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on  Februa ry  3 t  1908 ,  The  New York  T imes  repo r ted  tha t  t he

Uni ted States Supreme Cour t  banned boycot ts  by t rade unions.

Accord ing to  the ar t ic le ,  a  hat  manufacturer ,  Diet r ich Loewe

& Company of  Danbury,  Connect icut ,  had sued Mart in  Lawlor  and

over  2OO other  members of  the Uni ted Hat ter  o f  [Nor th]  Amer ica

for  damages under  sect ion 7 of  the Sherman Ant j - t rust  Act .  The

ar t i c l e  desc r ibed  the  Cour t ' s  ru l i ng  as

the most  damaging b low organized labor  has
rece ived ,  and ,  ca r r i ed  to  i t s  f u l l  impor t ,
means that  hereaf ter  any unj -on which
under takes a boycot t  renders every one of
i ts  members personal ly  l iab le for  threefo ld
damages to  the f i rm o i  ind iv iduat  boycot ted. f

The Cour t ts  dec is ion seemed st ra ight  forward enough

boycot ts  by t rade.  un ions were now i l legal  -  but  j -nherent

the  dec i s ion  was  an  apparen t  anoma ly .  I f  a  t rus t  i s  "a

combinat ion of  f i rms or  corporat ions for  the purpose of

compet i t ion and contro l l ing pr ices throughout  a bus iness
-,{

an  i ndus t r y r "  t hen  how cou ld  an  ac t  t ha t  was r  acco rd ing

t i t l e ,  an t i - t r us t ,  be  app l i cab l -e  to  a  l abo r  un ion?

t -n

reducing

or

to  i t s

, , , ' i l
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To answer th is  quest ion,  th .e Sherman Ant i t rust  Act  must

f i r s t  be  d i scussed .  Th i s  ac t ,  wh ich  was  s igned  i n to  l aw  loy

Pres iden t  Ben jamin  Har r i son  on  Ju l y  2 ,  1890 ,  cons i s t s  o f  e igh t

sec t i ons .  The  p reamb le  to  the  ac t  s ta tes  tha t  i t  i s  "An  ac t

to  protect  t rade and commerce against  un lawfu l  rest ra in ts  and

monoop l i es .  "  Sec t i on  1  o f  t he  ac t  s ta tes :

Every contract ,  combinat ion in  the form
o f  t rus t  o r  o the r  w ise  r  o t  consp i racy ,  i n
rest ra in t  o f  t rade or  commerce among the
seve ra l  S ta tes  t  o t  w i th  fo re ign  na t i ons ,
i s  he reby  dec la red  to  be  i l l ega l .

Sec t i on  3  o f  t he  ac t  s ta tes :
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Every contract ,  combinat ion in  the
form of  t rust  or  o therwise r  o t
conspi racy,  in  rest ra in t  o f  t rade or
c o m m e r c e . . . i s  h e r e b y  i l l e g a l .

Sec t i on  7  o f  t he  ac t  s ta tes :

Any person who sha1l  be in jured in
h is  bus iness or  proper ty  by any other
person or  corporat ion,  by reason of
anyth ing forb idden or  dec lared unlawfu l
by th is  Act ,  may sue therefor  in  any
c i r cu i t  cou r t  o f  t he  Un i ted  S ta tes
and shal l  recover  threefo ld the damages
by  h im  sus ta ined ,  and  the  cos ts  o f  su i t ,
inc lud ing a reasonable at torney fee.

Sec t i on  8  o f  t he  ac t  s ta tes :

That  the word t tpersont t  or  t tpersonsr"

. . .  sha l1  be  deemed  to  i nc lude  co rpona t ions
and associat ions ex is t ing under  or  author ized
by the laws of  e i ther  the Uni ted Statesr  the
laws  o f  any  o f  t he  Te r r i t o r i es ,  t he  l aws  o f
any State,  or  the laws of  any fore ign
country .

Sec t i ons  2 t  4 t  5 t  and  6  se t  f o r th  the  pena l t i es  fo r  v io la t i on

of  the act  and establ ishes the jur isd ic t ion of  the federa l -  cour ts

t t to  prevent  and rest ra in  v io la t ions of  th is  Act . t '  Terms such

as  t t boyco t t r t t  r f t r ade  un ions r t t  r r l abo r  o rgan iza t i ons t t  o r  any  o the r

references to  labor  do not  appear  in  the act .  However ,  terms

such  as  "monopo l i es r "  " t rus t r ' "  "L rade"  and  "commerce"  a re

inc luded in  the act ,  suggest ing that  the act  was in tended to
..s

prohib i t  cer ta in  bus iness pract ices deemed to be improper .

Nonetheless,  despi te  the word ing of  the act ,  the Uni ted

States Supreme Cour t ,  in  a unanimous decis ion,  ru led thaL the

act  was appl icable to  labor  boycot ts .  In  the opin ion of  the

Court ,  which was del j -vered by the Chief  Just ice,  Melv i l le  W.

Ful ler ,  the boycot t  was found to be a "combinat ion in  rest ra in t

of  commercer t t  i l legal  under  the Sherman Ant i t rust  Act ,  and Lhat
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therefore the defendants were l iab le for  threefo ld damaqes under

sect j -on 7 of  the act .  Ful ler  argued that

Any combinat ion whatever  to  secure act j .on
which essent ia l ly  obst ructs  the f ree f low
of  commerce between the s tates,  or  rest r ic ts  r
in  that  regard,  the l iber ty  of  a  t rader
to  engage  in  bus iness ,  i s  w i th in  the
inh ib i t i on  o f  t he  an t i - t r us t  ac t  o f  Ju l y
2 ,  1890  aga ins t  comb ina t i ons  " i n  res t ra in t
of trade or commerce among the several
s ta tes .  t t  Y

Ful ler  expla ined how the boycot t  const j - tu ted a "combj-nat ion

in  res t ra in t  o f  t r ade" :

The  comb ina t i on  cha rged  I f e l l ]  w i th in
the c lass of  rest ra in ts  of  t rade a imed
at  compel l ing th i rd  par t ies and st rangers
involuntar i ly  not  to  engage in  the course
of  t rade except  on condi t ions that  the
comb ina t i on  impose ldJ

Ful ler  a lso asser ted that  the boycot t  was not  a

const i tu t ional ly  protected r ight ,  and bols te ied h is  argument

by quot ing Associate Supreme Cour t  Just ice Ol iver  Wendel l  Holmes

who ,  acco rd ing  to  Fu1 le r ,  sa id :

When the acts  consis t  o f  making a
combinat ion ca lcu lated to  cause temporal
damage,  the power to  punish such acts ,
when done mal ic ious ly ,  cannot  be denled
The most  innocent  and const i tu t ional ly
protected of  acts  or  omiss ions may be made
a  s tep  i n  a  c r im ina l  p lo t ,  ne i the r  i t s
innocence nor  the Const i tu t ion is  suf f ic i -enL " ,
to  prevent  the punishment  of  the p lot  by Iaw." '

The Cour t  a lso re jected the argument  that  the act  d id  not

apply  to  the defendants because they were not  engaged in

in ters tate commerce. In  h i s  op in ion ,  Fu l l e r  w ro te :

Nor  can the act  in  guest ion be held
inappl icable because defendants were not
themselves engaged in  in ters tate commerce.
The act  made no d is t inct ion between c lasses.
I t  prov ided that  t teveryt t  contract ,
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combinat lon,  or  conspi racy in  rest ra in t
o f  t rade  was  i I I ega l .?

Ful ler  fur ther  argued that  Congress had in tended to inc lude

labor  organizat ions under  the act .

The records of  Congress show that  severa l
ef for ts  were made to exempt ,  by leg is la t ion,
organizat ions of  farmers and laborers f rom
the operat ion of  the act ,  and that  a l l  these
ef for ts  fa i ledr  so that  the act  remaj-ned as
we have i t  before us.$ '

Therefore,  accord ing to  Fu1ler ,  the act  appl ied to  combinat ions

o f  l abo re rs .

f t  is  t rue th is  s tatute has not  been
much expounded by judges,  but r  ds i t
seems to me,  i ts  meaningr  Els  far  as
re lates to  the sor t  o f  combinat ions to
wh ich  i t  i s  t o  app Iy ,  i s  man i fes t ,  and
that  i t  inc ludes combinat ions which are
composed of  laborers act ing in  the in terest
of  laborers.  'u

The Cour t  condemned the tact ics employed by the defendants,

Federat ionthe Uni ted

of  Labor ,

Hat ters  of  Nor th Amer ica and the Amer ican

in  the i r  boyco t t  o f  Loewe 's  bus iness .  Fu l1e r  cha rged

the Uni ted Hat ters  of  Nor th Amer i -ca

.  .  .  w i - th  the in tent  .  .  .  to  contro l  the
employm6nt  of  labor  in  the operat ion of
s a i d  f a c t o r i e s . . . i n  a  m a n n e r  e x t r e m e l y
onerous and d is tastefu l  to  such ownerst
and to  carry  out  such scheme,  ef for t ,  and
purpose by rest ra in ing and dest roy ing the
inters tate t rade and commerce of  such
manufacturers,  by means of  in t imidat ion
of  and threats  made to such manufacturers
and the i r  customers in  the severa l  s tatest
of  boycot t ing them, the i r  product ,  and the i r
customers,  us ing therefore a l l  the powerfu l
means at  the l r  command as aforesaid,  unt i l
such t ime as,  f rom the damage and loss of
bus iness resul t ing theref rom, the sa ld
manufacturers should y ie ld  to  the sa ld demand
to  un ion i ze  the i r  f ac to r i es . { r

Ful ler  a lso i -ncorporated in to h is  op in ion substant ia l
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por t i ons  o f  Loewers  comp la in t  wh ich  a l l eged  tha t

. . . t h e  d e f e n d a n t s . . .  I i n t e n d e d ] . . .  t t l o  c a u s e
by means of  threats  and coerc ion,  and wi thout
warn ing or  in format ion to  the p la in t l f fs ,
the concer ted and s imul taneous wi thdrawal
of  a l l  makers and f in ishers of  hats  then
working for them, who were not members of
the i r  sa id combinat i -on,  the Uni ted Hat ters
o f  N o r t h  A m e r i c a . . . . "

Thus,  accord ing to  Ful ler ,  the union boycot t  was a form

of  economic extor t ion which obst ructed in ters tate commerce and

therefore was subject  to  sanct ions unde:r  the Sherman Ant i t rust

A c t .

