

45, 48
Fuchin, 49
Fuka, 23
Fukien, 42
Fukui, 49
Fukuyama, 49

Fushih, 42, 42
Fuso, 43, 43
Gabès, 23, 24
Gafsa, 23, 24
Galati, 37
Galicia, 48
Gallabat, 10
Gallivare, 5, 6
Galvanic, Operation, 35
Galveston, 29
Gamelin, General Maurice, 7
Gandhi, Mohandas K., 41
gas, poison, 34
Gazala, 11, 11, 23, 23
Gdansk, see Danzig
Gela, 24
Gela, Gulf of, 24
General Assembly, UN, 50
General Election, British (1945),

31, 50
General Government (of Poland), 4,

9, 9, 22, 32, 37
Geneva Convention, 28
Genoa, 9, 9, 22, 27, 47
genocide, 34, 34, 51
Gensan (Wonsan), 49
Gensoul, Vice-Admiral Marcel, 10
Georgetown (Guyana), 20
Georgetown (Malaya), 16
Georgia (US), 29
German-French Armistice, 7, 7,

9, 9
German-Soviet Border Friendship

Treaty (1939), 5
Germany, 1, 1, 2, 3, 3, 4, 5, 6, 6, 7, 7,

8, 9, 9, 10, 13, 22, 22, 25, 26,
27, 27, 28, 32, 32, 33, 34, 37,
39, 39, 40, 44, 45, 45, 47, 47,
48, 48, 50, 51

Air Force (Luftwaffe), 3, 4, 7, 
8, 8, 9, 12, 13, 20, 21, 
27, 27

air force units: Fliegerkorps X, 11;
Luftflotte 2, 8; Luftflotte 3, 8;
Luftflotte 5, 8

Anglo-German Naval Treaty
(1935), 3

armed forces (Wehrmacht), 4, 13,
21, 25, 34

Army, 3, 4
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Germany (Continued)
Army Groups: Army Group A, 7,

7, 21, 21, 25, 37, 37, 44, 47,
47; Army Group Afrika, 24;
Army Group B, 7, 7, 21, 21,
37, 38, 39, 40, 40, 47; Army
Group C, 7, 26; Army Group
Centre, 13, 14, 14, 25, 25, 37,
37, 44, 47, 47; Army Group F,
44, 47; Army Group G, 39, 40,
47; Army Group H, 40, 47;
Army Group North, 4, 4, 13,
13, 14, 37, 44, 44, 47; Army
Group South, 4, 4, 13, 14, 21,
25, 25, 37, 37, 44, 44, 47;
Army Group South Ukraine,
37, 44, 44

army units: 1st Panzer Division, 7;
2nd Panzer Division, 7;
3rd Panzer Division, 11; 6th
Panzer Division, 21;
10th Panzer Division, 23;
15th Panzer Division, 11; 15th
Panzer Grenadier Division, 24;
334th Division, 23; Hermann
Göring Division, 23, 24;
Afrika Korps, 11, 11, 23, 24,
24; 1st Panzer Group, 12, 14,
14, 21; 2nd Panzer Group, 13;
3rd Panzer Group, 13, 14;
Panzergruppe Afrika, 11, 11;
4th Panzer Army, 13, 21, 21,
25, 25, 37; 5th Panzer Army,
24, 40, 40; 6th Army, 21, 21;
7th Army, 38, 40; 9th Army,
25, 25; 10th Army, 4, 26, 26;
14th Army, 4, 26; 15th Army,
38, 40; 17th Army, 37; 19th
Army, 39, 40; Panzerarmee
Afrika, 11, 23, 24

Communism in, 3
economy, 5, 32
ethnic Germans (volksdeutsche), 3,

50
home front, 32
industry, 27
intelligence, 8, 20, 32
loss of Pacific colonies, 1919, 2
Navy (Kriegsmarine), 6, 20, 44
occupation policies, 9, 28, 33

OKH (Army High Command), 13
OKW (Wehrmacht High

Command), 4, 4, 12
post-war treatment of, 45, 50
production, 32, 32
surrender, 48

Germany, Battle for (1945), 47, 47
Gestapo, 1, 32, 34
Ghent, 8
ghettoes, Jewish, 33, 33, 34
ghettoization, 4
Ghurkas, 41
Gibraltar, 1, 9, 9, 20, 22, 23, 33, 50
‘Gideon Force’, 10, 10
Giessen, 40
Gifu, 49
Gila river (camp), 29
Gilbert Islands, 15, 17, 35, 35
Giraud, General Henri, 23
GKO (Soviet State Defence

Council), 28
Gladbeck, 27
Glasgow, 8, 31
Gleiwitz, 4, 4, 32, 47
Glorious, HMS, 6, 6
Glowworm, HMS, 6
Gneisenau, 6, 6
Gobi Desert, 42
Goebbels, Josef, 32
Gold Beach, 38
gold, 28, 36
Gomel, 37
Gona, 19, 19
Gondar, 10
Goodtime, Operation, 19
Goodwood, Operation, 38
Göring, Reichsmarschal Hermann, 7,

8, 32
Görlitz, 32, 47, 48
Gothic line, 26, 26
Gotland, 44
Govorov, General Leonid, 

37, 44
Graf Spee, Admiral, 6
Graf Zeppelin, 6
Grafeneck, 34
Granada (camp), 29
Grand Alliance, 22, 40, 44, 45, 47,

48, 50
Granite, Operation, 35

Grave, 39
Graz, 47, 48
Graziani, Marshal Rodolfo, 11
Great Yarmouth, 31
Greater East Asia Conference (1943),

