REMARES BY HUBERT H., HUNPEREY, JANUARY 8, 1945
BEFORE: MEN'S CLUB OF THE FIRST COMGREGATIONAL CHURCH

TOPIC:  PROBLEMS CONFRONTING US IN THE EUROPEAN THEATER OF WAR

Problems confromting us inm the Eurepean Theater of War my be divided inte
three group:

Quite obvieusly, the first is thet of military strategy end erganizatien
with the ultimate ebjective of complete defeat of sur ememies.

m_ Second preblem is that of relief and rehabilitation for the liberated
areas and

the third, diplomatie relationships which exist first of all between the
wa jor powers themselves and, secendly, the relationships of the wajor powers te the
liberated eountries.

One of the basic axioms of intermatiomal polities is the direet relatien-
ship between war and diplomsey. It 48 with this in nind thet I say thet military
deoisions made in Eurepe by Russia, Brittaim and the United States are st all times
prejudiced or affected by the diplomatiec cccasions or decisions whioh have been
arrived at. Some commumitios were of the belief that the sleow-down in Russia's
action on the Eagtern fremt, particularly in referenee te the Folish and Baltie
states, was due to the failure eof dlphntio unity en the part er ! eesevelt,
Churchill and Stalin. There wes still the question of the Pelish state for the
conposition of its governmeant and there was yet the questien of the Baltie states
end their inclusion inte the Seviet Uniem.

It may not be just ceineidence that the Cerman break-through against
the Ameriean First Army oame at & time -m the allies were haviag terrifie
diplonatie preblems im Greese and Belgiume The unity of the United Natiens weas
receiving its first severe test in the early moaths of this winter aad histery
will reecerd that the lack of diplomstic harmeny produced am opportunity for
German resurgents amd offensive action. There is reason te believe that the



Fugsian offensive through Folamd will met take place uatil the Folish question has
been decided and may I say docided in such & maaner that it is satisfactory te the
Seviet.

Haviang listed as the second major problem confromtiag us im the Eumpean
Theater of Yar the relief and rehabilitation of the liberated sreas, I think it is
only proper that seme amalysis be mado of the activities of UNNRA and ailitary
goverament im these areas where the Allies have drivem out the 'l.lllo Hewe from
fumnia, Bulgaris end other Bglkan areas seems te be rather gearces That whieh
triekles through reveals that were it mot for the irem grip eof amilitary sutherity,
there would hm::: and revelutien. The Pumanian peasantry has always beon poor and
three years of Naszi oofupation has done nething te relieve the situstien. Right
now Rugeia has & fairly free hand in the Eastern Balkans and is met persitting
local digturbances te inm any way jeopardize her military operations.

The tragie seeme of a liberated area is to be found im Greece. Her
populatien, elready disseminated by war and disease, and her Sountry ravished by
the Naszis, liberation apparently offered rothing but freedem for grcitor trouble,
The liberation of Greece was & British enterprise and the maiatenance of order has
besome & British problem. In Greecce, as in other areas, poverty is rampant and the
shortage of food stuffs, elothing and industrial preduce is beyend belief.

UNNRA has not boen tes suceessfull either im Greece or im Italy, Whet
the difficulties are is not slear at this time. The triekle of foold which arrives
cannot moet the situstion. There is mo doubt but what the tremsportatien is still
e major handleap and the faet that there is real difficulty im rejuvemating the
industrial and agticultural life of the countries invelved is the most serioue
linitation.

The major sroblem sonfronting the United Nations in the Furopesn ‘heater
ie one of governmental imstitutions snd the diplomatie relations between the major

Allies and the liberated countries. Right here it should be stated that what is
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drastieally needed is amother meecting of Reosevelt, Churohill and S¢alin. The oloser
the United Nations ocome to vietory the more obvious and apparent become some of their
differences. We have alwaye had these differemeces snd there is me resson to believe
that the war weuld minizize thems I do met believe that Americans should be unduly
alarmed over mimor differences with Rugsia. If it will be but remembered that it was
not until 1933 that we even recognized the Soviet Unien as a state and that bitterness
through migunderstanding and deliberate perpetration ef falpoheod has been the pattern
between Fugsie end Ameriea, thea it becomes mere obvieus why differences may ooecur.
I would say thet we have to keep in mind wiat Fussia wants and needs. I would list
then in this wamner:
1. A practiosl program of eollective gsecurity as outlimed in the Dusbarten Osks
proposal , establishing the Sesurity Coumeil.
2, Border stetes which are friendly to the Soviet Union snd govermments in those
statos which will not serve as agents of anti-Soviet forees.
3. An outlet inte the Mediterranianm.
4 A ratification of her boundaries with Poland and Fumsnia.
S+ The inelusion of the Baltie states into the Soviet Uniom.