The  Supreme Cour t r s  ru l i ng  reve rsed  a  l ower  cou r t  ru l i ng

wh ich  had  re jec ted  Loewers  comp la in t  aga ins t  t he  un ion .  The

lower cour t  was not  convinced that  the Sherman Ant i t rust  Act

app l i ed  to  l abo r  un ions .  On  December  6 t  19A6 ,  D is t r i c t  Cour t

Judge  James  P .  P la t t ,  i n  h i s  op in ion ,  w ro te !

I t  is  not  yet  perceived that  the Supreme
Court has as yet so broadened the
interpretat ion of  the Sherman act  that  i t
w i l l  f i t  such  an  o rde r  o f  f ac t s  as  th i s
comp la in t  p resen ts .  Wha t  i t  may  do ,  i f
the mat ter  comes before i - ! ,  is ,  in  my
judgmen t ,  ve ry  unce r ta in . " '

The appl icat . ion of  the Sherman Act  against  labor  un ions

was cr i t ic ized by many prominent  po l i t ica l  and rabor  leaders.

Richard Olney,  the Uni ted States At torney Genera l  dur ing the

Pulrman st r ike,  be l ieved that  the sherman Act  should not  be

used  aga ins t  l abo r .  on  May  12 ,  1893 ,  o lney  wro te  tha t  t o  emp loy

the act  would unfa i r ly  p lace

the whole power of the federal government
on one s ide of  a  c iv i l  controversyr  of
doubtful merits, betr,ueen the employers of
labor on one hand and the employed on the
o the r .o  i

, ti.
l l

I

: :

, . "
'  ' t ' :

, i r i ;
liiii:I,iii i, ,,'r i l ' :, i
'  i r l ,  '
il'l :

l,r: it
i ,i.i ,;
i l r r .
i ; , i ; : ,

i,i,l .
" rii;



r
a '
f r

,  samuel Gompers, president of the American Federatj-on of r.,abor,

arso fe l t  that  the sherman act  should noL be appl ied to  labor

unions.  Gompers asser ted that  | t the labor  union is  not  a  t rust t t

and that there v/as. no way that a unj-on could be "confounded
t{.

w i t h  t h e  p e r n i c i o u s  a n d  s e l f i s h  a c t i v i t i e s  o f . . . a  t r u s t . " ' A n d

President  Theodore Roosevel t  cr i t ic ized the Sherman act  i tse l - f

because,  accord ing to  Roosevel t ,  what  the act  d id  was to  " forb id

a l l  combinat ions.  t ' fS )

The debate on the legal i ty  o f  un ion boycot ts  was not  a

mere academic d lscuss ion.  By the la te n ineteenth century

boycotts by labor unions had become a common occurrence. From

1885  to  1892  the re  were  11352  boyco t t s  i n  New yo rk  S ta te r . *  f n

1886  the re  were  f i f t y  boyco t t s  i n  I t l i no i s ,  twenLy - f l ve  by  the

Knights  of  Labor  and twenty- f ive by the Amer+can Federat ion
t r - *

o f  Labor i  *

Boycot ts  were ca l led by t rade unions for  a  number of

reasons.  One reason was to  lend suppor t  to  other  s t r ik ing

workers,  such as when the Amer ican Rai lway Workers Unlon voted

to boycot t  a l l  t rh ins carry ing Pul lman cars dur ing the Pul lman

str ike of  1894.  other  major  causes of  boycot ts  were d isputes

over  employment  of  non-union workers l  demands for  h igher  wages;

enforcement  of  un ion ru les;  reduct ion of  hours l  and maintenance

of  present  wageslS

Boycot ts  were exceedingly  ef fect ive weapons in  gain ing

union demands.  A boycot t  could devastate an emproyer  whose

economic surv lva l  depended on being able to  se l l  merchandise

to customers.  This  happened in  the Loewe case.  Af ter  Diet r ich
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E. Loewe refused to recognize the Uni ted Hat ters  of  Nor th Amer ica

and put  the union label  on aI1 h is  hats ,  the unionr  of l  Auqrust

20 ,  1902 ,  ca l Ied  on  Loewe ts  worke rs  to  s t r i ke .  Seve ra l  mon ths

la te r ,  a f t e r  Loewe .had  rep laced  the  s t r i k i ng  worke rs ,  t he  ha t te rs

union organized a boycot t  o f  Loewe by put t ing Loewe on the

Amer j . can  Federa t i on  o f  Labor t s  t i s t  o f  compan ies  "We Don ' t

Pa t ron i ze . "  Then  the  un ion  s t ruck  a t  Loewers  d i s t r i bu t i on

network by d issuading reta i lers  and wholesalers  throughout  the

Un i ted  S ta tes  f rom ca r ry ing  Loewe ts  ha ts .  As  a  resu l t ,  Loewe

l o s t  m o r e  t h a n  $ 3 3 r 0 0 0  i n  1 9 0 2  a n d  1 9 0 3 . '

Loewe chose to f ight  the boycot t ,  but  in  rnany cases

emp loye rs  acceded  to  un ion  demands .  I n  1885 ,  72  pe rcen t  o f

the boycot ts  actual ly  dec ided throughout  the Uni ted States

(exc lud ing  boyco t t s  aga ins t  t he  ch inese )  were  dec la red

success fu l i  F rom 1BB5  th rough  1892  in  New York  S ta te ,  o f  686

cases repor ted as having succeeded or  fa i led,  461 r  or  about

{ , J

two- th i - rds,  were sa id to  have succeeded. ' '  In  the hat  inc lust ry ,

by 1gO2 only  twelve out  o f  1  90 hat  manufacturers in  the Uni ted

States were sti t l  torr-rrrr iorr l ' '

Boyco t t s  cou ld  be  d i r t y ,  b ru ta l  a f fa i r s ,  i nvo l v ing  e lemen ts

o f  coe rc ion ,  f o rce ,  i n t im ida t i on ,  and  ex to r t i on .  Fo r  i ns tance t

i n  1885 ,  du r ing  a  s t r i ke  aga ins t  a  ha t  manu fac tu re r '  F .  Be rg

& Company,  in  Orange,  New Jersey,  the union re in forced the i r

s t r ike by organiz ing a boycot t .  The union ca l led on neighbors

and f r iends to  ost rac ize a l l  those who went  to  work for  Berg.

Fur t .hermore,  they asked suppor ters  not  to  shop at  s tores that

cont inued to do business wi th  Berg and i ts  nonunion emp- loyees.

l , ' , l l

: i l i l , '



The orange hat ters  a lso resor ted to  phys lca l  force to  br ing

some sma1l  propr ie tors  in to l ine.

1  8 8 5 ,

On  the  even ing  o f  Ap r i l  11 ,

a commit tee of  hat ters  pat ro l led in  f ront
of  the var ious s tores that  [had]  been p laced
o n  t h e  h a t t e r s '  b l a c k  1 i s t . . . . A  c o m m i t t e e
which had been placed j.n f ront of I  some ]
s tores,  and some members of  which were
intox icated,  carr ied on the i r  work in  a
most  h igh-handed manner ,  go ing so far  as
to enter  the s tores of  both Wal ter  Vandel l
and Thomas Jones,  and dragging customers
ou t  by  ma in  fo rce . . . .Seve ra1  *omen ,  w j - ves
of  Berg 's  hands,  compla ined that  they had
been fol lowed around by men who had prevented
them f rom t rad ing in  s tores ^by point ing
them out  to  the propr ie tors . ! -

S imi lar  coerc ive measures were used by hat ters  dur ing a

st r ike in  South Norwalk ,  Connect icut ,  December 1 884 to  Apr i l

1885.  This  s t r ike began af ter  employers cut  wages f rom 2 to
1 u

45 percent l '  Wi th in  weeks of  the beginning of  the s t r j -ke,

s t r ik ing hat ters  began v is i t ing Iocal  merchants,  demanding that

they cease doing busj -ness wi th  the owners of  the factor ies,

and the i r  employees,  i f  they wanted to  reta in  the s t r ikers '
1<

patronagei -  fn  one case a barber ,  a f ter  be ing to ld  by the

st r ikers that  "he could take h is  choice between the t rade of

a hal f  dozen r ich customers or  200 or  more s t r ikersn ' r  re fused

to serve an employer who had entered the barbershop for a shave.

The str ikers also threatened to withdraw from the congregatlon

of a church whose pastor

struck employersS

E v e n  t h e  A . F .  o f  L .

had made remarks support ive of the

was re luctant  to  endorse such tact ics.