36
Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity

Sphere, 16, 36, 36
Greece, 1, 3, 9, 9, 11, 12, 12, 22, 24,

30, 30, 32, 33, 34, 44, 45, 45,
48, 50

Communism in, 45
partisans, 33
post-war civil war, 50

Green Islands, 19, 26
Greenland, 20
Greer, USS, 20
Greif, Operation, 40
Grenoble, 33, 39
Grocka, 44
Grodno, 37, 48
Groningen, 7, 47
Gross Rosen, 34
Grozny, 21
Grudziadz, 47
Guadalcanal, 17, 18, 19, 19, 35
Guadalcanal, Battle of (1942–3), 19
Guadalcanal, First Battle of (naval)

(1942), 19
Guadalcanal, Second Battle of (naval)

(1942), 19
Guam, 15, 16, 17, 35, 35, 43, 49,

51, 51
Guantànamo, 20
Guderian, General Heinz, 4, 7, 13, 14
Guernsey, 8, 31
GUlag, the, 28, 28
Gulf of Aden, 10
Gulf of Bothnia, 5
Gulf of Chihli, 49
Gulf of Finland, 5
Gulf of Riga, 37, 44
Gulf of Siam, 36, 41
Gulf of Sirte, 11
Gulf of Syracuse, 24
Gulf of Tonkin, 42
Gustav line, 26
Gypsies, persecution of, 9, 34
Haapsalu, 44
Habbaniya, 10, 10
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Hachioji, 49
Hadamar, 34
Hagen, 27
Ha-Go, Operation, 41, 41
Hague Convention, 28
Hagushi, 46
Haichow, 36
Haifa, 10
Hailai, 49
Haile Selassie, 10
Hainan, 17, 36, 42
Haiphong, 2, 2, 42
Halder, General Franz, 21
Haleiwa, 15
Halfaya Pass, 11, 11
Halifax, Nova Scotia, 20
Halle, 27, 47
Halmahera, 16, 36
Halsey, Vice Admiral William ‘Bull’,

19, 19, 35, 43, 43
Haltern, 40
Hamamatsu, 49
Hamburg, 27, 27, 32, 45, 47, 48
Hammamet, 24
Hanau, 40
Hanford, 29
Hangö, 5, 13
Hankow, 2, 36, 42
Hanoi, 2, 36
Hanover, 27, 32, 47, 48
Harar, 10, 10
Harbin, 2, 42, 49
Harpe, General Josef, 37, 44
Harriman, Averell, 30
Harris, Air Marshal Arthur, 27
Hartlepool, 31
Harwich, 31
Hawaii, 15, 15, 17
Heart Mountain, 29
heavy water, 33
Hedo, 46
Heidelburg, 40
Heilbronn, 27, 33
Hellcat, Grumman F6F, 35
Helsinki, 5, 13, 37, 50
hemp, 36
Henderson Field, 19, 19
Hengyang, 42, 42
Heraklion, 12
Hermes, HMS, 17

Heydrich, Reinhard, 33, 34
Hickham Field, 15
High Wycombe, 27
Hiiumaa, 37, 44
Hill 362 (Iwo Jima), 46
Hill 382 (Iwo Jima), 46, 46
Himalaya Mountains, 30, 42
Himeji, 49
Himmler, Heinrich, 32, 40, 44, 47
Hindenburg, President Paul von, 3
Hiroshima, 49, 49
Hiryu, 15, 18, 18
Hitachi, 49
Hitler, Adolf, 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 13,

15, 20, 21, 24, 25, 27, 28, 32,
33, 37, 38, 39, 40, 44, 47

and living space, 4
foreign policy, 3, 9
strategy, 9, 11, 12, 14

Hittokappu Bay, 15
Hiyo, 35, 35
Ho Chi Minh, 36
Hochwald, 40
Hokkaido, 35, 49
Hollandia, 17, 35, 35, 36
homosexuals, persecution of, 32, 34
Homs, 11, 23
Honan, 42
Hong Kong, 2, 15, 16, 36, 42, 42, 51
Honolulu, 15
Honolulu Conference (1944), 43
Honshu, 35
Hood, HMS, 20, 20
‘Hope’ (Gladiator aircraft), 11
Hopei, 42
Hopkins, Harry (US Special

Envoy), 50
Hornchurch, 8
Hornet, USS, 17, 17, 18, 18, 19
Horthy, Admiral Miklos, 44
Hoth, General Hermann, 13, 21,

21, 25
Houffalize, 40
Houston, 29
Hsinking, 36, 42, 49
Huang Ho river, 2, 42
Huertgen, 39, 39, 40, 40
Hukawng Valley, 41
Hull, 8
‘human chariots’, 9

‘Hump’ (trans-Himalayas supply
route), 41, 42

Hunan, 42, 42
Hungary, 1, 1, 3, 3, 9, 9, 12, 13, 22,

32, 32, 33, 34, 34, 37, 44, 44,
45, 45, 47, 47, 48, 50, 50

forces, 21
German occupation of, 34, 44
territorial changes, 3, 9, 9,

22, 45
Huon Gulf, 18
Hupeh, 42, 42
Hurricane, Hawker, 8
Husky, Operation, 22, 24, 24
Huy, 40
Iceberg, Operation, 46
Iceland, 1, 9, 20, 20, 22, 30, 30, 50
Ichang, 42
Ichi-Go, Operation, 36, 41, 42, 42
Ie Shima, 46
Illustrious, HMS, 9
Ilomantsi, 5, 37
Imabari, 49
Imamura, General Hitoshi, 19
Imphal, 41, 41
Indaw, 41
Independence class (light carriers), 35
India, 13, 17, 30, 36, 41, 41, 42,

