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Dear Ray: 

Following my return to Berlin about a month ago, the 
Ambassador is now sending me oft again, this time to 
Stuttgart with our secretariat tp the so-called Le.enderrat ~ ~ 
there, 1 .. e. on general governmental work. As. you've prob- ~· 
ably noticed, I had tried while in Heidelberg for those 
tan weeks to keep up somewhat with my work tor you, and 
since getting baok here was just beginning to get the 
various threads picked up again. 

It seems olear, however, that in Stuttgart I shall not 
have time to do any work along these lines. I wonder it we 
should not drop the whole project from now on? I don't 
think it is praotioal to try and follow that subject for a 
few weeks at a time and then drop it for a while. It is 
obvious that Berlin is the focal point for the subjeot, 
and that it cannot be reported adequately from our zone. 
I am far from satisfied about the little I could aooomplish 
at Heidelberg and would prefer dropping it entirely rather 
than do an erratic and halt-job. I did enjoy the work im­
mensely while I was able to devote my full time to it. ., 

I oan well understand the Ambassador•s position in ~ 
trying to aooomplish many things with insufficient per- t 
sonnel. Furthermore, you will remember that I joined 
his· staff a year ago armed only with a letter signed by 
you and addressed to me, regarding the work you desired 
to be done. In the absence of more speo!f'io instructions 
from the Department to the Ambassador, I oan see that he 
must consider me just as available tor any work as all 
members of his start. 

Diok Sears sends his regards. He has been a very 
taithf'Ul worker and a real help but will, I am sure, fit 

Raymond E. Murphy, Esquire, 
Offioe of European Affairs, 

Department of State,. 
Washington. 
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in equally well elsewhere if ~ work for you is to be 
terminated now. I shall be more than glad to take it up 
again but! as indicated above, do not believe there is 
muoh use n attempting to do so, unless the Department 
explioitly requests the Ambassador to make this arrange-
ment. 

Very sincerely yours, 

Brewster Morris 
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part to doctrinaire socialists and pacif1ote. There are fewer 
1nd1cat1ons of how the public feels on the question of clari­
fication, although a February poll shows that 8 out of 10 con­
tinue to express approval of the unconditionel surrender policy. 

Inc!~M"""_ .ema.nd for elaborat o . . usuall 
coinc~ With · · · · on on • • 
orei n scussion of the po cy ·· ·B.'lso 

Wheeler's attack lJan. 5) and by 
Prime Minister Churchill's renewed advocacy of the formula 
(Jan. 18). The declaration on Germany issued after the Crimea 
Conference has been favorably received by a number of those 
previously disturbed at the lack of an Allied pronouncement 
supplementing the unconditional surrender demand, 

THE CASABLANCA POLICY 

W!despread The great majority of commentators found no fault 
Acceptance with the unconditional surrender policy down to 

the late autumn of 1844. 
Polle show that an overwhelming majority of the public 

(about 80%) steadily "favored an unconditional surrender from 
Germany before we stop fighting"; and a majority (between 34% 
and 66%) was also opposed 11 to accepting an offer by the German 
Army to discuss .peace terms 11 , even should it overthrowr.Hi tler. 
11 Cond1t1onBcl" 
Surrender 

or the small number of commentators who have 
ever since Casablanca desired terms on a basis 
other than "unconditional surrender", most are 

either doctrinaire socialists (e.g., Norman Thomas) or pacifists 
( e. ~·, Christian Century). Al though those who support the "Peace 
Now movement are limited in number, their views have been widely 
publ1c1zed.(see Public Att1tyges On Foreign Po11c~, Report No. 7, 
p. ?--January 7, 1944). . 