Yet  un ions fe l t  that  the sympathet j -c  s t r ike,  the organizat ional

s t r ike,  and the secondary boycot t  were necessary weapons in
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the i r  s t ruggle to  improve condi t ions for  un ion workers l '

One form of boycott that the Supreme Court rnade special

noLe  o f  was  the  use  o f  t he  "we  Don ' t  Pa t ron i ze "  l i s t . '  , h i "

was a l is t  o f  f i rms,  which f rom the s tandpoint  o f  t rade

un ion i s t s ,  we re  un fa i r  t o  l abo r .  These  l i s t s  were  pub l i shed

in t rade unlon per iod ica ls  or  posted in  t rade union headquar ters .

The Amer ican Federat ion of  Labo: i  publ ished a "We Dont t  Patronizet t

l is t  which the Uni ted Hat ters  of  Nor th Amer ica used to boycot t

Diet r ich Loewe & Company.

To combat  unions,  employers organized boycot ts  of  the i r

own.  One k ind of  employer  boycot t  target ted other  f i rms or

inst i tu t ions which showed too favorable an at t i tude toward labor .

An example of  th is  type of  boycot t  occurred when the Nat ional

Founders '  Assoc ia t i on ,  t he  Me ta l  T rades '  Assoc ia t i on  and  the

Boei rd of  Di rectors of  the Nat ional  Associat ion of  Manufacturers

reguested ' the i r  members to  refuse contr ibut ions to  the L incoln

Farm Associat ion,  which was formed for  the purpose of  secur i -ng

a Memor ia l  Nat ional  Park in  commemerat ion of  Abraham Linco1n.

This  was reguested beeause the Amer ican Federat ion of  Laborrs

un ion  l abe l  was  used  on  the  assoc ia t i on rs  p r i n t i ng .  Le t te rs

were a lso sent  to  the Memor ia l  Commit tee protest ing against

the label .  The union labe1 subseguent ly  d isappeared f rom the

let terhead of  the Associat ion.

Another type of boycott organized by employers was known

as  the  b lack l i . s t .  A  b lack l i s t  was

an agreement  of  employers to  refuse
employment to certain workermen obnoxious
to them, genera l ly  on account  of  the i r
ac t i v i t i es  i n  beha l f  o f  l abo r . ' "
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Many workers were refused employment  or  were suddenly  d ischarged

as a resul t  o f  the secret  use of  th is  weapon.  In  the garment

induStry ,  a  card lndex system was used by one of  the employers '
"r':i

assocj -at ions to  t race "undesi rab le"  employees.  And in  the

ra i l road industry ,  " there were thousands of  j -nstances of

b lack l i s t i ng  ,  f a r  t oo  numerous  to  spec i f y ,  "  w ro te  an  o f f i c i a l

o f  one  o f  t he  ra i l r oad  un ions .

But  whi le  the Supreme Cour t  banned the labor  union boycot t ,

t he  b lack l i s t  was  p ro tec ted  by  the  cou r t s .  I n  New York  C i t y

S t ree t  Ra i lway  Co .  v .  Scha f fe r  (Oh io ,  1902)  the  cou r t  ru led

that  ra j - l roads could not  be sued for  aqreeing not  to  employ

men who had been on st r ike;  in  Boyer  v .  Western Union Telegraph

C o m p a n y  ( C . C . E . D . ,  M o . ,  1 9 0 3 )  t h e  c o u r t  d e c i d e d  t h a t  a n  e m p l o y e r

could not  be sued for  d ischarg ing a worker  because he was a

un ion  man ;  and  i n  Wabash  Ra i l road  Co .  v .  Young  ( rnd . ,  19041

the cour t  ru led that  i t  was not  act lonable for  one ra i l road

to in form other  raJ- l roads,  on request ,  that  a  former employee

h a d  b e e n  a  l a b o r  a g i t a t o r .  F i n a l l y ,  i n  A d a i r  v .  U . S .  ( 1 9 0 8 ) '

the Uni ted States Supreme Cour t  dec l -ared unconst i tu t ional  that

par t  o f  the Erdman law which made i t  i l legal  to  d ischarge a

workman  because  o f  h i s  un ion  a f f i l i a t i ons .

The cour ts  c lear ly  were antagonis t ic  towards organized

T 1 '
labor .  But  was th is  at t i tude shared by Congress? In  the Senate

the re  were  repea ted  ca l l s  f o r  l eg i s la t i on  to  ou t l aw  t rus ts .

O n  D e c e m b e r  4 , 1 8 8 9 ,  d u r i n g  t h e  f i r s t  s e s s i o n  o f  t h e  5 1 s t

Congress,  John Sherman,  Republ ican Senator  f rom Ohio,  in t roduced

a  b i l l  " t o  dec la re  un law fu l  t r us ts  and  comb ina t i ons  i n  res t ra in t

1 0
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o f  t rade  and  p roduc t i on . "

Senate Commit tee on F i -nance

the Senate wi th  amendments.

and vo id,  "

The b i l l  was then referred tc ,  the

which la ter  repor ted the b i l . I  to

The  amended  b i l l  dec la red  ' nun law fu l ,

a l l  a r rangemen ts ,  con t rac ts ,  ag reemen ts ,
t rustsr  or  combinat ions between persons
or  corporat ions made wi th  a v iew which tend
to prevent  fu l l  and f ree compet i t ion in
the impor tat ion,  t ranspor tat ion r  o t  sa le
o f  a r t i c l e s . . . a n d  a l l  a r r a n g e m e n t s t
con t rac ts ,  ag reemen ts ,  t rus ts  r  o t
combinat ions between persons or  corporat ions
designed or  which tend to  advance the cost
to  the consumer of  any such ar t ic les. " ' '  

'

The in tent  o f  the b i l l  repor ted out  by the Senate F inance

Commit tee was unmistakable Lo out law t rusts  and other

monopol  j -s t ic  combinat ions.

Debate on the b i l l  then began on the f loor  of  the Senate.

On  March  21  ,  1  890 ,  Sherman  exp la ined  the  pu rpose  o f  h i s  b i l l :

Now,  Mr .  P res iden t ,  wha t  i s  t h i s  b i l l ?
A remedia l  s tautue to  enforce by c iv i l
process in  the cour ts  of  the Uni ted States
the common law against  monopol ies. '

Sherman a lso expla ined the purpose of  a  t 'combinat iont t :

T h e  s o l e  o b j e c t  o f . . . a  c o m b i n a t i o n  i s  t o
make compet i t ion impossib le .  I t  can contro l
the market ,  ra ise or  lower  pr icesr  Ets  wel l -
as  bes t  p romote  i t s  se l f i sh  i n te res ts ,  reduce
pr ices in  a par t icu lar  local i ty  and break
down compet i t ion and advance pr ices at  wi l l
when compet i t ion does not  ex is t .  I ts
govern ing mot ive is  to  increase the prof i ts
o f  t he  pa r t i es  compos ing  i t .

I t  is  c lear  f rom these statements that  Sherman wanted tc ,  out law

t r u s t s .

Other  Senators  jo ined w i th  Sherman in  a t tack ing  t rus ts .

James z .  George,  Democra t  f rom Miss iss iPPi r  sa id :  "These t rus ts

1 1
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and combinat ions are qreat  wrongs to  the people.  They have

invaded many of  the most  impor tant  branches of  bus iness. t t  John

H. Reagan,  DemocraL f rom Texas,  asser ted that  the b i l l  " is

l im i ted  to  bus iness  i n  i n te rna t i ona l  o r  i n te rs ta te  commerce . " '

David Purp ie,  Democrat  f rom Indiana,  sa id that  "The purpose

o f  t he  b i l l  o f  t he  Sena to r  f rom Oh io  i s  t o  nu l l i f y  c i v i l l y  t he

agreements and obl igat ions of  the t rusts  of  these f raudu. lent

combinat ions."  James L.  Pugh,  Democrat  f rom Alabama,  sa. id :

"r have no doubt Congress has the power to make such tru.sts

and comblnat j -ons cr iminal  and punishable by f ine and

impr i sonmen t . "  
' 'By  r r comb ina t i ons t r ,  Pugh  was  re fe r r i ng  to

corporate monopol ies.  Henry M.  Tel ler ,  Democrat  f rom Colorado,

sa id that  "The only  quest ion seems to be just  how the t rusts

can  be  con t ro l l ed . "  Orv i l l e  H .  P la t t ,  Repub l i can  f rom

Cor inect icut ,  sa id:  "The people who are suf fer ing f rom the

u n l a w f u l  a c t s  o f  a s s o c l a t e d  c o r p o r a t i o n s  a r e  a s k i n g  r e I i e f . . . . "

Zebulon D.  Vance,  Democrat  f rom North Caro l ina,  sa id t twe are

al l  enemj-es to  these iL1ega1 combj-nat ions of  capi ta l  which devour

the substance of  the people and gr ind the faces of  the poor . "

George  Gray ,  Democra t  f rom De laware ,  sa id :  t t . . . comb ina t i ons

of  capi ta l  have been enabled to  secure to  themselves undue

advantages over  those who were not  possessors of  capi ta l  in

the  same degree . ' r  
'

O n  M a y  1 , 1 8 9 0 ,  d e b a t e  o n  t h e  b i l l  b e g a n  i n  t h e  H o u s e  o f

Representat ives.  The tone of  the debate was much the same as

in the Senate.  There were repeated ca l ls  for  act ion to  out law

t rus ts .  Dav j -d  B .  Cu lbe rson ,  Democra t  f rom Texas ,  sa id :
,t:Sii' :
. :lri
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The States are power less unless Congress
wi l l  take charge of  the t rade between the
StaLes and make unlawfu l  t ra f f ic  that
operates in  rest ra in t  o f  t rade and which
promotes and encourages monopoly .  Persons,
corporat lons t  o t  associat i -ons shoul -d be
prevented from carrying into the se-vera1
States products  covered by t rusts .+t