I would say thet these are the major hlnﬁ of the Soviet Unien, none eof
which are in any way impossible of selution and all of which fit very nieely inte a
more seeure and stable Russia. It is to be remembered that Rugeis has been living
in a sceiety opposed to ite institutions of government and eoonomics. The Pussisn
leadership has been fearful this psycholegy of fear and has motévated her te be
highly nationalistio, sensitive and at times, militant. The answer to a fear psychesis
is the establishment of conditions which promete and guaranty security.

Rugsia, more than any other major power beecause of her past histery and
because of evidenee of intrigue against her, is going to demand conditions of security
and obtain them, even if she heas to do it through & system of allisnces and cutright
absorption of neighboring states. The best assuranee of & ceoporative and peaceful

Fussia is the establishwment of am international organiszation strong emough te gusrsanty
the peaece.
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The major politicanl danger arising in “urope is not that of Communiss
but is rather the greater danger of the old Rightist ruling forees of the past
seoking to dam up the change that is ecertain to sweep over the continemt. That
is what happened in Greece and today the people of Athems are paying for the
political obstineney and conservatism of the old ruil.u groups by their blood.
There is ome thing eertain -~ this war will net leave Eurepe unchanged. Those
whe gulded the destiny of Europe prier to 1939 are, witn few exeeptions, in
disgrece and hated by their people. Rumania is not going back te ite King
Carel snd Msdem Lupesou. Poland i3 met going back to the wilitary dietatorship
of Pileudski or the faseist minded Leadership of Beek. The Ureeks are not going
to settle for the medisority amd questionadle nobility of King Usorge the Second.
The Italians have no desire to see Mussolini mipplanted by an evea mere evil
genius and Franee has slready shown her seorn for the politieal epportunisas of
her leadess of the 30's.

I do believe that Eurepe is definitely going to the left. This dou.
not necessarily mesn Communism er Sosialism but it dees represeat a revolutionary
ohange in the thinking of a great part of the pooples It means that the old world
of purely private and menopolistie, capitalistie enterprise is losing ground.

I think -“. best example of this whole movement osn be found in Franee's DeGeulle whe
sysbolizes o a grest extent the movement toward the left. Before that,

DeGaulle was & member of the Fremoh military Hierarohy. He was even reported te
have been & Reyalist, 'y-t todsy DeGaulle's statemeats reveal that he is eapable

of aceepting the mationslization of Fremoh key industries. Even the conservative

sind in Frsnmee feels that DeBaulle’s progra= ef mationalization is aoceptables
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Problems confronting us in the Buropesn Theater of War may be divided

inte three groups:

{l} mite obviously, the first is that of military strategy and organization

7ith the ultimate objective of complete defeat of our enemies.

/ 2 The secend problem is that of relief and rehabilitation fer the liberated

sreas and

(’ja) The third, diplomatic relstienships which exist first of all hetween the

=s. jor powers themselves and, secondly, the relationships of the msjor powers te the

litersted countries.

‘”«! ship hetween war and diplemacy. It is with this in mind that I say that militery

decisions madedin Furope by Kussia, Britain and the United States ere at all times

One of the basic axioms of internstional pelities is The direot relstion-
\pﬁﬂ JP prejudiced or affected by the diplometic decisions or lack of decisions. It is
helieved in seome quarters that the slow-down in Russia's action on the Esstern
X front, particularly in reference to the Poligh and Baltic sectors, was due be the
fsilure of diplematic unity on the part or Poosevelt, Churchill and Stalin. There

was still the question of the Pelish state or the composition of its gevernment.

I'nere was yot the question of the Baltic stetes and their inclusion inte the Soviet
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! Unien. Al1 of these problems sre yet to be setiled.

; It may not be just eoimeldence that the CGermsn break~through «gainst
| the Americsn First Army ceme at & time when the sllies were having terrifie

f diplomatic problems in Greece and Belgiuu. The unity of the United Nations was
receiving its first severe test in the early months of this winter and histery

#will reserd that the lack of diplematic harmeny sroduced aa eppertunity fer German

offensive actiion. There is resson to believe that the Russisn offensive through

Polend will mot take place until the Folish question nes been decided and may I

say decided in guch o manner that it is satisfsctory to the Soviel Uniene
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Having listed as the second wajer problem cenfrenting us in the Furopean
Theater of War the relief and rehabilitetion of the liberated areas, I think it is
enly proper that some analysis be made of the activities of UNNRA and military
zoverament in those sress where the Allies heye driven out the Nazis. News from
Rumanis & Bulgaria seems to be rather scsrce. That which trickles through reveals
that were it not for the irem grip of wilitary sutherity, there would be general
?haos and revolution. The rumsnisn peasantry has always been poor and three
yesrs of Nazi eccupstion has done nofhing te relieve the situation. Right new
Russisa has & fairly free hand in the Eastern 3Bulksns snd is net permitiing lecel
disturbances te in any way jeopardize her military operations.

The tragic scene of & libersted area is te be found in Greece. Her
population, already decimated by war end disease, and her country ravished by
the Nazia, liberation apparently offered nething but freedom for greater chios.
The liberation of Greece was & Dritish enterprise and the meintenance of order
has become a British problem. In Greece, as in other &reas, the shortage of
food, clething and industrisl products is beyond belief.