51, 51
forces 10, 17, 26, 41
4th Indian Division, 10, 10
5th Indian Division, 10, 10
10th Indian Division, 10, 10

Indian National Army, 36, 41
Indian Ocean, 10, 10, 15, 15, 17, 17,

30, 36
Indo-China, French, 2, 2, 15, 16, 17,

36, 41, 51
Indonesia, 51, 51, see also East

Indies, Netherlands
Indonesians, 16
Inland Sea, 15, 36, 49
Innsbruck, 32, 47, 48
Insterburg, 47
intelligence, German, 8, 20, 32
intelligence, human, 39
intelligence, signals, 10, 12, 13, 15,

17, 18, 19, 20, 23, 26, 39, 46,
and see B-Dienst, Enigma,
Magic, Ultra
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International Labour Organization, 50
International Monetary Fund, 50
internment of Japanese-Americans,

29, 29
Inverness, 31
Ioannina, 12
Ionian Sea, 12
Ipoh, 16
Ipswich, 8, 31
Iran, 10, 22, 30, 30
Iraq, 10, 10, 22, 30
Ireland, 1 and see Eire
Irian Jaya, 51, also see New Guinea
Irish Sea, 8, 31
Irkutsk, 28
iron, 2, 28, 28, 32, 36
‘iron curtain’, 50, 50
‘Ironbottom Sound’, 19, 19
Ironclad, Operation, 10, 10
Irrawaddy river, 41
Ishikawa Isthmus, 46
Isle of Man, 31
Isle of Wight, 31, 38
isolationism, US, 2, 15, 30
Istanbul, 33, 45
Istria, 50
Italian campaign (1943–45), 26, 26, 47
Italian Social Republic, 26, 45
Italy, 1, 2, 3, 7, 7, 9, 9, 11, 12, 13, 22,

22, 24, 25, 26, 26, 27, 27, 32, 33,
34, 45, 45, 47, 48, 48, 50, 51

Army, 21
Ariete Division, 23
Navy, Italian, 9
surrender, 24

Iwo Jima, 15, 17, 35, 43, 46, 46,
49, 49

Izyum, 14, 21, 25
Jaluit, 35
Japan, 2, 2, 9, 10, 14, 15, 15, 16, 17,

17, 22, 35, 36, 36, 41, 42, 42,
45, 48, 48, 49, 49, 50, 51, 51

Army, 2, 15, 17, 18, 35, 36, 43, 49
Army units: 14th Army, 15, 16;

15th Army, 15, 41, 41; 18th
Army, 19, 35; 25th Army, 15,
16; Kwantung Army, 42,
49, 49

economy, 36, 46, 49, 51
Emperor, 17, 36, 49, 51

Empire, 2, 15, 16, 36, 36, 51
government, 36, 49
merchant fleet, 46
Navy, 2, 15, 16, 17, 35, 36, 43, 46
Navy fleets: Combined Fleet, 15,

17, 18, 35, 35, 43; 1st Air
Fleet, 15, 15, 16, 17, 18, 18;
1st Mobile Fleet, 35

occupation policies, 36
post-war occupation of, 51
society, 36, 51
Soviet entry into war against,

48, 49
strategy, 17, 36, 46
surrender, 42, 49
US views of, 29

Japanese-Americans, internment
of, 29, 29

Japanese-US Trade Treaty (1911), 2
Jasenovac, 34
Jaslo, 44
Jassy, 33, 37, 44, 45
Java, 15, 16, 16, 36, 51
Java Sea, Battle of the (1942), 16, 16
JCS, see Joint Chiefs of Staff
Jebel Akdar, 11, 23
jeeps, 25
Jehol, 2, 42, 49
Jelgava, 44
Jerome, 29
Jersey, 31
Jerusalem, 10
‘Jerusalem’, 33
Jewish partisans, 33
Jews, 9

extermination of, 4, 32, 34, 34
partisans, 33, 33
settlement in Palestine by, 10

Jiang Jieshi, 2, 15, 42, 51
Jimma, 10
Jodl, General Alfred, 47
Johore Bharu, 16
Joint Chiefs of Staff, US (JCS), 22,

48, 49
Jolo, 36
Julianehaab, 20
July Plot (1944), 32, 33
Jungernhof, 34
Juno Beach, 38
Jupiter, Operation, 22

Jura, 22
Kachalinskaya, 21
Kadema, 46
Kaga, 15, 18, 18
Kaganovich, Lazar, 28
Kagoshima, 49
Kagoshima Bay, 15
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II Corps (in Italy), 26
Union of Polish Patriots (Moscow),

45
and see General Government

‘Polish Corridor’, 1, 3, 4, 4
Polish-German campaign (1939), 4, 4
Polish-Soviet War (1921), 1
Polotsk, 13, 37
Poltava, 14, 25, 27, 45
Ponar, 34
Pontianak, 16

Poole, 31
Popov, General Markian, 25, 25, 37
Porkkala, 50
Port Arthur, 2, 36, 48
Port Lyautey, 23
Port Moresby, 17, 17, 18, 19, 35
Port Swettenham, 16
Portland, 31
Portsmouth, 8, 31
Portugal, 1, 50
Posen, see Poznan
Potsdam, 30, 45, 48
Potsdam Conference (1945), 30, 48,

48, 49, 50
Potsdam Declaration, 49, 50
Poznan, 3, 4, 32, 47, 47, 48
Praga, 44, 44
Prague, 3, 27, 32, 33, 45, 47, 47, 48,