Joseph  D .  Saye rs ,  Democra t  f rom Texas r ' sa id  tha t  " t he  pu rposes
+ q

o f  t h e  b i t l  a r e ,  f i r s t ,  t o  s u p p r e s s  t r u s t s . . . . "  E z r a  B .  T a y l o r ,

R e p u b l i c a n  f r o m  o h i o ,  s a i d  " I  a m  o p p o s e d  t o  t r u s t s . . . . ' f e e n t o n

McMi l l i n ,  Democra t  f rom Tennessee ,  sa id  " tha t  I  t h ink  i t  i s

the duty  of  Congress to  exter t  every leg l t imate power for  the

prevent ion of  the organizaLion of  these t rusts  which are so
{l

d e t r i m e n t a l  t o  t r a d e . .  . . ' n  W i l l i a m , E :  M a s o n ,  R e p u b l i c a n  f r o m
.sJ

I l l i n o i s ,  s a i d :  " v ' l e  p r o p o s e  n o w  t o  s t r i k e  d o w n  t h e s e  r t r u s t t . . . . "

J o h n  T .  H e a r d ,  D e m o c r a t  f r o i i  M i s s o u r j - ,  s a i d :  " w e  I a r e ] . . . .

an imated by a Cesi re to  secure for  our  people re l ie f  f rom the
'5'r'

mos t  od ious  despo t i sm o f .monopo1y . . i . "  .  John  H .  Rogers ,  Democra t

f rom Arkansas,  sa id that  "a l l  the States must  act  on the premis6s

: s +
i f  they would be f reed f rom the oppress ion of  t rusts . "  George

W.  F i th ian ,  Democra t  f rom I l l i no i s ,  made  re fe rences  to  " the
55

ev i l  o f  t r us ts . "  E I i j ah  H .  Mor . se ,  RepubJ - i can  f rom l v iassachusd t t s ,

sa id that  the purpose of  the b i l l  was " to  regulate t ransact ions
" s 6

in  res t ra in t  o f  t r ade  be tween  c i t i zens  o f  d i f f e ren t  S ta tes . ' t - -

Dur j -ng the debate,  concerns were a lso ra j -sed that  the law

could be appl ied against  combinat ions of  workers.  In  the Senate,

Frank Hiscock,  Republ ican f rom New York,  sa id:

Every organizat ion which at tempts to  take
the contro l  o f  the labor  that  i t  puts  in to
the market  to  advance i ts  pr ice is
l n te rd i c ted  by  th i s  b i l 1 .  S i r ,  I  am one
of  those who bel ieve in  labor  orqanizat ions.

1 3
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I  be l ieve the only  safety  to  labor  rests
in  the power to  combine against  capi ta l
and  asse r t  i t s  r i gh ts  and  de fend  i t se l f .

Senator  Tel ler  f rom Colorado bel ieved that  the b i l l  woufd

inter fere wi th  organizat ions which he thought  were "absolute ly

jus t i f i ab le  by  the  remarkab le  cond i t i ons  o f  t h ings "  i n  t he

country .  Tel ler  was referr ing to  " the organizat ions of  labor

I a n d ]  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  o f  f a r m e r s . . . . "  w i l l i a m  M .  S t e w a r t ,

Repub l i can  f rom Nevada ,  sa id  tha t  t t he  b i1 l l  [wou ld  be

par t icu lar ly  oppress ive upon the s t ruggl ing masses who a. re making

comb ina t i ons  to  res i s t  accumu la ted  wea l th . "  S t .ewar t  a l so  sa id

that  the b i l l  was "on the wrong basis"  and would "cut  in  the

wrong  d i rec t i on  i f  i t  I passed ] . t t '  John  T .  Morgan ,  DemocraL  f rom

Alabama, asked a guest ion which began:  r r l f  we pass a law here

to punish men for  enter ing in to combinat ion and conspl ra.cy to

ra i se  the  p r i ce  o f  l abo r .  .  .  .  t '

f n  response  to  these  conce rns r  oD  March  25 ,  1890 ,  Sena to r

Sherman of fered an amendment  to  h is  b i11.  The amendment  s tated:

That  th is  act  shal l  not  be construed to
apply to any arrangements, agreements t Qt
combinat ions between laborers made wi th
the v iew of  lessenj -ng the number of  hours
o f  l a b o r  o r  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e i r  w a g e s . . . .

The amendment  was passed by the Senate that  same dayj  " '

Then  on  March  27 r  1890 ,  t he  Sena te r  by  a  vo te  o f  31  yes

to 28 nor  voted to  refer  the b i l l  to  the Commit tee on the

.Tudic iary  which was chai red by George F.  Edmunds,  Republ ican

from Vermont .  Edmunds bel ieved that  the b i l l  in  i ts  present

form would g ive labor  an unfa i r  advantage over  capi ta l  and

l ikened the re la t ionship of  labor  and capi ta l  to  an eguat ion

,, i'i
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i n  w h i c h  o n e  s i d e  c a n n o t  b e  d i s t u r b e d  w i t h o u t  d i s t u r b i n q  t h e
t ,

o t h e r . P b  E d m u n d s  e l a b o r a t e d  o n  t h i s  p o i n t :

I  say that  to  prov lde on one s ide of  that
equat ion that  there may be a combinat ion
and  on  the  o the r  s ide  tha t  t he re  sha l l  no t ,
is  contrary  to  the very inherent  pr inc ip le
u p o n  w h i c h  s u c h  b u s i n e s s  m u s t ' d e p e n d .  r f
we are to  have egual i tyr  ds we ought .  to
have,  i f  the combinat ion on the one s ide
is  to  be prohib i ted,  the combinat ion on
the other  s ide must  be prohib i ted or  there
w i l l  be  ce r ta in  des t ruc t i on  i n  t he  end .67

When  the  b i l l  was  repo r ted  ou t  o f  t he  Jud ic ia ry  commi t tee ,

, she rmanrs  amendmen t  was  m iss ing ,  I n  add i t i on ,  t he  b i t l  was

changed  to  i nc lude  ' r consp i rac ies  i n  res t ra in t  o f  t r ade . "  Why

the Senate Commit tee on the Judic i -ary  in t roduced these changes

, to  the  b i l l  i can  on l y  be  specu la ted  as  no  repo r t  o f  t he  commi t tee
t o

l s  ava i l ab ldS"  Bu t  Sena to r  Edmunds  d id  o f fe r  an  exp lana t i on
r 1
, f o r  t he  commi t tee ts  ac t i on .  Acco rd ing  to  Edmunds ,  t he  commi t tee

,wan ted  to  " l eave  i t  t o  t he  cou r t s . . . t o  say  how f ,a r  t hey  cou l -d

ca r ry  i t  I  t he  b i l l  ]  o r  i t s  de f i n i t i ons  as  app l i cab le  to  each

i
il

I

'l 'l
r i  I

p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e- '

t<epresenta t rve

t o
a s  i t  m i g h t  a r i s e . " o ' D a v i d  C u l b e r s o n ,  D e m o c r a t i c

. . 1 1

f rom,;Texasr  concurred wi th  Edmunds regard ing

the  ro le  o f  l t he  cou r t s :

Now,  j us t  wha t  con t rac ts ,  wha t  comb ina t i ons
in  the  fo rm o f  t rus ts ,  o r  wha t  consp i rac ies
wi l l  be in  rest ra in t  o f  t rade or  commerce
ment ioned in  th is  b i l l  w i l_ l  not  be known
unt i l  the cour ts  have construed and
in te rp re ted  th i s  p rov i s ion .To

N o n e t h e l e s s ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  l - a w  w o u l d  b e  s u b j e c t  t o  j u d i c i a l _

rev i -ew,  Edmunds had apparent ly  a l ready  fo rmed h is  own op in lon

concern ing

Edmunds was

the  scope .o f  t he  ac t .  Re fe r r i ng  to  the  Sherman  Ac t ,

'reput.ed to
i
i
l ,
i l ' i

l

h a v e  s a i d :
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I t  is  in tended and I  th ink wi l l  cover  every
form of combination that seeks to in any

'  way in ter fere wi th  or  rest ra j -n  f ree
compet i t ion,  whether  iL  is  capi ta l  in  the
form of  t rusts ,  combinat ions,  ra j - l road pools
or agreementsr or labor through the form
of  boycot t ing organizat ions that  say a man
shal l -  not  earn h is  bread unless he jo ins
th is  or  that  soc iety .  Both are wronq;  both
are cr imes,  and are ind ic table under  the
An t i -T rus t  I s i c ]  l awsJ '

I f  th is  is  what  Senator  Edmunds sa i -d,  then Edmunds,  who,

accord ing to  Alpheus T.  Mason,  "p layed a very impor tant  par t
7z

in  the  f ram ing  o f  t he  b i l l r t t  cons ide red  t rade  un ions ,  i n  " t he

fo rm o f  boyco t t i ng  o rgan iza t i ons r t '  t o  be  c r im ina l  en t i t i es .

I t  is  therefore not  surpr is ing that  the Judic iapy Commit tee '

which Edmunds chaired, would have changed the wording of

Sherman 's  b i l l  t o  make  i t  app l i cab le  to  l abo r  o rgan iza t i ons .