UNNRA has net been too suecessful sither im Greece or in Itsly. What
the difficulties are is not clesr at this time. The trickle of food which
arrives csnnot meet the needs of the situstion. There is no doubt that
transportatien is still & major handicap. There is slse difficulty in rejuvenat-
ing the industrial and agricultural life of the countries.

The major preblem confrontimg the UnitedNations in the “uropesn Theater
is one of rovernmental institutions and the diplomstic relations between the
mejor Allies and the liberated countries. Right here it shoeuld be stated that
what is drastically needed is another meeting of Keosevelt, Churchill and Stalin.
The cloger the United Nationrs come te victery the mere obvious and apparent
become some of their differences. Ve have always head these differences snd there
is ne resson te believe that the war would minimize them. 1 do not believe that

Americsns should be umduly slarmed over miner differences with Rugsin. If it

will be but remembered that it was not until 1933 thet we even recognized the
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Seviet Unien as & state ané thet bitterness through misunderstending and
deliberate perpetration of falseBood has been the patitern between Russis and
Ameries, then it becomes more obvious why differemnces may occur. I would say
thet we have to keep in mind what Russia wants snd needs. I would list them
in this manner:
1. A practicsl pregram of collective security as outlined in the Bumbarton
Oaks propossl, establishing the Security Council.

2, Berder ststes whick are friendly to the Soviet Union smd govermments in

th§§F' those stetes which will net serve as azents of snti-Soviet forces.

3. An outlet into the ifediterranian.
4, A rectification ef her boundaries with Pelsnd and Rumsnia.
5. The inolusion of the Baltie ststes inte the Soviet Unien.

I would say that these are the major demsnds of the Soviet Unien, none
of which sre in any wey impessible of solution and all of which fit very nicely
into & more seoure and steble Hussia. It is to be remembered that "ussia hus been
living in :;society ogposed to its instiﬁutinni of government and economics. The
Rygsian leadership has bheen femrful. This psycholegy of fear has motivsted her to
be highly natiomslistic, semnsitive and at times, militant. The snswer te & fear
psychosis is the establishment of comditions which promote and guarsnty security.

Kyggia, more than any other major power because of her past histery
end becsuse of evidence of imtrigue against her, is going ve demand conditions eof
security and obtain them, even if she has to do it throurh a system eof slliances
and outright absorption of neighboring states. The best assurance of & coopers-
tive and pemceful Russia is the establishment of wn internationsl erganizatien
strong enough te gusranty the peace.

The major pelitical danger arising in bLurope is not that of Communism
but is rather the greater danger of the old Rightist rulinz forces of the past
seeking to dam up the change thst is certain to sweep érer the continemt. Clhat
1s what happened in Gresce and today the people of Athens are paying for the

politicel obstinacy and conservatism of the old ruling groups by their bloed.
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There is ene thing certain -- this war will not leave Zurepe unchanged. ZLhese
who gzuided the destiny of Lurepe prier to 1939 are, with few exceptions, in disgrace
and hated by their people. Rumsnia is not geing back to its King Carel and Madam

Lupescu. Poland is net going back to the military dictatership of Pilsudski er the

i Fascist minded leadership of Beck. The Greeks are not going to settle for the
mediocrity and questionsble nebility of King Geerge the Second. The Italians
have ne desire to see Musselini Buipllnted by &n even wmere evil genius and France
has already shown her scern for the politicsal eopportunism of her lesders of the 30's.
////,, It sppears that “urope is going te the left, This does net necessarily ’
yot mean’ Communigzm or “Soecialism bﬁt it dees represent a vevolutien;ry change in the
& thinking of a great part of the people. It meins that in the old werld purely
private and monopolistie, capitalistic enterprise is losing ground, 1 think the
best example of this whéle movement can be found in France's DeGaulle who symbolizes
( te s grest extent the movement teward the left. Before that, DeGaulle was a member
of the French Military Hierarchy. He was even reported to have been a Hoyslist,
yet today DeGaulle's stutements reveal that he is capable of accepting the
Pﬁ?t& netionalization of Fremnch key industrics. Even the conservative mind in France feels

A\\J\‘\_ that DeGeulle's pregrer of nationalization is acceptable.

In svite of handieaps, French leadership is new working the politieal
miracle of 1944. It is the re-establishment of France as & major power. It has

now been included as one of the members of the Security Council and an active and

|
|
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worticipeting partner in the war against Germsny.
French, British, Russians and Americans have one common denominater
that supercedes all obstacles and all differences, wolitiesl and economie. The
demand for world organization for peace springs from every element and every group
in esmech and every country. The separatism and natienslism that was so characteristie
of the 30's has been bled white by the tragedy of the 40's. There is real cencern
over the nature of the pewce thet will have te be writtem and the difficulties tchat

will be encountered in rebuildinz & devastated world.
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