Among the large papers noted, the Washington Star appeared 
to take an unrepresentative view in stating that if complete 
victory could be achieved "short of a literal unconditional _ 
surrender, as is quite likely, lno.Allied leader) would want to 
prolong the war merely for the sake of an inspirational phrase". 
The Washington Times-Herald, with an uninhibited approach, has 
proposed that a more persuasive psychological offensive be ?.i.·.· 
directed at the German people--with the Allies free to do as 
they wish after cajoling Germany into surrendering. 
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REQUEST FOR CLARIFICATION 

A year ago, a number of prominent commentators 
were demanding an authoritative statement to 
supplement--but not to replaoe--the uncondi­

tional surrender formula (e.g., Dorothy Thompson, David Lawrence). 
Following the Normandy invasion, others e.lso ca.lled upon the 
Allies to make 1t clear to the German people that their annihi­
lation was not intended (Edward Murrow~ Hans V. Kaltenborn, 
Chicago, Sun, St. L9u1s Globe-Democrat, New Repµblic). 

"What Is As Allied troops progressed toward Berlin, there 
The Policy?" was mounting concern about the program which the 

United Nations intended to impose upon Germany. 
Well-known commentators argued that the people of the United 
Nations were entitled to more definite knowledge of the program 
(Philadelphia Ingyirer, New York T1mee, Vera Dean). Some con­
strued the absence of an addition~l Allied uronouncement as 
meaning the absence of any agreed-upon policy (Scripps~Howard, 
pr~ss, Wftshtngton Post). 

Scope of At the beginning of 1945 those who wanted elaboration 
Demend of the unconditionel surrender formula included repre-

sentatives of El.lmost all shades of pol1 tic al opinion. 
Among oonservat1 ve spokesmen were George Sok61s_ky, Upton Close, 
and the Conun~rc1al and Financial Chronicle; "liberals" included 
Cecil Brown, Common SenseA and the Union for Democratic Action; 
while ttm1ddle...of-the-road opinion was represented by W. P. 
Simms, the Des Mo~nes Reg*ster, end the Richmond Ttmes-D1spatoh. 

Religious groups, including the Society of Friends and a 
national conterenoe called by the Federa.l Council of Churches, 
have Joined in the request for clarification--as have Commonweal 

bo~n~~~ :gsi;~~o~:~4a*~~fi~~;0 th:e~!!::~tio~h~fp~:;-~:;ew~~~n 
similar stands .. 

Coogre§sional The most vigorous opponent of the unconditional 
Attitudes surrender formula in Congress has been Senator 

Wheeler, who ha.a persistently denounced th1e 
'asinine ••• and brutal' policy. A number of public comment letters 
received 1n the Department expressed bitter opposition to the 
January 6 statement of Secretary 8t~tt1n1us that the Senator 
spoke only for a "discredited few"; but American editors have 
generally cr1 t1c1zed what they characterize as "plea.s for a 
negotiated peace". 
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Senator Vandenberg, in his widely discussed speech in the 
Senate (January 10) suggested that th,ere was a need for "honest 
candor w1 th our foes 11

, and w1 shed that "we might g1 ve these 
Axis peoples some incentive to desert their own tottering tyran­
nies by at least indicating to them that the quicker they 1uncon­
di tionally surrender' the cheaper will be unconditional surren­
der' a price". Other Congressmen who ha.ve expressed di saatd.sf ac­
tion with"bnoonditional surrender' include Senators Johnson (Colo+) 
and Revereomb UL., W. Va.) and Representett ves Case (R., S .D.) 
and Lantt· H~. -,:. !ass • ) ·· · 

REAFFIRMATION OF PUBLIC SUPFORT 

Churchill The me.Jori ty of editors and commentators have con­
Statemen t sistently expressed the view that the only alter-

native to 11Uricond1 t1one.l aurrender" is a negotie.ted 
peace, Prime Minister Churchill, a.fter his statement in the 
House of Commons on January 18, was praised with the ea.me fer­
vor ·-w.tth wh1.cih Wheeler had been denounced~ Some of these 
ed1 tore he.vs said--oounter to the ola.im of the cr1 tics--that 
letting the Germane know more precisely what policy 1s to be 
adooted toward them will have no effect in shortening the war 
(Raymond Swing, Milwaukee Journal, New Orlesms Times-Ptcayu.ne). 
Some have feared misinterpretation should the Allies elaborate 
their intentions; and others have stressed· that the policy 11 is 
the· major point of agreement" among the Allies (Wilm1~gton 
Journal, New Xork Post, Cl,no1nnati Eqg'!lirer, El Paaoimes). 