The Senate knew what would happen to the bi l l  in the

Judic iary  Commit tee.  Amid laughter  f rom the other  Senators

in  the chamber,  Senator  Vance to ld  about  a b i l l  re fer red to

the Judic iary  Commit tee which the Senate had thought  "mighty

good" and "mighty proper" .  The b i l t  came back,  Senator  Vance

s a i d ,

bu t ,  a Ias ,  i t  d id  no t  come back  i n  t he  same
body in  which i t  went .  f t  was Greece,  but
l iv ing Greece no more.  r t  came back mangled
and mut i la ted unt i l  i ts  parent  knew i t  not
and  d i sc la imed  i t s  pa te rn j - t y .  I Laugh te r .  ] 73

on  Apr i l  B ,  1890 ,  t he  "b i l l  t o  p ro tec t  t rade  and  commerce

against  un lawfu l  rest ra in ts  and monopol ies"  was passed in  the

Senate by a vote of  52 yes to  t  , ro l f  Af ter  conferencing wi th

the  Sena te ,  t he  House ,  oD  June  20 r  1890 ,  adop ted ,  by  a  vo te

t o



o f  242  yes  to  0  no ,  t he  con fe renee  repo r t ,  and  on  Ju l y  2 ,  1890 ,

af ter  a  1onq,  arduous leg is la t ive journey last ing a lmost  seven

months,  Pres ident  Harr ison s igned the Sherman Ant i t rust  Act

i n to  l aw .

The Supreme Cour t 's  dec is ion in  the Danbury Hat ter  case

marked the beginning of  a  new era in  the government 's  e f for t

to  crush the power of  organized labor .  In  the years fo l lowing

the decis ion,  Lhe Sherman Act  was invoked repeatedly  by the

cour ts  to  enjo in  unions f rom st r ik ing.  I rv ing Bernste j -n  wr i tes

tha t  "be tween  1908  and  1914 ,  f i f t een  to  twen ty  cases  a rose  i n

in fer i -or  federa]  cour ts  in  which the Sherman Act .  was invoked

aga ins t  l - abo r . "  And  du r ing  the  decade  1919-1929 ,  t he re  were ,

accord ing to  Bernste in,  "seventy- two recorded cases in  which

unions,  the i r , ,o f fJ-cers,  or  members hrere defendants under  the

Sherman Act . "  What  had star ted out  as a g l immer of  hope for

banning trusts became a weapon to break the power of labor

u n i o n s .

Court edicts were enforceabl-e through the mil i tary por^rer

of  the federa l  government .  The Pres ident  o f  the Uni ted States

was g lven statutory  author i ty  to  "employ such par ts  of  the land

or  naval  forces of  the uni ted States as he may deem necessary"

to enforce these cour t  orders.  One i .nstance when the Pres ident

used th is  author i ty  $ /as in  1894 dur ing the Pul lman Str ike.

On JuIy  3t  1894,  Pres ident  Grover  C1eveland ordered out  federa l

t roops to  enforce a federa l  cour t  in junct j -on forb idd ing

inter ference wi th  ra j - l  t ra f f ic  to  and f rom Chicago.  r l l ino is

Governor  John AI tgeId protested Cl -eveLandi  s  act ion,  c la imlng

.  1 7
1 r ' : l

ti:



. . . . . . . ' . ' ' . . . : ;
-r:1lirr'y .. , ,

. ' : . ,  ' that r i t  was unconst i tu t ional  and unnecessary.  The Knights  of

' '  Labor  denounced the government 's  use of  force as an at tempt

" to  ass is t  the ra i l road k ings to  coerce the i r  s t r ik ing employees

into submiss ion. r r  Object ions were even expressed in  the Senate

over the government "making war upon labor" and "guell ing every

l i t t l e  d i - s tu rbance  by  fo rce . "  None the less ,  on  Ju l y  11 ,  18941

the Senate endorsed Pres ident  Cleve1and's  act ion: ;  f ive days

laterr  or  Ju ly  16,  the House of  Representat ives jo ined the Senate

in  endors ing  the  P res iden t t s  ac t i on .

The Sherman Ant i t rust  Act  was a t ravesty .  Under  the guise

of  want j -ng to  break up t rusts ,  Congress produced,  through devious

means,  a  contr ived p iece of  leg is la t ion that  would permi t  the

cour ts ,  through appl icat ion of  common law,  to  " resolve"  labor

problems.  Thomas Jef ferson wrote:

A11 the powers of  government ,  leg is la t ive,
execu t i ve ,  and  j ud i c ia ry ,  resu l t  t o  t he
legJ-s la t ive body.  The concentrat ing these
in the same hands is  prec ise ly  the def in i t ion
of  despot ic  Aovernment .

By permi t t ing the cour ts  to  dec ide how the Sherman Act  would

be  app l i ed ,  Congress  abd ica ted  i t s  cons t i t u t i ona l  respons ib i l i t y

to  prov ide for  the genera l  wel fare,  and upset  the system of

checks and bal -ances upon which the federa l  system was founded.

Wi th  the  fede ra l  sys tem ou t  o f  ba lance ,  Je f fe rson ' s  de f i n i t i on

of despotic aovernment was proven to be correct.

Armed wi th  the power to  issue wr i ts  o f  in junct ions,  and

unrest ra ined by the other  two branches of  government ,  the cour ts ,

backed by the mi l i tary  power of  the Execut j -ve branchr  were quick

to,  j -n  the words of  Chief  Just ice Wi l l iam Howard Taf t ,  "h i t "
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labor  "every 1 i t t1e whj - le . " f7cour t  ordered in junct ions were

lssued wi th  great  f reguency to  break up s t r ikes,  render ing

unions a lmost  power less.  This  was exerc j .se of  governmenta l

pov/er in i ts most repressive and arbitrary form.

But  th is  was to  be expected.  Dur ing the Const j - tu t ional

Convent ion in  1787,  severa l  de legates warned that  the cour ts

should not  be a l lowed to ln terpret  or  make 1aw. Nathanie l  Gorham

said: "As Judges they are not to be presumed to possess any

pecul iar  knowledge of  the mere pol icy  of  publ ic  measur"" . "P8

Luther  Mart j -n  sa id:  "A knowledge of  mankj -nd,  and of  Legis la t ive

affairs cannot be presumed to belong in a higher degree to the

Judges than to  the Legis la ture."99Ch". l "s  Pinckney "opposed

the in ter ference of  the Judges in  the Legis la t ive busi r r "==." {o

John Francis Mercer "thought that laws ought to be well and

caut i -ous ly  made,  and then to  be uncontroulable Is ic1."9 l

Gouverneur Morris said: "Encroachment of the popular branch

of the Government ought to be guarded against. The Ephori at

Spar ta became in  the end absolute. "?{

As the f ina l  votes on the b i l l  in  the Senate and the House

of Representatj .ves show, these warnings were disregarded by

Congress.  Even Senator  James Z.  George 's  object ion to  the b i l l -

on the ground that the courts could misconstrue the intent of
q3

the act  and Senator  Henry M.  Tel ler 's  concern that  the b i l l

could be used to attack the Knights ot t  aboJqwent unheeded,

and democracy was replaced with rule by judicial decree. The

wealthy could nor/ use the courts to protect their privi leged

status and maj.ntain their control over the country. Greed had
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tr iumphed over virtue.

Such an outcome was predicted over one hundred years earl ier

by Luther Martin, who was one of the delegates to the

Const i tu t ional  Convent ion.  fn  1788 l {ar t i -n  wrote:

f  most  sacredly  bel ieve l that  theJ object
lof some of the princi-pa1 framers of the
Const i tu t ion l  is  the to ta l  abol i t ion and
destruction of al l  state governments, and
the erection on their ruins of one great
and extensive empire,  ca lcu lated to
aggrandize and elevate i ts rulers and chief
off icers far above the common herd of
mankind, to enrj-ch them with wealth, and
to enci rc le  them wi th honours Is ic ]  and
g1ory, and which according to my judgment
on the maturest  re f lect ion,  must  inev i tab ly
be attended with the most humil iat ing and
abject  s lavery of  the i r  fe l low c i t j -zens,
by the sweat of whose brows, and by the
to i l  o f  whose bodies,  i t  can only  be
ef fected.9f,

I f ,  as Martj .n contends, the framers of the Constitut ion wanted

to create a society dominated by a small el i te, whose

and power would be perpetuated through exploitat ion of

of the people, then the real objective of the Sherman

weal th

the mass

Antitrust

Act becomes readily apparent to benefit  those already in power.
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MORALITY AND THE BUILDTNG

OF

THE ATOMTC BOMB
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1.1r
i t

On August  6 ,  1945,  the Uni ted States dropped an atomic

bomb on Hi roshima,  and Pres ident  Harry  S.  Truman warned the

Japanese of  a  t t ra in  of  ru in t t l  i f  they d id not  surrender .  Three

days la ter ,  on August  91 1945,  the Uni ted States dropped a second

a tomlc  bomb on  Nagasak i ;  f i ve  days  l a te r r  oD  Augus t  14 ,  1945 ,

.Tapan decided to  accept  the Al l iest  surrender  terms,  and on

" ,  September 2,  1945,  Japan formal ly  surrendered,  ending Wor ld

War Two

r Use of  the atomlc bomb ls  credi ted wi th  hav ing brought
n

, atbnlc, bomb has generated controversy. Did the bomb have to
' i  ' ' f i

1 " . . t6  
usedl  and was i ts  use moral ly  r lght?

I

i  .  ",  thE botnb dropped on Hiroshima exploded with a force egulvalent

to  twenty thot rsand tons of  TNTt  i t  to ta l ly  dest royed an area
, t i

extending three thousand meters in  a l t  d i rect ions and dest royed

. ,  : l tb ix ty  thousand of  n inety  thousand bui ld ings wi th in  f ive thousand
' i i

,  me te rs l  be tween  53 rO0O and  24O.OOO peop le  were  k i l l ed i  S im i l a r

{ r

.r i t ; fesurf,.s were prdddced by the Nagasaki bomb?

lFhe atomic bomb was a weapon of mass death and destruction.

