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In lieu of an abstract, hereis a brief excerpt of the content:

Was the CivilWara Total War? Mark E. Neely, Jr. Ina recent article, Charles Strozier,a Lincolnbiographerand
codirectorofthe CenteronViolence and Human Survival, argues that the United States' demand for
unconditional surrenderin World War Il, and ultimately the use oftwo atomic bombs on Japan, found
antecedents inPresidentLincoln's surrenderterms inthe Civil War. Precedent, it might be said, is
everything in human affairs. [Franklin D.] Roosevelt's inventive reading ofthe surrenderat Appomattox draws
us back into that most curious of American events, the Civil War, as the crucible in whichthe doctrine of
unconditional surrenderwas forged. In this first of modernwars, anewtechnological capacityto kill and
destroyemerged, along with a strikinglynewsetofideas about militarystrategy, the relationship between
afighting army and noncombatant civilians, and the criteria that determine when waris over. The latterare of
enormous significance and relate directlyto the brutality, length, and totality of twe ntie th-ce ntury warfare.
The crucialtermhere is not unconditionalsurrender, a phrase perhaps coined byGen. Ulysses S. Grant at
FortDonelsonearlyin 1862, butthe idea oftotalityinwar,aconceptthatcomes fromourown century. "It was
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Lincoln, Grant, and the CivilWarthatincorporated total warinto modernexperience," Strozier maintains.
"There is aclearconnectionhere betweenthe emerging nation-state,anewtype ofdeadlywarfare,and an
ending inwhichanenemycapitulates completely. To putitepigrammatically, the totalityofthe modernstate
seems to require unconditionalsurrenderas anecessarycorrelative ofits total wars. The American Civil War
brought thatinto focus."1The assertionthatthe United States insisted onunconditionalsurrenderinthe
CivilWarcanbe quickly provenwrong. Grant's terms at Fort 1 Charles Strozier, "The Tragedy of Unconditional
Surrender," Military History Quarterly 2 (Spring 1990): 12, 14; Charles Strozier, Unconditional Surrender and
the Rhetoric of Total War: From Truman to Lincoln, CenteronViolence and Human Survival Occasional Paper
Number2 ([New York]: CenteronViolence and Human Survival, 1987).See also James M. McPherson, Lincoln
and the StrategyofUnconditional Surrender (Gettysburg, Pa.: Gettysburg College, 1984), 11-13, 23-24. Civil
War History, Vol. XXXVII, No. 1,° 1991 by the Kent State University Press 6 CIVILWAR HISTORY Donelsonwere
notthose of Abraham LincolninWashington. As the warapproached its conclusion, Lincolnon three
occasions wrote his peace terms downonpaper.Inthe firstinstance, instead ofdemanding unconditional
surrender, he insisted ontwo conditions forsurrender. On July9, 1864, he told Horace Greeley, who was
aboutto meetConfederate agents inCanada, "lIfyou canfind, any personanywhere professing to have any
proposition of Jefferson Davis in writing, for peace, embracing the restorationofthe Unionand
abandonment ofslavery, whateverelse itembraces, sayto himhe maycome to me withyou...." Lincoln
would negotiate anyotherterms the Confederate agents might have in mind. As the summerwore on, the
Northern military cause, and with it Republican political fortunes, sank dangerously low. On August 24,
Lincolndrafted a letterabout peace for New York Times editor Henry J. Raymond, saying, "... you will
propose,onbehalfthis government, that uponthe restoration ofthe Union and the national authority, the
warshallcease atonce, allremaining questions to be leftforadjustmentbypeaceful modes." The president
chose notto use this letterand laterinsisted onthe two conditions previouslystipulated to Greeley, but he
remained willing to negotiate otherthings.2 True, Congress might have some sayas well,and Union and
emancipationamounted to agreatdealwhenone considers thatthe Confederate states seceded inorder
to become anindependent nationand a slave republic. Yetthere were manyotherthings aless lenient
president might reasonably have demanded: the exclusionofConfederate politicalleaders from future
public office, disfranchisement of Confederate soldiers, enfranchisement offreed blacks, legal protection
forthe RepublicanpartyinformerConfederate states,recognitionofWestVirginia's statehood , the
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