February UZ45 
Opinion Polls 

Public support for "unconditional surrender 
before we stop fighting" was es great in early 
February 1945 (81%) as it we.s in May 1944 (82%), 

according to opinion polls by Princeton. 
The public appears to be much less concerned than commenta­

tors with the question 6f whether the German people have been 
adequately informed by the Allies as to "how they wilJ be 
treated after they surrender". When questioned, 62<per cent 
of a national cross-section said they 11 d1d.n 't know" whether or 
not "the Allies have told the German people how they will be 
treated't; 27 per cent thought that they hed been told; and 11 per 
cent thought not. 

Since October there has been some increase in popul&r will­
ingness to '1d.iscuss peace terms" with the German Army (net Hitler) 
although the mejor1ty still rejects this idea, The present 
results appro~m~te those found, just after the invasion of 
Normandy, on thE· follo~1ng qU.eE~~on·iPrinceton): 
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11 If the German Army overthrew Hitler and then 
offered to stop the war and discuss peace terms 
with the Allies, would you favor or opP?.se 
accepting the offer of the Germen Army?' 

June 144 Oct. •44 Febs t45 

Favor 37% 27% 36% 
Oppose 54 66 57 
No opinion 9 7 7 

lOOOI ioof' 100% 

Crimea Conference Following the Crimes. Conference, many 
editors who ha.d :wreviously EJXpreesed 

dissatisfaction with the "inadequacy of the unconditional 
surrender formule voiced appreciation for the policy state-
ment on Germany. This 11 clarif1ca.tion 11 was regarded by the 
Foreign Polic'l: Bulletin ?.nd others as 11 the first Allied attempt 
to go. beyond the 1mmediBte o.bJective of unconditional surrender. 11 

Approva.l ·Was given quite genera.lly to the e.seurance that 
the Allies did not intend "to destroy" the Germen people, ?nd 
the Philadelphia, Inquirer, St. Louis Globe-Democrat, snd William 
Shirer anticipated Fin earlier collapse of Germany a.a a result 
ot this statement. 

Few mentioned the announcement that terms "will not be 
ms.de known until the finel defee.t of Germeny has been accom­
plished"; but 1 t received favorable notice from the C,hicago 
Time§, Mem2_h1s Commercial-Aqqeal, and 8Rringfield Republican. 
The San Francisco Chronicle. felt thRt the Germane hc?d been 
told wha.t to expect and emphasized that the Allies could not 
place "a mortgRge 11 upon "unconditionel surren'der 11 • 

However, the most persistent critics prior to the Con­
ference remained dissatisfied with the amount of 1nform.?.tion 
given in the c_ommun1que. They cha_rged that 1mporta.nt questions, 
such as the character of reparations, end the economic future 
of Germany, had been left unanswered (Dorothy Thompson, Business 
Week, Wesh1ngton Poet, BaJ.t1more Sun., Walter Kierne.n). The New 
~b.1c considered the German program a "dubious matter, ·, 
because we don 1 t know what is intended 11 ; and the Ne"tion regret­
ted the absence of any clear indication of how the plane were 
to be carried out. Several commentators reiterated their b~lief 
that the war we.a 'being prolonged as e result of 11 1nept 11 political 
warfare (David Lawrence, the C!Dxenn~ti Times-Star, the QQ.m­
meroial and F1nanc1e.f Cl;lr9n*cle, - 9,mmonwea~J. But the tendency 
toward cri t1cism of iuncond1 tional surrender" was clearly he.lted 
by the Crimea Report. 