Among the f i rs t  to  express misgiv ings over

bombiwere  the  sc len t is ts  who he lped c rea te  i t .
' ''  

Ea t ly  L iqh t r  Pau l  Boyer  wr i tes  tha t

t he  use  o f the

Bomb I sIn la the

time and agriij-n in contemporary accounts and
later  remln iscences,  one f inds ev idence
tha;t, for many scientists involvement in
the Manhat tan Pro ject  was a t raumat ic
exper ience that  turned the i r  l ives ins ide-
out. Some were dismayed that the bomb had
been Used;  others re luctant ly  approved.
Near ly  a l l  shared an in tense fear  of  what
lay.  ahead.  Out  of  fear l  and in  some cases,
gut l t ,  came act iv ism.  Many sc ient is ts

* ' r



cohcluded af ter  August  6 ,  1945,  that  i t
lvas their urgent duty to try to shape ?
of f ic la l  pb l icy  regard ing atomic energy i

,  Instead of  feb l ing e lat lon and pr ide over  the i r  ro le  in  the

development  of  the atomic bomb,  these nuclear  sc ient is ts  fe l t

fearr  gu i l t  And a larm.  But  th is  presents a paradox.  r f  th is

how they felt about the atomic bomb, then why did they stay
:

with the l lanhattan Project? And how could they continue

par t ic ipat ing in  such a pro ject  when,  accord ing to  Boyer ,  the i r

par t ic ipat lon was a t raumat ic  exper ience? These quest ions

udderscore the moral di lemma that confronted the nuclear

sc lent is ts  who had to choose between duty to  the s tate and the i r

conscience.

fn  1939 the need to but ld  an atomic bomb became a mat ter
. :  1

,  6d'1g;gredt Urgehcy to a smal l  group of  nuclear scient ists as war

, ; , . l r r ; ; turope seeqned to be j -nevi table.  Final ly,  in october 1939,
; ' iU L:'

i

,At tgt  the waf had started, th is group of  nuclear scient ists,
" 1

led by or .  Leo Szl lard,  a  refugee f rom Nazi  Germany as were

1 a l l  the sc lent is ts  in  th is  group,  convinced Pres iddht  Frankl in

D.  Roosevel t  o f  the need to bui ld  an atomic dev ice.  They pushed

for this leeap?n out of fear that Germany would build such a

weapon f i rs t f

Thfee years la ter  the Manhat tan Pio ject  was formed to bui ld

,  the atomic bomb.  t lowever ,  for  the nuclear  sc ient is ts  involved

in th is  pro ject ,  bu i ld ing the atomic bomb was more than just

a job.  r t  wab the research oppor tuni ty  of  a  l i fe t ime.  As

sc ient is ts ,  they could now study a new process for  re leas ing

energy on a scale that  was ent i re ly  unprecedented.  fn

2
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Oppenhe imer ,  V i c to r  F .  We isskop f  w r i t es :

Many phys ic is ts  were drawn to th is  work
by fa te and dest iny rather  than enthusiasm.
A threat  hung over  us the f r ightening
poss ib i l i t y  o f  f i nd ing  th i s  new and
incredib ly  powerfu l  weapon in  the hands
of  the powers of  ev i l  but  there was no
doubt  that  we were a lso at t racted by the
unique chal lenge of  deal ing wi th  nuc lear
phenomena on a large scale,  wi lh  taming
an  essen t i a l l y  cosmic  p rocess  J

r t  was under  these c i rcumstances that  work on bui ld inq the atomic

bomb proceeded.

Work on the bomb cont inued even as Germanyrs surrender

became imminent .  But  i f  Germany was out  o f  the warr  would the

bomb s t i l l  be  used?  on  Apr i l  25 ,  1945 ,  when  Germany ' s  co l l apse

was a lmost  complete,  Pres ident  Truman approved the appointment

of  an ad hoc In ter im Commit tee,  consis t ing of  leaders in

government ,  indust ry  and educat ion,  to  adv ise h lm on t tvar ious

guest ions"  re la t ing to  the use of  the atomic bomb,  which had

f
ye t  t o  be  tes ted .  Ass i s t i ng  th i s  commi t tee  was  a  Sc ien t i f i c

Panel  whose members were Enr ico Fermi ,  Ernest  O.  Lawrence,  J .

Rober t  Oppenheimer,  and Ar thur  H.  Compton -  a l l  o f  whom had

act ive ly  par t ic ipated in  the development  of  the atomic bomb.

On May 31 and June 1 |  1945,  the fn ter im Commit tee decided that

the atomic bomb would be used against  Japan and asked the

Sc ien t i f i c  Pane l  t o  cons j -de r  an  a l t e rna t j - ve  to  m i l i t a ry  use .

The  Sc ien t i f i c  Pane l  concu r red  w i th  the  fn te r im  Commi t tee ' s

recommendat ion that  the atomic bomb be used against  Japan and

concluded:

We can propose no technica l  demonstrat lon
l ike ly  to  br ing an end to  the war i  we see
no acceptable a l ternat ive to  d i rect  mi l i tary
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Thus the leading members of

with the development of the

shou ld  be  used .

the sc ient i f ic  communi ty  involved

atomic bomb aqreed that the bomb

Not  every sc ient is t  involved wi th  the Manhat tan Pro ject

a g r e e d  w i t h  S c i e n t i f i c  P a n e l r s  o p i n i o n .  O n  J u n e  1 1 ,  1 9 4 5 ,  J a m e s

Franck and s ix  other  sc ient is ts  submit ted a repor t  to  Secretary

o f  War  Henry  M.  S t imson  advoca t i ng  a  demons t ra t i on  sho t ;  S t imson

never  saw the r .por t l t  And Nie ls  Bohr  warned that  "x  [a tomic

energy l  might  be one of  the greatest  boons to  mankind or  might

become the  g rea tes t  d i sas te r . " l /  Bu t  such  conce rns  were  genera l l y

the  excep t i on ,  no t  t he  ru1e ,  among  the  nuc lea r  sc ien t i s t s .

Accord ing to  Boyer ,  Bohr  had t r to  prod the soc ia l  consc iousness

o f  h i s  f e l l o w  s c i e n t i s t = . " / l  A n d  L e o  S z i l a r d ' s  p e t i t i o n  c a l l i n g

upon the Pres ident  o f  the Uni ted States not  to  use the atomic

bomb on Japan unless the Japanese refused a l l  terms of  surrender

gained l i t t le  suppor t  among the other  sc ient is ts  who fe l t  that

the atomic bomb should be useaj3

Yet  the poss ib i t i ty  o f  the bomb being used remained a source

of  concern for  some.  One member of  the Scient i f ic  Panel ,  Ar thur

H.  Compton,  found the poss ib i t i ty  o f  the bomb being used

t roub l i ng .  Ba r ton  J .  Be rns te in  wr i t es  tha t  Compton  t t ra i sed

profound moral  and pol i t ica l  guest ions about  how the atomic
rl

bomb would be used. t t  Accord ing to  Bernste in,  Compton sa id:

f t  in t roduces the quest ion of  mass s laughter ,
rea l l y  f o r  t he  f i r s t  t ime  in  h i s to ry .  f t
carr j -es wi th  i t  the guest ion of  poss ib le
radioact ive poison over  the area bombed.
E s s e n t i a l l y ,  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  u s e . . . o f  t h e
new weapon carr ies much more ser ious
imp' l , icat ions than the in t roduct ion of  po ison
gas J'



But  despi te  Compton 's  concerns,  he and other  nuc lear

sc ien t i s t s  w i th  s im i l a r  m isg i v ings  con t i nued  to  work  on  bu i l d ing

the bomb.  How were they able to  reconci le  th is  contradic t ion

between how they fe l t  and what  they were doing? Perhaps th is

guest ion can be answered by examln ing the behavior  o f  the Germans

dur ing  Wor ld  War  Two .  D r .  c .M .  G i l be r t  w r i t es  o f  " t he  b l i ndness

of  so many Germans (and others)  to  inhuman behavior  they could
t6

no t  have  poss ib l y  condonedr "  and  asks :

How could such men I the comparat ive ly
"no rma1"  and  respec tab le  members  o f  H i t l e r ' s
en tou rage  the  d ip lomats ,  bus inessmen ,
m i l i t a r i s t s ,  Junke rs ,  and  such  i den t i f i ca t i on
gtroupsl  have par t ic ipated in  a movement
wh ich  v io la ted  some o f  t he i r  own  bas i c
va lues? t t  17

Gi lber t  a t t r ibutes the paradoxica l  behavior  o f  the Germans to

t ta  con f l i c t  be tween  hos t i l e -e thnocen t r i c  and  human i ta r i an  ego
t8

involvements"  which was ev ident  by the react ion of  the German

Ieaders when confronted wi th  the conseguences of  the i r  acts .

