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NOTE:    EASTERN INVASION OF GERMANY?





	Someone asked why Anglo�American forces invaded Germany across the English Channel and thrugh France, instead of from the west, that is, the Soviet Union?





	The explanation lies in the mix of diplomacy, geography, military strategy, and logistics.  The root of the matter, however, may well be the historic antagonism between communism and capitalism, a force stronger than the wartime Allied coalition.  Regardless, it appears that Anglo�American planners never even considered the possibility of a combined assault on German�occupied Europe from the east, alongside their Soviet allies.  Instead, creation of the Second Front was a foregone conclusion or assumption.  (The "First Front" was, of course, Russia, where conflict had raged continuously since June 1941).  The Soviets, moreover, clamored for the Second Front, not for mere reinforcement in the east.  Only once, and in desperation, did they invite 25 or 30 British divisions into Russia to help stem advancing German forces, that being in Sep 1941 (see Churchill, cited below).  For the rest of the war, the Soviets were hostile to the idea of other forces in their territory, including American air bases.  The Soviets wanted Allied supplies and equipment (Lend Lease) and a Second Front.





	The British, meanwhile, would have liked to have opened a second (or third) invasion route to Germany through the Balkans.  However, American intransigence on that strategy, plus the bogging down of the Italian campaign in the mountains, prevented its implementation.  After the tide had turned against the Germans in the Eastern Theater, even a Second Front became less necessary for Soviet strategy.  Notice how one Soviet text book (Lyons, cited below) describes the cross�channel invasion:





	In June, 1944, when it had become obvious that the Soviet Union was capable of defeating Hitler's Germany with her forces alone, England and the USA opened the Second Front.





	Consider also logistical factors in transporting and supplying huge Anglo�American forces in Russia, especially when the critically few supply routes were vulnerable to German attack, notably the northern run to Murmansk and Archangel.  
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