48, 50
Prague rising, 47
Prekmurje, 22
Prien, Kapitan Gunther, 6
Prince of Wales, HMS, 15, 16
Princeton, USS, 43
Pripet, 37
Pripet Marshes, 4, 13, 13, 28, 33, 37
prisoners-of-war, 16, 28, 34, 36, 50
Production Executive, British, 31
production, aircraft, 8, 29, 31, 32, 36
production, arms, 29, 32, 36
production, industrial, 25, 28, 28, 29,

29, 30, 32, 35
Prokhorovka, 25, 25
Proletarskaya, 21
Propaganda Ministry (German), 32
Protectorate of Bohemia and

Moravia, 32
Prussia, see East Prussia and West

Prussia
Prut river, 37, 37
Przemysl, 34, 44
Pskov, 13, 37
Puerto Rico, 20
Purple, Operation, 15
Pusan, 2, 42, 49
Pu-Yi, 2, 36
Qattara Depression, 11, 23, 23
Quadrant, see Quebec Conference

(1943)
Quebec, 30

Quebec Conference (Quadrant,
1943), 22, 27, 35

Quebec Conference (Octagon, 1944),
45

Quelpart, 36
Quisling, Vidkun, 6
Rabat, 23
Rabaul, 17, 18, 19, 19, 35, 35, 36, 51
radar, 8, 8, 19, 27, 27, 31, 46
Radom, 4, 33
Raeder, Grand Admiral Erich, 6
RAF see Britain: Royal Air Force
Ragusa, 24
railways, 12, 13, 28, 28, 30, 32
Ramree Island, 41
Rangoon, 15, 17, 17, 36, 41, 41
Raqqa, 10
Rashi, 30
Rashid Ali, 10
rasputitsa, 25
Rastenburg, 32, 33
rationing, 28, 31, 32, 36
Ravenna, 26, 45
Ravensbrück, 34
Reading, 31
rearmament,

British, 3, 6, 31
French, 6
German, 3

Recife, 20, 30
Reckless, Operation, 35
Red Army, 5, 13, 14, 21, 22, 25, 28,

37, 40, 44, 47, 48, 50
‘Red Ball Express’, 39, 39
Red October Factory, Stalingrad, 21
Red Sea, 10
Regensburg, 27, 32, 47
Reggio di Calabria, 24, 26, 26
Reich, Third, 9, 9, 22, 26, 27, 32, 33,

34, 39, 40, 50, and see Germany
Reich Chancellery, 47
Reich Security Main Office (RSHA),

34
Reichskommissariat Ostland, 22, 32
Reichskommissariat Ukraine, 22, 32
Reichswald Forest, 40
Reinhard, Operation, 34
relocation of production, 27, 28, 32

German, 31
Soviet, 21, 28, 28
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Remagen, 40, 40
Rennes, 8, 38
reparations, 48, 50
Repulse, HMS, 15, 16
Reseiniai, 44
resistance to Nazis, European, 33
resistance to Nazis, German, 32
resistance, see under individual

countries
resources,

boots, 30
coal, 2, 28, 28, 32, 32, 36, 42
copper, 36
food, 28, 31
gold, 28, 36
hemp, 36
iron, 2, 28, 28, 32, 36
minerals, 42
oil, 2, 5, 9, 11, 13, 15, 16, 20, 21,

24, 27, 28, 28, 29, 30, 32, 32,
36, 44, 46, 47

non-ferrous metals, 16, 28, 32, 36
ore, 6, 28, 32
rice, 16, 36, 42
rubber, 2, 16, 36, 46
steel, 28
wheat, 28
zinc, 28

Réthondes, 7
Retimo, 12
Reuben James, USS, 20
Reykjavik, 20
Rheims, 38, 39, 40, 40, 47
Rhine river, 3, 7, 27, 32, 39, 40, 40,

47, 47, 48
Rhineland, 1, 3, 3
Rhodes, 11, 34, 34, 45
Rhône river, 7, 39
Ribbentrop, Joachim von, 9
rice, 16, 36, 42
Richmond, California, USA, 29
Riga, 13, 33, 34, 37, 44, 44, 45
Rimini, 26
Rio de Janeiro, 20
River Plate, Battle of the (1939), 6, 20
Rjukan, 33
RO, Operation, 19
Roer river, 40
Roermond, 40, 40
Rohmer, 29

Rokossovsky, Marshal Konstantin,
21, 25, 25, 37, 44, 44, 47

Romania, 1, 3, 3, 5, 5, 9, 9, 12, 13,
13, 14, 22, 25, 27, 32, 32, 33, 34,
37, 44, 44, 45, 45, 47, 48, 50, 50

Army, 37, 44
changes sides, 44
Communists, 44
invasion of USSR, 13, 13
oil, 5, 27, 32, 44
territorial losses, 5, 5, 9, 9

Romanies, extermination of, 32, 34
Rome, 9, 22, 24, 26, 26, 27, 33, 34,

45, 50
Rommel, Field Marshal Erwin, 11,

11, 23, 23, 24, 24, 26, 38, 38
Roosevelt, Eleanor, 29
Roosevelt, President Franklin D., 15,

16, 20, 22, 23, 27, 29, 30, 35,
40, 42, 43, 45, 48, 50

Rosenthal, Joe, ix
Roslavl, 13
Rostock, 6, 32, 47
Rostov-on-Don, 14, 14, 21, 21, 22,