G i l be r t  w r i t es :

A man l ike Ribbentrop,  who f ree ly  emulated
H i t l e r  i n  ve rba l i zed  agg ress ion  tha t  amoun ted
t o  c o l l u s i o n  i n  m u r d e r ,  . . . b r o k e  d o w n  w h e n
the  fu11  rea l i za t i - on  o f  ac tua l  ex te rm ina t i on
f i na l l y  pene t ra ted  h i s  consc iousness .
Simi lar  react ions were found on the par t
of  Von Papen and Schacht ,  who b l -amed the i r
l ack  o f  i ns igh t  i n to  H i t l e r r s  war l i ke
intent ions on the fact  that  Hi t1er  was "a
pa tho log i ca l  l i a r " ;  wh i l e  Genera l  Ke i te l
c la imed that  a  "ve i1 has suddenly  been taken
away  f rom my  eyes . "  Economic  M in i s te r
Wal ther  Funk kept  repeat ing,  "We were b l inded

no t  b l i nd ,  bu t  b l i nded ! "  a f te r  ev idence
had been presented that  bags of  go ld teeth
and wedding r ings had been deposi ted in
h i s  banks .  Hans  F rank  desc r ibed  i t  bes t :
"Don' t  le t  anybody te l l  you that  they had

:tli'
l;rir ; '
'tj l



no idea. Everybody sensed that there was
someth ing horr ib ly  wrong wi th  th is  system,
even  i f  we  d idn ' t  know a l l  t he  de ta i l s .
They d idnr t  want  to  know! I t  was too
comfor tab le to  l ive on the system, to  suppor t
ou r  f am i l i es  i n  roya l  s t y le ,  and  to  be l i eve
tha t  i t  was  a l l  r i gh t .  p l

A f t e r  t h e  d e l u g e  i n s i g h t . " ' '

The bombing of  Hi roshima and Nagasaki  provoked s imi lar

react ions f rom the nuclear  sc ient is ts .  Af ter  learn ing of  the

death and dest ruct ion caused by the weapon they had worked so

hard to  bui ld ,  the nuclear  sc ient is ts  at tempted to  repudiate

what  they had created and in  the process reveaLed the i r  own

sense of  gu i l t .  Leo Szi lard l ikened the use of  the atomic bomb

to  mass  murde r .  Sz i l a rd  ta l ked  abou t  t he  ro le 'o f  t he  sc ien t i s t s

" in  construct ing a doomsday hreapon that  k i l led more than one
ao

hundred thousand peoplet '  and sa id:

f t  is  remarkable that  a l l  these
s c i e n t i s t s . . . s h o u l d  b e  l i s t e n e d  t o .  B u t
mass murders have always commanded the
at tent ion of  the publ ic ,  and atomic 1,
sc ien t i s t s  a re  no  excep t i on  to  th i s  ru le i '

Other  sc ient is ts  organized lectures warn ing of  the dangers of

atomic energy.  One lecture by the Federat ion of  Amer ican

Scient is ts  j -nc luded a car toon f i lmstr ip  which,  accord ing to

Boyer ,  showed  " the  wor ld rs  s ta tesmen . . . happ i l y  I shak ing ]  hands
ed

above a f resh grave where the atomic bomb l ies safe ly  bur ied."

Perhaps the most  dramat ic  react ion to  the use of  the atomic

bomb occurred in November 1945 when J. Robert Oppenheimer told
a3

Pres iden t  T ruman :  r rMr .  P res iden t ,  I  have  b lood  on  my  hands . " "

But even before the bomb was dropped, there were other

s igns of  d iscontent .  Just  as the Germans used var ious

euphemisms  such  as  t ' t he  f i na l  so lu t i on r "  " spec ia l  t r ea tmenLr t t
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and frelocat ionl t  when referr ing to the exterminat iotr  ?f  b.he

irewsr So did the nuclear scientists use crypt],c--tefm,p,{Uberf l
i l

dlscuss ing the atomic bomb.  This  was dramat lbed ' in  the movie

Fat  Mah and L, i t t le  BoYr in  which the sc ient is ts  at  Los Alamos

were ordered not to make any direct references to the at.omic

,  bomb when d iscuss ing the pro ject .  This  obscur ing of  language

$/as ut l l ized at  the h ighest  Ievels  of  government .  L i f ton and

,  L  Mi tchel l  wr i te  that

even for  the knowledgeable sc ient is ts  and
pol i t ica l  and mi l i tary  leadersp the weapon
quick ly  brought  about  considerable degress
of  psychologica l  numbing.  I t  was in f i in l te ly
more comfor tab le to  focus on the bombrs
technica l  requi rements and st rategic  mi l i tary
use  than ' to  pe rm i t  onese l f  t o  imag ine  the
ahresome grotesque ef fects .  i t  would haVe
on other-human belngs.  In  h is  d iary l  St lmsoh
lsec re ta ry  o f  War  Henry  L .  S t imson l  re fe r red
to the weapon .  as t r the th ing,  ! t  r f  the 

'  
gadget  ,  

r l

,  ,  
'  t t the dLre,  i r  ' r  the dreadf  u1 ,  

f i  '  r t ;6"  te i r iFLe,  t '
I t t he  awfu11  r t  I t t he  d iabo l i ca l ,  t t  o r  r r61  r r  (  i t s  r
somet ime code name) or  t ' the secret . [ l?

Perhaps the t rse of  code words was requi red to  protect  the secrecy

o f  t h e  p r o j e c t ,  b u t  s t i l l ,  f o r  t h e  n u c l e a r  s c i e n t i s t s l a n d  h i g h

government  of f lc ia ls  to  use these words among themselveS;

lnd lcates that  they were not  to ta l ly  comfor tab le wi th  what  they
. i ,

were bul ld lng.  I

But  1et  us examlne the behavior  o f  the nuclear  sc iernt is ts

from another angle. Maybe Lhey were not

who went  a long wt th a.program which would

death for  hundreds of  thousands of  people.
t.

of the atomic bomb'was a courageous act"  t t

the  nuc lear  sc ien t ls ts l  pu t t ing  as ide  the i r

two-f,aced hyprocrite,s

mean instantaneous

Maybe the bui ld ing

can be argued that

pe rsona l  conv i c t i ons ,



d id  what  had to  be  done to  he lp  end a  v ic ious  war  and save

A m e r i c a n  l i v e s ,  e v e n  i f  i t  r n e a n t  b u i l d i n g  a  w e a p o n  o f  m a s s

?s
des t ruc t i on .  Th i s  a rgumen t  has  some mer i t .  Us ing  the  f i gh t i ng

tha t  t ook  p lace  i n  t he  Pac i f i c  as  a  gu ia f f  an  i nvas ion  o f  Japan

would have probably  resul ted in  the b iggest  b loodbath in  the

h is to ry  o f  wa r fa re ,  espec ia l l y  s ince  the  Japanese  seemed
e.7

unw j - l l i ng  to  su r render .  Sec re ta ry  o f  War  Henry  L .  S t imson  wro te

tha t

the  A l l i es  wou ld  [have  been ]  f aced  w i th
the enormous task of  dest roy ing an armed
fo rce  o f  f i ve  m i l l i on  men  and  f l ve  thousand
su ic ide  a j - r c ra f t ,  be long ing  to  a  race  wh ich
had  a l ready  amp ly  demons t ra ted  i t s  ab i l i t y
to  f i gh t  l i t e ra l l y  t o  t he  dea th . l t

Under  these c i rcumstances,  use of  the atomic bomb seemed to

be a p laus ib le  opt ion which would shor ten the war  and foresta l l

the b loodshed that  would have resul ted i f  the war  had cont inued.

This  argument  can be taken one step fur ther .  Not  on ly

d id  the  nuc lea r  sc ien t i s t s  he lp  to  end  the  war ,  t hey  were

inst rumenta l  in  insur ing wor ld  peace by g iv ing the wor ld  a weapon

which made another  wor ld  war  untenable.  But  here the arg iument

fa l t e rs .  f ns tead  o f  mak ing  the  wor ld  a  sa fe r  p lace  to  l i ve ,

the in t roduct ion of  nuc lear  weapons exacerbated in ternat ional

tens ions and le f t  the wor ld  wi th  a pervas ive sense of  doom fed

by  the  poss ib i l i t y  o f  a  nuc lea r  d i sas te r  occu r r i ng ,  espec ia l l y

w i t h o u t  w a r n i n q .  S u c h  a  d i s a s t e r  w o u l d  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  h q v e . , . ' 1 , , o , , ; ,  
; , .  :  ,

t o  be  caused  by  a  nuc lea r  exp los ion .  The re  a re  hundreds  
" i  

l ,  
'  ' . ' . ' " , ,

; ,nuc le=ar  reactorS ' : in  'operat ion:around the wor ld ' i ' .  ahd H;de ' fect ive ' '  "  :  '
;.$. ;'r ,.;,' ',,. ., , .; *.j, ,
! F ; h . - , . . ' . " t . . - ' . .  "  : , ' ' , , ;  ^  

: "
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i n t o  t h e  e a r t h ,  w a t e r  o r  a t m o s p h e r e .  S u c h  d i s a s t e r s  h a v e  a l r e a d y

occur red ,  w i th  Three Mi le  Is land and Chernoby l  perhaps  be ing

the  most  we l l  t  . ro* .17  There  is  a lso  the  prob lem o f  the  d isposa l

o f  n u c l e a r  r " " t " ? d

What  conc l -us ions  can be  drawn f rom the  invo lvement  o f  the

n u c l e a r  s c i e n t i s t s  i n  t h e  b u i l d i n g  t h e  a t o m i c  b o m b ?  T h e  n u c l e a r

s c i e n t i s t s  w h o  h e l p e d  b u i l d  t h e  a t o m i c  b o m b  p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n

the  deve lopment  o f  a  weapon sys tem wh ich  cu lmina ted  in  what

L i f t o n  a n d  M i t c h e l l -  d e s c r i b e  a s  " a n  a t r o c i t y - p r o d u c i n g
3t

g i t u a t i o n . "  Y e t  a s  s c i e n t i s t s  p r e s u m a b l y  d e d i c a t e d  t o  i m p r o v i n g

cond i t i ons  fo r  mank ind ,  t hey  had  a  respons ib i l i t y  t o  ques t i on

the moral i ty  o f  what  they were doing and to  act  on the i r

conv i c t i ons  i f  t hey  fe l t  t ha t  wha t  t hey  were  do ing  was  wrong .

