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By the time the reader scans these lines, he will, no doubt, have been informed of the 

execution of the death penalties meted out by to Allied judicial commission at Nuernberg for the 

high officials of the Nazi regime of war-time Germany.  Whether or not real justice is to be 

found in the sentence imposed by the Allied tribunal has been and, we believe, will be the 

subject of considerable debate. 

Already, abundant comment by various men prominent in the affairs of our nation, has 

shown that there is considerable question as to whether justice is actually to be found in the 

decisions of the Allied commission that considered the trial of the once mighty and haughty 

figures of the German Wehrmacht.  Prominent among the critics of the Nuernberg decisions is 

the eminent Senator Robert Taft, who had denounced the actions of the Nuernberg tribunal in 

unequivocal language.  He said, “They violate that fundamental principle of American law that a 

man cannot be tried under an ex post facto statute.  The hanging of eleven men convicted at 

Nuernberg will be a blot on the American record that we shall long regret”.  Stated in non-

technical language, Senator Taft contends that a man cannot be tried on a charge that was not 

illegal at the time that the defendant committed the deeds for which he is on trial.  He feels that 

the defendants at Nuernberg were first apprehended and imprisoned and then a new legal concept 

or statute was devised with a view to making it certain that a conviction would be obtained.  

Needless to say, such methods are unsavory and expose the court to the accusation that they were 

governed by outside pressures, possibly public opinion, war hysteria or political considerations. 

Stated briefly, the charge against the defendants was “waging aggressive warfare”.  The 

aim of the prosecution is stated in the words of the U. S. Chief Prosecutor Robert Jackson who 

declared that the trial’s fundamental justification lay in its attempt to outlaw aggressive war and 

to destroy “the old theory that international law bears on states and not on statesmen”.  Jackson 

himself gives basis to Senator Taft’s charges when, speaking before the University of Buffalo, he 

said, “At all events, whether they be regarded as an innovation or a codification, those principles 

are law today….”. 

The preparation and arguments of the defense were rather meager, but the former 

Reichsmarshal, Herman Goering, contended that a state is sovereign in its own sphere and the 

actions of a sovereign power in its own sphere are no business of outside parties.  According to 

the best information we have received, no adequate answer has been made by the Allied tribunal 

to this defense. 

On the other hand, it is not our intention to whitewash the infamous deeds and principles 

of the Nazi leaders.  Yet, we believe that it is wrong to condone the acts of vengeance that seem 

to characterize the actions of Allied leaders.  Christian ethics does not make any provision for 

vengeance.  We believe that “vengeance is mine, I will repay, saith the Lord”. 

We believe further, that the deeds and actions of such men as Herman Goering cannot be 

condemned too strongly, particularly in the light of what the Christian Church in Germany has 

had to say about the course of the German nation in recent years.  We are referring particularly to 

the courageous acts and testimony of Martin Niemoller.  This man of God never hesitated to call 

the Nazi leaders to task for their wicked ideals and even now, after his return to his church and to 

the position as elected head of the Confessional Churches, he has called upon the German people 

to repudiate their anti-Christian leaders and repent of their sins of lust for war, power and 



domination.  These are the words of a man who governs himself by the law of the living God and 

stand in sharp contrast to the worldly-minded justice of the Allied tribunal. 
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