25, 25, 33, 34
Rota, 35
Rotmistrov, General Pavel, 25, 37
Rotterdam, 7, 7, 8, 39, 40, 45
Rouen, 7, 27, 33, 38
Round-up, Operation 22, 22
Rovno, 37
Royal Oak, HMS, 6
Royal West African Frontier Force, 10
RSHA, see Reich Security Main

Office
rubber, 2, 16, 36, 46
Rügen, 47
Ruhr river, 27, 40
Ruhr valley, 27, 27, 39, 40, 47
Rumbuli, 34
Rumyantsev, Operation 25, 25
Rundstedt, Field Marshal Gerd von,

4, 7, 13, 13, 14, 38, 38, 40
Russia, 1, 1, 2, 5, and see USSR
Russian Orthodox Church, 28
Russo-Japanese war (1904–5), 2
Rutba, 10
Ruthenia, 3, 44, 48
Ryukyu Islands, 2, 15, 36, 42, 46
Rzhev, 13, 14, 21, 25

SA (Nazi storm-troopers), 3
Saar, 1, 3, 4, 40, 48
Saar river, 40
Saarbrücken, 6, 27, 32, 39, 40
Saaremaa, 37, 44
Sabah, 51
Sachsenburg, 34
Sachsenhausen, 34
Safi, 22, 23
Saidor, 19
Saigon, 15, 16, 36
St Etienne, 39
Ste-Mère-Eglise, 38
St Jean de Luz, 7
St Johns, Newfoundland, 20
St-Lô, 38, 38
St Louis, 29
St Lucia, 20
St Malo, 8, 38
St Matthias Islands, 19
St Nazaire, 27
St Omer, 8
St Quentin, 7
St Tropez, 39
St-Vith, 40, 40
Saipan, 18, 35, 35, 36, 36, 49
Sakhalin, 2, 28, 48, 48, 49, 51
Šala, 47
Salamua, 16, 17, 19
Salcombe, 31
Salerno, 24, 26, 26
Salla, 5, 13
Salo, 45
Salonika, 9, 12, 33, 34
Salvador (Bahia, Brazil), 20
Salween river, 41
Salzburg, 32, 47, 48
Samar, 35, 43, 43
Samar, Battle of (1944), 43, 43
Sami, 16
Samoa, 15, 17
Samos, 45
San Bernadino Strait, 43
San Cristobal, 19
Sandakan, 16
San Diego, 15, 29
Sandomierz, 4, 37
San Francisco, 15, 29, 30
San Francisco Conference (1945),

30, 50
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San Francisco, Treaty of (1952), 51
San river, 44, 48
Sansapor, 35
Santa Cruz, Battle of (1942), 19
Santa Cruz Islands, 15, 17, 18, 19, 35
Saône river, 39
Sarajevo, 44
Saratov, 21, 28
Sarawak, 15, 16, 36, 51
Sardinia, 9, 22, 24
Sark, 31
Sarny, 37
Sasebo, 49
Satu Mare, 44
Saturn, Operation, 21
Saudi Arabia, 10
Saunnu, 23
Sava river, 44, 47
Savo Island, 19
Savo Island, Battle of (1942), 19, 19
Savoy, 7, 7
Scandinavia, 6, 6
Scapa Flow, 6, 6, 31
Scharnhorst, 6, 6, 20, 20
Scheldt estuary, 39, 39, 40, 40
Scheldt river, 39
Schörner, Field Marshal Ferdinand,

37, 44, 47
Schwein, 32
Schweinfurt, 27, 27, 32, 47
Schwerin, 32, 47
Scilly Islands, 31
SD (Nazi Party security department),

32, 34
Sea of Japan, 15, 42
Sea of Okhotsk, 28, 48
SEAC, see South East Asia

Command
Sealion, Operation, 8, 8
Seattle, 29, 30
Second World War, causes of, ix, 1
Second World War, cost of, ix, 51
Security Council, UN, 50
Sedan, 7, 7, 39, 40
segregation, 29
Seine river, 3, 7, 38, 39, 39, 40
Sendai, 49
Seoul, 36, 42, 49
Serbia, 9, 9, 12, 12, 22, 33
Sevastopol, 13, 14, 21, 37

Severin, 44
Sfax, 23, 24
SHAEF, see Supreme Headquarters

Allied Expeditionary Force
Shan, 41
Shanghai, 2, 2, 35, 36, 42, 49, 51
Shansi, 42
Shantung, 2, 42
Sheerness, 31
Sheffield, 8, 31
‘Shen-Kan-Ning’, 42
Shensi, 42
Sherman tank, 23, 31
Shikoku, 35, 49
Shikuka, 49
Shingle, Operation, 26, 26
shipbuilding, 29, 29, 31, 36, 36
Sho-Go, Operation, 43
Sho-1, Operation, 43, 43
Shoho, 18, 18
Shokaku, 15, 18, 18, 35, 35
Shoreham, 31
Shtemenko, Marshal Sergei, 37
Shuri, 46, 46
Shvernik, Nikolai, 28
Sian, 2, 2, 42
Sian agreement, 42
Siauliai, 44
Siberia, 2, 14, 15, 28, 30, 30, 50
Sibiu, 44
Sibuyan Sea, 16, 43
Sicily, 11, 11, 22, 23, 24, 24, 25, 26, 26
Sickle Stroke, Operation, 7, 7
Sidi Barani, 11, 11, 23
Sidi Rezegh, 11, 11
Sidon, 10
‘Siegfried line’, see West Wall
Sikang, 42
Sikorski, General Wladyslaw, 4
Silesia, 1, 4, 4, 32, 48
Simferopol, 37
Simovic, General Dusan, 12, 13
Sims, USS, 18
Singapore, 15, 16, 16, 17, 36, 51, 51
Singora, 16
Sino-Japanese war (1895), 2
Sinti, extermination of, 32, 34
Sirte, 11, 23
Sittang river, 41
Skagerrak, 6