Mere l y  speak ing  ou t  aga ins t  t he  use  o f  t he  a tom ic  bombr  o r

debat ing among themselves whether  the bomb should be used,  was

no t  enough ,  f o r  i f  ac t i ons  speak  l ouder  than  words ,  t hen  the

nuc lea r  sc ien t i s t s ,  by  he lp ing  to  deve lop  the  a tom ic  bomb,

demonstrated the i r  commitment  to  the pro ject .

Maybe  i t  i s  un fa i r  t o  compare  the  nuc lea r  sc ien t i s t s  t o

Nazi  medica l  doctors who perpetrated barbar ic  cr iminal  acts

under  the  gu i se  o f  med ica l  resea rch  and  war t ime  necess i t y ,  bu t

there are l rso lne s imi lar i t ies which warrant ,  considerat ion.  ,  Both

i i , , " * , l I  1gf ,o"ups consj -s ted qt  members of  the,sc ient i f ic  communl ty  who
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communi t ies;  both groups were act ive dur ing t ime of  war ;  and

both groups enqaged in  research that  was harmfu l  to  the heal th

and  sa fe ty  o f  o the rs l r  Th i s  no t  t o  sugges t  t ha t  t he  nuc rea r

sc ien t i s t s  had  Naz i  men ta l i t i es ,  t ha t  i s ,  a  dep raved  a t t i t ude

to  human  l i f e  and  a  ca l rous  i nd i f f e rence  to  the  consequences

o f  t he i r  ac t s .  Ra the r ,  t h i s  compar i son  shows  how eas i l y  a  g roup

of  presumably ref ined,  thought fu l  and honorable peopre who were

work ing to  r id  the wor ld  of  the scourge of  Nazism could become

par t  o f  a  p ro jec t  wh ich  cou ld  make  them seem as  bad  as  the  Naz is .

fn  Oppenhe imer ,  V i c to r  F .  We isskop f  w r i t es  tha t

Obv ious l y ,  sc ien t i s t s  such  as  those  a t  Los
Alamos would be deeply  concerned wi t l i  the
omihous impl icat ions of  the i r  work.  Long
be fo re  the  g rea t  t es t ,  t he  po l i t i ca l  and
moral  impl icat ions of  the bomb were in  the
foreground of  in terest .  Oppenheimer and
Bohr s tar ted many d j .scuss ions about  the
dangers of  a tomic weapons and about  ways
and means of  turn ing th is  new d iscovery
in to  a  cons t ruc t i ve  fo rce  fo r  peace .33

Tha t  t he  nuc lea r  sc ien t i s t s  were  ab le  to  app rec ia te  the  po l i t i ca l

and moral  issues associated wl th  the development  of  the atomic

bomb c lear ly  set  them apar t  f rom the Nazi  medica l  doctors who

were hard ly  t roubled by such thoughts.  Never thel -ess,  the nuclear

s c i e n t i s t s  s t i 1 l  b u i l t  t h e  b o m b .

The holocaust  is  arguably  the most  egreqious exa

genoc ide  i n  h i s to ry ,  bu t  t he  Naz is  were  no t  t he  on l y

capable of  commj- t t ing such a cr ime.  In  Indefensib le

Rober t  Jay  L i f t on  wr i t es :

There [ re ferr ing to  the example of  the Nazi
doc to rs l  one  cou ld  obse rve  ( i n  a  ve ry
d i f f e ren t  k ind  o f  s i t ua t i on  to  be  su re )
how very ordinary men and women who were
in .no  way  i nhe ren t l y  demon ic  cou ld  engage
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in  demonic pursui ts ;  how profess ionals  l r t i th
pr ide ln  the i r  professLons could lend
themselves to  mass murder l  how in  fact  the
k l l l lng process i tse l f  depended on an
al l iance between pol i t ica l  leaders put t ing
forward par t icu lar  po l - ic ies and profess ionals
mak ing  ava i l ab le  no t  gn l y  t echn ica l .  sk i l 1s  ?+
bu t  i n te l l ec tua l  and  "mora l r r  j us t i f i ca t i ons i

Thts s tatement  can be used to descr ibe the behavior  o f  L .het

nuclear  sc ientLsts  as wel l .  As pr ivate lnd iv iduals  the nucle i l r

sc ient is ts  were essent ia l ly  decent  ind iv iduals ,  but  once that

I 'a l l iancer  was forged between the sc ient l f ic  communi ty  and the

government  J-n pursui t  o f  t tpar t icu lar  po l ic iesrr r  these decent

ind iv iduals  became galvanized,  wi th  far - reaching conseguences

that  pose a threat  to  the surv iva l  o f  mankind to  th is  day.

Al though the nuclear  sc ient is ts  who helped bui ld  the ato ln ic

bomb may not  have been emot ional ly  s t i l ted mlsanthropeS l . j .ke

Fel ix  Hoenikker ,  the sc ient is t  in  Kur t  Vonnegutrs  novel r  Q3! t -q-

Cradle l  who invents a substance ca l led lce-n ine whleh instant . ly

f reezes anyth ing that  comes in to contact  wi th  i t r  inc lud j -ng

human beings 1 
' they 

can be compared to another character in the

storyp Frank Hoenlkker ,  Fel ixrs  sonr  who reck less ly  peddJ.es

the lce-n ine to  sat is fy  h is  crav ing for  power and weal th ,  and

in the process destroys the wor1d. Frank seelts to avoid

responsib i l i ty  for  h is  acts  by duping the narrator  o f  the s tory

in to becoming Pres ident  o f  the Republ ic  o f  San Lorenzo which

f rees  F rankp  who- i s  M in l s te r  o f  Sc ience  ahd  P rog ress ,  t o  do

whatevet  he wante whl le  the Pres ident  assumes a l l  the

responslb i l t ty .  The narrator  f lna l ly  rea l izes what  Frank is

up to  when he seeks Frar tkrs  adv ice.  But  Frank refuseS to g ive

the new Pres ident  adv ice l  te l l ing the narrator :  r fHowever  you
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want  to  hand le  peop le  i s  a l l  r i gh t  w i th  me .  Tha t ' s  you r

responsib i l i ty . "  The narrator  then

real ized wi th  chagr in  that  my agreeing to
be boss had freed Frank to do what he wanted
to do more than anyth ing eIse,  to  do what
h is  fa ther  had done:  to  receive honors and
creature comfor ts  whi le  escaping human
responsib i l i t ies.  He was accompl ish ing !F
th is  by going down a sp i r i tua l  oubt ie t te i '

The same th ing can be sa id for  the nuclear  sc ient is ts  who,  l ike

Fel ix  Hoenikker ,  abdicated the i r  mora l  responsib i l i ty  in  favor

of  fame and g lory .

This  abdicat ion of  mora l  responsib i l i ty  is  an ind j .cat ion

of the degree to which ethical standards goveqning the behavior

of  sc ient is ts  had eroded over  the years.  fn  the la te e ighteenth

cen+-ury men of  sc ience worrJd have been aopal led to  learn that

the i r  fe l1ow sc ient j .s ts  were a id ing the forces of  dest ro. t ior r l5

in  1 81 3 the Comte de Saint -Si*or37"poke out  on th is  issue.

Address ing a group of  French mathemat ic ians,  Saint -Simon said:

A11 Europe is  cut t ing i ts  throat ;  what  are
you doing to  s top th is  butchery? Noth ing.
What  am I  say ing? I t  is  you who per fect
the means of  dest ruct ion;  you who d i . rect
the i r  use in  a l l  the armies l "

One can only speculate what Saint-Simon would have said to the

nuclear  sc ient is ts ,  and indeeci  to  a l l  the sc ient is ts  around

the world who permitted their knowledge to be used for

dest ruct ive purposes dur ing Wor ld War Two.

Yet the nuclear scienti.sts cannot be held so1e1y responsj.ble

for  the way the i r  knowledge was put  to  use.  This  was u l t imate ly

a pol i t ica l  dec is ion.  But  the decis j -on-makj .ng process which

leo to the deployment of the atorni-c bomb was f la';ed. Aithcugh

1 2



the Uni ted States government  spent  two b i l l ion dol lars  to  bui ld

the atomic bomb, Congress h/as excluded from having any say in

the mat ter .  fnstead,  formulat ion of  po l icy  was l imi ted to  the

Pres ident  and a few advisors,  none of  whom were etectea]?

Bui ld ing the atomic bomb represented the appl icat ion of

sc ient i f ic  knowledge to achieve a pol i t ica l  goal  -  winning the

war.  The nuclear  sc ient is ts  knew that  th is  weapon would cause

death and dest ruct ion on a massive scale,  and wi th  th is  gr im

knowledge they bui l t  the bomb.  To bui ld  such a weapon,  the

nuclear  sc ient is ts  must  have exper ienced a b lock ing of  fee l ings,

such as that  ascr ibed by Susan Gr i f f in  to  Heinr ich Himmler  in

A Chorus of  Stones? Otherwise,  how could they have poss ib ly

pro,:eeded to bui. ld srrch a horrendous weaporr? Under. such

cj - rcumstances,  guest ions of  r ight  and wrong must  have b lur red

as the t rappings of  "duty"  and t 'miss ion"  took precedence over

any other  considerat ions.  But  regard less of  how they may have

fe l t  or  what  may have mot ivated them to act ,  i t  was only  a mat ter

of  t ime before the nuclear  sc ient is ts  would have to  confront

the morali ty of their j .nvolvement in the building of the atomic

bomb.
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