Skopje, 12
Slapstick, Operation, 26
Slavs, extermination of, 32, 34
Slim, General William, 41, 41
‘Slot’, the, 19
Slovakia, 3, 3, 4, 9, 9, 13, 22, 32, 22,

34, 44, 45, 47
Slovak uprising (1944), 33, 44
Slovenia, 12, 12
Smolensk, 13, 13, 14, 14, 21, 22, 25,

33, 34, 37, 37
Smygly-Rydz, Marshal Edward, 4
Sobibor, 34, 34, 45
SOE see Special Operations

Executive
Sofia, 9, 12, 22, 33, 44, 45, 50
Sokolovsky, Marshal Vasily, 25, 25
Sollum, 11, 11, 23
Solomon Islands, 15, 17, 17, 19, 19,

35, 36, 51
Solomon Sea, 19
Solway Firth, 31
Somaliland, British, 10, 10
Somaliland, French, 10
Somaliland, Italian, 10, 10
Somerville, Rear-Admiral Sir James,

9, 9, 10, 17
Somme river, 7, 7, 39, 40
sonar, see ASDIC
Sorge, Richard, 14
Soryu, 15, 18, 18
Souk el Arba, 23
South Africa, 10

1st South African Division, 10, 10
South China Sea, 15, 16, 36
South East Asia Command (SEAC),

22, 41
South Moluccan Republic, 51
South Shields, 31
Southampton, 8, 31
Southern Dobruja, 50
Soviet Union (USSR), 1, 2, 2, 3, 4, 4,

5, 5, 9, 9, 12, 13, 13, 14, 14, 15,
15, 17, 21, 21, 22, 22, 25, 28, 28,
30, 30, 32, 32, 33, 34, 35, 37, 37,
42, 43, 44, 44, 45, 45, 47, 48, 49,
49, 50, 50, 51, 51

agriculture, 1, 28
alliance with Germany (1939–41),

3, 4, 4, 5, 6, 13
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casualties, 28, 34, 34
Church in, 28
clashes with Japan (1938–9), 2, 2
convoys to, 20, 20, 28, 30, 30, 45
economy, 5, 28, 30
entry into war against Japan,

48, 49
equipment, 14, 25, 30
frontiers, 4, 4, 5, 5, 22, 45, 48
gains in Far East, 1945, 48, 51
home front, 28, 28
Lend-Lease aid to, 25, 28, 30, 30
NKVD (Interior Ministry, secret

police), 5, 28, 44
patriotism in, 28
post-war policy, 50, 50, 51
production, 25, 28, 28
purges (1936–8), 1, 5
Red Air Force, 13, 47
Red Army, 5, 13, 14, 21, 22, 25, 28,

37, 40, 44, 47, 48, 50
Red Army Fronts (Army Groups):

Bryansk, 14, 25, 25; Crimean,
14, 21; Kalinin, 14, 25;
Leningrad, 14, 37, 44; North
Caucasus, 21, 25; North-West,
13, 14; South, 14, 25;
South-West, 13, 14, 21, 25,
25; Volkhov, 14, 37;
Voronezh, 21, 25, 25; West,
13, 14, 25; 1st Baltic, 37, 44;
2nd Baltic, 37, 44; 3rd Baltic,
37, 44; 1st Byelorussian, 37,
44, 47; 1st Ukrainian, 37, 37,
44, 47; 2nd Byelorussian, 44,
37, 44; 2nd Ukrainian, 37, 44,
44; 3rd Byelorussian, 37, 37,
44; 3rd Ukrainian, 37, 44, 44;
4th Ukrainian, 37, 37, 44

Red Army units: 5th Guards Army,
25, 25; 8th Guards Army, 47;
62nd Army, 21

relations with Allies, 3, 5, 22, 40,
45, 48, 50

relocation of factories, 21, 28, 28
sovietisation of annexed territories,

4, 5
State Defence Council (GKO), 28
Stavka (High Command), 14,

25, 37

Soviet-Finnish Treaty (1940), 5, 5
Soviet-Finnish Treaty (1944), 45
Soviet-Finnish War (1939–40), 5, 5
Soviet-Japanese Non-Aggression Pact

(1941), 9, 15
Soviet-Romanian armistice, 44
Sovietskaya Gavan, 49
Spain, 1, 3, 9, 13, 23, 50
Spanish Civil War, 3
Spanish Morocco, 23
Special Operations Executive (SOE),

33, 33
Speer, Albert, 27, 32
Sphakia, 12
Spitfire, Vickers Supermarine, 8, 27
Spitzbergen, 30
Split, 12, 22, 34
Spruance, Admiral Raymond, 18, 35
SS (Nazi Party armed force), 4, 25,

32, 34, 47
SS panzer divisions, 39
Stalin, Josef, 1, 5, 9, 13, 14, 21, 22,

25, 28, 37, 40, 42, 43, 44, 45,
47, 48, 50, 51

‘Stalin line’, 13
Stalingrad, 21, 21, 22, 25, 28, 30, 32
Stalingrad, Battle of (1942–3), 21, 21
Stalino, 21
Stalinogorsk, 14
Stanmore, 8, 8
Staraya Russa, 13
State Defence Council, Soviet

(GKO), 28
State Department, US, 48
Stauffenberg, Count, 32
Stavanger, 6
Stavka (Soviet High Command), 14,

25, 37
Stavropol, 21
steel, 28
Steinau, 32, 47, 47
Steppe Front, 25
Stettin, 27, 32, 47, 48
Stilwell, General Joseph, 17, 41, 41, 42
Stilwell Road, 42
Stockholm, 33
Stoke, 31
Strasbourg, 32, 40, 45, 47
strategic bombing, 8, 8, 27, 27, 31,

31, 32, 36, 47, 49, 49

strategy, Allied, 6, 22, 22, 41, 42, 43,
45, 45, 46

strategy, Axis, 9, 36, 40, 46
Student, General Karl, 12, 12, 40
Stuka (Junkers 87), 4, 7, 8, 8
Stuttgart, 27, 32, 40, 47, 48
Stutthof, 34
Styria, Lower, 22, 32
submarine campaign, German, 

see U-boats
submarine campaign, US, 35, 36, 43,

46, 49
Submarine Command, US, 46
Subotica, 44
Suda, 12
Sudan, Anglo-Egyptian, 10, 10
Sudetenland, 3, 3, 32
Suez Canal, 10, 11, 23
Suichuan, 42
Sulu Sea, 36, 43
Sumatra, 15, 16, 16, 36, 41, 51
Sunda Strait, Battle of (1942), 16
Sunderland, 31
Sunwu, 49
Suojarvi, 5
Suomussalmi, 5
supply, 11, 20, 20, 23, 30, and see

Lend-Lease
Supply Protocol, Anglo-US-USSR,

22, 30
Supreme Court, US, 29
Supreme Headquarters Allied

Expeditionary Force (SHAEF),
40, 40

Surabaya, 16, 16, 36
Suribachi, Mount, 46, 46
Surigao Strait, Battle of (1944),

43, 43
Suwalki (province), 4, 5, 9
Suwalki (town), 32, 37, 44
Suzuki, Admiral Kantaro, 36
Sverdlovsk, 28
Swansea, 8, 31
Swatow, 2, 42
Sweden, 1, 5, 5, 6, 9, 22, 32, 33, 34,

47, 48
Switzerland, 1, 33, 40, 47, 48, 50
Sword Beach, 38
Swordfish, Fairey, 9
Sydney, 15
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Symbol, see Casablanca Conference
Syracuse, 24
Syria, 10, 10, 22
Syrian Desert, 10
Szczecin, see Stettin
Szczecinek, see Neustettin
Szechwan, 42
T-34 tank, 25
Tabriz, 30
Tachiwa Point, 46
Taganrog, 14, 21
Tahiti, 15
Taiho, 35, 35
Taipei, 36
Taiping, 16
Taiwan, 51, and see Formosa
Takabanare, 46
Takagi, Admiral Takeo, 16, 18
Takoradi, 20, 30, 30
Tallinn, 5, 13, 37, 44
Taman Peninsula, 21
Tamatave, 10
Tamtsak, 49
Tananarive, 10, 10
Tangier, 23
Tangmere, 8
tanks, 25, 29, 29

types: Panther, 25; Sherman, 23;
T-34, 25; Tiger, 23, 25

Tannu Tiva, 28
Tapa, 44
Tarakan, 16
Taranto, 9, 9, 26, 26, 27
Tarawa, 35, 35
Tarhuna, 23
Tarnopol, 13, 33, 37
Tarnow, 47
Tartu, 44
Tashkent, 28, 30
Tasmajden, 34
Tassafaronga, Battle of (1942), 19, 19
Taunggyi, 41
Taylor, A. J. P., 1
Tbilisi, 21, 22
Tebarga Gap, 24
Tébessa, 23, 24
Teheran, 30
Teheran Conference (Eureka, 1943),

22, 30, 38, 45
Televaag, 33

Tempest, Operation, 44
Ten-Go, Operation, 46
Terek river, 21
Terminal, see Potsdam Conference
Teschen, 1, 3
Teutonic Knights, 13
Texas, 29
Thailand, 2, 15, 16, 17, 36, 42, 51
Thames estuary, 8
Thassos, 12
The Hague, 7, 39, 40
Theresienstadt, 34, 34
Thermopylae, 12
Thionville, 39
Thrace, 22
Tibet, 51
Tientsin, 36, 42, 49
Tiger tank (Pzkw VI), 23, 25
Tigris river, 10
Tikhvin, 13, 14, 14
Tilsit, 44
Timisoara, 33, 44
Timor, 15, 16, 16, 35, 36, 51
Timor Sea, 15
Timoshenko, Marshal Semyon, 13,

14, 14, 21, 37
Tinian, 35, 35, 43, 49, 49
Tirana, 33
Tiraspol, 37
Tirpitz, 6, 20, 20
Tito, Josip Broz, 33, 33, 44, 44
Tizsa river, 44
Tobiishi Point, 46
Tobruk, 9, 11, 11, 22, 23, 23
Toenails, Operation, 19
Tojo, General Hideki, 15, 36, 51
Tokko, (Japanese ‘thought police’), 36
Tokyo, 2, 15, 17, 17, 36, 42, 49, 49
‘Tokyo Express’, 19
Tolbukhin, Marshal Fyodor, 25, 37,

37, 44, 44, 47, 47
Tomsk, 28
Torch, Operation, 22, 23, 23
Torgau, 47, 47
torpedoes, 16, 35
Torquay, 31
Torun, 47
Toulon, 7, 9, 22, 23, 39
Toulouse, 7, 39
Tournai, 39

Toyama, 49
Toyoda, Admiral Soemu, 35, 43, 46
Tractor Factory, Stalingrad, 21
Trans-Jordan, 10, 22
Trans-Siberian Railway, 2, 28, 42, 48
Transnistria, 22, 25
transportation, 27, 28, 49

and see aircraft, railways, tanks,
trucks, warships

Transylvania, 9, 9, 44, 45
Transylvanian Alps, 37
Treblinka, 34, 34, 45
Trenčin, 47
Trento, 47
Trident, see Washington

Conference (1943)
Trier, 39, 40, 40
Trieste, 47, 50
Trinidad, 20
Trinity test (of atomic bomb), 48
Tripartite Pact, 2, 9, 12
Tripoli (Lebanon), 10
Tripoli (Libya), 9, 11, 22, 23, 23, 24
Tripolitania, 11, 11, 23
Trobriand Islands, 19, 19
Tromso, 6, 6
Trondheim, 6, 6
Troyes, 39
trucks, 28, 29, 30, 47
Truk, 15, 17, 18, 35, 35, 36
Truman, Harry S., 30, 47, 48
Truscott, Major-General Lucius,

26, 26
Tsimlyanskaya, 21
Tsinghai, 42
Tsingtao, 36, 42, 49
Tsitsihar, 49
Tsugen Shima, 46
Tsuraga, 36, 49
Tuapse, 21, 21
Tukums, 44
Tula, 13, 14, 14
Tulagi, 17, 18, 19
Tule Lake (camp), 29
Tulear, 10
Tungkwan, 42
Tungliao, 49
Tunis, 22, 23, 23, 24, 27, 33, 34
Tunisia, 9, 23, 23, 24, 34, 50
Turgu Mures, 44

128 THE PALGRAVE CONCISE HISTORICAL ATLAS OF THE SECOND WORLD WAR

1403_902860_07_Index  8/28/04  9:18 AM  Page 128



Turin, 27, 33, 47
Turkey, 5, 10, 11, 22, 30, 33,

34, 45
Turku, 5
Turnu, 44
Tuskegee, 29, 29
Typhoon, Hawker, 38
Typhoon, Operation, 14
Tyre, 10
Tyrrhenian Sea, 26
U-boats, 6, 11, 15, 20, 20, 30, 31

U-47, 6
U-110, 20

Udine, 47
U-Go, Operation, 41, 41, 42
Ukraine, 9, 13, 25, 25, 28, 32, 33,

34, 37
partisans, 33

Ulithi, 35, 49
Ulm, 27, 32
Ultra, 20, 26, 38, 39, and see

Enigma
unconditional surrender, 22, 32,

49, 50
UNESCO, 50
UNICEF, 50
Union of Polish Patriots, 45
unions, labour (US), 29
United Kingdom, see Great Britain
United Nations, 48
United Nations Declaration

(1942), 22
United Nations Organization, 50
United States, 1, 2, 9, 10, 15, 15, 16,

17, 20, 29, 29, 30, 30, 34, 36,
41, 42, 48, 50, 51, 51

Anglo-American strategic
differences, 22, 24

Army, 22, 38, 40
Army units: 6th Army Group, 40,

47; 12th Army Group, 38, 39,
40, 47; 15th Army Group
(Allied), 24, 26; 1st Army, 24,
38, 38, 39, 40, 40, 47, 47; 3rd
Army, 38, 38, 39, 40, 40, 47;
5th Army, 26, 26, 47, 47; 7th
Army, 24, 39, 40, 47; 9th
Army, 40, 40, 47, 47; 10th
Army, 46, 46; 2nd Corps, 24;
6th Corps, 26; 24th Corps, 46;

7th Armoured Division, 40;
9th Armoured Division, 40;
82nd Airborne Division, 39;
101st Airborne Division,
39, 40

Air Force (USAAF), 22, 27, 27,
49, 49

air forces: 8th Air Force, 22, 27,
27; 9th Air Force, 27; 14th Air
Force, 42, 42; 15th Air Force,
27, 27; 20th Air Force, 49

business and war production, 29
commands: Pacific Area, 35, South

Pacific Area, 18, 19, 35;
South-West Pacific Area, 19,
35; Strategic Air Forces,
Europe, 27

home front, 29, 29
isolationism in, 2, 15, 30
Marines, 19, 19, 35, 46, 46
Navy, 15, 19, 20, 22, 35
naval forces: Pacific Fleet, 15, 16,

35; 3rd Fleet, 43, 43; Task
Force 16 (TF16), 18, 18; Task
Force 17 (TF17), 18, 18;
Task Force 38 (TF38), 35,
43, 49; Task Force 58
(TF58), 35, 35, 49

Office of Strategic Services, 48
Office of War Mobilization, 29
production, 29, 29, 35
State Department, 48
strategy, 19, 22, 22, 42, 43, 46
War Labor Board, 29
War Labor Disputes Act, 29
War Relocation Board, 29

Ural mountains, 21, 28, 28
Uranus, Operation, 21, 21, 25
Uruppu, 49
Ushijima, General Mitsuru, 46, 46
USSR, see Soviet Union
Ustashi, 12, 33, 33
Usti, 47
Utah Beach, 38
Utrecht, 7, 39, 40
Uxbridge, 8
Uzhgorod, 44, 45
Uzice, 12
V1 flying bombs, 31, 31, 34
V2 missiles, 31, 31, 32, 34, 39, 40

Vannes, 38
Vanuatu, 51
Varna, 44
Vassilievsky, Marshal Alexander, 25
Vatutin, General Nikolai, 21, 25, 25,
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